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The Honourable Donald Tsang, GBM

The Chief Executive
Hong Kong Special Administrative Region
of the People’s Republic of China

Chief Executive’s Office

Hong Kong

Dear Mr Tsang,

Pursuant to section 18 of the Electoral Affairs Commission
Ordinance, we have the pleasure in submitting to you a report containing our
recommendations on the delineation of the Legislative Council geographical
constituencies for the purpose of the general election in respect of the
Legislative Council to be held in 2008.

For the coming election, we recommend to adopt the boundaries of
the existing five geographical constituencies, and to allocate the 30 seats for the
geographical constituencies as follows:

Geographical Constituency | No. of seats
Hong Kong Island 6
Kowloon West 5
Kowloon East 4
New Territories West g
New Territories East 7

Total: 30

Yours sincetely,

5 e 2 C[hins

PANG Kin-kee, Lawrence LOK Ying-kam, Andrew CHAN Chi-fai,
Chairman Member Member
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Group on Population Distribution Projections set
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

Section 1: The Electoral Affairs Commission

11 The Electoral Affairs Commission (“EAC” or “Commission”)
Is an independent and apolitical body established under section 3 of the
Electoral Affairs Commission Ordinance (“EACQO”) (Chapter 541 of the
Laws of Hong Kong), with the primary objective of upholding openness,

honesty and fairnessin public elections.

Section 2 : Responsibility of the Commission

12 Under section 4(a) of the EACO, one of the functions of the
Commission isto consider or review the boundaries of geographical
constituencies (* GCs’) for the purpose of making recommendations as to
the boundaries and names of GCsfor a Legidlative Council (“LegCo”)

general election.

13 Under section 18 of the EACO, the EAC isrequired to submit
to the Chief Executive of the Hong Kong Special Administrative Region a
report on the recommendeations for the delineation of the GCs and the names

proposed for each constituency not more than 36 months from the preceding



general election. Asthe previous genera election was held on
12 September 2004, the EAC is required to submit the report for the
2008 LegCo Election by 11 September 2007.

Section 3 : Scope of the Report

14 The scope and content of this report are based on the
requirements stipulated under section 18 of the EACO. Thereportis
published in two volumes. Volume 1 primarily describes the process of
drawing up the delineation proposals of GC boundaries and sets out the
Commission’s recommendations on the boundaries and the names of the
GCswith the reasons for its recommendations. It aso includes a complete
record of all the written and oral representations made to the Commission.
Volume 2 contains the list of recommended GCs and maps showing the

recommended boundaries and names of the GCs.



CHAPTER 2

DELINEATION OF CONSTITUENCIES

Section 1: Satutory Criteria

Criteria stipulated under the Legislative Council Ordinance

2.1 In making the recommendations in respect of the delineation of
GC boundaries, the EAC isrequired to adhere to the following statutory
criteria stipulated under the Legidlative Council Ordinance (Cap. 542)
(“LCO"):

(@) thereareto be5 GCsfor the purpose of returning
Members at elections for those constituencies [section 18(1)

of the LCQO];

(b) at ageneral election, 30 Members are to be returned for al
GCs[section 19(1) of the LCO]J; and

(c) the number of Membersto be returned for each GC isto be
anumber, not lessthan 4 nor greater than 8 [section

19(2) of the LCOY.



Criteria stipulated under the Electoral Affairs Commission Ordinance

2.2 In accordance with the EACO, the EAC shall -

(@) ensurethat the extent of each proposed GC is such that the
population in that constituency is as near as practicableto
the number which results (i.e. “ the resulting number™)
when the population quotais multiplied by the number of
Members to be returned to the LegCo by that GC pursuant
to any electoral law [section 20(1)(a) of the EACOQ];

(b) whereit isnot practicable to comply with paragraph (a) in
respect of a proposed GC, ensure that the extent of the
constituency is such that the population in that
constituency does not exceed or fall short of the resulting
number applicable to that constituency, by more than 15%
thereof [section 20(1)(b) of the EACQ]; and

(c) ensure that each proposed GC isto be constituted by 2 or
more contiguous whole District Council constituencies

[section 20(2) of the EACQ].

2.3 In making such recommendations, the EAC shall also have
regard to—



(@) community identities and the preservation of local ties

[section 20(3)(a) of the EACO];

(b) physical features such as size, shape, accessibility and
development of the relevant area or any part thereof

[section 20(3)(b) of the EACO];

(c) existing boundaries of Districts [section 20(4)(a) of the
EACQ]; and

(d) existing boundaries of GCs [section 20(4)(b) of the
EACO].

2.4 The EAC may depart from the strict application of the
requirements set out in paragraph 2.2 (a) and (b) above only whereiit
appears that a consideration referred to in paragraph 2.3 (a) or (b) above
renders such a departure necessary or desirable [section 20(5) of the

EACO].

Section 2 : Working Principles

2.5 Apart from the statutory criteria set out above, the Commission

also adopted the following working principles for the current demarcation

exercise -



(@) the boundaries of the existing 5 GCs should form the basis

of consideration in the current demarcation exercise;

(b) for those existing GCs where the population falls within
the permissible range of the population quota requirement,

their boundaries will be adopted as far as possible;

(c) Hong Kong Island, Kowloon and the New Territories are to
be treated separately, as these areas have been regarded as

distinct from one another;

(d) splitting of Districts by District Council Constituency
Areas (“DCCAS’) should be avoided unless there are very
strong reasons. Where splitting is necessary, it should

affect the least number of Districts; and

(e) factorswith political implications will not be taken into

consideration.

2.6 The working principles mentioned above have been adopted for

the demarcation exercises for the LegCo Elections since 1998.



Section 3 : Name and Code of Constituencies

2.7 In determining the name and code reference for the GCs, the
Commission considers that the name of GCs should comprise two easily
distinguished components — the name of the areain which the GC is situated
and adirectional reference similar to those employed for the existing GCs
(Hong Kong Island, Kowloon West, Kowloon East, the New Territories
West and the New Territories East). The GCs are also distinguished by a
code and numbering system starting from“LC 1” and ending at “LC 5",
being arranged from south to north and from west to east. The
Commission hopes that by adopting this naming and coding system, anyone
who consults the maps will find it easier to understand them and locate the
constituencies. These methods have also been adopted in the demarcation

exercises for the LegCo Elections since 1998.

Section 4 : Changesto Boundaries between Districts

2.8 During the last demarcation exercise of the GC boundaries for
the 2004 LegCo Election, the EAC found that a recently built private
residential development named Nob Hill had straddled the boundaries
between Sham Shui Po and Kwai Tsing Districts (and also the boundaries of
Kowloon West and the New Territories West GCs).  This affected the
Commission’s demarcation work. The EAC is pleased to note that the

Administration has, taking into account the Commission’s recommendation



and views of local residents and relevant parties concerned, realigned the
boundaries of Sham Shui Po District and Kwal Tsing District to put the
entire Nob Hill within Sham Shui Po District.  The amendment was
stipulated in the District Councils Ordinance (Amendment of Schedule 1)
Order 2006, which was endorsed by the LegCo on 21 June 2006.

Section 5 : Population Forecasts

2.9 Section 20(6) of the EACO provides that the Commission shall
endeavour to estimate the total population of Hong Kong or any proposed
GC inthe year in which aLegCo general election isto be held for the
purpose of making recommendations on the delineation of GCs. If it isnot
practicable to do so, the Commission shall estimate the population of Hong
Kong or the GC having regard to the available information which is the best

possible in the circumstances.

2.10 An Ad Hoc Subgroup (“AHSG”), formed under the Working
Group on Population Distribution Projections chaired by the Planning
Department (“PlanD”), took up the task of providing the Commission with
the necessary population forecasts. The AHSG was chaired by an
Assistant Director of the PlanD and comprised representatives from a
number of bureaux and departments, including the Constitutional and
Mainland Affairs Bureau (“CMAB?”), Census and Statistics Department,

Home Affairs Department (“HAD”), Housing Department, Lands



Department (“LandsD”), Rating and Valuation Department and the
Registration and Electoral Office (“REQO”). To make the best estimation as
close to the election date as practicable, the AHSG has used the statistics of
the 2006 population by-census recently released by the Census and Statistics
Department as the basis for projection in this demarcation exercise. The

AHSG has produced a report with population forecast as at 30 June 2008.

211 The report prepared by the AHSG, which provides forecasts of
population of Hong Kong down to DCCA level, estimates that the total
population of the territory will be 6,975,100 as at 30 June 2008. The
population figures in the report were adopted by the Commission for
delineation of GC boundaries. The population quota (defined in section
17(1) of the EACO as meaning the total population of Hong Kong divided
by the total number of Membersto be returned for all GCs, i.e. 6,975,100 +~

30) is 232,503 for the purpose of this demarcation exercise.

Section 6 : The Process of Delineation

2.12 Upon receipt of the forecast population figures from the AHSG
in May 2007, the REO started to draw up preliminary proposed delineations
of GCs, by grouping DCCASs, being the building blocks of GCs, in an
appropriate manner to form each of therequired 5 GCs. The REO then

presented the preliminary proposals to the Commission for consideration.
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2.13 The Commission considers that the best way to start is to adopt
the boundaries of the existing GCsto see if the results satisfy the statutory
criteriaand the working principles stated in paragraphs 2.1 — 2.5 above.
This approach has the benefit of maintaining the existing boundaries to
which electors have long grown accustomed since 1998.  Electors will not

have to adjust themselves to anew GC.

2.14 The forecast population provided in the AHSG's report for the

5 existing GCs are as follows —

Existing GC and Code Forecast Population
Hong Kong Island® (LC 1) 1,267,900
Kowloon West® (LC 2) 1,030,000
Kowloon East® (LC 3) 1,018,700
New Territories West* (LC 4) 2,030,300
New Territories East® (LC 5) 1,628,200

Total: 6,975,100

! The GC of Hong Kong Island comprises the Districts of Central & Western, Wan Chai, Eastern and
Southern.

2 The GC of Kowloon West comprises the Districts of Yau Tsim Mong, Sham Shui Po and Kowloon City.
% The GC of Kowloon East comprises the Districts of Wong Tai Sin and Kwun Tong.

* The GC of the New Territories West comprises the Districts of Tsuen Wan, Tuen Mun, Yuen Long,
Kwai Tsing and Islands.

® The GC of the New Territories East comprises the Districts of North, Tai Po, ShaTin and Sai Kung.
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2.15 The number of seats to be allocated to each GC is derived by
dividing the above forecast population with the population quota, i.e.
232,503 (paragraph 2.11 refers), and the details are as follows —

GC Number of Seats
Hong Kong Island (LC 1) 5.453
Kowloon West (LC 2) 4.430
Kowloon East (LC 3) 4.381
New Territories West (LC 4) 8.732
New Territories East (LC 5) 7.003

Total: 28 (excluding decimal places)

2.16 Excluding the decimal places in the number of seats for each
GC, the 5 GCstake up atotal of 28 seats. The 2 remaining seats are then
allocated to the 2 GCs with the largest remainders, in order to meet the
statutory requirement of ensuring that the extent of each proposed GC is
such that the population in that constituency is asnear as practicableto the
resulting number as set out in paragraph 2.2(a) above. However, the New
Territories West (LC 4), which has the largest remainder, has already been
allocated with 8 seats, i.e. the maximum number of seats for a GC under the
law (this was also the situation for the New Territories West in 2004).
Therefore, the 2 remaining seats have to be allocated to the 2 GCs with the
second and third largest remainders, which are Hong Kong Island (LC 1)
and Kowloon West (LC 2). Theresulting distribution is as follows —
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Proposed Deviation from
GC the resultin
T Number of Seats Wg
Hong Kong Island (LC 1) 6 -9.11%
Kowloon West (LC 2) 5 -11.40%
Kowloon East (LC 3) 4 +9.54%
New Territories West (LC 4) 8 +9.15%
New Territories East (LC 5) 7 +0.04%
Total: 30

Details of the calculation are shown in Appendix |.

2.17 The Commission finds that by adopting the boundaries of the
existing GCs as the boundaries for the 2008 GCs, all the statutory criteria
and the working principlesin paragraphs 2.1 - 2.5 above are fulfilled.
Compared with the number of seats allocated to each GC for the 2004
LegCo Election, Kowloon West will have one additional seat, while
Kowloon East will have one fewer seat. The number of seats allocated to

the other GCs will remain the same.

2.18 The Commission also suggests retaining the existing names and

codes for the 5 GCs, since no change in their boundariesis proposed®.

®  Except the minor rectification of district boundary between Sham Shui Po and Kwai Tsing Districts, and
hence the boundary between Kowloon West and the New Territories West GCs, referred to in paragraph
2.8 ahove.
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Section 7 : Other Options

Delineation of GC boundaries by Districts

2.19 Apart from the proposed delineation above, the Commission
has explored other possible options for delineation but considered them not

viable or desirable.

2.20 For example, the Commission considered the option of
reallocating Kwai Tsing District from the New Territories West (LC 4) to
Kowloon West (LC 2). Under this option, the New Territories West (LC 4)
(with a population of 1,505,900; deviation -7.47%) and Kowloon West

(LC 2) (with apopulation of 1,554,400; deviation -4.49%) will each be
allocated seven seats, Hong Kong Island (LC 1) will have five seats and the
number of seatsin other GCswill be the same asin the provisional
recommendations. Thisoption will yield arange of deviation of (+9.54%
to -7.47%), which is dightly smaller than that of the proposed delineations
(i.e. +9.54% t0-11.40%). It will aso bring about a more even population
distribution among the GCs. However, despite the geographical proximity,
Kwai Tsing District and other Districts in Kowloon West belong to different
communities. The Commission considersit undesirable for aGC to
comprise Districts of both the New Territories and Kowloon, and it
contradicts the working principle at paragraph 2.5(c) above. In addition,

the improvement in deviation figures is too small to justify redrawing the



-14-

boundaries and thus requiring electors to adjust themselves to the new

delineations.

2.21 The Commission also considered the option of moving Sai
Kung District from the New Territories East (LC 5) to Kowloon East (LC 3).
Under this option, Kowloon East (LC 3) (with a population of 1,434,800;
deviation +2.85%) and the New Territories East (LC 5) (with a population of
1,212,100; deviation +4.27%) will have six and five seats respectively, and
the number of seatsin other GCswill be the same asin the provisional
recommendations. This option will yield arange of deviation of +9.15% to
-11.40%, which is about the same as that of the provisional
recommendations. Such amarginal improvement in deviation figures does
not justify redrawing the boundaries. Under this option, Sai Kung District
of the New Territories will be allocated to the GC of Kowloon East, which is

also not desirable.

2.22 The Commission also explored a number of other alternative
delineations along the district boundaries, but all of them were either not
viable (see Appendix I 1), asthey did not comply with the relevant statutory
requirements, or not desirable (see Appendix |11), asthey did not give due
regard to community integrity or existing GC boundaries, did not improve
upon the deviation figures, or otherwise did not comply with EAC’sworking

principles as set out in paragraph 2.5.
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Delineation of GC boundaries by DCCAs

2.23 Although the Commission may come up with numerous options
of delineation by splitting the existing Districts along the DCCA boundaries,
it does not consider it desirable to do so having regard to the requirement to

preserve community identities and local ties in the Districts.

Section 8 : The Provisional Recommendations

2.24 Having explored the alternatives and consulted District Officers
of the HAD, the Commission considers that the proposal suggested in
paragraph 2.16 above is the best option, and that the same names and codes
of the existing GCs should be adopted, as they have been well received and
accepted by the community. Details of the provisional recommendations,
including the population and component DCCAS of each GC are set out in
Appendix V. These provisional recommendations were then put forth by

the Commission for public consultation.
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CHAPTER 3

THE PUBLIC CONSULTATION

Section 1: The Consultation Period and Public Forum

3.1 In compliance with the requirement of section 19 of the EACO,
the Commission conducted a public consultation exercise on its provisional
recommendations from 5 July to 3 August 2007 for a period of 30 days.
During this period, members of the public were invited to submit
representations to the Commission to express their views on the provisional

recommendations on the delineation and names of the GCs.

3.2 A list of the provisionally recommended GCs, together with the
component Districts and DCCAs, and maps showing the boundaries of the
GCswere exhibited for public inspection at District Offices, public housing
estate offices, post offices, public libraries and the REO during the
consultation period. The public may also browse such information on the

EAC'swebsite.

3.3 An open letter from the Chairman of the EAC was attached to
each set of consultation document to explain to the public the statutory
criteriaand working principles adopted by the Commission in delineating

GCs.
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34 The public consultation was widely publicised through the
electronic and print media as well asthe EAC’s website on the Internet and

the government gazette.

3.5 On thefirst day of the consultation period, i.e. 5 July 2007, the
Commission held a press conference to launch the public consultation
exercise and invited the public to give their views on the Commission’s
provisional recommendations. The Commission also appealed to the
public that not only those who had different views should speak up, but also
those who supported the provisional recommendations should do likewise.
Thiswas to enable the EAC to more accurately gauge the public’'s views and

degree of acceptance of the provisional recommendations.

3.6 The REO also briefed the LegCo Panel on Constitutional
Affairson 16 July 2007, where Members expressed their views on the

provisional recommendations.

3.7 A public forum was held at 2:30 pm on 26 July 2007 at the
Conference Room of the EAC in Wan Chai, where members of the public
could personally attend and make oral representations to the Commission
direct. Audio-visual aids were used to facilitate understanding of the

representations by making reference to maps.
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Section 2 : Number of Representations Received

3.8 The EAC received one proposal from the public concerning the
delineation exercise before commencement of the public consultation.
During the consultation period, the Commission received atotal of 219
written representations. At the forum, 51 persons turned up and 14 of them

expressed their views on the provisional recommendations.

3.9 The original texts of the written representations are contained
in Part Il of thisvolume. Summaries of the written and oral

representations are shown in Appendix V of thisvolume.
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CHAPTER 4

CONSIDERATION OF REPRESENTATIONS

Section 1: Deliberationson the Representations

4.1 As soon as the public consultation period ended, the EAC went
through al the written and oral representations on the provisional
recommendations (including the views expressed by LegCo Members at the
meeting of the LegCo Panel on Constitutional Affairsheld on 16 July 2007)
and considered whether they should be accepted. The Commission aso

considered a representation received before the consultation period.

4.2 The Commission examined each of the representations
received in detail, considered the viability of the proposals suggested and
the reasons put forward. General views provided in the representations
were also noted. A summary of all written and oral representations and the
EAC’sviews on each representation isat Appendix V. The EAC noted
that most representations concerned about the boundaries and number of
seats of Kowloon West (“KW”), Kowloon East (“KE”) and the New
TerritoriesWest (“NTW”) GCs. In considering the representations, the

Commission has noticed the following issues.
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(@) Adherenceto Statutory Requirements

4.3 Among the representations received, some of them offered
counter-proposals which would affect the number of GCs to be delineated
(e.g. to combine KW and KE GCs) or would cause the number of seatsin a
GC to fall outside the range alowed (i.e. from four to eight) in the statutory
provisions (e.g. to increase the maximum number of seatsin a GC from
eight tonine). Asthe LCO stipulatesthat there areto be 5 GCswith4t0 8
Membersfor each GC (see paragraph 2.1 in Chapter 2), such proposals
cannot be accepted (items 3, 10, 15, 20, 22 and 23 of Appendix V).

(b) Anticipated Changesin Population

4.4 Some representations suggested that the future population trend
in the KW and KE constituencies would justify maintaining the current
number of seats for the 2 GCs (put up by items 1, 2 and 18 of Appendix V).
For reason of fairness and consistency, the EAC considersit essential to
adhere to the population forecasts projected as at 30 June 2008 in
delineating the five GCsin this demarcation exercise. Inline with the
established practice, the EAC considersit not appropriate to take future
population trend into consideration.  Future changes in population after the
said cut-off date would be catered for in the next demarcation exercise,

taking into account the latest development at that time.,
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(c) Maintaining the Status Quo

4.5 It is noted that a majority of the representations suggested to
maintain the status quo for all 5 GCs, i.e. to maintain the existing
boundaries so as to preserve community ties and avoid confusion, as well as
to maintain the existing number of seats for KW (four seats) and KE (five
seats). One of the justifications put forward in these representations was
that if the number of seatsin KE was reduced, there would be fewer LegCo
Members who were familiar with the needs of KE residents for them to seek
help, and this would hamper social stability in the community. They aso
argued that under the status quo, the projected population of KW and KE

would still fall within +15% of the relevant resulting number.

4.6 The EAC agrees that maintaining the existing boundaries for
all GCswould comply with the statutory requirement that the EAC shall
have regard to existing GC boundaries as provided in section 20(4) of the
EACO, and would be in line with the EAC’ sworking principle to use the
existing GC boundaries as the basis of consideration in the current
demarcation exercise. The EAC has aso proposed to maintain the existing

GC boundariesin its provisional recommendations.

4.7 As regards the suggestion of maintaining the existing number
of seats for KW and KE, it cannot be accepted because the GC of KW hasa

larger projected population than KE.  Although the differenceisrelatively
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small, it would be unfair to KW if it is allocated fewer seatsthan KE. In
addition, according to section 20(1)(a) of the EACO, the EAC shall ensure
that the extent of each proposed GC is such that the population in that
congtituency isas near asis practicableto theresulting number. Under
the proposal to maintain the status quo, the deviations from the resulting
numbers for KW and KE would still fall within the +15% statutory limit
(+10.75% and —12.37% respectively). However, they would not be as
close to the resulting numbers as compared with those under the provisional
recommendations (-11.40% and +9.54%). The status quo suggestion
would contravene the statutory criterion in section 20(1)(a) of the
EACO which stipulates that the population in a GC should be as near asis
practicable to the resulting number. The EAC would not be able to fully

comply with the law if it accepts the suggestion to maintain the status quo.

(d) Fairnessin Representation

4.8 A number of representations considered that the population
difference between KE and KW constituencies was so small that it would be
unfair to the residentsin KE if KW was to be allocated one more seat than
KE (seeitems 2, 4, 18 and 23 of Appendix V).

4.9 As mentioned before in paragraph 4.7, the EAC considers that
if the GC boundaries are to remain unchanged, it would not be appropriate

to maintain the current number of seatsin KW and KE GCs. On the other



-23-

hand, with a view to achieving a better population distribution, the EAC has
explored the options of alowing the KE constituency to take in a contiguous
district from the New Territories East (“NTE”) or KW, as detailed in
Section 7 of Chapter 2. The resultant population in these options, however,
either would only yield a very marginal improvement in the range of
deviation and could not justify redrawing the GC boundaries, or would
cause the number of seatsin one of the GCsto fall outside the permissible
range of four to eight (options 3, 12 and 13 in Appendices|| and I11).
Some representations proposed to adjust the boundary between KW and KE,
so asto giveasmall part of aDistrict to KE in order to increase the
population of KE and thus justify maintaining the current number of seats.
The EAC considers such proposals to be undesirable, and this would be

further discussed in paragraph 4.14.

4.10 Some representations considered it unfair for NTW GC to be
allocated 8 seats, as its population entitled 8.732 seats, and the figure should
berounded upto 9. They considered that NTW would be
“under-represented” in this case (items 4, 15, 24, 25 and 26 of Appendix V).
If NTW was to be allocated 8 seats, to bring the population of NTW closer
to the resulting number for 8 seats, some suggested to move part of NTW to
other GCs.

4.11 The Commission understands the concern expressed in these

representations, but it should be emphasized that the deviation from the
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resulting number for NTW is +9.15%, which is within the permissible
deviation limit of +15% under the law. Furthermore, under the existing
statutory criteria stipulated in the LCO, the maximum number of seatsto be
allocated to aGC is 8, henceit will not be legally in order for EAC to
allocate 9 seatsto NTW. The EAC has also explored aternative optionsin
delineating NTW (see paragraph 2.20 in Chapter 2 and Appendices|| and

[11), but has found those options not desirable.

412 The EAC also considersthat if the population of a GC iswithin
the permissible range, to remove part of it to another GC (or to take in a part
from another GC) with the sole aim of maintaining the existing number of

seats for the GC may run arisk of placing undue emphasis on the number of

seats and jeopardising the established community ties.

4.13 Some representations at the LegCo Panel on Constitutional
Affairsraised issues relating to the list system of proportional representation.
The Commission would like to stress that such issues are outside the
jurisdiction of the Commission, and, as aways, matters of maintaining

political influence or advantage will not be considered by the EAC.

(e) Preservation of Community | dentitiesand Local Ties

4.14 A number of representations proposed to re-delineate the
boundaries of the KW and KE GCs by transferring some DCCAS of
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Kowloon City District from the KW constituency to the KE constituency, so
asto even out the population in these two GCs and to maintain the current
number of seats for them (items 1, 3 and 23 of Appendix V). In
considering such proposals, the EAC is under a statutory duty to pay due
regard to the preservation of community identities and local ties, aswell as
the existing boundaries of the districts and GCs, as provided under section
20(3) and (4) of the EACO (see paragraph 2.3 in Chapter 2). Also, under
the EAC’ sworking principles (as set out in paragraph 2.5 in Chapter 2),
splitting of Districts among two or more GCsisto beavoided. The EAC
believes it would not be appropriate to accept those proposal s to transfer
some parts of aDistrict from KW to KE, in order to preserve community

identities and local ties, and to comply with its working principles.

4.15 A number of representations suggested moving part of NTW to
other GCs to bring down the population of NTW. While some
representations had not specified the relevant part to be removed, some
proposed to move the Islands District to Hong Kong Island (“HKI") GC
(items4 and 24 in Appendix V). On paper, the suggestion seemed to
generate smaller deviation figures, but it would result in the combination of
aDistrict to a GC with distinctly different local characteristics and
community ties. Islands District is generally regarded as part of the New
Territories, and according to EAC’ sworking principles (see paragraph 2.5
in Chapter 2), should be treated differently from HKI. Moreover, the EAC
had received supporting views to keep the boundary of NTW GC intact, so
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asto preserve its community identity (items 11 and 19 of Appendix V).
The residents of Islands District had also objected to moving out their
district from NTW GC (item 19 in Appendix V). The EAC isthusof the
view that the proposal to move Islands District to HKI should not be
accepted.

Section 2 : The Recommendations

4.16 Section 20(5) of the EACO stipulates that the Commission
shall only depart from the resulting number population requirement

stipul ated under section 20(1)(a)-(b) of the EACO where it is necessary or
desirable when having regard to the considerations listed in section 20(3) of
the EACO (i.e. community identities, preservation of local ties, physical
features such as size, shape, accessibility and development of the relevant
area or any part thereof). Save where one or more of such considerations
made it impracticable or undesirable, the Commission should adhere to the
resulting number as far as possible in the demarcation of GCs. Thisisin
fact achieved under the provisional recommendations. Asthe EAC's
provisional recommendations did not propose any change in the existing GC
boundaries’, the community integrity of the 5 GCs would not be affected.
The EAC' s provisional recommendations have given due regard to the

preservation of community identity and local ties.

" savethe minor rectification of district boundary between Sham Shui Po and Kwai Tsing Districts, and

hence the boundary between Kowloon West and the New Territories West GCs.
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4.17 The EAC hastaken into account all the public representations
(including supporting and objecting views, and counter-proposal s offered)
received concerning the delineation and number of seatsfor the5 GCs. On
balance, the EAC considers that the suggestions proposing change of
boundaries or number of seats of GCs from the provisional

recommendations cannot be accepted.

4.18 The Commission decides that it is not necessary or appropriate
to make any alteration to the provisional recommendations, which now
remain asitsfinal recommendations. The final recommendationsin
respect of the 5 GCs, including the number of seats allocated to each GC,
their names and reference code numbers, the component DCCAs and their
population details as well as the maps showing the boundaries of the

recommended GCs are contained in Volume 2 of this report.
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CHAPTERS

A CONCLUDING NOTE

Section 1: Acknowledgements

51 With the completion of this demarcation exercise, the
Commission would like to express its gratitude towards the following
parties for their contributions. the AHSG, for its provision of the population
forecasts; the District Offices of the HAD, for their input on the basis of
their local knowledge; the LandsD, for their production of the various maps
for the conduct of the consultation exercise and production of the report; the
Information Services Department for their contribution to the publicity
programme relating to the consultation exercise, the Government Logistics
Department for the printing of the consultation materials and this report, and

the CMAB for their advice.

52 The REO, being the executive arm of the Commission, has
provided the manpower required for carrying out the exercise. The
Commission is particularly thankful to the staff of the REO for their
dedicated and concerted efforts in the preparation work.

53 Last but not least, the Commission is most grateful to those

members of the public who put forth their representations in writing or
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voiced them personally at the public forum.

Section 2 : Thelmportant Principle

54 As in previous demarcation exercises, the EAC has adhered to
the statutory requirements and its working principles as far as practicable.
The EAC has made every effort to strike a balance between observing the
population quota requirement and at the same time accommodating
suggestions from the public with reference to the community considerations.
As always, the Commission has paid no regard to any suggestions with

political implications.

55 Delineation of constituencies is an integral part of an election.
The Commission is committed to conducting each and every election under
its supervision in an open, fair and honest manner. The Commission has

faithfully held on to this important principle in this demarcation exercise.



Calculations on the Proposed Delineation

Tota Population (projected as at 30 June 2008) : 6,975,100
Population Quota (PQ) per GC Seat = Total Population =+ 30 seats = 232,503

Geographica ) (8) © (D) ® G) ©
Constituency Compqnent Proj ect_ed Number of Number of Number of Additional seat Total Deviation
(GO) District population . seats en_tltled seats geatsfor for Igrg%t numper of seats (%)
asat 30 June2008| in 2004 in 2008 integer remainders in 2008 (G)=[(A)-RN*]+RNx100%
(C)=(A)+PQ (F=(D)+(E)
HONG KONG | Central & Western 250,300 (1,267,900 — 1,395,018)
ISLAND Wan Chai 155,000 + 1,395,018 x 100%
(LC1) Eastern 586,400
Southern 276,200
Sub-total : 1,267,900 6 5.453* 5 1 6 =-9.11%
KOWLOON Yau Tsm Mong 294,300 (1,030,000 — 1,162,515)
WEST Sham Shui Po 373,500 + 1,162,515 x 100%
(LC2) Kowloon City 362,200
Sub-total : 1,030,000 4 4.430* 4 1 5 =-11.40%
KOWLOON Wong Tai Sin 425,900 (1,018,700 — 930,012)
EAST Kwun Tong 592,800 + 930,012 x 100%
(LC?J) Sub-total : 1,018,700 5 4.381 4 0 4 =+9.54%
NEW Tsuen Wan 295,200 (2,030,300 — 1,860,024)
TERRITORIES Tuen Mun 508,900 + 1,860,024 x 100%
WEST Yuen Long 554,200
(LCY Kwai Tsing 524,400
Islands 147,600
Sub-total : 2,030,300 8 8.732 8 0 8 =+9.15%
NEW North 294,100 (1,628,200 — 1,627,521)
TERRITORIES Tai Po 297,900 + 1,627,521 x 100%
EAST ShaTin 620,100
(LC5) Sai Kung 416,100
Sub-total : 1,628,200 7 7.003 7 0 7 =+0.04%
TOTAL : 6,975,100 30 - 28 2 30

(2/1 obeq)
| XIpueddy

_08_



Note:

* GCswith the largest remainders for additional seats

(except LC 4 which has already been allocated with the maximum number of seats)

# Resulting number (RN) is obtained by multiplying the number of seats and the population quota (i.e. 232,503)

Resulting Numbers and Permissible Limits

Resulting Lower Limit Upper limit
No. of Seats Population Quota Number (85%) (115%)
4 X 232,503 930,012 790,510 to 1,069,514
5 X 232,503 1,162,515 988,138 to 1,336,892
6 X 232,503 1,395,018 1,185,765 to 1,604,271
7 X 232,503 1,627,521 1,383,393 to 1,871,649
8 X 232,503 1,860,024 1,581,020 to 2,139,028

(¢/z obeq)
| XIpueddy

_'[8_
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Analysis of Other Options:

Non-viable options’

(LC 2 (KW) + Wong Tai Sin from the existing LC 3 (KE))

Constituency

LC 1 (HKI)
LC 2 (KW)
LC 3 (KE)
LC 4 (NTW)
LC5(NTE)

Option 2

Population No. of Seats
1,267,900 6
1,455,900 6

592,800 [3]
2,030,300 8
1,628,200 7

(LC 2 (KW) + Kwun Tong from the existing LC 3 (KE))

Constituency

LC 1 (HKI)
LC 2 (KW)
LC 3 (KE)
LC 4 (NTW)
LC5 (NTE)

Option 3

Population No. of Seats
1,267,900 6
1,622,800 7

425,900 [2]
2,030,300 8
1,628,200 7

(LC 3 (KE) + Kowloon City from the existing LC 2 (KW))

Constituency

LC 1 (HKI)
LC 2 (KW)
LC 3 (KE)
LC 4 (NTW)
LC5(NTE)

Population No. of Seats
1,267,900 6
667,800 [3]
1,380,900 6
2,030,300 8
1,628,200 7

Appendix ||
(Page 1/3)

Deviation

-9.11%
+4.36%
[-15.01%]
+9.15%
+0.04%

Deviation

-9.11%
-0.29%
-8.41%
+9.15%
+0.04%

Deviation

-9.11%
-4.26%
-1.01%
+9.15%
+0.04%



Option 4

(LC5(NTE) + Yuen Long from the existing LC 4 (NTW))

Constituency

LC 1 (HKI)
LC 2 (KW)
LC 3 (KE)
LC 4 (NTW)
LC5(NTE)

Option 5

(LC5(NTE) + Kwai Tsing from the existing LC 4 (NTW))

Constituency

LC 1 (HKI)
LC 2 (KW)
LC 3 (KE)
LC 4 (NTW)
LC5 (NTE)

Option 6

(LC5(NTE) + Sham Shui Po from the existing LC 2 (KW))

Constituency

LC 1 (HKI)
LC 2 (KW)
LC 3 (KE)
LC 4 (NTW)
LC5(NTE)

Option 7

(LC 5 (NTE) + Kowloon City from the existing LC 2 (KW))

Constituency

LC 1 (HKI)
LC 2 (KW)
LC 3 (KE)
LC 4 (NTW)
LC5 (NTE)

Population

1,267,900
1,030,000
1,018,700
1,476,100
2,182,400

Population

1,267,900
1,030,000
1,018,700
1,505,900
2,152,600

Population

1,267,900

656,500
1,018,700
2,030,300
2,001,700

Population

1,267,900

667,800
1,018,700
2,030,300
1,990,400

-33-

No. of Seats

No. of Seats

No. of Seats

6
[3]
5
8
8

No. of Seats
6
[3]
5
8
8

Appendix ||
(Page 2/3)

Deviation

-9.11%
-11.40%
+9.54%
+5.81%
+4.29%

Deviation

-9.11%
+10.75%
+9.54%
-71.47%
+2.87%

Deviation

-9.11%
-5.88%
-12.37%
+9.15%
+7.62%

Deviation

-9.11%
-4.26%
-12.37%
+9.15%
+7.01%



Option 8

(LC5(NTE) + Wong Tai Sinfrom the existing LC 3 (KE))

Constituency Population

LC 1 (HKI) 1,267,900

LC 2 (KW) 1,030,000

LC 3 (KE) 592,800

LC 4 (NTW) 2,030,300

LC5(NTE) 2,054,100
Option 9

No. of Seats

(LC5(NTE) + Kwun Tong from the existing LC 3 (KE))

Constituency Population
LC 1 (HKI) 1,267,900
LC 2 (KW) 1,030,000
LC 3 (KE) 425,900
LC4 (NTW) 2,030,300
LC5(NTE) 2,221,000

No. of Seats
6
5
[2]
8
[]

Deviation

-9.11%
-11.40%
[-15.01%]
+9.15%
+10.43%

Deviation

-9.11%
-11.40%
-8.41%
+9.15%
+6.14%

Appendix ||
(Page 3/3)

* These options are not viable either because the number of seats of the resultant GCs
would exceed or fall short of the permissible range of 4 to 8, or the deviation figures
would fall outside the £15% limit.

reference.
Note:
HKI Hong Kong Island
KW Kowloon West
KE : Kowloon East
NTW : New Territories West
NTE New Territories East

Such figures are square-bracketed for ease of



Option 10
(LC 2 (KW) + Kwai Tsing from the existing LC 4 (NTW))

Constituency

LC 1 (HKI)
LC 2 (KW)
LC 3 (KE)

LC 4 (NTW)

LC5(NTE)
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Analysis of Other Options:

Viable but not desir able options*

Option 11

Population

1,267,900
1,554,400
1,018,700
1,505,900
1,628,200

No. of Seats

5

~N N AN

(LC 2 (KW) + ShaTin fromthe existing LC 5 (NTE))

Constituency

LC 1 (HKI)
LC 2 (KW)
LC 3 (KE)

LC 4 (NTW)

LC5 (NTE)

Option 12

Population

1,267,900
1,650,100
1,018,700
2,030,300
1,008,100

No. of Seats

6

H 00 01

(LC3(KE) + ShaTinfromtheexisting LC 5 (NTE))

Constituency

LC 1 (HKI)
LC 2 (KW)
LC 3 (KE)

LC 4 (NTW)

LC5(NTE)

Population

1,267,900
1,030,000
1,638,800
2,030,300
1,008,100

No. of Seats

6

A 00 N O

Deviation

+9.07%
-4.49%
+9.54%
-1.47%
+0.04%

Deviation

-9.11%

+1.39%
-12.37%
+9.15%
+8.40%

Deviation

-9.11%
-11.40%
+0.69%
+9.15%
+8.40%

Appendix |11

(Page 1/2)



Option 13
(LC 3 (KE) + Sai Kung from the existing LC 5 (NTE))

Constituency Population

LC 1 (HKI) 1,267,900

LC 2 (KW) 1,030,000

LC 3 (KE) 1,434,800

LC 4 (NTW) 2,030,300

LC5(NTE) 1,212,100
Option 14

(LC5(NTE) + Tsuen Wan from the existing LC 4 (NTW))

Constituency Population
LC 1 (HKI) 1,267,900
LC 2 (KW) 1,030,000
LC 3 (KE) 1,018,700
LC4 (NTW) 1,735,100
LC5(NTE) 1,923,400

-36-

No. of Seats
6

gl 0o O O

No. of Seats
6

o 0o~ b

Appendix |11
(Page 2/2)

Deviation
-9.11%
-11.40%
+2.85%
+9.15%
+4.27%

Deviation

-9.11%
+10.75%
+9.54%
-6.72%
+3.41%

* These options are viable (i.e. with resultant number of seats and deviation within the
statutory requirement), but not desirable as the resultant population figures are not
closer to the resulting numbers than the proposed delineation, or the margina
improvement in deviation figures does not justify redrawing the GC boundaries.

Note:
HKI
KW
KE

NTW

NTE

Hong Kong Island
Kowloon West
Kowloon East

New Territories West
New Territories East
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Number of Seats for the Proposed Geographical Constituency Areas

e - |

Fioibk=
CEPSUE R OTEMUER PR TR el et ST % of Deviation from
Eroposed GC Code Proposed Name I-f>roposed Number Estimated Population Population Quota
for GC Area of Seats (as at 30 June 2008) (232,503)
LC1 ,P&H 6 1,267,900 -9.11%
Hong Kong Island
LC2 JeRE 5 1,030,000 - 11.40%
Kowloon West
LC3 iR 4 1,018,700 +9.54%
Kowloon East
LC4 Pl 8 2,030,300 +9.15%
New Territories West
LC5 Frid B 7 1,628,200 +0.04%

New Territories East

(vz/T obed)

ATXIpueddy
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Proposed Geographica Constituency Areas

RE
Bty iy Esti maEed Population [ﬂﬁ'ﬁg_@ﬁé S
il = B 38 7 2 Gk (as at 30 June 2008) Fiorbs
PR PSR TR E R £ District Council B 6 % of Deviation from
Proposed Proposed Name Constituency Areas = ;E B Population Quota
GC Code for GC Area included DCCA GC (232,503)
LC1 Tﬁ?{hﬁ, 1,267,900 -9.11%
Hong Kong Island
(EIJTﬁFIIE“[Ea . FI P 118 Central & Western
iﬁf;‘ N ﬁJEﬁEE
iy B 1) HIEL Chung Wen 16,000
(Including the AN Mid Levels East 18,700
4 Districts of (557 Castle Road 18,100
Central & Western, LI ITE[ Peak 20,400
Wan Chai, Eastern = University 18,000
and Southern) g?@ﬂ Kennedy Town & Mount Davis 15,900
ik Kwun Lung 14,200
= Sai Wan 15,400
e Belcher 21,300
7 [ir?[p_é' Shek Tong Tsui 16,100
rETik Sai Ying Pun 16,600
R Sheung Wen 16,900
[{ES Tung Wah 13,600
e:ch Centre Street 14,700
e Water Street 14,400 Py e
550200 o)
250,300 % g
SN 3
Bl

_88_
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Proposed Geographica Constituency Areas

G
e ,pJ Estimjed Population [FEEfGYE * [ IRl
fll 6k 3%, 7 2 (as at 30 June 2008) Fioibk
BOSE L OB LR 478 District Council [ZEAT % of Deviation from
Proposed Proposed Name Constituency Areas &= ;E By Population Quota
GC Code for GC Area included DCCA GC (232,503)

e Wan Chai
guzﬁ Hennessy 13,000

Oi Kwan 14,300
ib%‘:;l Canal Road 16,200
=) Causeway Bay 13,800
A Tai Hang 14,300
@ F'JP I Jardine’'s L ookout 15,400
L Broadwood 13,900
‘&ué Y Happy Valley 13,400
il EFSE Stubbs Road 14,300
[ Southorn 13,300
AL Tai Fat Hau 13,100

155,000

N Eastern
e Tai Koo Shing West 17,100
A Tai Koo Shing East 18,100 ~&
BPHE | Lei King Wan 19,200 A%
o Shaukeiwan 13,400 S
L Aldrich Bay 29,100 S
{fﬁ’;?{#[ A Kung Ngam 12,300 i<

_68_
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1=

Proposed Geographica Constituency Areas

RE
e ,pJ Estimjed Population [FEEfGYE * [ IRl
il & B 38 7 2 Gk (as at 30 June 2008) Fioibk
PO R (B PR ER £ District Council BhFE % of Deviation from
Proposed Proposed Name Constituency Areas = ;E Py Population Quota
GC Code for GC Area included DCCA GC (232,503)

fﬁ Il Heng Fa Chuen 18,900
g=b | Tsui Wan 12,200
H% Yan Lam 16,700

N Siu Sai Wan 13,400
Bl I King Yee 16,800
I%LA Wan Tsui 15,700
EE Fei Tsui 12,800
FEIE Mount Parker 13,800
%*RL [ Braemar Hill 15,900
= Tin Hau 14,500
i IF [ Fortress Hill 16,400
[ Victoria Park 14,700
BT T City Garden 14,900
fpgn Provident 18,900
[ digh Fort Street 14,700
%’5%‘ Kam Ping 16,500

| Tanner 15,400
fELRURT Healthy Village 15,400
B R Quarry Bay 15,200 Py e
T Nam Fung 13,500 g3
’%i‘[vf", Kornhill 14,700 g o
Byl Kornhill Garden 13,800 Nj
g Hing Tung 19,700 i<

_O-V_



Jda!ﬁh 2 5k BT
Proposed GeoqraphlcaJ Constituency Areas

G
e ,pJ Estimjed Population [FEEfGYE * [ IRl
i L b 35 67 2 b (as at 30 June 2008) Fioibk
BT (O TR, ¢ District Council BhFE % of Deviation from
Proposed Proposed Name Constituency Areas = ;E Py Population Quota
GC Code for GC Area included DCCA GC (232,503)
[l Sai Wan Ho 18,900
T TN Lower Yiu Tung 16,800
HYER Upper Yiu Tung 13,500
e Hing Man 19,100
S Lok Hong 13,000
Ed Tsui Tak 12,900
1197 Yue Wan 14,300
& Kai Hiu 14,200
586,400
51t Southern
HH Aberdeen 20,100
J%q%‘ﬁwﬁn Ap Lei Chau Estate 14,100
PRSPV Ap Lei Chau North 18,700
- Lei Tung | 14,100
FIN = Lei Tung Il 10,700
i'ﬁj‘[‘ﬁ‘lﬁ\l South Horizons East 15,500
N T South Horizons West 15,200
E Wah Kwai 16,000
BT Wah Fu | 13,300

(vz/s obed)

Al XIpueday
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Proposed Geographica Constituency Areas

(et~
B 65 Esti meEtLd Population g~ [ IR
et B3 S (as at 30 June 2008) Firosbs
By OB T, £ District Council Bk % of Deviation from
Proposed Proposed Name Constituency Areas = ;E B Population Quota
GC Code for GC Area included DCCA GC (232,503)
g Wah Fu Il 15,500
W E Pokfulam 20,700
[l Chi Fu 16,100
F 1y Tin Wan 18,000
7 1El Shek Yue 17,800
H b Wong Chuk Hang 15,200
1&g BaysArea 14,400
FAERT R Stanley & Shek O 20,800
276,200
R >
&
38
2
N |—
<

_ZV_
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Proposed Geographica Constituency Areas

(et~
TRty R AY Esti mied Popul ation [ﬂgfgﬁl_ﬁz" ML
fll b 35 67 2 b (asat 30 June 2008) Fioibk
PU I B S R E District Council BhFE % of Deviation from
Proposed Proposed Name Constituency Areas = ;E B Population Quota
GC Code for GC Area included DCCA GC (232,503)
LC?2 o wieT 1,030,000 -11.40%
K owloon West
(Eleﬁfﬁ“étE . R Yau Tsim Mong
P | s
=) FIPPE P Tsim Sha Tsui West 23,200
(Including the el Jordan West 19,400
3 Districts of EigY Jordan East 22,100
Yau Tsim M ong, ﬁlpﬁﬁ% Yau MaTe 16,600
Sham Shui Po and i & Charming 19,200
Kawloon City) £ Mong K ok West 18,200
it Fu Pak 18,500
A Cherry 22,200
I Tai Kok Tsui South 18,500
N E Tai Kok Tsui North 17,200
A Tai Nan 19,300
e E = Mong Kok North 15,900
= N Mong Kok East 14,200
| Mong Kok South 14,100
i A King's Park 17,900
ESUAET Tsim Sha Tsui East 17,800
294,300

(vz/, obed)
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Proposed Geographica Constituency Areas

et~
g IEJ EstimaEed Population g~ [ IR
fll Tk 38 7 522 T (as at 30 June 2008) Fioibk
By RBE I, District Council Bk % of Deviation from
Proposed Proposed Name Constituency Areas = ;E Py Population Quota
GC Code for GC Area included DCCA GC (232,503)

Vb Sham Shui Po
B Po Lai 12,800
SV Cheung ShaWan 15,400

JFE She Nam Cheong North 20,100
7[[ i K Shek Kip Mei &

JFE it Nam Cheong East 20,400

FTFJFE Vil Nam Cheong South 19,000
FTFJFE bpl Nam Cheong Central 20,000
i3 Iﬂp‘l Nam Cheong West 12,800
;qﬁgg | Fu Cheong 17,100
Y] Lai Kok 16,100
e Un Chau 28,300
A E"'JFH Lai Chi Kok South 21,600
= Mei Foo South 16,900
F 5 H Mei Foo Central 13,500
X 5= Mei Foo North 17,000
k= Lai Chi Kok North 20,000
AR So Uk 12,900 —
% 6 Lei Cheng Uk 14,600 &
E IE I HaPak Tin 19,200 ?,
<~ Ff Yau Yat Tsuen 15,300 N

Al XIpueday
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Proposed Geographica Constituency Areas

it g

_SV_

Bty iy Estimated Population [ﬂﬁ'ﬁf::ar_?ﬁz" ML
il H B 38 7 2 Gk (as at 30 June 2008) Fioibk
P ER O BT E R B District Council A % of Deviation from
Proposed Proposed Name Constituency Areas = ;E B Population Quota
GC Code for GC Area included DCCA GC (232,503)
4111~ I % Nam Shan, Tai Hang Tung &
i hjfﬁuﬁ‘l ! Tt Hang g 1ung 21,800
HT K FEIPT Lung Ping & Sheung Pak Tin 18,700
373,500
iy Kowloon City
R PR MaTau Wai 17,000
Fosiap] Ma Hang Chung 21,400
FpE E] Ma Tau Kok 13,700
B Lok Man 13,600
g Sheung Lok 17,100
AN Ho Man Tin 21,800
FapcE Kadoorie 18,200
~ Prince 16,600
] UEiJ'@L’??[ Kowloon Tong 18,600
Felrb Lung Shing 13,500
’J-?%‘ fr Kal Tak 17,000
MR Hoi Sham 15,800 I
-+ R To KwaWan North 13,100 g‘?
RS = To Kwa Wan South 14,700 @ g_
EERINAT AL Hok Yuen Laguna Verde 19,300 % ;i
[REIE Whampoa East 15,600 El<
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Proposed Geographica Constituency Areas

A4 S22

RE
Bty iy Esti maEed Population [ﬂﬁ'ﬁg_@ﬁé S
f?’,*t B 38 7 2 Gk (as at 30 June 2008) Fiorbs
PR PSR TR E R £ District Council B 6 % of Deviation from
Proposed Proposed Name Constituency Areas = ;E B Population Quota
GC Code for GC Area included DCCA GC (232,503)
:F*hiliﬂjﬁ“l Whampoa West 19,600
RGN Hung Hom Bay 17,400
i Hung Hom 14,400
e KaWai 15,500
B Oi Man 14,200
Bk Oi Chun 14,100
362,200

(2/0T 2bed)

_9-V_
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Proposed Geographica Constituency Areas

R
e ,pJ Estimjed Population [FEEfGYE * [ IRl
f?’,*t B 38 7 2 Gk (as at 30 June 2008) Fioibk
P E L P SRR District Council =L % of Deviation from
Proposed Proposed Name Constituency Areas = ;E Py Population Quota
GC Code for GC Area included DCCA GC (232,503)
LC3 ‘JU%J’EPIJ 1,018,700 +9.54%
Kowloon East
(if 1 gl U Wong Tai Sin
B )
(Including the ey Lung Tsui 13,200
2 Districts of il Lung Ha 14,100
Wong Tai Sin e - Lung Sheung 19,800
and Kwun Tong) T Fung Wong 15,400
B Fung Tak 17,600
L Lung Sing 19,700
e i San Po Kong 22,700
F,LI ] Tung Tau 12,800
AEN Tung Me 14,600
S Lok Fu 15,000
TP Wang Tau Hom 18,800
Rﬁgi Tin Keung 16,100
AT A Tsui Chuk & Pang Ching 18,900
'r’r[ﬁlﬁpj Chuk Yuen South 16,500
'r'f[ﬁ'j = Chuk Yuen North 17,400 3
BT Tsz Wan West 20,500 3
T Ching Oi 18,500 ®
1‘% Ching On 19,800 S
E

R Tsz Wan East 21,400

_LV_
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Proposed Geographica Constituency Areas

(et~
Ay 45 1Y Esti maFIfed Population g~ [ IR
et B3 S (as at 30 June 2008) Firosbs
By OB T, £ District Council BhFE % of Deviation from
Proposed Proposed Name Constituency Areas = ;E B Population Quota
GC Code for GC Area included DCCA GC (232,503)

I King Fu 20,100
e Choi Wan East 15,100
7T Choi Wan South 13,400
el Choi Wan West 12,000
Ty Chi Choi 16,600
A Choi Hung 15,900

425,900
% Kwun Tong
g;&jiﬁ & Kwun Tong Central 14,500
| v Kowloon Bay 13,500
¥ Kai Yip 12,400
] [#l Lai Ching 16,200
B Ping Shek 19,100
P 2 Jordan Valley 14,400
UAEN Shun Tin 20,200
L Sheung Shun 19,600
ol OnLee 13,100 T
P Po Tat 25,600 &
£~ SauMau Ping North 19,900 o
==y Hiu Lai 19,500 %
ECIR ALY Sau Mau Ping South 18,200 =

Al XIpueday
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Proposed Geographica Constituency Areas

it g

e ,pJ Estimated Popul ation [FEEfGYE * [ IRl
i & 6k 3%, 7 2 (as at 30 June 2008) Fioibk
BOSE L OB LR 478 District Council [ZEAT % of Deviation from
Proposed Proposed Name Constituency Areas = ;E Py Population Quota
GC Code for GC Area included DCCA GC (232,503)

=l Hing Tin 19,300
Jt ! LamTin 14,500
?’4 il Kwong Tak 20,500
T Ping Tin 17,500
fr‘p?& Pak Nga 14,200
I Yau Tong East 21,000
Nl [H | Yau Tong Central 22,300
i |+1£3 Yau Tong West 17,500
25} b;? Laguna City 23,800
flr King Tin 21,700
Eld Tsui Ping South 14,500
= Tsui Ping North 12,300
S Po Lok 15,400
F| Yuet Wah 13,800
ATl Hip Hong 16,400
YRS Hong Lok 17,100
L Ting On 17,300
5 PEF Ngau Tau Kok 19,600

LN ToTal 17,800 SB

gt = Lok Wah North 14,900 818

LEF Yy Lok Wah South 15,200 % =3

592,800 N 2

S
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By, OB AT District Council A % of Deviation from
Proposed Proposed Name Constituency Areas = ;E B Population Quota
GC Code for GC Area included DCCA GC (232,503)
LC4 Frilp 2,030,300 +9.15%
New Territories West
CERER B £ Tsuen Wan
FTFI% R ’
S W, (HIE, Tak Wah 18,600
k) el Yeung Uk Road 18,300
(Including the TaIE Hoi Bun 19,500
5 Digtricts of o O Clague Garden 15,400
Tsuen Wan, PR Fuk Loi 13,600
Tuen Mun, i Discovery Park 17,200
Il\jve; l'_l'(s)lr;% o ﬁ“ [ Tsuen Wan Centre 11,400
and Islands) ?ili& AIIlway 22,300
7P La To 22,100
S La Hing 14,600
S E‘l Tsuen Wan Rural West 22,200
2RI Tsuen Wan Rural East 21,900
A Luk Yeung 15,500
A AN Lei Muk Shue East 21,200
AT Lei Muk Shue West 14,000 <&
T Shek Wai Kok 13,600 % 2
9T Cheung Shek 13,800 =[S
295,200 S X
S

_09_
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il Tuen Mun
FT Jj 1S Tuen Mun Town Centre 20,100
e Siu Chi 20,800
= Siu Tsui 16,300
P On Ting 16,800
R Yau Oi South 12,600
EE5r e Yau Oi North 17,100
e Tsui Hing 17,200
R Shan King 19,400
1k 2 King Hing 15,900
SE Hing Tsak 16,700

bE; San Hui 21,200
— Sam Shing 19,900
T3 %& Hanford 24,500
Hi Fu Sun 14,800
[ﬁyﬁﬁ Yuet Wu 13,000
- SiuHei 13,000
iﬁﬁfl Wu King 15,400 <5
A Butterfly 18,500 818
e Lok Tsui 14,600 5 S
EEi Lung Mun 18,800 N (2
pefl SanKing 15,500 2l

_'[9_
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L L eung King 15,100
Fil Tin King 18,100
gL | Po Tin 19,500
o Kin Sang 17,400
kL Siu Hong 16,100
Fjj i Prime View 20,200
g»:-‘f Fu Tai 19,500
EEE Tuen Mun Rural 20,900

508,900
7o Yuen Long
(e, Fung Nin 19,700
A3 Shui Pin 22,800
K Nam Ping 13,800
=4 Pek Long 13,900
T 1= Yuen Long Centre 19,000
B Fung Cheung 19,400
S S Shap Pat Heung North 23,500 ==
S Shap Pat Heung South 19,700 §
Sy Ping Shan South 15,100 ° B
1 = Ping Shan North 20,000 Z <
RS Ha Tsuen 13,200 Sl

_Zg_
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sy Tin Shing 22,200
B Shui Oi 19,700
;L.Jﬁ- Shui Wah 19,200
’;%3’- Chung Wah 19,700
PR Yuet Yan 26,300
Hij Fu Yan 26,300
SELE Yat Chak 20,300
A Tin Heng 23,400
%L’F‘J Wang King 18,200
%f'él?ﬁﬂ 1= Kingswood North 22,300
;gr'g,iﬁﬂﬁﬁ Kingswood South 23,100
Y TinYiu 22,100
B w?ﬁ Tsz Yau 22,600
feﬁ};’g’gﬁa[ﬁl Fairview Park 15,800
B | SanTin 18,400
! Kam Tin 10,100
A5 Pat Heung North 10,500
e Pat Heung South 13,900

554,200 chl

&

el Kwai Tsing ®

s Kwai Hing 21,000

_89_
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B (B I £ District Council B 6 % of Deviation from
Proposed Proposed Name Constituency Areas = I B Population Quota
GC Code for GC Area included DCCA GC (232,503)
ST Kwai Shing East Estate 19,100
R Al Upper Tai Wo Hau 14,100
X 4\@[ I Lower Tai Wo Hau 15,200
el Kwai Chung Estate 30,900
7k Shek Yam 23,700
P& OnYam 16,100
T 1B Shek Lel Extension 22,200
75 Shek Lei 21,800
AFIET Tai Pak Tin 19,900
2, Kwai Fong 20,200
= Wah Lai 17,600
FAE Lai Wah 15,000
! e ChoYiu 17,900
Ea Hing Fong 17,900
3:;,? La King 13,600
ESdull Kwai Shing West Estate 20,200
4 OnHo 21,800
EE4 Wai Ying 19,900
- Tsing Yi Estate 14,900 35
i, Greenfield 19,300 8
: | 3 (2
= Cheung Ching 19,800 218
- Cheung Hong 18,900 Nj el
5211 Shing Hong 14,800 2i<

_Vg_
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Bty 5 9 Estimated Population [ﬂ%’ﬁ?@ﬁ:" ML
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Proposed Proposed Name Constituency Areas = ;E B Population Quota
GC Code for GC Area included DCCA GC (232,503)

%F‘J Ed Tsing Yi South 19,900

= Cheung Hang 14,500

%F‘J A Ching Fat 19,200

~3 Cheung On 15,000

524,400

BE Islands

N Lantau 17,000

FFLp = Yat Tung Estate North 20,300

SELE TR Yat Tung Estate South 19,000

IR Tung Chung North 19,600

NPT Tung Chung South 18,800

[Eﬁﬁ 1y Discovery Bay 15,900

PP 3 @YY Peng Chau & Hei Ling Chau 7,200

FH rbj‘éﬁ[ Lamma & Po Toi 5,400

j'éwﬁj Cheung Chau South 12,200

RPN Cheung Chau North 12,200

147,600 ’;,5 >

T (3
35
Bz
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Proposed Proposed Name Constituency Areas = ;E Py Population Quota
GC Code for GC Area included DCCA GC (232,503)
LC5 i E 1,628,200 +0.04%
New Territories East
(S F 7 158 North
I IBET _
EP“I—F‘J DL[EIE) ﬁ?ﬂ:[ﬂﬂ{ L uen Wo Hui 20,600
(Including the FH T Fanling Town 20,200
4 Districts of % Cheung Wah 19,200
North, Tai Po, ‘aﬁ’ ?ﬂ Wah Do 19,200
ShgTin and | Wah Ming 18,300
Sai Kung) TR Yan Shing 20,800
e Shing Fuk 19,000
oSSR Sheung Shui Rural 18,900
I YuTa 19,900
A Choi Yuen 20,100
7 [@ﬁﬁf Shek Wu Hui 19,600
A Tin Ping West 12,200
e Fung Tsui 13,900
= ShaTa 14,000
T Tin Ping East 15,300
glfﬁp[ Queen’s Hill 22,900
294,100
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il Tai Po
ifﬁjbf Tai Po Hui 13,900
il Tai Po Central 14,200
SEYY Chung Ting 15,600
AT Tai Yuen 16,100
Hi Fu Heng 17,900
Tey YeeFu 17,800
Hi T FuMing Sun 14,700
Eﬁl rERV ?ﬁﬁﬁ Kwong Fuk & Plover Cove 15,200
418 Wang Fuk 12,800
il Tai Po Kau 13,900
iﬁ:_fgﬁ,ﬂ Wan Tau Tong 17,500
i San Fu 16,000
FRT 4 Lam Tsuen Valley 19,700
e Po Nga 16,200
AL Ta Wo 17,200
BN Old Market & Serenity 16,800
SIE g Hong Lok Yuen 15,000 el
i Shuen Wan 15,800 &
Prpid™ Sal Kung North 11,600 N
297,900 §

_Lg_
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By (OB MRy R 478 District Council B 6 % of Deviation from
Proposed Proposed Name Constituency Areas = ;E B Population Quota
GC Code for GC Area included DCCA GC (232,503)

VBE! ShaTin
VRE T ShaTin Town Centre 20,900
YRRl Lek Yuen 14,100
e Wo Che Estate 20,100

5i— Uy City One 16,100
'[\E’,%Jis*} Yue Shing 15,100
= Wong Uk 18,700
e ShaKok 15,800

F L Pok Hong 17,700

KL Jat Min 12,800
% e Chun Fung 16,300
rf 1 Sun Tin Wai 17,700
A Chui Tin 16,800
HEigh Hin Ka 14,800
il Lower Shing Mun 21,700

@ Keng Hau 21,400

Fries Tin Sum 16,800
g Sun Chui 11,600 <15
gl Tai Wai 19,800 & 2
Frp Chung Tin 20,700 R o
LN Sui Wo 14,000 NS
K Fo Tan 15,400 2I<
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735 Chun Ma 11,300
N2 Chung On 22.200
feﬁ}?{;%_ Kam To 19,600
Frighy Sunshine City 21,500
I LeeOn 18,400
i Fu Lung 17,800
l%t KamYing 19,100
YiuOn 17,200
T Heng On 19,600
i S On Tai 20,100
g Tai Shui Hang 13,500
g YuYan 17,300
i Bik Woo 16,300
T Kwong Hong 12,800
i Kwong Yuen 15,100
620,100
[l Sai Kung
~ >
PIFIfljfl~  Sai Kung Central 12.700 §
F 1 Pak ShaWan 14,900 o 3
PIFIEER Sai Kung Islands 10,500 % =
Hip TR Hang Hau East 14,500 Rl<

_69_
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e 1P Hang Hau West 16,900

“BLW Wan Po 15,300

{»ﬁ?ﬂl Wai Do 19,600

PRt Kin Ming 17,400

#(H Choi Kin 19,300

] O Tong 17,000

E"{%f FuKwan 23,800

k2 Nam On 23,200

Rl Hong King 19,500

EZ Tsui Lam 19,900

Gy Po Lam 18,000

FRh YanYing 19,800

A Wan Hang 18,900

R King Lam 19,400

Uyl Hau Tak 19,000

Hi i Fu Nam 17,400

] Tak Ming 20,200

i) Sheung Tak 20,500

vl Kwong Ming 18,400 3B

416,100 &

@ (8
N &
£ 1%
Bl
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Summary of Written Representations

Representation Received Before Commencement of Public Consultation

on 5 July 2007

ltem Representation EAC'sViews
no.
1 |One representation proposes to: For (a):

(a) maintain the existing boundaries of
5 geographical constituencies
(“GCs’) so asto preserve
community ties and avoid
confusion;

(b) maintain the existing number of
seats for Hong Kong Island (“HKI1")
(6 seats), Kowloon region (9 seatsin
total) and the New Territories region
(15 seatsin total) as the population
changes should not be great; and

(c) maintain the existing number of
seats for Kowloon West (“KW”) (4
seats) and Kowloon East (“KE”) (5
seats).
these 2 GCs closer to the population

To bring the population of

requirement, the EAC may consider
moving some District Council
Constituency Areas (“DCCAS")
from Kowloon City District in KW
to KE because:

(i) reducing the number of seats for
a particular GC means reduction
in the degree of its representation
in the LegCo, and residents
would have less chance to seek
help from LegCo Members,

The supporting views are noted.

For (b):
The suggestion isaccepted. Inthe EAC's

provisional recommendations, the number of
seats for HKI, Kowloon region and the New
Territories region remains unchanged.

For (c):

The suggestion is not accepted because:

(i) factorswith political implications will
not be taken into consideration;
(ii) athough under the status quo, the

deviations from the resulting numbers
for KW and KE are still within the +15%
statutory limit (+10.75% and —12.37%
respectively), they are not as close to the
resulting numbers as compared with
those under the provisional
recommendations (-11.40% and
+9.54%). The proposal to maintain the
status quo may contravene the statutory
criterion in s 20(1)(a) of the EACO
which stipulates that the population in
a GC should be as near asis practicable
to the resulting number;

(iii) for reason of fairness and consistency,
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(Page 2/19)
ltem Representation EAC'sViews
no.

(i) if the status quo is maintained, the EAC considersiit essential to adhere
the projected population of KW to the population forecast projected as at
and KE will still fall within 30 June 2008 for this demarcation
+15% of the relevant resulting exercise. Inlinewith established
number under the statutory practice, it is considered not appropriate
criteria; and to take future population trend into

(iii)it is estimated that there will be consideration; and
an increase in population in KE |(iv) splitting the existing districts along the
in the coming five years. DCCA boundariesis considered to be

undesirable having regard to the
statutory requirement to preserve
community identities and local tiesin the
districts. It will a'so cause confusion to
electors concerned.
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Representations Received During Consultation Period

[tem Representation EAC'sViews
no.
2 202 representations propose to: For (a):

() maintain the existing boundaries
of the 5 GCs so as to preserve
community ties and avoid
confusion; and

(b) maintain the existing number of
seats for KW (4 seats) and KE (5
seats), because:

(i) thedifferencein the forecast
population between the 2
GCsissmall;

(i) reducing the number of seats
for a particular GC means
reduction in the degree of its
representation in the LegCo,
and residents can only seek
help from fewer LegCo
Members who are familiar
with their needs. These will
hamper social stability in the
community and adversely
affect voter turnout rate;

(iii) if the statusquo is
maintained, the projected
population of KW and KE
will still fall within +15% of
the relevant resulting number
under the statutory criteria;

(iv)the workload of KE LegCo
Members will become
heavier, and with no increase

(i)

(i)

(iii)

(iv)

The supporting views are noted.

For (b):

The suggestion of maintaining the existing
number of seats for KW and KE is not
accepted because:

although the projected population
difference between the 2 GCsissmall, it
will be unfair to KW if it is allocated
fewer seats than KE despite alarger
population;

factors with political implications (such as
the delineation’s effect on incumbent and
prospective LegCo Members and political
parties) will not be taken into
consideration;

the EAC’s provisiona recommendations
do not propose any change in the existing
GC boundaries, hence the community
integrity of the 5 GCswill not be affected.
The EAC’s provisional recommendations
have given due regard to the preservation
of community identity and local ties,
there is no strong reason in support of the
argument that community ties will be
hampered in the KE GC with the reduction
of one seat in the LegCo;

although under the status quo, the
deviations from the resulting numbers for
KW and KE are still within the +15%
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ltem
no.

Representation

EAC’sViews

in honorarium, their service
for residents will be
adversely affected;

(v) the provision of an extra seat

for KW may attract candidates
who seldom serve the GC
previously to contest in the
area (i.e.4[=). Withlimited
prior communication with
electors, their quality of
services will not be good.
Being unfamiliar with such
candidates, electors may refuse
to vote or cast their votesin
ignorance, which will be
harmful to the electoral
development of Hong Kong;

(vi)the EAC’s provisional

(vii)

recommendations are unfair to
prospective candidates who
have been working for
residents concerned all along;
although the number of seats
for KW isincreased for the
2008 LegCo Election, it may
be reduced in the next term,
and residents will need to adapt
to frequent changes of LegCo
Membersin their GCs,

(viii) it is anticipated that there will

(ix)

be an increase in population in
KE in the coming five years;
not only the population in KW
GC increases, but aso that in
the New Territories West

statutory limit (+10.75% and —12.37%
respectively), they are not as close to the
resulting numbers as compared with those
under the provisional recommendations
(-11.40% and +9.54%). The proposal to
maintain the status quo may contravene
the statutory criterion in s 20(1)(a) of the
EACO which stipulates that the
population in a GC should be as near as
is practicable to the resulting number;
for reason of fairness and consistency, the
EAC considersit essentia to adhere to the
population forecast projected as at 30 June
2008 for this demarcation exercise. In
line with established practice, it is
considered not appropriate to take future
population trend into consideration;

(vii) athough the populationin NTW also
increases, it has already been allocated the
maximum number of 8 seats under the law
and cannot be allocated one more sest,
while this does not apply to KW GC; and

(viii) there are views supporting the provisional
recommendations.

(vi)

For (c):
The population forecasts used by the EAC were

provided by the AHSG, which was set up solely
for the demarcation exercise. It has conducted
comprehensive researches before compiling the
relevant data by a systematic methodology. It
has al so taken into account the latest results of
the 2006 population by-census. The EAC
therefore holds that the official data provided
by the AHSG should remain as the sole and
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[tem Representation EAC'sViews
no.

(“NTW”") GC; authoritative basis for the demarcation work.
(x) littleinformation on the future

development of Kowloonis  |For (d):

available; and It has been the EAC's established practice to
(xi) the EAC should maintain the |conduct one-month consultation on its

status quo until the demarcation proposals. Thisisin line with the
constitutional reformisin minimum requirement as set out in the law.
place.
(broadly similar to item 18) For (e):
See also item 11.

(c) one of the representations queries
the validity of the population
forecasts for KW and KE GCs.

(d) one of the representations
considers that the one-month
consultation period istoo short.

(e) one representation isthe same as
item 11, but adds that the
boundaries and seats of all GCs
should remain unchanged because
the population difference of KE
and KW GCsisrdatively small,
and they are within the +15%
permissible limit.

3 |(@) One representation proposes to The representations are not accepted because:
give 4 seatsto KW GC and 5 seats

to KE GC by transferring (i) under (a), by transferring the whole

Kowloon City and To Kwa Wan Kowloon City District (population:

from KW to KE. 362,200) from KW to KE, KE will have a
(b) One representation proposes to revised population of 1,380,900 and will

move some small DCCAsin KW be entitled to 6 seats, but KW will have a

to KE so asto maintain the revised population of 667,800 and will

existing number of seats for these only be entitled to 3 seats. Thiswill

two GCs, so that the population of contravene the statutory requirement that
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[tem Representation EAC'sViews
no.
the 2 GCs can be closer to the each constituency should have 4 to 8 seats
resulting numbers, residents can be (section 19(2) of Legidative Council
served by the same LegCo Ordinance) and thus cannot be accepted;
Members and electors will not be and
confused. (if) athough representation (a) has not

specified the boundary of “To KwaWan”
area and representation (b) has not
specified the name of DCCAsto be
transferred, the area concerned falls within
the boundary of Kai Tak DCCA in
Kowloon City District. The Kai Tak
DCCA has a population of 17,000 and is
adjacent to Kwun Tong District. By
transferring it from KW to KE, the revised
population of the two GCs (1,013,000 and
1,035,700 respectively) will entitle them to
have 4 and 5 seats respectively, resulting
in population deviations of +8.92% for
KW and -10.91% for KE (rather

than —11.40% and +9.54% as in the
provisional recommendations). The
marginal improvement in the range of
deviation does not justify redrawing the
boundaries and the suggestion of splitting
aDistrict will not be conducive to
preserving community integrity and will
be against the EAC’s working principles.

(please also see item 2)

4  |One representation: The representation is not accepted because:
(a) objectsto thereduction of 1 seat in
KE GC because: For (a):
(i) thereisonly marginal (i) athough the projected population

difference in population difference between KW and KE is
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no.
between KE and KW GCs relatively small, it will be unfair to KW if
(12,300); and itisalocated fewer seats than KE;
(ii) it would affect those who have |(ii) factors with political implications will not
served the KE GC for along be taken into consideration; and
time and intended to take part |(iii) the option of allowing KE to take in Sai
in the election. Kung District from NTE has been
considered (see option 13 in Appendix I11).
It suggests moving Sai Kung However, the suggestion is considered
District from New Territories East undesirable because the revised deviation
(“NTE”) toKE in order to (+9.15% and —11.40%) is just more or less
maintain 5 seatsin KE. the same as that of the provisional
recommendations (+9.54% and —11.40%),
(b) suggests moving some districts and the marginal improvement does not
from NTW to KW; and justify redrawing the GC boundaries.

(c) suggests moving Islands District  |For (b) and (¢):

from NTW to HKI. The suggestion is not accepted because it
would result in the combination of adistrict to al
GC with distinctly different local characteristics
and community ties.

According to the EAC’sworking principle,
Hong Kong Island, Kowloon and the New
Territories are to be treated separately, as these
areas have been regarded as distinct from one
another.

(Same as (a) under item 24)

5 |One representation supports the The supporting view is noted.

provisional recommendations because:

(@) it adheresto the legd
requirements,

(b) the EAC does not take political
factorsinto consideration, and thus




- 68 - Appendix V
(Page 8/19)

ltem
no.

Representation

EAC’sViews

can make afair proposal; and

(c) electors are not required to adapt
to new changes, thus minimizing
the impact on them.

One representation supports the
EAC' s provisiona recommendations
on the delineation of 5 GCs and the
number of seats for HKI GC.

The supporting view is noted.

One representation supports the
EAC' s provisiona recommendations
on the delineation of 5 GCs and the
number of seats for HKI, NTE and
NTW GCs. The representation also
comments that changing the existing
GC boundaries may affect the voter
turnout rate.

The supporting view is noted.

One representation:

(a) supportsthe provisional
recommendations (including
boundary, name and number of
seats for each GC); and

(b) proposesto reduce the permissible
percentage of deviation from
115% to £10% (whichis more
internationally recognized) in
future.

For (a):

The supporting view is noted.

For (b):

The suggestion involves amendment to the
EACO, which is beyond the EAC’sjurisdiction.

Two representations support the
EAC’s provisional recommendations
on the number of seats for KE and
KW GCs.

Supporting views are noted.
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no.
10 |One representation: For (a):
(a) supports giving 5 seatsto KW GC |The supporting view is noted.
as more LegCo Members are
required to handle the various For (b):
problemsin KW, The suggestion is not accepted because the
(b) objects to the reduction in the total number of seats will then become 31,

number of seatsin KE GC; and  |which exceeds the statutory limit of 30.
(C) proposesto:
(i) increasethetotal number of  |For (c):
GC seats; The subjectsraised are outside the EAC’s
(ii) carry out constitutional jurisdiction.
reformswith initiative;
(iii)amend the district boundaries
between Sham Shui Po and
Kwai Tsing Districts and hence
the GC boundaries between
KW and NTW; and
(iv)set up an integrated office of
LegCo Membersin each
district to serve residents who
require assistance.

(same asitem 20)

11 |One representation supports The supporting view is noted.
maintaining Islands District in NTW
GC asin the provisional
recommendations. It objects to some
suggestionsto put Islands District in
HKI GC because:

(i) Islands District isapart of the
New Territories, and

(i1) it has close ties with the New
Territories in terms of residents




-70- Appendix V
(Page 10/19)
[tem Representation EAC'sViews
no.
living habits and traditional
cultures.
12 |One representation: For (a):

(a) proposes that the existing statutory | The suggestion involves amendment to the
criteriaregarding the total number |Legislative Council Ordinance, whichis
of GCs and the number of seatsto |beyond the EAC’sjurisdiction.
be allocated for each GC should be
reviewed according to changesin |For (b):
population and the community Seeitems 2, 4, 15, 24-26.
development, regardless of the
progress in constitutional For (c):
devel opment; The suggestion involves amendment to the

(b) opines that the number of seats Elections (Corrupt and Illegal Conduct)
alocated to NTW, KW and KE  |Ordinance, which is beyond the EAC’s
GCsisnot desirable in view of the|jurisdiction.
former’s large population and the
small difference in population
between the latter 2 GCs; and

(c) suggeststo streamline the
procedure of seeking relief for any
inadvertent omission or mistakes
in the election expenses returns
submitted by the candidates.

13 |One representation: The subjectsraised are outside the EAC’s

(a) proposesto adopt the “first past
the post” method for LegCo
elections and elect all LegCo
Members from universal suffrage;

(b) comments that sufficient time
should be givento LegCo
Membersto discuss the Bills

jurisdiction.

submitted by the government; and
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(c) objects that no public consultation
was conducted regarding the
“Interception of Communications
and Surveillance Ordinance”.

14 |One representation supports the The supporting view is noted.
provisional recommendations. It
also considers that: For (a):

The number of seats allocated to each GC in

(&) infuture, if the total number of £, ;1re will base on the future population
seats for GCsisincreased, the projection.

number of seats allocated to NTW

GC should be increased in view of |Fq, (b):

Its rising population; and The subject falls outside the EAC'sjurisdiction.
(b) the functional constituencies

should be cancelled and their seats

should be allocated to the GCs in

the year 2012 according to the

population ratio.
15 |One representation The representation is not accepted because the
Proposes to: proposal will produce 6 GCs, thereby
contravening the statutory requirement to
(@) divide NTW into 2 GCsand delineate 5 GCs as stipulated in the LCO.

allocate 5 and 4 seats for them
respectively, while KW and KE
will each have 4 seats and HKI
will have 6 seats; or

(b) divide the New Territoriesinto 3
GCs, and alocate 5, 5 and 6 seats
to them respectively, while KW
and KE will each have 4 seats and
HKI will have 6 seats.

The arguments are:
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(i) thedifferencein population and
seats among the GCsis great and
thisisunfair to LegCo Members;

(i) NTW has an increasing
population, but is only allocated
the same number of seatsasin the
previous election;

(iii)the geographical areaof NTW is
very extensive; and

(iv)it isdifficult for the government to
coordinate with 8 LegCo Members
on matters about NTW.

16

One representation:

(a) supportsthe EAC’s provisional
recommendations to keep the
boundaries unchanged and allocate
4 and 5 seatsto KE and KW GCs
respectively, because the
provisional recommendations
complies with the legal
requirements and the number of
seats allocated to each GC is based
on their population projection.

(b) suggests that the EAC may
disclose more details on the
population forecasts to the public;
and

(c) the EAC may consider distributing
reference materials such as
statutory requirements and
working principles during the
public forum, and to ensure that

the participants of the public

For (a):

The supporting view is noted.

For (b) to (c):

The comments are noted for future review.
The statutory requirements and working
principles have in fact been included in the
consultation materials which can be
downloaded from the EAC’s website and
inspected at the Registration and Electoral
Office, al District Offices, post offices, public
housing estate offices and public libraries.
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forum should focus their
discussion on the demarcation
exercise only.
17 |One representation thought that 6 The suggestion is not accepted because thereis

additional seats were transferred from

the Election Committee to the GCs for

the 2008 LegCo Election, and

suggests the following two options

regarding allocation of these seats:

(a) alocate to each GC an additional
seat; or

(b) alocate the additional seats on the
basis of the number of registered
electors of aGC.

no additional GC seat for the 2008 LegCo

Election.
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[tem Representation EAC'sViews
no.
18 |Ten representations: For (a):

(a) propose to maintain the existing
boundaries of the 5 GCs so asto
preserve community ties and avoid
confusion; and

(b) propose to maintain the existing
number of seats for KW (4 seats)
and KE (5 seats), because:

(i) thedifferencein the forecast
population between the 2 GCsis
small;

(i) reducing the number of seats for
a particular GC means reduction
in the degree of its representation
in the LegCo and residents can
only seek help from fewer
LegCo Members who are
familiar with their needs, which
will hamper socia stability in the
community;

(iii)if the status quo is maintained,
the projected population of KW
and KE will still fall within
+15% of the relevant resulting
number under the statutory
criteria; and

(iv)it is anticipated that there will be
an increase in population in KE
in the coming five to ten years.

The supporting views are noted.

For (b):

The suggestion of maintaining the
existing number of seats for KW and KE
isnot accepted because:

(i) athough the projected population
difference between the 2 GCsis
small, it will be unfair to KW if itis
allocated fewer seats than KE despite
alarger population;

factors with political implications
(such asthe delineation’s effect on
incumbent and prospective LegCo
Members and political parties) will
not be taken into consideration;

the EAC’s provisional
recommendations do not propose any
changein the existing GC
boundaries, hence the community
integrity of the 5 GCswill not be
affected. The EAC’s provisional
recommendations have given due
regard to the preservation of
community identity and local ties,
there is no strong reason in support
of the argument that community ties
will be hampered in the KE GC, with
the reduction of one seat in the

(i)

(iii)

(iv)
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LegCo;
although under the status quo, the
deviations from the resulting

(c) one of the representations opines  |(V)
that if the EAC’s provisional

recommendations involve a change
to the existing allocation of seats, a

numbers for KW and KE are still
within the +15% statutory limit

(+10.75% and —12.37%
respectively), they are not closer to

longer public consultation period
should be provided to allow more
time for the public to consider the
proposal.

the resulting numbers as compared
with those under the provisional
recommendations (-11.40% and
+9.54%). The proposal to
maintain the status quo may
contravene the statutory criterion in
s20(1)(a) of the EACO which
stipulates that the population in a
GC should be asnear asis
practicable to the resulting number;

(vi) for reason of fairness and
consistency, the EAC considersit
essential to adhere to the population
forecast projected as at 30 June 2008
for this demarcation exercise. In
line with established practice, itis
considered not appropriate to take
future population trend into

(broadly similar to item 2)

consideration; and
(vii) there are views supporting the
provisional recommendations.

For (c):
It has been the EAC's established practice

to conduct one-month consultation on its
demarcation proposals. Thisisin line with
the minimum requirement as set out in the

law.
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19 |One representation: For (a):
(a) proposesto keep the boundaries and |See item 2.
seats of all GCs unchanged because
the deviations are within the For (b):

permissible limit; and

(b) supports not putting Islands District
in HK1 GC because the residents
living habits and customs are
different.

The supporting view is noted.

20

One representation:

(a) supportsgiving 5 seatsto KW GC as
more LegCo Members are required
to handle the various problemsin
KW,

(b) objectsto the reduction in the
number of seatsin KE GC; and

(c) proposesto:

(i) increase the total number of GC
seats;

(i) carry out constitutiona reforms
with initiative;

(iii)amend the district boundaries
between Sham Shui Po and Kwal
Tsing Districts and hence the GC
boundaries between KW and
NTW; and

(iv)set up an integrated office of
LegCo Membersin each district
to serve residents who required
assistance.

(same asitem 10)

For (a):

The supporting view is noted.

For (b):

The suggestion is not accepted because
the total number of seats will then become
31, which exceeds the statutory limit of
30.

For (c):

The subjects are outside the EAC’s
jurisdiction.
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21 |One representation proposesto increase |The subject falls outside the EAC's
the total number of GC seats. jurisdiction.

22 |Onerepresentation proposesto merge | The representation is not accepted

the KW GC andthe KE GCtoforma  |because there will only be 4 GCsin the
single GC, so that thereis no imbalance |whole territory, and this would contravene
and residents in Kowloon can seek help |the legal requirement of delineating 5
from more LegCo Members. GCs.

(same as item 23(b))
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Views Expressed by L egislative Council Members
at the Constitutional Affairs Panel M eeting on 16 July 2007

[tem Representations EAC'sViews
no.
23 |One representation suggests: For (a):
(@) to re-delineate the boundaries of KE |The suggestion is not accepted because if
and KW GCsto maintain the the whole of Kowloon City District

existing allocation of seats for these |(population: 362,200) is transferred from
two GCs, inview of themarginal  |[KW to KE, KE will have arevised
difference in population between population of 1,380,900 and will be
these GCs; and entitled to 6 seats, but KW will have a
revised population of 667,800 and will
(b) to combine KE and KW toforma |only be entitled to 3 seats. This will
single GC, taking into account that |contravene the statutory requirement that
the whole Hong Kong Island was  |each constituency should have 4 to 8 seats
also treated as a GC. (section 19(2) of Legidlative Council
Ordinance) and thus cannot be accepted.
If only part of adistrict istransferred to
KE, it would involve splitting a District,
and that will not be conducive to
preserving community integrity and will
be against the EAC’s working principles.

For (b):

The suggestion is not accepted because if
KE and KW are combined as one GC,
there would only be 4 GCsin the whole
territory, and this would contravene the
legal requirement of delineating 5 GCs.
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24 |One representation suggests: For (a):

(@) to adjust the existing GC boundaries|The suggestion is not accepted because it
of NTW, so that the excess would result in the combination of a
population could be transferred to  [District to a GC with distinctly different
other GCs, e.g. the Islands District |local characteristics and community ties.
can be moved from NTW to HKI;
and According to the EAC’s working

principle, Hong Kong Island, Kowloon

(b) Tseung Kwan O area can be moved |and the New Territories are to be treated
from Sai Kung District of NTEto |separately, as these areas have been
KE. regarded as distinct from one another.

For (b):

The suggestion is not accepted because it
would involve splitting a District, and that
will not be conducive to preserving
community integrity and will be against
the EAC’s working principles.

25 |Onerepresentation is broadly similar to |The suggestion of splitting Yuen Long
item 24(a), but also points out that EAC |District is not accepted because that will
has, in the past, considered to put Yuen |not be conducive to preserving
Long District in two GCs. community integrity and will be against

the EAC’sworking principles.

26 |Four representations suggest to make | The subject falls outside the EAC's

amendments to the legidlation so that
NTW would be treated more fairly by
having 9 seats. The Government and
the EAC should adopt a more flexible
approach in the delineation exercise.

jurisdiction.
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