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2 Hon HUI Cheung-ching (Oral Reply)

Regarding the "Hong Kong Harbour Fest" ("the Festiva"), will the
Government inform this Council:

€) of the respective amounts spent on publicizing and promoting the
Festival localy and overseas;, details of other publicity and
promotion activities apart from the production of a television
specia showcasing the Festival highlights for broadcast around the
world as clamed by the Administration, and whether it has
reviewed why most Hong Kong people, other than receiving
continuous negative news about the Festival from the media, have
been unaware of the specific programmes and schedule of the
Festival; if it has, of the findings of the review;

(b) whether the Administration has, during the preparation process,
assessed the average attendance of each show of the Festival and
the lowest acceptable attendance; if it has, of the assessment
results; and

(© whether the Administration, as the major sponsor of the Festival, is
only responsible for providing the subsidy, leaving the organiser to
make its own selection of contractors for organising the Festival;
of the organisations or contractors responsible for steering and
coordinating the various shows of the Festival; and whether the
Administration has ascertained that the various contractors share



the same objectives and interests as those of the Government?
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Hon Emily LAU (Ora Reply)

There are comments that the arrangements for the Hong Kong Harbour Fest ("the
Festival"), which is supported by the Government with public fund, are confusing
and the ticket sales of its various programmes are poor, putting Hong Kong to

shame.

(@

(b)

(©)

In this connection, will the Executive Authorities inform this Council:

given that the Administration told the Panel on Financial Affairs at its
meeting on the 11th of last month that the Rolling Stones would not
come to perform in the Festival as scheduled but, three days later, the
band told a news agency that they would come to Hong Kong as
scheduled and had received a deposit, whether the Administration has
reviewed if it had been kept in the dark, resulting in the arrangements
going out of control;

given that the organizer of the Festival announced on the 20th of last
month that three local singers "had withdrawn from the Festival" but
advised three days later that they would appear in the Festival as
scheduled, of the reasons for such a state of confusion; and

as the organizer announced on the 22nd of last month that a British
singing group could not take part in a concert scheduled for the 24th of
last month and that it would distribute free tickets for the concert the
following day, and some people were dissatisfied with the arrangements
for distributing these tickets, whether the Administration has reviewed
the relevant arrangements and assessed the impact of the distribution of
free tickets on the income of the Festival and the reputation of Hong



Kong; if so, of the review and assessment results; if not, the reasons for
that?
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Hon CHOY So-yuk (Oral Reply)

It has been reported that, due to poor ticket sales, the organizer of the Hong
Kong Harbour Fest ("the Festival™) has quietly given away free tickets to
boost the attendance. Moreover, there are aso comments that the
audience's motivation to attend has been adversely affected because the
foreign singers invited by the organizer are not appealing enough and they
are also mismatched with local singers who are to perform in the same
shows. In this connection, will the Government inform this Council
whether it knows:

@ the criteria adopted by the organizer of the Festival for selecting
organizations to be given the free tickets, as well as the total
number and total value of the tickets given away; and

(b) if the organizer of the Festival has conducted market research to
ascertain the audience's preference before arranging the shows; if
so, of the research results; if not, the measures taken by the
organizer and the authorities to ensure that these publicly-funded
shows will secure a satisfactory attendance?



