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The

recruitment freeze

gradual lifting of the
in the civil
service, following the revival of
Hong Kong’s economic fortunes,

has presented fresh opportunities

for trawling quality recruits into
the civil service. Whether the civil
service will succeed in competing
with the private sector for talents in
the market depends primarily on the intrinsic attractiveness of
a civil service career and secondly on an efficient recruitment
process. To this end, the Commission has pursued with the
Administration a review of these two issues. The first review,
on the current recruitment process, has been completed
with satisfactory outcome. The recruitment process was
assessed as too long and the civil service could lose out in
terms of timeliness in making offers to quality candidates who
are much sought after in the recruitment market. Through the
joint efforts of the Commission and the Civil Service Bureau,
the process was streamlined for application across the
service with effect from December 2007 to facilitate speedier
offer of appointment. The second exercise, which seeks to
gauge whether the civil service continues to attract and retain
staff in the face of competition from the private sector, is still
progressing. The initial findings with the limited recruitment
activities in the past year are that the applications alone
suggests that the civil service is still attractive. It is however
considered that a more in-depth study on the subject in 2008
with the resumption of recruitment across the service would
be more realistic and meaningful. Chapter 3 of the Report

gives more details of the two reviews.

Succession planning and performance management are two
other important areas of the Commission’s work in 2007.
To ensure proper directorate succession by grooming and
promoting the most deserving officers and at the same
time to take effective measures against the non-performers,
the Commission has suggested a number of improvement
measures. Chapters 5 and 6 give a detailed account of the
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Commission’s endeavour to push for a more transparent
directorate succession mechanism and also for succession
planning to be tied to a robust performance management
system. The Commission believes that the improved
performance management mechanism, if implemented with
the full support of senior management, should strengthen

succession planning throughout the service.

On the discipline front, the Commission continues to support
the Administration’s resolute stance and, as always, urges
expeditious disciplinary action to achieve the desired punitive
and deterrent effect. An account of the Commission’s

activities in this area is given in Chapter 8.

It has been as always a busy year for the Commission.
| am indebted to Members for their wise counsel and
contributions. Miss Eliza Chan retired from the Commission
during the year after having served as Member for six years.
| pay my warm tribute to her for her many years of dedication,

sterling support and advice.

f(:als

Nicholas Ng Wing-fui

Chairman
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CHAPTER

£—F ZEENAEMEEE

1.1 The Commission was established

in 1950 as
an independent statutory body and its remit is
stipulated in
Ordinance and its subsidiary regulations (Chapter

the Public Service Commission

93 of the Laws of Hong Kong). The fundamental role
of the Commission is to advise the Chief Executive
(CE) on civil service appointments, promotions and
discipline. The Commission’s mission is to safeguard
the impartiality and integrity of the appointment and
promotion systems in the civil service and to ensure
that fairness and broad consistency in disciplinary
punishment are maintained throughout the service.

Functions

1.2

1.3

With a few exceptions?, the Commission’s advice on
appointments and promotions relate only to the
senior ranks of the civil service. This covers posts
with a maximum monthly salary of $33,330 (Point 26
of the Master Pay Scale) or more, up to and including
Permanent Secretaries, Heads of Department and
officers of similar status. At the end of 2007, the
number of established civil service posts under the
Commission’s purview was about 33 200.

The posts of Chief Secretary for Administration,
Secretary, the
Director of Audit as well as posts in the Judiciary, the
Independent Commission Against Corruption and
the disciplined ranks of the Hong Kong Police Force
fall outside the Commission’s purview. In addition,
following the introduction of the Accountability
System on 1 July 2002 and the further development
of the Political Appointment System, the appointment
of Directors of Bureau, Deputy Directors of Bureau

Financial Secretary for Justice,

as well as Political Assistants to Directors of Bureau
(which are non civil service positions) need not be
referred to the Commission.

11

1.2

1.3

THE PuBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION’S ROLE AND FUNCTIONS
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! The following types of case, irrespective of rank, must be submitted to the Commission for advice :
— non-renewal/offer of shorter-than-normal agreement;
— deferment/refusal of passage of probation/trial bar; and
— retirement in the public interest under section (s.) 12 of the Public Service (Administration) Order [PS(A)O].
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1.4 As regards disciplinary cases, the Commission’s 1.4 ZEMOEER > FETEAE? 1L

purview covers all Category A officers? with the BEE((ABENREE GEN)

exception of exclusions specified in the Public STRATSE IR A B HO(E E 9N 19
: - . 5 ,

Service Commission Ordinance®. Category A officers REGEE - FE A BEE ke

include virtually all officers except those on probation,
agreement and those remunerated on the Model
Scale | Pay Scale. At the end of 2007, the number of

HAE ~ &I\ BRI E —FHERRH
RIGR A BLUMNIFTE LB A - 8

Category A officers under the Commission’s purview EFFLHEFE - EZAGHRT
for disciplinary matters was about 109 900. The R E A BB A (B N ) AR BRI
Commission advises on cases involving officers who 109 900 A - ZE GHREMtE H Fik
are subject to formal disciplinary proceedings as REE (AEAB(EHE)4) H9*
provided for under the Public Service (Administration) 105 F1 11° 165 A B EEELE Soss

Order [PS(A)O] sections (s.) 9*, 10° and 11°. The

minor misconduct cases which are punished b S y o
oneu - P ¢ 1 S B B 5 P R T
summary disciplinary action in the forms of verbal

. . \ . B AR EZE > HIEE A TS =3
or written warning do not require submission to the HAEIER  MIABGZRFE

Commission for advice. R e
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According to the PS(A)O, officers appointed to and confirmed in established offices are classified as Category A officers.
RE (RBAREBR)SS) @ BREVCEREZEEERERMOASR - BEFHRAS -

In accordance with s.6(2) of the Public Service Commission Ordinance, Cap. 93 of the Laws of Hong Kong, the posts of Chief Secretary
for Administration, Financial Secretary, Secretary for Justice, the Director of Audit as well as posts in the Judiciary, the Independent
Commission Against Corruption and the disciplined ranks of Hong Kong Police Force fall outside the Commission’s purview.

BIE (ABERBZE KO (BAEGIEIZE)E6(Q)E - BAIRIR « MBAIAIR  ZRAIRIR - BitBER - URAEHBAS - RBEABAE
MBEBEBELEAEERL - YT EZEGHREGEER -

Formal disciplinary action is instituted under s.9 of PS(A)O if the alleged misconduct, when proven, is not serious enough to warrant
removal of the officer from the service.

IERBNTETREERRUFFBEERASCHAMARKLE - ERESRE (ABARER)HT) FRKREALRTE -

Action under s.10 of PS(A)O is taken if the alleged misconduct, when proven, may result in dismissal or compulsory retirement of the officer.
WEBHTETAKEBERALABASHERSGASRIK - ERESRIE (ABAB(BR)H2) F10FKRITH -

In accordance with s.11 of PS(A)O, if an officer has been convicted of a criminal charge, the disciplinary authority may, upon consideration of the
proceedings of the court of such charge, inflict such punishment upon the officer as may seem to him to be just, without any proceedings.
BIE (DBAB(EBR)HS) B111&  EMASKETEILT HERT - LERDEREZERERREBIERETNEREFE - AR HZERENER
RANIEMES - MEETEMEMRR -
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CHAPTER 1 % —

In examining submissions from the Administration,
the Commission may raise questions where
necessary to ensure that the recommendations are
sound and the related process is carried out fairly,
meticulously and thoroughly. The Administration
is required to clarify or justify its recommendations
in response to the Commission’s observations and
queries. On many occasions, the Administration
has modified its recommendations following
comments from the Commission whilst, in other
instances, the Commission has been satisfied with
the propriety of the recommendations after seeking
further clarifications or additional justifications.
The Commission also draws the Administration’s
attention to deviations from established procedures
or practices and staff management problems
identified during the processing of submissions and,
where appropriate, recommends measures to tackle
these problems.

The Commission also handles representations from
officers on matters falling within the Commission’s
statutory responsibilities and in which the officers
have a direct and definable interest. In 2007, the
Commission dealt with 20 representations relating
to appointment issues. After careful and thorough
examination, the Commission was satisfied that
the grounds for representations in all these cases
were unsubstantiated. There were also ten
other complaints relating to matters outside the
Commission’s purview. They were referred to the

relevant departments for follow-up action.

Separately, the Commission is required to advise
on any matter relating to the civil service that may
be referred to it by the CE. The Commission also
acts as a “think tank” to the Secretary for the Civil
Service on policy and procedural issues pertaining
to appointments, promotions and discipline as well
as on a wide range of subjects relating to the review
and development of Human Resource Management
subjects.
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Performance Target

1.8

1.9

In 2007, the Commission advised on 895
submissions covering recruitment and promotion
exercises, disciplinary cases and other appointment-
related subjects. Altogether 321 submissions were
queried, resulting in 121 re-submissions (38%) with
recommendations revised by the Civil Service Bureau
and departments after taking into account the
Commission’s observations. A statistical breakdown

of these cases is shown in Appendix |.

In dealing with recruitment, promotion and disciplinary
cases, the Commission’s target is to tender its advice
or respond formally within six weeks upon receipt of
departmental submissions. All submissions in 2007
were dealt with within the pledged processing time.

TIEE®E

1.8

1.9
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CHAPTER
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2.1 Under the Public Service Commission Ordinance, the

Commission comprises a Chairman and not less than
two or more than eight members. All are appointed
by the Chief Executive and have a record of public
or community service. Members of the Legislative
Council, the Hong Kong Civil Service and the
Judiciary may not be appointed to the Commission.
This restriction does not extend to retired officers.

Membership &

2.2 The membership of the Commission during 2007 was as follows:

“ETLARERREREMT
Chairman Mr Nicholas NG Wing-fui, GBS, JP
& REEEHEE GBS 0 P
Members Miss Eliza CHAN Ching-har, BBS, JP
%E PRISE Xt s BBS P

Mr Simon IP Sik-on, JP
BHRELE P

Mr Michael SZE Cho-cheung, GBS, JP
MEAARESEE » GBS » P

Mr Thomas Brian STEVENSON, SBS, JP
MXE 54 » SBS » P

Mr Nicky LO Kar-chun, JP
BERBEEL P

Mrs Mimi CUNNINGHAM KING Kong-sang
HEeBELLT

Ms WONG Mee-chun, JP
BEFELL P

Prof. CHAN Yuk-shee, BBS, JP
BREBI 2% - BBS » P

Secretary Mrs Stella AU-YEUNG KWAI Wai-mun
WmE BimEEH LT

TRAEENBIKNME -

Secretariat of the Commission

2.3 The Commission is served by a small team of civil

servants from the Executive Officer, Secretarial and
Clerical grades. At the end of 2007, the number of
established posts in the Commission Secretariat is 27.
An organisation chart of the Commission Secretariat
is at Appendix IIl.

Si

MEMBERSHIP AND SECRETARIAT OF THE COMMISSION
ZECEHENWMERE
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since May 2005)

“SEAFAAR)

December 2001 to November 2007)

ST FI_AE_SRtE+—A)

sinc e l\/Iay 2003)

=FRRAE)

si ce February 2004)

SOE_RE)

ce February 2004)

FTOE_RE)

since February 2006)
H_SZIAE_AL)

since February 2006)
H_SZIAFE_AL)

since July 2006)
HZZRRELARE)

srnce Deoember 2007)

BLE+_RE)

since November 2002)

H-SS"F+—AR)

Curricula vitae of the Chairman and Members are at Appendix /i.
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Method of Work

2.4 Submissions from the Civil Service Bureau (CSB) and

2.5

government departments/bureaux are meticulously
examined by the Commission Secretariat, with
further clarifications and justifications obtained where
necessary, before the advice of the Commission is
sought. Promotion cases form the bulk of the work of
the Commission Secretariat and a flow chart illustrating
the vetting process of such cases is at Appendix /V.

The business of the Commission is normally
conducted through circulation of files. Meetings are
held to discuss major policy issues or cases which
are complex or involve important points of principle.
At such meetings, representatives from the CSB and
senior management from departments are invited to
attend to appraise the Commission of the background
of the issue or case but the Commission forms its
views independently.

Homepage on the Internet

2.6

The Commission’s homepage can be accessed at the
following address:

TP

2.4

2.5

NF B BE R AR AR TR R = AT
A - B E e F TR
o AR E - GERAERmE—
PR - AR BEIR B &
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LIEHA -
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HRABEHERNETRER - A%A
GE IR A -

B Rt B

2.6

RETHREHA - T

http://www.psc.gov.hk

The homepage provides basic information on
the Commission’s role and functions, its current
Membership, the way the Commission conducts its
business and the organisation of the Commission
Secretariat. Our Annual Reports (from 2003 onwards)
can also be viewed on the homepage and can be
downloaded” .

ZEgMEHEEEGNELER
TG A EFIBEE - BB R -
ZEGITHBEN X > DEHE
RIVAESEE - ZEGERH_F
EFRE) M LB o e
HETE -

" Hard copies of the Annual Report are also available in public libraries and District Offices.
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E=F
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CIVIL SERVICE RECRUITMENT: REVIEWS AND OBSERVATIONS
NEERE: Bt hER

3.1

Since the establishment of the Hong Kong Special
Administrative Region (HKSAR) Government on
1 July 1997, new appointees to the civil service must
be permanent residents of the HKSAR. However,
professional and technical posts may be filled by
non-permanent residents in accordance with Article
101 of the Basic Law if there are no qualified or

3.1

7 R AT B (B &) BUR £ — L
NEFELH—HRILR > #EE A
NBEEVARFEKAMERR - R
i iR CEAE) F—aF
oK AN REFHE GEBIEE

& B R BOIAL AT IR K A
f RIEA

3.2 Whilerecruitments in the civil service are undertaken

suitable candidates with permanent resident status.
32 AHBENBBIIFHABEEBERE K
BN&EMER  ZEGIF2HEE
by the Civil Service Bureau (CSB) and individual H -ZEGEEEEABRRAKE®
B 07 72 B A B B PR O 1B HE AR R
DUR 5t R S38 HE RIS R A e 12
B o AN AIERFIFER IS aE FE
Figrr ERHE - ZEGEHEAFE
BB Rma g thReER -

Government departments, the Commission is
involved in the process through overseeing the
procedural aspects, advising on the shortlisting
criteria and on recommendations for filling of vacancies in
the senior ranks® of the civil service covering both
open® and in-service!® recruitments. It also advises
departments on procedural problems encountered in
the recruitment process in consultation with CSB.

8 They refer, for recruitment purpose, to those senior ranks under the normal appointment purview of the Commission (i.e. those attracting

maximum monthly pay at MPS Pt. 26 (currently $33,330) and above or equivalent). They exclude (i) the basic ranks of non-degree entry and
non-professional grades with a maximum monthly salary at MPS Pt. 26 or above, and (i) the judicial service, the Independent Commission
Against Corruption and the disciplined ranks of the Hong Kong Police Force which are specifically outside the purview of the Commission.
RBEMS  EREBZESESHEGENEENSHAEAS ENEHZ 5 AR 52624 (3 433,3307T) 5 A LS RIEHEMAR) - EF B ¢
()RS BE R R E 262 A FBRIFBARIFEEBRNELRBBRAL : UR(FTATMEZESBESEANTIEREBAR - REABAER
EREBRICERRAAS -

Open recruitments are conducted for basic ranks, or a promotion rank when no one is found suitable in the lower rank, or where there is a
special need. Since the establishment of the HKSAR Government on 1 July 1997, new appointees to the civil service must be permanent
residents of the HKSAR. However, professional and technical posts may be filled by non-permanent residents in accordance with Article 101
of the Basic Law if there are no qualified or suitable candidates with permanent resident status.

HNERBAR - ReEHASRA A BERNEABAKERFITEZNRA - ERFEITARBE - BBHITRE(FE)BFE—ANtEtA—8
BRiLt& - RTIEAMAB B MARKRKAMER « A - BRIE (BA0X) F—EZ— & WkAMEREFREAEBRMEEAE - EERRKI
BB R IEK A SR RAEA ©

1% n-service recruitments are arranged when the pool of candidates is restricted to all or selected groups of serving civil servants.

M EDIRES MY BRL L QLA Sk LLAR IR FE R A TS B RS o



3.3

3.4

In 2007, the Administration made a number of
major decisions which will have significant impact
on recruitment activities in the ensuing years. Upon
reviewing the progress in containing the size of the
civil service and having regard to the need to address
the manpower shortage and potential succession
problems in the civil service in the long run, the
Administration has decided to lift with effect from
1 April 2007 the general open recruitment freeze!!
imposed since 1 April 2003 on those grades that
were not included in the Second Voluntary Retirement
(VR 1I) Scheme!? . For VR grades, the 5-year open
recruitment freeze will not be further extended after
its scheduled expiry on 21 March 2008. As a result of
these decisions, open recruitments were re-activated
at different pace by bureaux/departments in the
latter half of 2007. However, to ensure that open
recruitment will only be conducted where it is fully
justified, the Administration will maintain control on
the open recruitment for some selected grades with
existing or anticipated surplus staff based on the latest
manpower projection, in a state of obsolescence, or
where new intakes normally come from in-service
recruitment. To fill vacancies in these “controlled
grades”, the Heads of Department (HoDs)/Heads of
Grade (HoGs) may conduct in-service recruitment
exercises, but prior approval of the Secretary for the
Civil Service (SCS) must be obtained before an open
recruitment exercise is mounted.

During the first quarter of 2007 before the lifting of
the open recruitment freeze imposed on non-VR
grades, exceptional approval was given by the Joint
Panel to conduct open recruitment to fill 135 posts
in ten ranks in six departments. For grades included
in the VR Il scheme that are still subject to the open
recruitment freeze until 21 March 2008, the Joint
Panel has also exceptionally approved the conduct of
open recruitment exercises by 28 VR grades during
2007, taking into account new initiatives that were
not foreseen when the VR Il Scheme was launched
or the need to alleviate manpower shortage due to
unexpected wastage.

&3

3.4

TN ERFHSHEEERE » #HLL
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B H TS 2 TR AR E

" Under the service-wide open recruitment freeze, while in-service recruitments, which do not affect the overall strength of the civil service, are
generally permissible, exceptional approval by the Joint Panel (co-chaired by the Chief Secretary for Administration and the Financial Secretary

and with the Secretary for the Civil Service as member) is required for the conduct of any open recruitment exercise.

Rz

HEEAMBEABNRE  ETZEABEERFEHWAET -

MPAHARIRARAREEER - YAREEEBRBREEEB)FRHAE -

*2 As one of the measures to achieve the Government’s aim to reduce civil service establishment to around 160 000 by 2006-07, the VR Il Scheme
was launched on 21 March 20083 to enable identified or potential surplus staff in 229 designated grades to leave the service voluntarily. About

5300 applications were approved under the Scheme.

EIBRE—TEARETLFRERAERABERGBREQ16BERMN R - EREMT ZHEAEKR  EP—BRE-_TT=F=A—+—H

BESAFAAE  MBETARRBE  RAKHREER

T’Eﬁ% & B FURRGTE - B220AC ERTRE @ EBRATIEERRNAR AR - &R - £985 300RREZA BIR T AV R FESHLAE o
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3.5 As aresult of the partial lifting of the recruitment freeze, 3.5 HIR & RRESEEHL (FHEEE A BRI

tEe nu:wb?r of new rﬁcruits in h2007 was muAclh hinger 0 CEREBLERIEAE S )8
than the figures in the past three years. together i D = =R o ,

the Commission advised on the filling of 676 posts, %X J\E*%i{mmjm s i@
of which 94 were by in-service appointment and 582 RE676IHM IR RIS R IR R - &
through open recruitment. Two new recruits were QARSI T PIERHBLE » FLERS821[
non—permanent residents appointed to fill professional 37 B E BB R AR - B LETE
or tet_:hnlcal posts. A statlstlgal breakdown of these 1\ BB IEE K AR o (i
appointments and a comparison of the number of NN /\
appointees in 2007 with that in the previous three years S SRBITIRAL - 18 LERS ) 73R
are provided at Appendix V. BT LR BECEER =S

_ o o FE B LB > 8RR AR -
Reviews Initiated by the Commission
) o . {EEZE’J EEH‘
3.6 During the year, the Commission continued to work
in collaboration with the Administration in improving
the civil service recruitment mechanism through 3.6 £ > ZEGHEEEFEE  FEE

streamlining procedures and rationalising rules and FER » LI Ry B IE 3R AT i 5 BI) #14
practices. It also offered input and comments on NN T o 5 B
the related policies. The following paragraphs give a if AEATRBRES - ZRTD
detailed account of the reviews initiated and the RUARBARYBOREE AR R - T3¢
observations raised by the Commission with the LB EE _RE CEREERY
Administration in 2007. H9EE BRI B ET o

(@) Streamlining of recruitment process () MMLIBEEER

3.7 Acivil service recruitment exercise involves various parties
at different stages, namely the recruiting department, its

3.7 I AB/ET - ARARRERR - &

policy bureau, CSB and the Commission. Depending on BERBRBRNZEB G575 HATAR
the size of the exercise and the need for seeking CSB’s or MRS ES » Z2ELIERE/N T B TAF o
the Commission’s special approval (covering, for example, TSRS R S B\ e S

deviations from the normal recruitment procedures and
waiver of language proficiency®® or permanent resident

Rz & & B AL dE (BN ke

status!*requirement), the time required for completing the Bt —RAEISIRT - DR &Rk
recruitment process in a normal exercise has been in the BESCBUK A BRI - — %
range of four to six months. The time needed would be 1B R I YT S A B T o QA

even longer if the exercise requires the holding of written
examinations of individual grades after the Common
Recruitment Examination (CRE)* .

AR ELE AT BAF SRS R %
ABITES - IRRHEEEER -

3 Since 1 January 2003, all applicants to civil service posts have to meet specific language proficiency requirements before appointment. HoDs/HoGs
may apply to CSB for exemptions from the language proficiency requirements on a case-by-case basis if they encounter recruitment difficulties.

E FL=F—F—A&- %ﬁ$*“$§%umAE%%Eﬁ’ﬁ%ﬂ%im%i%ﬁ%i°%W%%%EW&%EEEE@%'ﬂﬁ@%%ﬁm
ABEBEBREFFERRITA AN NHOER -

14 Article 99 of the Basic Law provides that all public servants serving in government departments of the HKSAR must be permanent residents of the
HKSAR, except where otherwise provided for in the Basic Law 101 regarding public servants of foreign nationalities and except for those below a
certain rank as prescribed by law. The requirement of permanent resident status applies to new recruits appointed on or after 1 July 1997. Under
existing policy, recruiting bureaux and departments may consider recruiting candidates who are not permanent residents of the HKSAR if there are
insufficient qualified and suitable candidates with permanent resident status. However, they have to seek the advice of the Commission and prior
approval of CSB for doing so before commencement of the recruitment exercise.

(ERER) FNTAETA  EREEASFIEBRNABASVERFRAALER » (EAK) F AT RHIBABARSEREELETIRERX B
FUATETEWR - BEAARERNERERRE—AALFEA—BSUARFIEDA o RERTRE - LA RABKAMEROEREAS TARA
ﬁfﬁﬁ'%EA%W%&%Wﬂ%%@%#ﬁﬁ*i%%i%%ﬁ%°K@'ﬁ%%%&%ﬁ&@ﬁ%ﬁl%m BRAREGNERNESAKERH
bt -

15 As a measure to enhance the language proficiency of its workforce, the Administration has imposed a requirement since 1 January 2003 that all
applicants for civil service posts at degree and professional level should obtain a pass in two language papers, i.e., Use of English and Use of Chinese,
in the Common Recruitment Examination held by the Civil Service Examinations Unit of CSB.

AIRBABENE ﬁ'%%ﬁ&ﬁ ZZ=F—F—B ARFRUIEFREABEBRLMAL VREABEFBRAKEZEAMMRITNGE
%%%JW¢Y@%WKK\ @%YW%* ERERIRKAE ©



3.8

3.9

The Commission is concerned that a lengthy
recruitment process could put the Government in a
disadvantageous position in competing with the private
sector for talents, particularly in the current buoyant
job market. This is more pertinent in the wake of the
gradual resumption of civil service recruitment and the
lifting of open recruitment freeze. The Commission
has therefore advised CSB to accord priority to the
conduct of a joint review to streamline the process.
A number of improvements have been identified.
On the principle that the integrity and impartiality
of the recruitment system must not be eroded or
compromised, the Commission and CSB would cease
its involvement in those steps that would not add value
to but would only lengthen the recruitment process by
duplicating the efforts made by the recruiting bureaux/
departments. These improvements have been put into
effect from December 2007. They are described in the
ensuing paragraphs.

For recruitments to basic ranks and promotion
ranks at Directorate Pay Scale Point 1 (D1)
level and below where the HoDs/HoGs are the
authority for appointments

Departmental submissions on the recruitment to these
ranks are forwarded direct to the Commission. Prior to
the implementation of the streamlined arrangements,
the Commission was involved in the following
recruitment steps :

Preparation Stage

()  toadvise on any proposed deviations from the
established appointmentrules, proceduresand
practices or approved Guides to Appointment
(G/A);

*(ii) to advise on the content of the related vacancy
circulars or advertisements;

3.8

3.9

ZEGRIEE - AR - TF
BB RS - LHRE
BiRRF55 Tt RS o BEE BT Z
DARIBTRI N F5 B AREHE (2 AR
HBRIRE - BULEEAEENE - L -
ZEGEE AT ERERERE R E
1Theat > AR LEESEe - fEaat
& BLZEMGEERNE - ED
HERBHE R FATRRAIT - &
BERAHEEHRELT2H -
BRI & RESFIR) T EE - 2"
HEEZANIIE - Do ER AN
B - SEUENEEHEE —FHLF
T+ RAEE > WAE T CEE -

B E R LB BT B
FLARRRARAN S & TR A\ B (35
EERAHMTERBGRER)

FF e 5 E LR O TR RS AR E AR
REZBG - [EREE L - ZAEE
TR P ER T -

SR B

() wiimEERE e I ES - 2
Fr ~ BUEBGE AL ERY (B E
BRI R -

(i) BRI ZE R 2
EREIRHER ;

I 118 | € ¥3LdVHO

® The G/A is an official document prepared by departments for individual ranks to specify the qualification, requirements and the terms of
appointment for recruitment or promotion to respective ranks. The bureaux and departments are required to update the entry requirements,
terms of appointment and job description of grades under their purview in the respective G/As on an ongoing basis for CSB’s approval.

(BefEigrg) RBPISERBAREN ER X - HRSBAEREREATAMBOERE - ERMNERER - ZRMBPIELTENEREERNSERR
(IR M ABRIGN - BBRIGRMBERSA - LRI ABEEHRILE -
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Recruitment Stage RS RS B

*(ii) to advise on the sorting results which (i) FEAIERRENER B
involve double-checking and verification of AEEGHENGE 5B
qualified and unqualified applications and RS ERI RS » DIR&

the marks scored by each candidate in the RER TR IE | £ 5t Et
test/examination/interview;

HI1F 50 3
(v) to advise on the shortlisting criterial’
proposed for adoption to reduce the (iv) ANE % & B E e
number of candidates to be interviewed, if T+ mh i 528 E T 2R 4R
appropriate; HER
*(v) to advise on the selection arrangements *v) FhEBELHHEHLER > A

including the assessment form to be used
in selection interviews, the selection format

3 198 THI A HRF R T O R A 2%

. . &~ BHE A a2k
and interview arrangements; and

Y3
Final Stage
(vij to advise on the proposed offers of B PE R
appointment to selected candidates. (vi)y FLIEBIZ R sk &R H
BA -

3.10 After review, the Commission has agreed to
withdraw its involvement in those recruitment stages 5 WSS > 258 & F S e

FF2REE_ESCER3.9(i) ~ (i) e (V)EXF
HHTIEENE " SRITER) - A
ZE GHERE S REFIEBER

as mentioned in paragraph 3.9 (i), (iii) and (v) above
(i.e. those steps marked with an asterisk) as the
recruiting bureaux/departments should be trusted to
be able to adequately perform the related functions.

b

However, the Commission’s involvement in those i o TNl > ZE A L ER
key aspects covering deviations [paragraph 3.9(i) TAE - EAERL& RER P B B RE 1
above], shortlisting criteria [paragraph 3.9(iv) above], B[ ESCEE3.9() B ~ B HERI [
if applicable, and the final offers of appointment 553.9(iv) ¥ (0@ A FIsF R [ T
[paragraph 3.9(vi) above ] will be retained. Recruiting 3. 9(vi) R IRItE H - 1R R R/

bureaux/departments will still be required to inform
the Commission of the interview schedule for

FIhE RN ZE B S AT - LUE
FZEGEREED MR EERH -

its consideration of observation at the selection
interview.

7 Where a large number of candidates are eligible for consideration for appointment, departments/grades may devise shortlisting criteria to reduce the

number of interviewees. The number of candidates to be screened for interview should be proportionate to the number of recruits that the department/
grade intends to take in. As a general guideline, the number of candidates to be interviewed should not normally exceed five for each vacancy. The
shortlisting criteria should have direct relation to the job and are not applicable to disabled candidates who should be interviewed as long as they meet the
basic requirement.

QD%EWF%&%A% R% - HPUBRAGIAIGHEED RO EAENNE o  BHELETEANAR  EESHEBM/BRTEERNAZEE - BRIE

—t;%,aw FEERUEZRNEAE TERELE - FREREERERUNTHESN B TERRERAL - BRALRENSEAARGN - ERESE
A -



3.11 1t is estimated that the above streamlined

arrangements would cut short the recruitment
process by at least four weeks, resulting in a
speedier conduct of recruitment exercises and
a more timely offer of appointment. While the
Commission will retain its right to verify any
information, if required, throughout the recruitment
process, a quality assurance mechanism will also
be put in place to ensure full compliance of rules
and procedures by recruiting bureaux/departments.
Under this mechanism, the recruiting bureaux/
departments are required to confirm their compliance
or otherwise with the stipulated requirements in the
form of a checklist to be attached to the submission
seeking the Commission’s advice on the proposed
offers of appointment. The checklist will also serve
the purpose of reminding bureaux/departments
ahead of time of the steps they should follow and
the various exemptions or exceptional approvals that
they should obtain, thus expediting the recruitment
process as any omission on their part would cause
delays unnecessarily.

For recruitments to ranks at D2 level and above
where CSB is the authority for appointments

3.12 Departmental submissions on recruitments of these

ranks are vetted by CSB before they are forwarded
to the Commission. The recruitment steps prior to
the implementation of the streamlined arrangements
were the same as those depicted in paragraph
3.9 above except that both the Commission and
CSB were involved in the process. After review, it
is agreed to adopt the same streamlined measures
as proposed by the Commission in paragraph 3.10
above except for the vetting of assessment forms
which CSB, being the appointment authority for D2
and above, will continue to retain its vetting role in
order to maintain a consistent recruitment standard
at these levels. The streamlined arrangements will
cumulatively cut short the recruitment process at D2
level and above by about four weeks.

3.11

3.12

RS & R TR AT R A A A
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B3 9BFTAE MR - ME—HY AR
ZEGNABESEFERZEE T -
eia > ERFAEFRNEZEFEL
SR 310G RR T HE 1t » 158 »
N B BB RIE R E R R A28
RUEANBRBEER  HElEa
HBEGILERE  EAELRR AT
PEHERI—B - iRt E R
TR 5 238 ke LB\ BEHEIS B
R AP (E 2 1A -

I 118 | € ¥3LdVHO

15



CHAPTER 3 2

16

o

3.13 To

further reduce time and

administrative

the preparation
work of recruiting bureaux/
departments, CSB has agreed to deploy further
facilitating measures. For example, recruiting
bureaux/departments will be relieved of the need to
seek CSB’s prior approval for accepting applications
from final year university students and those who
have not yet obtained the requisite CRE results at the
time of application since the successful candidates
will only be appointed subject to their obtaining
the degree and the requisite CRE results. CSB will
also issue to bureaux/departments a new set of
sample vacancy circular and advertisement for their
reference. It will also encourage them to seek CSB’s
approval for updating the G/As*® of recruiting grades
well before the conduct of any recruitment exercise.
Guidance to departmental staff will also be provided
by CSB to ensure that with the implementation of
the streamlined arrangements, those delegated with
the sole responsibilities of vetting applications in
bureaux/departments are fully conversant with the
related procedures.

Concerted streamlining efforts
bureaux/departments

required of

3.14 The Commission reckons that notwithstanding the

streamlining efforts made by the Commission and
CSB, an expeditious offer of appointment can only
be realized by the joint efforts of recruiting bureaux/
departments in ensuring a speedy conduct of
recruitment exercise at their end. Any delay on the
part of a department in one or more steps could
lengthen considerably the entire recruitment process.
This is well illustrated by one recruitment exercise
which targeted to net around 40 new appointees but
attracted an overwhelming response of nearly 5,800
applications. The department had spent about two
months to vet the applications, more than four weeks

3.13

3.14
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3.15

3.16

to complete the selection interviews and two months
to compile the board report. As a result, it had taken
this recruitment exercise about seven months from
the date of placing a recruitment advertisement to
the submission of the selection board report to the
Commission for advice. The case highlights that
there is scope to reduce the lead time spent on the
recruitment process at the departmental level to
enable a speedier offer of appointment to the right
candidates.

In the light of the case quoted above and given
the important role played by recruiting bureaux/
departments in arecruitment exercise, the streamlined
measures as detailed in paragraphs 3.10 and
3.12 above are only meant to be the first phase of
shortening the entire recruitment process. Recruiting
bureaux/departments can contribute an even more
significant portion of time saving by speeding up
those recruitment steps falling under their sole
control, namely the conduct of written or physical
tests, marking of test papers, selection interviews,
etc. As a second phase in the streamlining process,
the Commission has requested CSB to co-ordinate
efforts with bureaux/departments to speed up these
steps. The Commission will monitor the progress
of some major recruitment exercises to assess the
effectiveness of the streamlined measures.

Guidelines onthe application of the Government’s
policy on employment of people with disabilities
(PWDs) in the civil service

It is the Government’s general policy to integrate the
disabled into the community through the process
of vocational rehabilitation and eventual gainful
employmentin the commercial and industrial sector as
well asin the civil service. To achieve this, Government,
as the largest employer in Hong Kong, has taken a
lead in placing the disabled in appropriate jobs in the
civil service, recognising that the abilities of many
disabled persons outweigh their disabilities and that
only in productive and remunerative employment will
their fullest possible vocational, social and economic
potential be realised.

3.15

3.16
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3.17 Under the existing policy, an applicant for a civil

service post can state in the application form
whether he is a candidate with a disability and
request special arrangements to take the written
examination and/or attend an interview. If he meets
the basic entry requirements for the post, he will be
invited to a selection interview without being subject
to shortlisting criteria which are drawn up with a view
to reducing the number of candidates for interview.
As stated in its 2005 Annual Report, the Commission
was concerned about the requirement of a mere
declaration of disability by PWDs on the application
form for employment in the Government. Noting that
the prevailing procedures related to the employment
of PWDs were issued in 1999, the Commission
requested the Administration to review the procedures
to include the consideration of the requisite provision
of documentary evidence certifying the disability of
the candidate.

3.18 During the year, the Administration completed a

comprehensive review on this subject and drew up a
set of guidelines. To ensure that the guidelines would
not conflict with any prevailing legislation enacted for
the protection of the interests of disabled and able-
bodied individuals, the legal and policy aspects of
the guidelines were cleared with the relevant bureaux
and authorities before issue.

3.19 In the new guidelines, CSB has fully adopted the

Commission’s views that the proof of disability
status should be verified by the recruiting bureaux/
departments prior to according preferential treatment
to the candidate who has claimed to be a PWD. It
is only in cases where the stated disabilities can be
verified by the naked eye (e.g. people with physical
handicap or blindness) that the proof of the disability
status may be ascertained during the interview. CSB
has also taken the Commission’s advice to further
illustrate with examples how an appropriate degree of
preference is to be accorded to a PWD who is found
suitable for appointment and is in competition with
other able-bodied candidates having comparable
suitability for appointment.

3.17

3.18

3.19

IRIBBRATBOR » %5 B BRI A
AITERGE SN ARG RR AL - i
A BKOE R 1 S A B/ B AR R
Rl - FERE AT 578 BRBRALAY
FANBARIE - HERAE A Rz et
N R I ARERR 0 (A B8
EE2EEmS c TEFR -F
THEFERD > MERATRHAE
PR & BT BT ) R 5 P PR R 1R
DRI FORBAE - SR BT R
BREN LR RE - LILILE
N ZEEGERERBEHER
BRI AUE » BORIERE 1R A0EM
HIBERN L B RIS ©

FRN - EREmEEE TEREE I
HET—EREA - Ryffefrg e d A g
TRARER AT PRI PR (8 2 A F1] 2 Y
&P ARIRR AR EREE
YRR > FALE ATl R IR
MBGREE -

NHERBEHREMEBGNRE
BER - ERBEHIASE - R R/
HRFIE S A% E B R FE L /Y
RRREARUL - R A Ra T 1B - R
B HR FE BRI TR IR L (AN - R
BEEBRI) - 1B & JRARFT Rl A T
AR R E - 0855 B BB R IR
ZEGNER » BRI TERRA
TEEE N RS > LREES
SEHBIRF » FEAN{A] 6 & b (B S Bk R TR
A*E -



3.20 With the gradual resumption of civil service

(©)

recruitment, the Commission welcomes the timely
promulgation of the new guidelines which provide
useful and practical pointers relevant to the
consideration of PWDs as candidates of civil service
recruitment exercises.

Recruitment examination as
benchmark or shortlisting criterion

a qualifying

3.21 Since 1 January 2003, all applicants for civil service

posts at degree and professional level should obtain a
pass in two language papers, i.e., Use of English and
Use of Chinese in the CRE held by the Civil Service
Examinations Unit of CSB. Apart from this language
proficiency requirement, the HoDs/HoGs may decide
on whether, and if so, when and how to conduct
further recruitment examination (including any trade
test) to screen candidates for selection interviews.
Under the prevailing policy, recruitment examination
is usually conducted when the skills and attributes
to be tested cannot be obtained in any other way,
e.g. where the required skills have not been tested in
public examinations, or the candidates’ aptitude for
the job and other attributes cannot be judged from
his record or assessed in an interview. It provides a
more reliable and objective screening than shortlisting
of candidates solely on the basis of their qualifications
or experience on record.

3.22 During the year, the Commission has observed that

different departments and grades have accorded
different status to the recruitment examinations in the
appointment process. Some took the results of the
written examination as a shortlisting tool and others
as a job requirement. The different status accorded
to recruitment examination has given rise to different
treatments to PWDs in recruitment exercises. In two
cases where the recruitment examination was treated
as a shortlisting tool, PWDs who were not subject to
any shortlisting criteria were invited for interview even
if they had not attended or passed the recruitment
examination. In another case where the recruitment
examination was treated as a job requirement, PWDs
who had not sat or passed the written examination
were automatically screened out.

3.20
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3.23

3.24

3.25

The Commission is of the view that in general, when
the need to conduct recruitment examination is
established, recruitment examinations should be part
of the selection process to screen out candidates who
do not meet the job requirements.
meet the minimum standard required for the job should
be further interviewed or tested to enable the offer of
appointment to be made to the best candidates. The
results of recruitment examination, apart from screening

Only those who

out the unqualified candidates, can also be used for
shortlisting purpose in case of an overwhelming number
of candidates who can meet the minimum standard.
When a higher threshold is in place, PWDs who have
attended and passed the recruitment examination can
be directly invited to further tests or selection interviews
without being subject to the shortlisting criteria.

In considering whether there is a need to conduct
recruitment examination, the new recruits to be targeted
is a relevant factor for consideration. In 2007, eight
recruitment exercises for ranks with entry qualifications
set at a general Hong Kong Bachelor’s Degree (with
no specified discipline of study) or equivalent, were
conducted and attracted an overwhelming number of
applications.
examinations were conducted, the HoDs/HoGs had

In the four exercises where recruitment

made reference to the candidates’ examination results
for shortlisting suitable candidates for interviews. In
the remaining four exercises where no recruitment
examination had been conducted, the HoDs/HoGs
had applied a minimum period of work experience as a
shortlisting criterion to reduce to a manageable size the
number of qualified candidates to be interviewed.

the
criterion, the Commission has concerns whether the
work experience, as required in those four recruitment
exercises at degree entry rank level as quoted, may
deprive good candidates, and in particular fresh
graduates, of the chance of pursuing a civil service

While supporting recommended shortlisting

career in a relevant grade that may appeal to their
interest. It is worthy to note in this context that in one
of these four exercises, the Commission received a
complaint from an applicant whose application was

3.23
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3.26

3.27

rejected right away by the department which shortlisted
candidates for interviews only if they had a minimum
one-year relevant full-time work experience. The
candidate considered it unfair that in the absence of
any written examination, he was screened out from
the selection interview. Upon review of the case, the
Commission did not find any irregularity on the part of
the department in the recruitment exercise. Having said
that, the Commission observed that the shortlisting
tool adopted in a recruitment exercise could have
significant impact on the mix of candidates selected for
appointment.

In the recruitment exercise applying a minimum period
of work experience as mentioned in the preceding
paragraph, no fresh graduates were recruited in 2007 as
they did not have the minimum one-year relevant work
experience. Two-thirds of the candidates recommended
or waitlisted for appointment were either serving civil
servants or non-civil service contract (NCSC)*® staff
and the remaining one-third were outsiders. But in
another recruitment exercise involving an overwhelming
number of applications (over 18 000) with the conduct
of a further written examination, the composition of
candidates selected for appointment was much more
balanced. Roughly 36% of them were fresh graduates
or post graduates with a higher or second degree,
26% were serving civil servants or NCSC staff and the
remaining 38% were outsiders.

The Commission considers it necessary to review the
appropriateness of using a minimum period of work
experience as a shortlisting criterion for recruitment at
degree entry rank level. The outcome of the review is
relevant to the deliberation on the status of recruitment
examination. The Commission has also requested the
Administration to draw up more specific guidelines
to facilitate HoDs/HoGs in deciding when and how
recruitment examination should be conducted, and its
validity as a shortlisting tool. CSB has undertaken to
review the matter.

3.26
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¥ The engagement of NCSC staff has been introduced for more than eight years since January 1999 to meet service needs which are short-term, part-

time, or where the mode of service delivery is under review or likely to be changed. CSB Circular No. 2/2001 sets out the arrangements for HoDs/

HoGs to employ NCSC staff.
ERELBEADEENTHE - NNNF— AR Eit#EB/\F  BNRARNESNNERERLBASNREER - EREERNHE A LR
EORY - ABEEBRBEE22001 R ERMBAEREMAELEESNEENT -

I 118 | € ¥3LdVHO

21



CHAPTER3 £ =

22

=z
=

(d)

Attractiveness of civil service jobs (d) ABEBGIESGT]

3.28 With the resumption of recruitment across the civil 328 ZE @ XA » Faz & B IK(EREA

service, the Commission considers it important for B o DIR T A i e R S22
the Administration to review its position and ability W » 5 B S E R 1E T LA ke

to attract and retain staff in the face of competition
from the private sector given the reviving economy
and the fall in the unemployment rate in Hong Kong.

HUBEF T - REGIRG I AR BT - fR
TS LSRRI - ABER

Apart from the general labour market factors, the WA ARSI AR A+ SR -
changes to the terms and conditions of civil service HIPWAB RN ERE - &L
appointment over the past ten years may also have BE ¢ R KER 0 A BBHAR 2oR EE o
an impact on civil service recruitment. Such changes Bho HI—Z A(EFEAE 0 —F
include the revision of starting salaries for most of B ENE B ; B A8

the entry ranks?® resulting in an increase from one

. . ! ° L AR < s SRS J2 RS P 22 (B
pay point to at most five pay points, the revision

HRIRE) A - M T 2860 R R
R ECEARM=F51) 1 #H

of civil service salary in 2007*, the replacement
of pensionable service by permanent service on

provident fund basis, the long period of trial (3-year 1 DREESAHRNAGHER
probation + 3-year agreement) required of new FOBINEE RS -

recruits before their confirmation to permanent
terms?2, and the development of the accountability
system?® which has significant impact on the role of
civil servants.

20

21

22

23

Excluding only 44 ranks under the “Technician, Supervisory and Related Grades” (i.e., Qualification Groups 5 & 6) and the “Model Scale | Grades”
(i.e., Qualification Group 10).

TEE FIiTAE BERAAERR" THAAERREVEREARISRE)M “E—REFHFRMR" (EEAHN0)

Following the 2006 civil service pay trend review, the civil service salary has been increased by 4.63% to 4.96% with retrospective effect from 1 April 2007.
E-ZTRFLABEFMBL AR - REEFHMIEINT4.63%%E4.96% @ BEPE T FMA—RER -

For officers who join the service under the new entry system on or after 1 June 2000, they are only entitled for retirement benefits under the Civil Service
Provident Fund Scheme. They are also subject to a longer trial of 3-year probation + 3-year agreement before confirmation on permanent terms versus
a 2-year probation for those joining the service before 1 June 2000.

REZZZTESA—BIAERBENABGERENNKE - REZEREERABELHENRAET - fITELBERRERNRECFARM=FEK) -
TEERARMEATIAL  E-ZZTF A —HAABNAKENRARRBRE -

Introduced on 1 July 2002, the accountability system created a new system of government in Hong Kong comprising two tiers — a political tier at the top
underpinned by the civil service as the backbone of the Government. The principal official positions at the political tier are filled by individuals nominated
by the Chief Executive. The principal officials appointed under this system are not civil servants and their appointments also need not be referred to the
Commission.

HEHE-—TT_FL AP - AEEARTMEABRFHOBAHE - BITRSEA—EEARER - ETAAKIERRERBMANESR » RIEHIE - B8
BHEEEERTRREREMALTHE  EEHETEENIEETEYHAKE @ HEAFHEARRZERES °




3.29 In general, the recruitment exercises conducted inthe ~ 3.29 HHM S - FAEITHIBEE R FEIE &
yearreceived very favourable responses. Forinstance, BT o BRHIARER » 72 B eraE Nk A
the Commission advised on seven recruitment e e — M 75 VA B L (A T 22
exercises for ranks with appointment requirement B R R A 4t £ 1B

set at a general Hong Kong Bachelor’s Degree (with o \4
PRHEE R - GRS E| 2 937 E

no specified discipline of study), or equivalent in the
7aN==E=2N S phy ' -
year. The number of applications received in these 18 063 {1 FF » FHGREEZE R LA

exercises ranged from 2 937 to 18 063. The ratio %41:62.7%1:337.3 ° Ha5 AR
of the number of applications to vacancies ranged % o AT BLTAT AR S EGAY
from 1: 62.7 to 1:337.3. The overwhelming number B (HEFSHEE —J|BEFN
of applications received seems to suggest that a A R A B 22 LUK A B B
career in the civil service is still much sought after. GIEBE A 1 ) o

Such a general impression however should be viewed
against the fact that since the civil service recruitment

e : = ==
freeze in April 2003 , most of the grades have not >0 ME R AR R ARG R

conducted open recruitment for several years. A TIHEE > RIREAEES J7THET

fitf » EIEHEE ARVER - EEHHIIE

3.30 To gauge if the Hong Kong Government is regarded EE R ~ DUz AE
as an attractive employer in employees’ eyes, W 2R o 1R BASTEEE A B >
more facets would need to be evaluated including, B Bt B 5 S E

amongst other things, the quality of the applicants,
the offer-decline rate of candidates found suitable

X ENBE T ERFYENER
ST A B TERRA ) 0 B
recruited. An increasing number of new recruits with FRFFINASE o AR SREAS I RESTT
higher qualifications is observed in recent recruitment AR R —fi 55 T B oA B

for appointment and the turnover rate of officers

exercises, but it is worth examining if the trend is HIBEFST -
related to the expansion of tertiary and post-graduate

education during the last decade or the attractiveness

of the civil service. The offer-decline rate and turnover

rate would also provide clues to the general labour

market situation and the competitiveness of the

Hong Kong Government.

 In view of the then impending wide-ranging reforms of the civil service, the Administration imposed the first general freeze on recruitment to civil service
on 1 April 1999. For grades other than those included in the first Voluntary Retirement Scheme, open recruitment resumed on 1 April 2001 and lasted
until the second civil service recruitment freeze which was imposed on 1 April 2003 with a view to achieving the government’s aim to reduce civil service
establishment to 160 000 by 2006-07.
EREREEETHERZNABERE  ERE-NANNFNA-—BE-REAEFHBEAKE - K THASHBRRAEINBRN - BMBRE
—RR-FNA-AREAREE BEE_TE=FEHA-HERF_AEEFAEAKE  WEINE_ST ETLFERZAABEFHBAZ168E
BAEY AR -
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3.31 The Commission has joined hands with CSB to

pursue a study on the attractiveness of the civil service
with a view to providing references for considering
the way forward for civil service recruitments in the
future. The study would focus on the recruitment
outcome of the basic ranks of eight selected grades.
A comparative study of the outcome of civil service
recruitments in these eight grades in 2007 versus that
in 1998 (i.e., before the introduction of recruitment
freeze in 1999, the new entry system on 1 June 2000
and the accountability system in July 2002) would
be conducted. In addition, a few selected grades
will be invited to participate in a qualitative survey
so as to sample the views of serving officers on
whether the civil service employment satisfies their
general aspiration and if the career prospects of their
respective grades meet their specific expectation.
The progress of the study will be reported in the
Commission’s 2008 Annual Report.

Other Observations of the Commission
Common Recruitment Examination (CRE)

3.32 As mentioned in paragraph 3.21 above, the CRE pass

is a pre-requisite for appointment to civil service posts
at degree and professional level. The Commission
considered it imperative for the Administration to
perfect the system. As reported in the 2006 Annual
Report, the Administration responded positively to the
Commission’s observations on the CRE and took a
pragmatic approach to modify the CRE requirements.
With effect from the CRE in December 2006, the results
of the language papers have been classified into “Level
2”7, “Level 1” and “Fail”, with “Level 2” being the higher
level, and the HoDs/HoGs can determine the level of
language proficiency required of the candidates having
regard to the job requirements of the grades. In addition,
results of the Hong Kong Advanced Level Examination
(HKALE) have been accepted as equivalent to the CRE
results and applicants with the requisite HKALE results
are not required to sit for the respective language
paper(s) of the CRE. The validity period of the CRE
results has been made permanent.
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3.33 Since the adoption of the revised CRE requirements,

47 ranks, mostly professional ranks that require
candidates to have strong performance in professional
attributes rather than language proficiency, have set
the CRE requirements for both language papers at
Level 1. Amongst them, one professional rank was
able to trawl a total of 22 qualified applicants in the
2007 recruitment exercise, as opposed to four to
six qualified applications received in the previous
recruitment exercises conducted in 2005 and 2006.
Of these 22 qualified candidates, 20 hold Level 1
results in CRE or equivalent. In two other basic rank
recruitment exercises conducted in 2007, an analysis
of the applicants’ profiles indicates that a significant
percentage of applicants who hold equivalent HKALE
results in Chinese or English subjects were exempted
from taking the relevant language papers in the CRE
held in October 2007. The Commission is pleased
to note from the first example that the revised CRE
requirements have a positive effect in widening
the net of suitable candidates for consideration of
appointment to the civil service. The Commission
is also pleased to note from the second example
the significant reduction in the number of applicants
required to sit for the two language papers of the
CRE, thereby saving the time of these applicants
and also the resources of the Administration in
accommodating them for the related examinations.

Comparability and acceptance of public examination
results for civil service appointment purpose

3.34 The Commission is mindful of its role to ensure parity

and equity in the appointment system. The application
of recruitment standard is no exception. In the past,
it was an established practice that the language
proficiency requirement for appointment to most of
the civil service posts in non-graduate grades was
pitched at Grade E in English Language (Syllabus B)
and Chinese Language in the Hong Kong Certificate
of Education Examination (HKCEE). But starting
from 2007, HKCEE has adopted a new standards-
referenced reporting system for the Chinese Language

3.33
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and English Language examinations. Under the R B AE R b N B
standards-referenced reporting system, the results R _EELE /B /\HE » FHEH
are reported in levels (Levels 5* to 1), as opposed INEEE » B AR 2t i 2 HE
to grades (Grades A to F) in previous HKCEEs. The ATF :

previous English Language (Syllabus A) and English
Language (Syllabus B) examinations are replaced by
a single English Language examination. In view of the
changes in the reporting system of the HKCEE, CSB
has accepted administratively the public examination
results for civil service appointment purpose with
effect from 8 August 2007 as follows :

Acceptance of

Public Examination ARt Comparability of Results

ESZRESRIEE
Previous HKCEE results in English Language (Syllabus B) and
Chinese Language Graje C Graozle E
BEESPEEREEX 2R RAEE S =
2007 HKCEE results in English and Chinese Languages Level 3 Level 2
_BRLERAPESELREZEXXNTEEXNE B3R B2
International General Certificate of Secondary Education
(IGCSE)/UK General Certificate of Secondary (GCSE)/General %
Certificate of Education ‘Ordinary’ Level (GCE‘O’ Level)® Gra‘j; C Gra;'ezeD
C/v D/v

REE R E SURE H, (GCSE)/ KB BHEHE R
£ (GCSE)/ B BHBNRL BREEEH(GCEO’ Level®

5 |GCSE, created as a GCSE examination for international use, was developed by the University of Cambridge International Examinations in 1998. GCSE

2

o

has been introduced in the United Kingdom to replace GCE ‘O’ Level since 1988. GCE ‘O’ Level is however still in force in some commonwealth
countries.

ZEMBEREARE NI\ FHIETRR LB B EURE H(GCSE) - {EABEEERM M E AT BHE SURE W(GCSE) ° ZEE —U\\FIE - REBT
BHEUBE D (GCSE) MR L BHE UKL BIZEEH(GCE ‘O’ Level) ' BEBH REHARRNARALBAE RLBREEEH -

Before implementation of the new acceptance arrangements, Grade E in English Language in GCSE/GCE‘Q’ Level was accepted as comparable
to Grade E in English Language (Syllabus B) in HKCEE for civil service appointment purpose. In order to alleviate the adverse effect of the new
arrangements to holders of a Grade E result in English Language in IGCSE/GCSE/GCE‘O’ Level, there is a two-year grace period during which a Grade
E result in English Language in these non-local examinations will continue to be accepted as comparable to Level 2 in the 2007 HKCEE or Grade E in
previous HKCEEs.

RIEBEABEMS - ERATORELBRYER - RELBREHE URE S (GCSE)/ L BHE UREBIZE £ H(GCE'O’Leve ) X RIERM A « #iE
ENERHEREZRBEN(RIEL)ERKE  AEDIMZHETE RN B SEHE UBE 5 (IGCSE)/EE il T 24 5 SURZE i (GCSE)/ Mm% A X
EEH(GCEO'Leve| EX R ZRERKBEALTNZE - ERRXEMEERE - FERBN - BLIFRMEANEXRERKER SHERERASEEN T
TEEENESEF 2PN ATBEET BT RBEZERKE -




3.35 Given that the comparability adopted is applicable  3.35 #FH#Y 22 FRFEHEE A N A TS B IR AT
REBANMERFA > ZEGRA
BT E TR - T > TERER
BRI H Y EEGEEIE
LI ik FREE H (M IE B2 3R R
S FAEERY H ) 2k 51 E FE BRI #T i E

to all applicants of civil service non-graduate grades,
the Commission considered it in order from the equity
perspective. However, to avoid the undesirable
situation where different standards on IGCSE/GCSE/
GCE‘O’ Level results would be applied in the same
recruitment exercise before or after the effective date,

the Commission suggested that the closing date for
receipt of applications, as opposed to the date of
receipt of application from a particular candidate,

BRI E HEE AR EE »
LIk G 72 [F] — AR > SRR
HEHKE R EFH(IGCSE) /FB T

should be used to determine whether the concerned
candidate should be subject to the new or previous

EHPEHE SUEEH (GCSE) 5B H
B R @EE % H{(GCE O’ Level)
R AR R FA AN RIS YE - JETRE D
BT BB R o

standards. The suggestion was accepted by CSB.

TR SR 8 50 18 EL i B = AH B & R Y
Preference given to candidates with relevant higher FHEE A

qualification in recruitment exercises
3.36 ZE W EIE—HEAEY - 1GIEE

3.36 In a recruitment exercise where it was spelt out in

the advertisement that preference would be given to
candidates with relevant postgraduate and/or higher
professional qualifications, the Commission observed
that the appointment authority had, irrespective
of the interview scores of the selected candidates,
recommended offer of appointment to those who had
attained a higher qualification. Candidates who met
the basic entry requirement but had not yet attained a
higher qualification were recommended to be put on
a waiting list notwithstanding their more impressive
performance at the interviews.

5 FE B (R AHRR 58 e/ B = 3
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I 118 | € ¥3LdVHO

27



CHAPTER3 £ =

28

==
=

3.37 The Commission did not support this recommendation.

Preference should be applicable only if the candidates
are of equal merits. A candidate’s edge in academic
attainment should have been naturally reflected in
his performance during the selection interview. If his
overall performance is still found less meritorious
than that of the other candidates, he should not be
granted any preferential treatment on account of his
academic qualification. It is unfair to deny the offer of
appointment to the other successful candidates who
have been duly selected on an equal footing with
those with a higher qualification. In the light of the
Commission’s observation, the appointment authority
has reviewed the vacancy position and subsequently
offered appointment to all the selected candidates.

Updating of G/As

3.38 Departments are required to prepare G/As as a

reference document for individual ranks in each grade
to specify, inter-alia, the qualifications, requirements
and terms of appointment for recruitment/promotion
to respective ranks, and to obtain endorsement from
CSB when changes are introduced. In anticipation
of an increase in G/A submissions after the lifting of
the recruitment freeze as mentioned in paragraph 3.3
above which calls for more vigorous departmental
action to complete the updating of G/As before the
conduct of recruitment exercises, CSB undertakes
to expedite the review of G/As with priority being
given to those ranks for which open and/or in-service
recruitment or promotion exercises will be conducted.
In parallel, the Commission has also streamlined its
internal arrangements for the processing of G/A
submissions from CSB. This notwithstanding, the
Commission will continue to advise or comment
on matters relating to G/As during the course of its
vetting of departmental submissions in recruitment
or promotion exercises.
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4.1 Akey role of the Commission is to advise on promotions 4.1 ZE G FTHEBREZHEHRAKEE

to the senior ranks®” of the pubic service. The objective A OE=S ﬂgﬂflﬂm_ﬁ_ DA 5

is to ensure the selection of the most suitable person BESE I Y S\ B B T R

to undertake the duties of a vacant post in a higher BB T - )\é BT A
= SN III 4

rank. The decision on promotion should be based on . .
. P. o s ~ AHIEER G aHER
an officer’s character, ability and potential in the context B
AT SKHE HE ~ B REAR
of the required standard of performance, qualifications TR ATERAT LA ~ AN
and experience. TIE ©

o . . 42 HE_EFLFEREBGRHEERN

4.2 In 2007, the Commission advised on 526 submissions . - e
on promotion, compared with 448 in 2005 and 512 in BItERERT526% » B—F%h
2006. They involved 3 527 officers, broken down as EE@448%$D*§2%*¢5@512%%
follows : o BULEEMW I STHAE A

Eﬁﬁ’]ﬁj\ BT TR

§§§

Promotion-related appointment cases advised in 2007

R FREREERHERNE AR IER

(@ 1 393 promotees*
1393 NEBEF

(b) 34 officers waitlisted for promotion

34 NIIABFHERZE

(c) 228 officers appointed for acting with a view to substantive promotion (AWAV)?

228 NERTEBBALUFE RIS

(d) 16 officers waitlisted for AWAV
16 AFIAZSEBU IS ERABIR#HZE

(e) 1 856 officers appointed for acting for administrative convenience (AFAC)

1856 ABEREZEBAILUSBITE

Total 3 527 officers
|E 3527 A

* Promotees to fill vacancies in 494 ranks® , including 117 promotions to directorate positions.

A A SEBNZERDBAHERERS - B 7ERE R o

2 They refer, for promotion purpose, to those senior ranks under the normal appointment purview of the Commission (i.e. those attracting maximum
monthly pay at MPS Pt. 26 (currently $33,330) and above or equivalent). They exclude the judicial service, the Independent Commission
Against Corruption and the disciplined ranks of the Hong Kong Police Force which are specifically outside the purview of the Commission.
REFHEAME - EREBZEGEFRESENEINSBMAASBER HERFRFE 262 (3 A33,330m)H A LHRZHRNAR) - ERTRIETHT
EZECRREEANNREMEAS REAZEAEREBEBELEBRREAE -

% An officer is appointed to AWAV before substantive promotion if he is considered suitable in nearly all respects for undertaking the duties in the higher
rank and he is ready to be further tested on the minor doubtful aspects in the higher rank. The norm for this type of acting appointment is six months
but may vary.

ABIMEZERRARBESHHHEEATRSBARNEL  WEEBHEIE - SPEZRUBALBIRSRA  SELHERRSREAAFER
- & E%E;ﬁ# MRAESER - BIRAI1ERE) ©

% An officer is appointed to AFAC if he is not yet ready for immediate promotion, but is assessed as having better potential than other officers to undertake
the dut@es of the higher rank; or he is considered more meritorious but could not be so promoted because of the lack of substantive and long-term
vacancies.

ABNAEEREA @ BRFEAREMASEARTRSBRABBHEL - XIBABRARARE EREEBRRRITHRTAERGEH  MERE
VR B IR LA A TR 2 HF ©

% The number of eligible officers far exceeded the number of promotees. In a number of promotion exercises, over 300 candidates were shortlisted for
detailed consideration by the board.
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Reviews Initiated by the Commission

4.3 The Commission observes closely the effectiveness
of the civil service promotion system and works in
partnership with the Administration to enhance

the system. During 2007,

conducted a number of reviews in response to the
Commission’s observations. The ensuing paragraphs
provide a summary of the observations made by the
Commission, the conduct of the related reviews and
the resultant formulation of new or revised guidelines

for service-wide adoption.

(@) Arrangements for filling Head of Department (HoD)

posts and One-rank HoD posts

4.4 During the past years, the Commission has noticed
the absence of standard procedures for filing HoD
posts which are designated as promotion ranks for
departmental grade officers when no suitable eligible
officers from within the department concerned could
be identified. The same observation applied to the
filling of one-rank HoD post. Often the Commission’s
advice was sought only when an open and/or in-
service recruitment exercise was proposed to fill the
anticipated HoD vacancy. When cross-grade posting
arrangements were made to fill such posts, the
Commission was only informed of the officers selected

to fill the posts concerned by the Administration.

the Administration

% B GierHRmET TIE
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4.4
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4.5

4.6

With a view to ensuring transparency in filling such
important HoD posts and as part and parcel of
directorate succession planning to the top echelon
of the departmental structure, the Commission has
requested the Administration to develop standard
arrangements for filling such posts. Upon review,
the Administration has since early 2007 adopted a
formal selection mechanism in filing of departmental
HoD posts. All eligible officers in the relevant grade
are considered before arriving at the conclusive view
that none of them is suitable to fill the vacant HoD
post. If a suitable candidate cannot be found from
within the departmental grade, a separate meeting is
held among the relevant Permanent Secretary of the
bureau concerned, the Permanent Secretary for the
Civil Service and the incumbent HoD as appropriate to
recommend an alternative arrangement3®* for filling the
post in question and also the time frame for reviewing
such an alternative arrangement. The seeking of the
Commission’s advice on the alternative arrangement to
be adopted is also formalised. Similar arrangements
are applicable to the filling of one-rank HoD posts save
the holding of a formal selection mechanism as there
are no related grades from which eligible candidates
can be drawn for consideration.

The Commission welcomes the new mechanism which
ensures a fair process with sufficient transparency.
Since the introduction of the new mechanism in early
2007, the Commission has favourably advised on
the filling of five departmental and two one-rank HoD
posts. Where the arrangements involved cross-grade
posting of Administrative Officers, the Commission has
urged the Administration to treat future succession
planning in the relevant departmental grade as a top
priority.

4.5

4.6
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*! The alternative arrangement may include posting, in-service appointment or open recruitment cum in-service appointment depending on individual
circumstances and operational requirements of the department at the time. The Commission’s advice would be sought on the arrangement.
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(b)

Revised guide for promotion board (b) BIHERZEGEITHES

4.7 The Chairman of the Commission observed from 47 EgfEHET S S EE S
his attendance at some promotion board meetings @; ~Hq~§%£ﬁ , BIEIEE G LRE
that board chairmen and/or secretaries were not B SR E T — A T RS T
always conversant with the procedures and essential R B @ AR R A IR - 74
elements of conducting a promotion or selection -
board. The advice given by him in various promotion SR SRRl
exercises pointed to the need that an updated guide RAEMEGORAAR  ARERE
on the proper procedures and good practices in R —ERTES] - BOIRTEE
conducting promotion boards should be prepared mﬁﬁ@mi@mﬁﬁiwﬁﬁwﬁ ’
for reference by board chairmen and members. HEPERZBGERREZESS -
To address such a need, CSB conducted in the BREN  ABEEBEERENERE
year a comprehensive review of the old “Guide for FERKNHET > ZHEEN TE
Promotion Board” with substantial input from the B (BHENEREEIET])Y » WiE
Commission Secretariat. The revised guide, entitled —ETENH B TEEETH (&
“Guide for Officers Nominated to Serve as Chairman, P RIS o B et R
Member, Secretary of a Promotion Board” and issued = A B1E8)) > B EEE A
in June 2007, sets out all the basic requirements 1B eSS A A
for the conduct of promotion boards (i.e. the board
composition, roles of those who sit on the board, *%E\EI’HHEJZ E%KE@AE%%
effective date of promotion, delineation of different ) &ﬁﬂ@iﬂaﬁﬁﬂ/\]%? > APl
forms of advancement, etc) and the considerations for PR REDBIE) » URET R
promotion to HoD posts (i.e. the minimum six-month BRHEBRREVAZER D/ H
AWAV*? and preferable three-years’ active service AL EBRFH > DR B A & =
requirements). It has also incorporated the advice FHERB AR ER) © Frias| iy
and good practices advocated by the Commission in WZB MU T BT BEMRENE
relation to the following promotion-related issues : RN B -
Designation of a promotion board () BB ENEEg

Unless the vacancies in question are temporary, time-
limited or subject to review that can only be filled by
AFAC appointments, a board should be designated
as a “promotion board” instead of a “selection board”
prior to its conduct in order not to give the impression
of any attempt to pre-empt the outcome of the
board’s deliberations on the candidates’ suitability
for promotion or acting appointment.

FRIEAHRA 2= Bh B ER T I E ~ BRFIR
BB RA > BRI 2N B ATT
AT B B AL - SHIZB FE
R R BTHENER G MIE" %
ZBEg" DB ARAEREER
AMGHEIEH GEBABRGHEE
B EENERTH W

* Given the significant role played by HoDs in leading and managing their departments as well as to ensure sufficient time and opportunity for

the appointment authority to ascertain the suitability of a candidate for promotion to a HoD post, departmental grade officers recommended for
promotion to HoD posts have been required as a norm to go through the AWAV process for at least six months since October 2004. In effect, this
means that for a minimum six-month AWAV appointment, a departmental grade officer recommended for promotion to HoD post must have at least
18 months’ active service on commencement of his AWAV appointment.

ENBHEREAEENEEIMNERL  SRRZTERARASHMEEHRE LA ERAER
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(i)

Timing of promotion board vis-a-vis reporting
cycle

As stated in the Commission’s 2006 Annual Report,
promotion boards should be held within a period of six
months from the end date of the last reporting cycle,
save in exceptional circumstances. |If there are no
overriding reasons for the late conduct of promotion
boards, departments may have to skip one year and
re-schedule the boards after the end date of the
current appraisal cycle with the serious consequence
of delays in effecting promotions or reviewing acting
appointments.

Duration of past performance appraisals under
review

As advocated by the Commission in its 2006 Annual
Report, a promotion board should primarily make
reference to the candidates’ performance appraisals
over a period of time (normally the last three years).
For close contenders with comparable performance
track record under the three-year review period, the
board may make reference to their earlier reports. The
assessment on an officer’s suitability for promotion
should not be excessively influenced by slight
variations in performance over a short period.

Rotational acting appointment

Rotational acting appointments should be avoided
unless there are overriding reasons for such an
arrangement. The Commission’s stance was clearly
stated in its 2005 and 2006 Annual Reports. |If there
is a genuine need for rotational acting appointments,
the board should justify the case with an assessment
on how the scenario of a “reversed” supervisor-
subordinate relationship can be mitigated. The
performance of the officers selected for rotational
acting appointments should also be reviewed vis-a-
vis that of non-selected officers when a fresh round of
appraisal reports is available.

(i)

(iii)

(iv)
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(vii)

Exposure

The Commission has raised its concern in its 2006
Annual Report that the lack of exposure should not
be the sole reason for not recommending an officer
for promotion/acting appointment, if the officer is
found suitable in all other respects by the board. It
is incumbent upon the management to ensure that
the staff are given appropriate career development
and exposure to equip them for their career
advancement.

Hearsay allegation deliberated by promotion
boards

While promotion board members may, on top of the
performance records available to them, supplement
their knowledge of an officer’s performance at the
board meetings, it is not appropriate for a promotion
board to make reference to hearsay allegations and
to draw its recommendations on this basis. Unless
the allegation is substantiated with investigation by
the departmental management, the board should
neither discredit an officer’s performance or integrity

nor judge his claim on the basis of hearsay remarks.

Promotion interview

Where absolutely necessary, a promotion board
may conduct promotion interviews with a view
the assessments based on
the
requirements of the higher rank. The promotion

to supplementing

performance appraisals due to specific
interview results however should not be given
undue weight so much so that they would override
the assessments based on an officer's sustained

performance throughout the years.

v)

(vi)

(vii)
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(viii) Marking scheme adopted by the board

As the effectiveness of a marking scheme to calculate
arithmetically eligible officers’ suitability for promotion
may be highly dependent on the design of the marking
scheme itself, the use of such a tool should be avoided
as far as practicable to prevent possible distortion in
assessment.

Validity of waiting list for promotion and AWAV
versus AFAC

A promotion board may recommend an officer for
promotion, AWAV or AFAC depending on the officer’s
readiness to take up the duties and responsibilities of
the promotion rank and the timing of the emergence
of a vacancy in the promotion rank. For the first two
forms of advancement, the recommended officer may
be placed on a waiting list for promotion or AWAYV, as
appropriate, if the vacancy is expected to arise later
within the current appraisal cycle. However, the waiting
list will lapse on expiry of the current appraisal cycle.
On the other hand, in case of AFAC appointment,
a waiting list may be drawn up to cater for possible
vacancies to arise. This waiting list will remain valid
until the conduct of the next promotion board when
the claims of all eligible officers are reviewed upon the
availability of a fresh round of appraisal reports.

(viii)

(ix)
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As mentioned

the Commission has

Information on performance management

in the Commission’s 2005 and

2006 Annual Reports, to enable the departmental
management and the approving authority to monitor
the performance managementofthe ranks concerned,

required departments to

provide the following information on performance
management when submitting promotion board
reports for ranks under the Commission’s purview :

. percentage distribution of grading of overall
performance of eligible officers in the latest
reporting period;

. respective number of cases

completion of staff reports; and

involving late

. respective number of cases
compliance with Civil Service Regulations (CSRs)

231(1)* on ranking of appraising officers, and

involving non-

232(2)**on conducting staff interviews.

Such requirements have been formally included in
the guide.

)
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® CsR 231(1) stipulates that when the reporting officer is of the same substantive rank (although acting in a higher rank) as the officer to be reported

upon, there are two alternatives. Either the next most senior officer should instead be the reporting officer, or the officer who is acting should discuss
the report which he proposes to make with the next most senior officer and should submit the report in draft for approval before it is entered on the

report form.

(A EEBHRP) F231(NIERTH » IRFTFRA BERZTIRABNEERRERBENEZERSBA) -

BAR  JHZEEARREENTEAD  BESRNHARERN  WEEXNEARREZH - £RRERREIZBABIE

* CSR 232(2) stipulates that no matter who (reporting officer or countersigning officer) conducts the staff appraisal interview, the countersigning officer
is encouraged to complete his/her assessments before the interview.
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(i)

4.8

Commission’s emphasis on smooth succession
planning

The Commission advocated in its 2005 Annual
Report that officers recommended for promotion to
HoD posts should have preferably three years’ active
service on assumption of the HoD posts to allow
sufficient time and continuity for the office holders
to steer the departments. Also, to ensure that there
are sufficient capable officers to lead the department
in the years to come, the promotion board, in
considering recommending an officer for promotion to
a directorate rank, should take account of both the
officer’s capability to perform well at the promotion
rank as well as his potential for further advancement.
This general principle has been included in the guide.
(See also Chapter 6 on Directorate Succession
Planning where further thoughts on the subject have
been developed by the Commission.)

In response to the Commission’s suggestion to
enhance the user-friendliness of the revised guide,
CSB is exploring how the salient features of the revised
Guide can be presented in a lively and animated format
that can be uploaded to its website for easy reference
by all promotion boards.

(xi)

4.8
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4.9

Handling of promotion cases involving
disciplinary investigations or proceedings

As a general rule, promotion should not take effect
any time earlier than the time a person is considered
suitable for promotion in all respects, including
integrity and conduct.
circumstances, each has to be considered on its own

For cases with special

merits. In the year, the Commission observed that
some departments had recommended officers who
were subject to on-going disciplinary investigations
for substantive promotion or long-term acting without
giving justifications. While one may argue that an
officer involved in on-going criminal or disciplinary
investigations or should not be
penalised in terms of promotion given the principle of

innocence until proven guilty, there could be equally

proceedings

strong arguments on risk grounds against putting
the officer to fill a vacancy (either on a substantive
or acting basis), having regard to the possibility that
the officer concerned might subsequently be found

guilty.

4.10 The Commission considers that long drawn-out

disciplinary cases should be escalated and pushed
for a quick settlement where practicable in order to
be fair to those officers involved. Cases involving
a shorter time span should be looked upon by
promotion boards with prudence to avoid selection
of officers with integrity doubts for promotion or
acting appointment. While the promotion board
should scrutinise existing criminal or disciplinary
records of the officers under consideration and
consider whether any of them should be debarred
from promotion or appointment owing to disciplinary
punishment or doubts on their integrity, it is the
appointment authority’s role to carefully balance
between fairness to an individual officer and the
need to maintain the integrity of the civil service in
the public interest. Should the appointment authority
decide to recommend the selection of the officer
despite such ongoing investigations or proceedings
and adverse record, CSB’s advice should be sought

4.9

4.10 -
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(d)

and the Commission be informed of the position in
the departmental submissions. At the Commission’s
request, CSB has incorporated these basic principles
in the revised “Guide for Officers Nominated to Serve
as Chairman, Member, Secretary of a Promotion
Board”. The Administration will also promulgate
separately detailed guidelines on the proper handling
of promotion cases involving disciplinary investigations
or proceedings.

Inverted diamond grade structure

4.11 In vetting some promotion boards’ recommendations,

the Commission noticed that some of the grades
were having an inverted diamond shape structure
at the lowest two levels i.e. the number of available
vacancies in the next higher rank outnumbers
the existing pool of officers in the basic rank. The
Commission is concerned that such a peculiar rank
structure will pose problems in finding a sufficient
number of officers to meet the succession need of the
next higher rank. It also begs the question of the role
of such a small number of posts at the basic rank. On
the request of the Commission, the Administration has
undertaken to conduct a review of those grades with
an inverted diamond shape structure. No review will be
undertaken for those grades that would soon become
obsolete with the departure of all serving officers as
well as others which are too small. The Commission
will keep in view the findings of the review.

(d)
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Other Observations of the
Commission

Acting appointments not properly reviewed

4.12 AsstipulatedinCSR160(1)(b)(ii)*®, actingappointments
lasting or expected to last for longer than six months
should be reviewed on a regular basis in consultation
with the Commission as appropriate. The approving
authority should adopt the same procedures as
for substantive appointment (i.e. by conducting
promotion or selection boards) to select the most
suitable officer to take up the acting appointments
as required under CSR 166(6)*. For posts under the
purview of the Commission, the management must
also seek the advice of the Commission to ensure
fairness and impartiality in the selection process.

4.13 Despite the Commission’s caution in its previous Annual
Reports, irregularities were still observed in 2007. For
example, in advising on the recommendations of a
promotion exercise, the Commission noted that no
promotion or selection boards for a particular grade
had been held since the last round of promotion
exercises conducted in 2001 due to uncertainty in
manpower requirement of the grade. As a result,
the acting appointments at various ranks were
not reviewed for an unduly long period of over five
years. The Commission has advised the department
concerned that notwithstanding the uncertainty in
manpower position, the requirement for the proper
conduct of a selection board under CSR 166(6)
should be duly observed.
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4.13
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* CcsrR 160(1)(b)(ii) stipulates that acting appointments for administrative convenience are subject to review at regular intervals if they are expected or likely

to last or has lasted for longer than six months.
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*® CcsrR 166(6) stipulates that the approving authority should, as far as practicable having regard to management considerations and operational
circumstances, appoint officers to act on a fair basis. For an acting appointment that is expected or likely to last or has lasted for more than six
months, the approving authority should follow the normal procedures for selection for substantive appointment to select an officer to take up the acting
appointment, subject to the advice of the Commission as appropriate.
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4.14 Separately, as advocated in the Commission’s 2006

Annual Report, HoDs/Heads of Grade (HoGs) should
not arrange for officers to cease acting every six
months or less to avoid the required procedures of
conducting a promotion exercise and seeking the
Commission’s advice on the acting appointment.
During 2007, the Commission noted another case
involving officers who were appointed to act in the
next higher rank on a rotational basis with each period
not exceeding six months in the past three years. Let
alone the disruption to the normal operation of the
department, such acting arrangements were unfair as
they were arranged without any proper review of all
eligible officers’ performance and relative merits by a
promotion or selection board.

4.15 The Commission has taken a serious view on all

procedural lapses in acting arrangements. Apart from
reminding the departments and bureaux concerned to
observe the requirements as stipulated in the CSRs
whentendering the Commission’s advice, the Chairman
of the Commission also issued personal letters to
HoDs/HoGs concerned, pointing out those acting
arrangements which were considered unacceptable
and requesting their prompt rectification of such
unacceptable arrangements. In addition, to ensure
general compliance with the rules and regulations
governing acting appointments, the Commission
also urged CSB to issue appropriate guidelines as
a general reminder to all departments and bureaux.
In response, CSB issued the “Guidelines on Acting
Appointment” in August 2007, reminding HoDs/HoGs
of the proper procedures to be followed in making
acting appointments. The opportunity was also taken
to remind them to be vigilant in reviewing the continued
need for acting appointments and to seek to fill vacant
posts substantively whenever practicable.

4.14

4.15
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Prolonged acting appointments to be avoided

4.16 The Commission has taken note in one promotion

exercise that an officer was recommended to step
down after having acted in the next higher rank for
seven years. Prolonged acting appointments not
only raise false expectations for promotion of those
officers who might not be able to make the rank,
but also deprive other more meritorious officers of
the chance of an earlier acting opportunity which
would otherwise be available to them. When there
are permanent vacancies which can be filled on a
substantive basis, officers on prolonged acting
appointment should be critically assessed at an early
stage of their potential and suitability for promotion.
The Commission considers that in general, an
acting duration of three years should trigger the
management’s serious consideration of whether an
officer should continue to act or be asked to step
down to give way to more deserving officers. The
Commission Secretariat has started to cascade this
message to bureaux/departments.

Other acting arrangements to be further rationalised

4.17 In some promotion exercises, the Commission has

noted that the boards had recommended to cease
the acting appointment of some officers, who were
acting in the higher rank upon recommendation of
previous boards, without good reasons. In one case,
such a recommendation was made on account of
slight variations in performance gradings assessed
at the officer’'s substantive rank immediately before
he took up the acting appointment. In another case,
the cessation of some officers’ acting appointment
was recommended after comparing their acting
performance with some other officers at the
substantive rank who had scored more top ratings
in their core competencies. There is also a case of
an officer who was recommended to cease acting on
the ground of less meritorious performance on the
one hand but was placed on the waiting list for acting
in the same exercise on the other hand.
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4.18 In other promotion exercises involving officers who

were selected for acting by the last board but had
not yet got the acting chance when the current Board
met, the Commission has noted that although these
officers had sustained an impressive performance at
their substantive rank, their claims were assessed
less favourably as compared to peers outperformed
by them in the previous exercise without good
justifications. In one particular exercise, such an
officer was recommended to be put on the acting list
again whereas another officer who was not selected
by the last board but had doubled-up the duties of
the higher rank solely to meet operational needs was
recommended for promotion ahead of him.

4.19 The observations in paragraphs 4.17 and 4.18 above

call for the need to provide a clearer steer to promotion
boards to accord appropriate weighting to acting
performance with a view to enhancing the equity of
the civil service promotion system. With this in mind,
the Commission has re-visited the relevant CSRs. It
is re affirmed that there is no rule barring promotion
without an acting appointment. In other words, an
acting appointmentis not a pre-requisite for promotion.
Also an acting appointment carries no implications
for substantive appointment in accordance with CSR
171(a). Separately under CSR 166(2)(@), an officer
may be tested in the higher rank for the purpose of
assessing his suitability for substantive appointment
and under CSR 166(2)(b), an officer may be appointed
to act in the temporary absence of a substantive
holder to meet management or operational needs.

4.18

4.19
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4.20 In considering the relevant CSRs, the Commission

seeks to develop some fundamental

principles

governing acting arrangements as along the following

lines :

(@)

Although an acting appointment is not a pre-
requisite for promotion as stated in paragraph
4.19 above, individual HoGs may demand an
acting appointment to test an officer’s suitability
for the higher
substantive promotion.

rank before confirming his

When an officer has been selected for long
term acting by a promotion board on the basis
of his more meritorious performance record, he
should be given every opportunity for testing in
the higher rank in accordance with CSR 166(2)
(a). Slight variations in his performance gradings
(including his performance in his substantive
rank immediately before he took up the acting
appointment and his performance in the higher
rank) over a short period of time should not be
allowed to excessively influence the assessment
of his performance covering a longer period
In particular it is not proper to cease
his acting appointment by reference to such

of time.

slight variations in performance gradings rather
than any substantiated deficiency in his acting
performance.
his acting appointment but to recommend him
to be waitlisted for another long-term acting

Also it will be illogical to cease

appointment in the same exercise.

When an officer has been appointed to act to
meet management or operational needs, he
should not be given any undue advantage
when his claim is assessed by a promotion
board against other close contenders. This is
particularly so when an acting appointment is
not a pre-requisite for promotion and that an
acting appointment as mentioned in (a) above
may not be demanded of a particular grade.
Nevertheless, an officer appointed to act to
meet management or operational needs or even
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an officer who has not been tested in the higher
rank through a long-term acting appointment may
be recommended for promotion in cases where
there are sufficient promotable vacancies. But in
making such a recommendation, the promotion
board concerned must be satisfied beyond
doubt that the officer has well demonstrated his
capability and competence of performing the full
duties of the higher rank.

4.21 The Commission will further develop those
fundamental principles governing acting appointments
as mentioned in paragraph 4.20 above in consultation
with the Administration and the details will be reported
in the 2008 Annual Report.

Personal knowledge of board members to be
weighted proportionately

4.22 CSB’s issue of the “Guide for Officers Nominated to
Serve as Chairman, Member, Secretary of a Promotion
Board” in June 2007 is mentioned in paragraph 4.7
above. Other than those guidelines elaborated in
that paragraph, it is spelt out that promotion board
members may, on top of the performance records
available to them, supplement their knowledge of an
officer’s performance at the board meetings. However,
rather than as a supplement, the Commission has
observed that in a number of promotion exercises an
officer’s claim for promotion or acting appointment
was assessed on the sole basis of board members’
personal knowledge of his performance. In such cases,
the board’s observations were often not borne out in
the appraisal reports. The Commission is concerned
that notwithstanding how well they know the officer,
board members’ personal knowledge is to supplement
as advised by CSB in the guide, and not to replace
or override the record of performance appraisals.
Also where there is discrepancy between the board’s
observations on an officer’s performance and those
made in the appraisal reports, the board should
elaborate in the board report such discrepancies and
the justifications for accepting them. In tendering its
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advice on these cases, the Commission has reiterated BREFREEEER » FTHE
such concerns. Where shortcomings of particular W& B @ EESFRERER A R 3R
officers as identified by the board were not borne BA > AR RS - BE g

out in the appraisal reports, the Commission has
also requested individual departments to inform the
officers concerned of their shortcomings so that they

TEMERFIRHE R » B2 REHIE
BB - ERIABINS » B & HER
can strive to improve to enhance their competitive ZRGFTERRA AR Z Rt TR
edge for advancement in future exercises. Hetfis o REGTEOREMZ
HRIEHRIAR » DUE M FIRE(EHIEL
= W ER TR B THEN -

Filling of consequential vacancy

SRR 2= mR

4.23 The Commission has observed in a number of

promotion exercises that some departments are
still not clear when consequential vacancies®” can

423 ZEGES RETHERERDEHA -
A LB AL LT UL T Al

be substantively filled. They have mistaken that

= = 7 37 3=k
consequential vacancies at the lower rank can LZHAN BB ERBZER - ELE
only be filled by substantive promotion after the ARDLR o Ryt BEERE ARSI - LE]
corresponding vacancies in the next higher rank E—iRA 2R E A BE R z“
have been substantively filled in order to avoid over- AT A B Ak — iR A FE 22 5t -
establishment. As a result, some recommended B » 55 e 7E 42 1Y 3B T AR 2R A

promotees who had commenced acting in the
higher rank before the Board met and could have

E— S HERE & T\ BT AE
HE - ST Rm— R =B EEAR
HEiggr B - @EAMABREST

been recommended for promotion with effect from
the Board date® were instead recommended to be

promoted with effect from a later date on which ENZE G gRAERREER
the vacancies in the higher rank were substantively M AFEEHE TELREZR
filled. The net effect of such recommendations, Eﬂ;q?’gtgg S o SEXEAE
if implemented, would unnecessarily defer the MEEE » AT 435 A BT

promotion of some deserving officers. Xﬂx%f@ﬁi@ .

4.24 As already stated in its 2005 Annual Report, the

Commission holds the view that vacancies at D2 424 [Fi —EEFHEEHRFE » B &

level and below should be calculated realistically on 0 o B AR SR o BE T ) TR 4 R
a grade rather than a rank specific basis. As long B Ze bR B - TS R T I

as there is a vacancy in the next higher rank, the

ket - REm—REBAI =R -

%7 Consequential vacancies denote vacancies which have arisen as a result of the filing of vacancies at the higher rank, as opposed to substantive

vacancies which have arisen due to wastage upon the retirement/resignation of incumbents of the substantive rank.
B EREREM —RBAERMEENZER - TRANERZER - ERERZES TRAGINEBBANEEA BRI/ BEBE) M LR ZEER

® The criteria for determining the effective date of substantive promotion are set out in CSR 125. Normally, it should be the date on which a vacancy
in the upper rank becomes available, or the officer takes up the duties of the higher office, or the officer is considered capable of performing the full
duties of the higher office (i.e., usually the board date), whichever is the latest.
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consequential vacancy at the lower rank can be filled
by substantive promotion unless there is a genuine risk
of over-establishment as assessed and confirmed by
the appointment authority. As regards the filling of HoD
posts, all departmental grade officers recommended
for promotion to HoD ranks are normally required as a
norm to go through the AWAV?® process for at least six
months before substantive promotion. Consequential
vacancy at the deputy HoD level should likewise be
filled on an AWAV basis or by an AFAC appointment.

4.25 In those exercises as mentioned in paragraph 4.23

above, the departments concerned accepted the
Commission’s observation that the officers concerned
should be substantively promoted with effect from the
board date. In response to the Commission’s request
to rectify the misunderstanding at departmental level,
CSBissuedamemotoHoDs/HoGsin September2007,
clarifying the arrangements of filing consequential
vacancies.

Use of “Promotability” or “Potential” or performance
grading as a shortlisting criterion

4.26 Where the pool of eligible candidates of a promotion

exercise is large, the board may devise shortlisting
criteria which are relevant to the performance of duties
in the promotion rank (e.g. years of service in their
current rank). It is the responsibility of the promotion
board to decide on the shortlisting details having
regard to the number of vacancies available vis-a-vis
the number of officers under consideration.

4.27 In examining the recommendations of some

promotion exercises, the Commission has noted

[T

that the assessment on an officer’s “promotability” or
“potential” in appraisal reports was used as a criterion
for shortlisting of candidates. The Commission is of
the view that such an assessment, which must be
adduced from the officer’s performance record and

based on an equitable performance appraisal system,
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is only relevant as one of the factors for comparing
the competing officers’ merits for advancement. Its
indiscriminate use as a shortlisting criterion rather
than as a relevant factor by a promotion board in
deliberating the competitive claims of eligible officers
needs caution as it could usurp the functions of a
promotion board and could well lead to abuses,
particularly where the assessment is made by a
single officer.

4.28 Departments are advised to avoid using the

assessment in appraisal reports on an officer’s
“promotability” or “potential” as a criterion
for shortlisting candidates for consideration of
promotion. When there is a promotion exercise
involving a large number of officers, there is always
the option of using suitable criteria such as “in-rank
experience”, which is more objective, to shortlist
candidates for consideration by the promotion board.
In circumstances where it is considered necessary
to impose, in addition to “in-rank experience”, a
shortlisting criterion with reference to the ratings on
the eligible officers’ performance during the period
under review, the Commission holds the view that
such a criterion is acceptable on the condition that
the reporting standard has been properly reviewed
and that the threshold is set at a reasonable level.

Misinformation to the Commission

4.29 It is the responsibility of the department to ensure

that all submissions to the Commission for advice
should contain accurate and up-to-date information.
In a 2006 promotion exercise submitted to the
Commission for advice in 2007, the Commission has
found that a department had, in the last promotion
exercise conducted in 2004, omitted to provide the
most up-to-date information to the Commission when
seeking advice on the board’s recommendations. A
non-selected officer was arranged to take up a long-
term acting appointment soon after the promotion
board met. The arrangement was neither made
known to the Commission when the 2004 board
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report was subsequently submitted nor reviewed in
accordance with CSR 166(6)* until the conduct of the
2006 promotion exercise.

unearthed.

4.31 The omissions were unacceptable. The arrangement

for a non-selected officer to take up a long-term
acting appointment, thereby raising the competitive
claim unjustifiably in future promotion exercises is
vulnerable. The department’s rationale in arranging for
three recommended officers to step down from acting,
not because of their less meritorious performance, but
rather to make way for a more thorough assessment
of the performance of the other officers who had
shorter acting experience is questionable. Such
arrangements would seriously undermine the integrity
of the promotion system. The Commission has drawn
the irregularities to the personal attention of the HoD.

BESHBHE) 55166(6) 5 HIH E
AHEHELHE » EEAE _FFNFET
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4.30 Moreover, due to unexpected shrinkage of vacancies,  4.30 BLoh » FHHR BB 28 HRETHEARIIR D
the department had arranged for three officers who FEMIE—EEIESTHENEE S
had acted for more than 12 months to cease acting FHEARRBERAN - kREH =4
in the few months subsequent to the 2004 promotion EERHEEEL2(E8 A A BEIEE
board meeting notwithstanding that they were £ » B AaE G &R S FHENR
recommended for long-term acting appointments. On ZEgHEEESEN - 85— >
the other hand, the department allowed other officers, FEFAN N B E BT DN 12(8 B
including the non-selected officer as referred to in the HIA B » BIEHTER T ARIIR B =
previous paragraph, who had acted for less than 12 FhEH & B eriEEm \ BEEET
months to continue acting for further observation of PIMEE— B 22t (M EMEEAR R T
their acting performance. Such developments took VEFEIR o ERFVER bt Ze HERE » IFER
place while the Commission Secretariat was in the KB G EER —ERINEZS BN
course of exchanging views with the department on REGESZTImER  (HEANLE
the 2004 board’s recommendations. The department, ERTETERFEE aiF > HUERE
however, did not inform the Commission of the FHEREE G - BB G EEL
changes when providing supplementary information BT » D RS EEFEsig
to the Commission. Without realising the changes in EFH o R E MR EERER - Bl
the interim, the Commission tendered its advice on EZEGNEEEREMH_BE N E
those recommendations that had already become ISR 7 B G R AN SR >
obsolete. It was not until the Commission Secretariat WREE o
vetted the recommendations of the 2006 promotion
board held two years later that such irregularities were 431 ISR TR o ZebE—
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STAFF PERFORMANCE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM: REVIEWS AND
FURTHER IMPROVEMENTS ETXRIREEHE: Rt hE—PTN=E

5.1 Asmentioned inits 2006 Report, the Commissionhas 5.1 M _-ZEENEEHEFL > ZEEHD

requested the Civil Service Bureau (CSB) to review BRSBTS R IR R 2 B AR TR B
the effectiveness of those performance management RES St BEEFES A HB L
tools as promulgated in CSB Circular No. 10/2000 N B S R 5 & 5 10/2000 88 F

dated 7 June 2000* in the light of the experience
gained over the years. The Commission is pleased

REEH T RN - ZEGER
ESTERFRER » IR TR -

to note progress made on this front, as detailed in the
ensuing paragraphs.

N ERBRIUTHIER

Progress Made by CSB

(a)

5.2 The Commission has observed over the past years

(@) ERAI“HTHIETRIE RS TIER
Adoption of “effective” grading as the norm for TR H R
overall performance
52 ZEGEEINEELER  —EFE
B BB AT AL E T R

that in some departments, there had been many . . .
AR AT A o PR R ] T Iy

arguments arising from downward adjustments of

the gradings in the performance appraisal reports to BERS ik - REGLR > EHAR
follow the norm of “effective” grading as promulgated DERB BRI N BT RS B
in the circular. The Commission considers that while M N B TF L B fl 5 » &
only a very small number of top performers should AFEZ - EEGOR —EEA

be assessed as having “outstanding” performance, o R S e (R SR
X 9P EORABAEHRIRA %" 1T

TEREERE TIFRBIRH BUEITIRET - &

it would be acceptable for the majority of officers to
be in the “very effective” and “effective” categories.

CSB was requested in 2006 to review the adoption of BRBHRETRR B ZE R
“effective” grading as the norm for overall performance. B R e el B VR R
Upon review, CSB supports the Commission’s views STEHEER A o /NS B B R GHERE

and will discourage the rigid application of forced
distribution of ratings. CSB will remind departments
and bureaux that Assessment Panels (APs)*? should

SVSREAIET > FEE G G
B T IRMEERCECEERIRL - MBI

avoid rigidly adhering to quota systems which entail BT "R RE TR UG
re-evaluating and downgrading “very effective” DB B TR - B RE g IE
ratings to “effective” ratings and which unnecessarily CIEIE A - B2 e

create a lot of grievances and complaints from staff.

“! The performance management tools promulgated vide CSB Circular No.10/2000 include the adoption of “effective” grading as the norm for overall

42

performance, the operation of assessment panels to ensure consistency in assessment standards, the setting of performance targets at the beginning
of the performance management cycle, the adoption of competency-based approach in performance appraisals and the proper conduct of appraisal
interviews.

ABEEBRBEF102000AAMNRAEETAGE KA "% WAREARBRANTER  BETRZEg0EE - BRTRERN 30 ARAE
B RRARET RS - RART AR REARRTHERRE - LRI EETIREA

Under CSB Circular No. 10/2000, Heads of Department/Heads of Grade are encouraged to promote a wider use of APs among grades under
their purview to undertake levelling and moderating work among appraisal reports, monitor performance and identify under-performers/outstanding
performers for appropriate action.

RIBERH & E B8 EF10/20005 - “%*ﬁﬁb*ﬁ?ﬁ/ﬂ%?%%?ﬁ%% it BEAE TRARINZEEE  BETEHRBATZHREOFR  ERETR
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5.3

Instead, the APs should focus more on the outstanding
and substandard cases to ensure that only the right
talents are selected for grooming and underperformers
are identified for necessary follow-up action. The
Commission also considers that the general definitions
for different performance ratings in appraisal forms
can be improved with clearer benchmarks to ensure
consistency in interpreting these definitions. CSB has
been requested to develop broad guidelines to assist
departments in setting such benchmarks.

Operation of APs

Feedback and staff complaints received by the
Commission in the past have revealed some problems
or mistrust in the operation of AP in some departments.
The departments concerned have spent much time
and efforts not only on the levelling and moderating of
the performance appraisals but also in managing the
arguments that had arisen in the process. To improve
the operation of the system, the Commission requested
CSB in 2006 to review the overall effectiveness of
AP as a management tool to ensure consistency in
assessment standards. In response, CSB conducted
two separate surveys on AP operation and its
effectiveness, followed by a series of focus group
meetings. The findings reveal that the AP operation
is generally effective and accepted as a useful tool
to moderate staff performance. CSB will continue to
offer advisory support to departments to enhance the
functioning of their APs and to organise experience-
sharing seminars. In addition, it will review the existing
guidelines on AP operation and incorporate the best
AP practices in the revised “Guide on Performance
Management”.

(b)
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5.5

Adoption of a competency-based approach in
performance appraisals

The Commission supports the Administration’s
continuous efforts to promote the adoption of
a competency-based approach in performance
appraisals with a view to facilitating a more accurate
assessment of an appraisee’s potential and
promotability to the next higher rank. Noting that
about 80% of the suitable grades/ranks (about 170
grades or 500 ranks) are using such an approach,
the Commission has advised CSB to strive for its
implementation in the remaining grades/ranks. In
response, CSB has undertaken to continue to
provide those grades with the necessary assistance
in adopting the system.

Disclosing remarks of Heads of Grade (HoGs) to
appraisees

In keeping with the spirit of enhancing the transparency
of the performance appraisal process and to allow
for improvements to be made by the appraisee
concerned, the Commission has maintained its view
that the appraisee should be advised of the HoG’s
comments if they are different from those made by
the appraising and countersigning officers. CSB has
agreed to incorporate this best practice in the revised
“Guide on Performance Management”.

Career interview

The Commission always advocates that officers
who are passed over or not recommended in a
promotion exercise should be career interviewed.
CSB was requested to develop guidelines in 2006
on how to conduct such interviews systematically
for departments’ reference. In response, CSB has
undertaken to include related guidelines in the revised
“Guide on Performance Management”, advising
Heads of Department/HoGs that they should arrange
career development sessions with their staff from
time to time and especially for those staff who have
been passed over in a promotion exercise.

(©)

5.4

(d)
5.5

(e)
5.6
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5.7

5.8

5.9

Timely completion of performance appraisal
reports by supervisors

Despite gradual improvements made by a large
number of departments, late completion of
performance appraisal reports remains a common
and persistent problem in some departments. To
address the issue, CSB would highlight in the revised
“Guide on Performance Management” the point made
by the Commission that in assessing a supervising
officer’'s competence for further promotion, all aspects
of staff management competency including timeliness
in giving feedback and completing performance
appraisals should be taken into account. As a pilot,
CSB has also revised the appraisal form of a selected
grade to incorporate such an assessment.

Non-completion  of
reports

performance appraisal

As mentioned in the Commission’s 2006 Report, an
officer’s failure to submit the appraisal form to his
supervisor could result in the non-completion of his
annual performance appraisal. To avert this problem,
the Administration has responded positively to the
Commission’s suggestion to develop an enhanced
reminder and tracking system that would ensure
prompt preparation and return of the appraisees’ job
descriptions for performance reporting purpose. CSB
would use a selected grade as a pilot, and if proves to
be successful, extend the system to other grades.

Training in Human Resource Management
(HRM)

CSB shares the Commission’s view that it is important
to raise HRM awareness amongst supervisory staff of
all levels and to equip them with the relevant HRM
knowledge and skills. It has accordingly increased and
enhanced its central courses on HRM for supervisory
staff including junior directorate staff.

(f)
5.7

(9)
5.8

(h)
5.9
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5.10 As revealed, CSB has actively pursued those good
performance management practices advocated
by the Commission over the years. The efforts are
commendable and will culminate in its issue of the
revised “Guide on Performance Management” and,
where appropriate, the revised forms for performance
appraisal incorporating the relevant improvement
pointers for service wide reference.

5.11 The Commission will continue to monitor closely the
effectiveness of the various improvement measures
as elaborated in the preceding paragraphs for further
strengthening of the performance management
system in the civil service.

Improvement Efforts Made by
Departments

5.12 While gradual improvements are observed in a large
number of departments on the timely completion
of performance appraisal reports, the Commission
is also pleased to observe across the service the
marked improvement on the timeliness in conducting
promotion boards. Such improvements, coupled
with the significant drop in the number of cases
of non-compliance with Civil Service Regulations
231(1)* and 232(2)*, as reported in the 2006 Report,
are encouraging signs of the heightened awareness
of the departments/grades of the need to enhance
their respective staff performance management
systems as advocated by the Commission. Some
departments were observed to have taken further
steps to strengthen their performance management
systems. For instance, a department had organised
tailor-made workshops for supervisors to enhance
their competence in appraisal writing. It also followed
up promptly on the recommendations of the last

5.10
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promotion board by arranging career postings for
officers who were identified as in need of exposure.
A promotion board of another department had, in the
light of the observations tendered by the Commission
in the last exercise, taken an initiative to identify
irregularities such as inconsistencies of assessments in
appraisal reports and referred them to the departmental
management for follow-up. In one grade, the grade
management had shown its determination to arrange
career postings for individual officers through the
HoG’s personal appeal to all grade members informing
them that the grade management would take resolute
actions in arranging career postings and reminding
them to complete performance appraisal reports
within one month after expiry of the reporting period.
Separately, the grade management had also revised
the appraisal forms of its grade members in the way
that the description on “Staff Management” appearing
on the forms was suitably expanded to better reflect
the prevailing requirements and expectation. The
efforts are commendable.

Further Improvements on
the Performance Management System

5.13 In the course of vetting submissions from departments,

the Commission has made various suggestions to
address some common performance management
problems. A few examples are highlighted in
the succeeding paragraphs for reference by the
departmental management in perfecting their
performance management and appraisal systems.

Performance appraisal of substandard performers

5.14 In examining the recommendations of a promotion

board, the Commission has noted with concern
that there was inordinate delay in the completion of
performance appraisal reports on two substandard
performers whose performance failed to meet the
standard required of their rank. The reports in question
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were completed more than five months after the
end date of the last reporting cycle. Besides, the
pen-picture given in the reports was brief. It was
also not clear whether appropriate counselling and
guidance had been given to the appraisees during
the reporting period in question to help them improve
their performance.

5.15 Fundamentally, the preparation of performance

appraisals is not solely for promotion purpose, but
also to serve the objective of monitoring the staff’s
performance for timely assessmen t on and feedback
to the appraisees. This message has been clearly
stated in the Commission’s 2005 Annual Report.
This is particularly important when an appraisee’s
performance is observed to have dropped as timely
and specific feedback would help the appraisee to
rectify his weaknesses and make improvements at an
early stage before his performance further deteriorates
to a sub-standard level. Hence, supervisors should be
required to continue to review, reinforce and monitor
their staff’s performance as well as to record promptly
in the performance appraisal reports the progress for
the attention of the grade management. Without
such appraisal records, the training and development
needs of an officer may be left unattended. Worst
still, the hands of the grade management will be
tied when an officer’s performance deteriorates to
a sub-standard level warranting the consideration
of administrative action under section 12 of the
Public Service (Administration) Order as detailed in
Chapter 7. The Commission has specifically asked
the department to clearly advise the supervisors
concerned of this principle of good performance
management.
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Performance management during AWAV period

5.16 In examining a department’s proposal to extend

the acting-with-a-view (AWAV)* appointment of an
officer identified by the previous promotion board in
order to further assess his suitability for substantive
promotion, the Commission has noted that the two
quarterly performance appraisal reports covering the
officer’s performance during the AWAV period were
completed in one go. The Commission considers this
most undesirable. It is also not clear from the reports
whether the officer concerned has been made aware
of his inadequacies at any time during the six-month
acting period. The Commission has reminded the
department that in all fairness to an AWAV appointee
and in the interest of the department as well, the
AWAV appointee should be given timely feedback on
his performance especially when inadequacies are
observed so that he can make improvement at an
early stage without having to wait until the end of the
AWAV period. This is most important given the short
AWAV period. Any guidance or advice given by the
supervisors should also be properly documented and
recorded in the appraisal reports in a timely manner so
as to facilitate the grade management to monitor the
AWAYV appointee’s performance and take appropriate
action where necessary.
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“* See Note 28 on page 29.

E2MFE298 28 °

it B # | G ¥3LAVHO

57



CHAPTER5 £R &

58

Assessment on staff’s readiness to perform duties at
the next higher rank

5.17 It is common in the appraisal forms that there is

a section on the assessment of staff’s readiness
to perform duties at the next higher rank. In a
promotion exercise, the Commission has observed
that some appraisees were assessed as “possibly
yes” on their readiness to perform duties at the next
higher rank. The Commission holds the view that if
an appraisee who performs well in his current rank
has not yet displayed readiness to perform duties at
the next higher rank at the point when the appraisal
report is written, he should be assessed as “not yet”
ready instead of “possibly yes”. The Commission
has requested CSB and departmental management
to remind appraising and countersigning officers of
the need to properly assess an officer’s readiness
to perform duties at the next higher rank and to
review if the “possibly yes” rating, which is rather
noncommittal, should be crossed out altogether from
the appraisal form.
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Identical assessment FHEIIEREZ
5.18 In scrutinising the performance appraisal reports ¢ ;g KB GRS E RS » B
of the candidates in a promotion exercise, the 4 SR R E T Y
>= L k_ arx p
Commission has noticed that the Appraising Officer S Y B 5 2 A
E/\ 57 A E/\ 57 B —
(AO) of a candidate had provided an identical word- S = TR

for-word assessment on him in two consecutive
appraisal years. This defeats the purpose of the staff
appraisal system. As performance appraisals form
the basis of career advancement and development,
there should be a distinctive account of an appraisee’s
overall performance, strengths and weaknesses in
the relevant appraisal period. The Commission has
reminded the department to advise the AO concerned
to improve the quality of his staff report writing.
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In-between ratings
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5.19 The Commission has observed in a promotion exercise (R e e e g gEea

that there has been a tendency for AOs to give in-
between ratings in performance appraisal reports
when assessing the performance of their subordinates
despite that there is already a set of pre-determined
scale provided in the appraisal form. Such a practice
will undermine the aim of the pre-determined
scale to achieve better objectivity, consistency
and comparability in performance management. In
response to the Commission’s observation, the grade
management has reminded its grade members to
guard against the use of in-between or split ratings.
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6.1 The Commission has observed from time to time

through vetting of recommendations of some
promotion exercises that there are bunched
retirement of senior officers in particular years and
yet succession has not been planned adequately,
thus hampering the selection of suitable officers
to fill senior positions in these departments. The
Commission considers that the Secretary for the
Civil Service (SCS), Heads of Department (HoDs)
and Heads of Grade (HoGs) should take ownership
of a good succession plan to help departments to
identify staff with good potential for advancement
and to groom them for assuming senior management
positions. The Commission also holds the view that
succession planning should be linked to an effective
talent development system, which in turn should be
tied to a robust performance management system
covering honest reporting, merit-based selection of
officers for further career advancement and regular
career postings to broaden their job knowledge
and exposure as well as to further develop their
leadership talent. In taking forward this “linked and
tied” approach, the Commission has proposed some
improvement measures, as elaborated in the ensuing
paragraphs, to achieve better results in succession
planning in the civil service.
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Basic Principles and Best Practices
for Succession Planning

6.2 The Commission considers that a good succession
planning mechanism should be made more transparent
so that staff at large will appreciate that there is
a fair process in considering advancement to the
directorate level. In this connection, the Commission
has requested the Administration to advocate under
the system the following principles :

(@ In trawling younger officers for fast-track career
advancement, the claims of the more senior officers,
particularly those who are assessed as equally if not
more meritorious as well as having potential of the
next higher rank, should not be neglected.

(b) For promotion to the junior directorate level of D1
and D2 in departments with a reasonable pool of
directorate posts, an officer’s longer term potential, as
restricted by his age, should not normally be a factor
to deter promotion when the 12 months’ active service
rule under Civil Service Regulation (CSR) 109(1)(a)(i)*¢
is satisfied.

(¢) In mapping out a healthy succession at the senior
directorate level of D3 and above, the consideration
of an officer's competence and potential for the HoD
post, on which his age would have a bearing, would
inevitably come into play. As for promotion to a HoD
post, the selected officer should have preferably three
years’ active service on assumption of the post as
advised earlier by the Commission*” in order to allow
sufficient time and continuity for the incumbent to
steer the department and motivate staff in delivering
better services.
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“® " In accordance with CSR 109(1)(a)(J), officers who have less than 12 months active service to serve after the effective date of promotion are normally not

considered for promotion.
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4" The Commission considers it desirable for officers to have preferably at least three years of active service on assumption of HoD posts on the basis of
considerations that — (a) the change of HoD every couple of years is not in the interest of the department concerned and its staff at large; and (b) the role
of HoD is important and incumbents should have sufficient time to steer and move forward the departments under them, guide and motivate their staff,
manage and bring about change while at the same time provide continuity and lead their departments to deliver even better and more cost-effective

services.
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6.3

6.4

In relation to paragraph 6.2(a) above, it is worthy
to note that both the SCS and the Permanent
Secretary for the Civil Service have taken a very
robust approach to succession planning. They have
been urging in the past year those departments
with succession problems to earnestly reach down
further through the ranks to fast track younger and
more promising colleagues for earlier succession to
more senior positions without losing sight of the need
to maintain the stability of the civil service. It would
be necessary to strike a fine balance between the
grooming of high-flyers for fast-track promotion and
the provision of adequate promotion opportunity to
dedicated and solid performers. In this particular
regard, the Commission’s earlier advice for a HoD
to have preferably three years’ active service on
assumption of that position is a clear steer to impress
upon departments of the need to reach down, if
required, to even one rank below the eligible level for
suitable officers to be groomed for earlier succession
to the HoD level.

In relation to paragraph 6.2 (b) above, the Commission
considers that for promotion to the junior directorate
levels of D1 and D2 in departments with a reasonable
number of such posts, a mix of long-serving,
dedicated and solid officers with high-flyers could be
worked out.

6.3

6.4
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6.5

In relation to paragraph 6.2(c) above, of the eight
HoD promotion exercises conducted in 2007, three
had not been able to identify suitable officers to fill the
HoD posts. Two of the posts will be filled through the
open-cum-in-service recruitment channel and one has
been filled through cross-grade posting arrangement.
As regards the other five HoD posts filled by internal
promotion, four officers selected would have had
three years or more to serve as preferred by the
Commission for officers occupying HoD positions*®.
Separately, as for those departments which have only
one Deputy Director (DD) post, CSB has been advising
incumbent HoDs of the guiding principle as stated in
paragraph 6.2(c) above relating to the inevitable age
bearing for succession to senior directorate level. As
informed by CSB, such a principle has been reiterated
in considering promotions throughout the ranks in
those departments with a single DD post to ensure
that those who are identified for HoD succession
would not be impeded by their age in the course of
their progression.
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Performance Management System

6.6 The ability of the management to trawl exceptionally

meritorious officers for fast-track career development
is dependent on the effectiveness of the civil service
performance appraisal system, i.e. whether it
encourages a culture of honest reporting. The over-
assessment of less meritorious officers may blur the
judgment of a promotion board and deter its timely
identification of those exceptionally meritorious
officers who could otherwise be groomed under
the fast-track career development system much
earlier. As part and parcel of a robust performance
management system to support succession
planning, HoDs and their supervisory staff should be
reminded of the importance of honest reporting and
its impact on succession planning. The Commission
will continue to observe the effectiveness of the
various improvement initiatives introduced to further
strengthen the staff performance management
system in the civil service as detailed in Chapter 5.

Career Development and Posting Plans

6.7 The Commission believes that it is equally important

to devise clear career development and posting plans
under a robust performance management system in
support of succession planning.
tendering advice on individual promotion exercises,
the Commission has been reminding HoDs of their
responsibility to arrange career postings for their staff
to broaden their job knowledge and exposure as well
as to further develop their leadership talent. HoDs
are encouraged to adopt a more vigorous career
posting plan and to make their posting policy more
transparent to their staff.
cases where career postings have not been arranged
despite recommendations of the previous boards, the
Commission has started a “bring up” system requiring
the departments concerned to report progress in a
specified period of say three to six months.

In the course of

In those more extreme
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6.8

6.9

In another promotion case, the Commission has noted
that two officers, who had worked in their present
posts responsible for some non-mainstream duties for
a prolonged period, were recommended to be career
posted for job enrichment purpose by the previous
board held seven years ago. However, corresponding
arrangement could not be made as the department
was unable to identify suitable replacements to swap
with the two officers. The Commission considers that
the management’s failure in arranging timely career
posting for the two officers over the past few years
was highly undesirable. As stated in its 2006 Annual
Report, the management should always have the career
interest of their staff in mind and strive to maintain a
good balance between the career development needs
of individual officers and the operational expediency
of the department. An officer’s claim for promotion or
acting appointment should not be unduly affected by
insufficient exposure through no fault of his own. The
department was urged to arrange career posting for the
two officers as soon as possible and to report progress
in three months’ time. Responding positively to the
Commission’s advice, the department subsequently
arranged career posting for the two officers concerned
to take up mainstream duties. The department also
drew up some measures to facilitate more timely
and regular career postings for its officers in the
rank. For instance, the adoption of a more proactive
posting policy by fixing three years as a normal tour of
posting, early identification of replacements to ensure
sufficient time for matching and provision of suitable
training courses to replacements to equip them
with the required knowledge and skills. Besides, the
transparency of the career posting mechanism will be
enhanced through different channels such as career
interviews, etc.

As a general reminder, HoDs/HoGs should draw up
career development and posting plans to groom
officers identified for directorate succession at
an early stage. The senior directorate should be
reminded of their collective role as talent breeders and
their responsibility to remind supervisors at all levels
of the obligation to release staff for career posting,

6.9
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failing which an adverse reflection of their staff and
performance management competence would
be taken into consideration when assessing their
promotability.

Extension of service or re-employment
after retirement

6.10 To complement the efforts made on succession

planning as reported above, the Commission has
also adopted a stringent standard in considering
applications for extension of service or re-employment
after retirement. In the past two years, the Commission
has raised concerns with the Administration that as a
rule, officers should leave the service on retirement and
applications for extension of service or re-employment
after retirement should only be considered in
exceptional circumstances to meet strong operational
needs, subject to the officer’s physical fitness, good
conduct and performance as well as the consideration
that his retention would not cause any promotion
blockage in the lower ranks. Also, the extension or
re-employment period, if approved, should be for a
limited duration. Such qualifying considerations are
conducive to the pursuit of vigorous succession plans
by the Administration. In response to the Commission’s
concerns, CSB has completed a review and proposed
some measures for better management of the further
employment of officers beyond their retirement age
in the civil service. The revised arrangements will be
promulgated by CSB for service-wide adoption.

Implementing Succession Planning

6.11 It is encouraging to note that the Administration

has taken positive steps to implement the strategy
on succession planning. The Administration has
stepped up Government Secretariat attachments
for departmental grade officers to expose them to
Bureau and Legislative Council businesses during
the year. The Civil Service Training and Development
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Institute (CSTDI) will launch in 2008 a Succession
Management Project to assist departments to take
forward succession planning in a more focused
manner. The project comprises two parts i.e. the first
part including workshop forums where departments
with good record of succession planning initiatives will
be invited to share their experience, their strategies and
models on growing leaders, challenges and lessons
learnt, etc. The second part includes developing an
information pack on succession management and
talent development. It is a comprehensive guide to
advance departments’ understanding of the essence
of effective succession planning and management,
and how departments can work towards this in the
existing directorate succession planning system. Key
issues of succession management and framework
or model for talent development together with best
practices and pitfalls to avoid will also be highlighted
in the pack. Separately the CSTDI will proactively visit
departments advising the senior management of any
training and development needs of individual officers
as identified in the succession planning context.

6.12 The Commission considers that through concerted

efforts of all parties, including the Commission, CSB,
policy bureaux and the departmental management,
the message of the importance of good succession
management would be rooted to yield positive
results.
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Other Civil Service Appointment Matters
HtAKERESEE

7.1

Apart from advising on the filing of vacancies
of the senior ranks of the service by recruitment
and promotion, the Commission also advises
on appointment matters relating to an officer’s
continuous employment or termination of his service.
They cover cases of non-renewal or termination
of agreements, offer of shorter-than-normal
agreements, refusal or deferment of passage of
probation or trial bar on conduct or performance
grounds, early retirement of directorate officers

under the Management Initiated Retirement (MIR)*®
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Scheme and retirement in the public interest under
section (s.) 12 of the Public Service (Administration)
Order [PS(A)O]. In addition, the Commission advises
on other appointment-related cases including those
of extension of service or re-employment after
retirement, secondment®’, opening-up arrangement®!
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and revision of terms of employment® of serving
officers in the senior ranks®® of the civil service.
A statistical breakdown of cases advised by the
Commission by category of these appointment matters
is provided at Appendix V.

49

The MIR Scheme, first introduced in 2000, provides for the retirement of directorate officers on the permanent establishment to facilitate organisational
improvement and to maintain the high standards expected of the directorate. It can be invoked on management grounds if the approving authority
has been fully satisfied that :

(a) the retirement of an officer from his present office is in the interest of the organisational improvement of a department or grade; or

(b) there would be severe management difficulties in accommodating the officer elsewhere in the service.

The officer concerned will be notified in advance and given the opportunity to make representations. A panel chaired by the Secretary for the Civil
Service will consider each case following which the Commission’s advice will be sought on the recommendation to retire these officers.
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Secondment is an arrangement to temporarily relieve an officer from the duties of his substantive appointment and appoint him to fill another office
not in his grade on a time-limited and non-substantive basis. Normally, a department will consider a secondment to fill an office under its charge if it
needs skills or expertise for a short period of time and such skills or expertise are only available from another civil service grade.
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Under the opening-up arrangement, positions in promotion ranks occupied by agreement officers are opened up for competition between the
incumbent officer and eligible officers one rank below. This arrangement applies to both overseas agreement officers who are permanent residents
and are seeking a further agreement on locally modelled conditions, or other agreement officers applying for a further agreement on existing terms.
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Officers serving on Local Agreement Terms or Locally Modelled Agreement Terms or Common Agreement Terms are eligible to apply for transfer to
Local or Common Permanent and Pensionable Terms subject to (a) service need; (b) a Chinese language proficiency requirement if that is required
for the efficient discharge of duties; (c) performance and conduct; and (d) physical fitness.
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They refer to those senior ranks under the normal appointment purview of the Commission (i.e. those attracting maximum monthly pay at MPS
Pt. 26(currently $33,330) and above or equivalent). They exclude (i) the basic ranks of non-degree entry and non-professional grades with a maximum
monthly salary at MPS Pt. 26 or above, and (i) the judicial service, the Independent Commission Against Corruption and the disciplined ranks of
the Hong Kong Police Force which are specifically outside the purview of the Commission.

EREREESEFRESEARIN=RMAAS AEFEE@FHRF262(RA33,330T) RN LXASHENAR) - EHTEE : ()\RFHELTFR
F26H M EBN IR MIFEEBRNERBRAR - UR()IATMEZEGBERENNRIEREAR REAZABREBEBRALCERREAR -




Retirementin the Public Interest under
Section (s.12 of the PS(A)O

7.2

7.3

Retirement under s.12 of the PS(A)O is not a form of
disciplinary action or punishment but pursued as an
administrative measure in the public interest on the

grounds of :

(@) “persistent sub-standard performance” - when
an officer fails to reach the requisite level of
performance despite having been given an

opportunity to demonstrate his worth; or

(b) “loss of confidence” — when the management has
lost confidence in the officer and cannot entrust
him with public duties.

An officer who is to retire in the public interest will have
his pension benefits deferred until the date he reaches

his statutory retirement age.

As reported in the 2005 and 2006 Annual Reports,
the Administration, in consultation with the
Commission, implemented the new streamlined
procedures for handling sub-standard performers
under s.12 of the PS(A)O in October 2005. Under
the new arrangement, the threshold for invoking s.12
action has been reduced from 12 to six months of
unsatisfactory performance, improving further the

timeliness in taking appropriate management action.

1‘&' 2 QN

7.2

7.3

BAB(EH)m )

28 L2468 Ry [0 3 R i 5 AEU T SE (R
Rk (ABABEE) @S H1205

BIR > MEFRFEIRITE) - RS
MmRfAFAEEE - R TIRE
T ERERAA T B i -

() "TIFRIAFERE — @EE
e T A BEHA TR
ted o (EERBIRGEEE
2R 8

(b) “%EfEL" — EHESEHA
BEEEL  FREZRMS
750 -

By E MR AR A8 - 2R
PRAE ] & J2E 22 i 322 2175 7 3R AR i
HAAIZEA °

—IM=FEFAFR _FFNEFHRE
HETRERR > ANF5 BB RTERLEE
BEk  E-FFLETHE’HH
fELER » UERE (OB ARE
H)anw) H12{REE TIERIAE
AB o iR ZHE - SRER 121RH9AT
BH TIERBRERI TR - Ef12
B AMEREENEA - 65 R AT R iR
HGEEREHITH -

i - | £ ¥3ILAVHO

69



CHAPTER7 £+t &

70

7.4

7.5

During the year, a total of 57 officers from 27 bureaux/
departments were put under close observation
in the context of the s.12 procedures. Upon the

Commission’s advice, the Administration retired
seven officers under s.12 including six on grounds
of persistent sub-standard performance and one
on loss of confidence. While 37 officers remained
under close observation as at the end of the year,
five officers were, on the other hand, taken off the
watch-list after their performance had improved
to the required standard. The other eight officers
left the service for reasons including retirement
and invaliding. With the concerted efforts of the
Administration and the departmental management in
striving for a better performance management with a
view to putting the sub-standard performers on the
right track, the Commission is pleased to note that

there is a decrease in s.12 cases in 2007.

This notwithstanding, the Commission observed that
in two s.12 cases, the officers’ performance during
the probationary period had not been very satisfactory
but were allowed to pass the probationary bar and
confirmed to permanent establishment. One of
them was even allowed to pass the efficiency bar
despite adverse comments on his performance. The
Commission considers that in both cases, doubts on
these two officers’ suitability of passing the probation
and efficiency bars should have been raised at the
material time. Given their less than satisfactory
probationary service, the departmental management
should have at least extended their probationary
period and deferred the passage of efficiency bar for
a further observation of their performance. The Head
of Grade’s tolerance and confirmation to permanent
establishment of someone who had difficulty in
making the grade whilst on probationary service

were highly undesirable. The Commission made
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7.6

similar observations on a s.12 case in its 2002 Annual
Report and on the proper handling of probationers in
its three previous Annual Reports from 2004 to 2006.
The departments concerned have been reminded to
take early action to terminate the service of those
probationers who cannot survive the demands of the
grade in accordance with Civil Service Regulation
(CSR) 186(2)> .

The Commission will continue to draw attention to
potential s.12 cases for departmental action in the
course of vetting performance appraisal reports in
connection with promotion exercises. It will also
monitor closely departmental management’s readiness
in pursuing such an administrative action. Separately,
while noting the significant reduction in the lead time
required to complete a s.12 case as mentioned in
paragraph 7.3 above, the Commission has suggested
to the Administration that a review be conducted
to assess the effectiveness of the streamlined s.12
procedures in the second half of 2008 after their
implementation for three years. The Administration

has responded positively to the suggestion.
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**Under CSR 186(2), the appointment authority may, subject to the advice of the Commission, terminate the service of an officer on probationary terms
or refuse the officer’s passage of probation bar if he considers that, for reasons of general unsuitability of temperament, personal characteristics,
misconduct, or inefficient performance of duties or for other reasons, the officer should not continue to hold office.
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CIVIL SERVICE DISCIPLINE: REVIEWS AND OBSERVATIONS

ﬁ& n\E 1$ *ﬁ I:I-I. & = %

8.1 The Commission plays a key role in providing 8.1 ZEEg—IEFERE  EMAEE
independent and impartial advice to the Chief Executive T o i 45 [ P9 1 R AN TS B 555’]@@
(CE) on civil service discipline cases of all Category BZ > [T E B RMEST A ENE
A officers under its purview®®. Except those cases H o1 %%Eﬁi{%@:&ggjg?f%/@
involving minor acts of misconduct where Heads of R E Y B AR A
Department may initiate summary disciplinary action FRESF, > VAT SRR 6 5 42 2 5 4 17 8
and issue warnings® to the officers concerned without HIFES A B a5 o (52, 4

recourse to formal disciplinary proceedings, formal

W N BRI 08 R BF B e
NEATR  BEREGRE (OB AR
(EH)am4) 5898 101E> BREUE R
FOERITE) - ERFISEESER(ESE
HEREHERE (OB ABEH)
) FIUE® REUTE - (ABAE
(EHE)ma) BLI8RHE » B (A
B AZEEERN™ FTHAERN

disciplinary action under section (s.) 9 or 10 of the
Public Service (Administration) Order [PS(A)OJ*” would
be taken against the defaulting officer in the event
of repeated minor misconduct or an act of serious
misconduct. In the case of a criminal conviction, action
under s.11 of PS(A)O%® would be considered. With
the exception of exclusions specified in the Public
Service Commission Ordinance®® and save in cases

of summary disciplinary action involving the issue of A BEEZE - DLE 3 S O 2
warnings, the Administration is required under s.18 TR MTENEZRI, - B RTERE
of PS(A)O to consult the Commission before inflicting ZALBANB(EH) ) HEIE
any punishment® under s.9 to s.11 of PS(A)O®! upon a B 1LIGRHIEA FREE BRI » LES
Category A officer. HEBGHER -

% According to the Pubic Service (Administration) Order [PS(A)O], officers appointed to and confirmed in established offices are classified as Category
A officers. This covers virtually all officers except those on probation, agreement and those remunerated on the Model Scale | Pay Scale. At the
end of 2007, the total number of Category A officers in the civil service was about 134 200, of whom 109 900 were under the Commission’s purview
insofar as disciplinary cases are concerned.

B (ABARERH2) BECUDBRETBATETRONAR - DEFIAR - BTHAAR | AOABNRSE—EEFARLHOAR
) SRARKR LOETHALKA  BE=FFCTRE  AHANSTRARBEAAN200A - 5100 00AFRER S ORIERAL
) -

5i

-

Verbal and written warnings are classified as summary disciplinary action which will normally debar an officer from promotion and appointment for
one year. The Commission’s advice is not required in summary disciplinary cases.

AEMERESHIIEESRERSTE  HEENARBRE - FATSESENIZE - KRB LERATTHNER - BAMNAZEENER -

5

]

See Notes 4 and 5 on page 5.
EEERZY G

%% See Note 6 on page 5.

FH2MFELEL6 °

% See Note 3 on page 5.

ALBEEHEHES ©

% Such punishments include reprimand, severe reprimand, reduction in rank, compulsory retirement and dismissal. Currently, a fine may also be

imposed concurrently with these punishments (except reduction in rank and dismissal). See also Note 64 on fine.
EUBIIBEEE  RERE B BIRKANER - BT - & RENE LS FERAERMRINKR S MEH - FRK2HEMINETNZ64

&1 With the exception of certain members of disciplined services departments who are subject to the respective disciplined services legislation

(i.e., Prisons Ordinance, Fire Services Ordinance, etc.), all civil servants are governed by disciplinary provisions in the PS(A)O.
MRELARE AN BB RLERIBBOEAIED CERIEHD - CEFEB) KRN - FIEAKE—ER (ABAB(BR)WS) NEEIEGRE




8.2

8.3

To uphold a standard of conduct commensurate with
the rising public expectations about the conduct and
probity of civil servants, the Commission supports the
Administration’s resolute stance on the discipline front
and the taking of expeditious action against any civil
servant alleged of misconduct in order to achieve the
desired punitive and deterrent effect. The resolute
stance and expeditious action notwithstanding, the
Commission is mindful that its advice on disciplinary
cases must be based on the principles of equity, fairness
and maintenance of broad consistency in punishment
throughout the service. The relevant considerations
include due reference to the nature and gravity of the
misconduct or offence involved in each case, the officer’s
service record, any mitigating factors, whether there have
been court proceedings and the level of punishment in
precedent cases. Within the limits of broad consistency
in punishment, the Commission is prepared to support
a tougher stance on particular acts of misconduct,
if considered necessary by some departments. For
example, departments with a large number of frontline
staff engaging in outdoor duties may need to adopt a
higher standard of punishment for misconduct cases of
unauthorised absence so as to achieve the necessary
punitive effect on the defaulting officers and deterrent
effect on their staff at large.

Before tendering its advice, the Commission will seriously
consider the views and arguments put forth by both the
Secretariat on Civil Service Discipline (SCSD) and the
department. In case there is a difference in opinion on
the level of punishment between the department and
SCSD, the views of both parties would be submitted to

the Commission for consideration.

8.2

8.3
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An Overview of Disciplinary Cases TEFRLFZRBGRERRN
Advised in 2007 %E@J%’rﬁﬂﬁ

8.4 The Commission advised on the punishment of 91 84 ZFHFLF > ZEFHOLFIIEME

disciplinary cases in 2007 which, when read together FRER » B -FEENFENL047F
with the 104 and 103 cases in 2005 and 2006 M —FF/NFERL03F ML - BEREIE
respectively, suggests a steady overall trend. It is also s LAk s DL B SRR B N
an extremely small number representing less than #7109 9004 Eﬁﬁg\j\g\ﬁﬁ s BT H
0.1% of the 109 900 Category A officers under the BRG] » T E0.1% ©

Commission’s purview.

8.5 SEILFEREAEIT HEIRITAIRET

8.5 A breakdown of these 91 cases by misconduct or HREBNASEE » BV - 17
offence and the form of punishment is at Appendix A R A T VR BT - &
VIl.  An analysis by salary group and penalty is at ARV - TESE91={EZh » B 20
Appendix Vill. Ofthese 91 cases, 20 (22.0%) had resulted 5_%({ 1522.006)FT 15 A B Bl e «
inthe removal ofthe officers concerned fromthe service®. Bl B ES S S e 1Y

0 . H 13
There were 44 (48.3%) cases resulting in “severe 1I%EIJ7ﬁ44%(1£48.3%) o BT

FINEEK - R B 2 THRE
e &L B H AT
PENLABEEIEE - TRERE
BEE—FFLERME RA917RE
I A B HVET o

reprimand® plusfine " whichis the heaviest punishment

next to removal from the service and reduction in rank.

® A

2

ﬁm

These figures bear testimony to the resolute stance

&4

H

that the Administration has taken against civil servants

i
ﬁi

committing acts of misconduct. The chart below gives

i

a breakdown of the 91 cases advised in 2007 by the

punishment awarded.

#f E B R F E AR A AH B Y

62 The punishment of removal from the service can take the form of compulsory retirement, compulsory retirement plus fine, or dismissal, depending on
the gravity of the case. An officer who is compulsorily retired may be granted a pension, but payment of the pension will be deferred until he reaches
his normal retirement age, i.e., 55 or 60 under the relevant pensions legislation. Dismissal is the most severe form of punishment as the officer forfeits
his claims to all pension, gratuity and benefits.

EREIESERR  BEEQRIK  BORAKRSMNEN  URER  BFELERSEEMNE - BESRKHOAR - DAIERRAKSE  BEEEERR
e e (AN555%5k605% © R TR MRRSENTE) T @RBRAKE - ERERFENZILR - AREMASSREMERAKSE - Mo kEH -

5% A severe reprimand will normally debar an officer from promotion or appointment for three to five years. This punishment is normally recommended

for more serious misconduct or for repeated minor misconduct/offences.

BEREATECABASXIBEANBESENRS  AH=282F - —REFFEATILEBRETETANBLBMTETA/FTHABMINERE

E -

5 A fine may be imposed concurrently with other punishments when the punishment alone is inadequate but a higher level of punishment is not

applicable or justified. Presently, a fine does not normally exceed two incremental points for 12 months, or its equivalent amount.

gﬁwﬁﬁ%&%ﬂ AT H - BREMETTNEANTAE  AERESMER - Bal - SFEETEBE AMNBMIELFE(AH12EA) 85K
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Disciplinary Cases Advised in 2007
“EFELFEAEGRME R ERER

Breakdown by the Form of Punishment

RSB PNEF

Compulsory Retirement 24 R K

12 (13.2%) re Reprimand + Fine
Removal from service S+ ZIEN 44 (48.3%)
S8 20 (22%)
Dismissal Z=85
8 (8.8%)

Reprimand 3&&
8 (8.8%)

Reprimand + Fine #E&+ i3k
10 (11%)

; S I
Severe Reprimand EEBHEE
9 (9.9%)

!Ink

I

T

3t




CHAPTER 8 £\ &

76

Reviews and Observations of Major
Disciplinary Issues

8.6 Apartfrom providing independent and impartial advice

on disciplinary cases, the Commission also oversees
the operation of the disciplinary mechanism. In
vetting departmental submissions, the Commission
will identify issues of concern and initiate reviews
and discussions with the Administration with a
view to rationalising existing disciplinary policies
or procedures and formulating new policies or
The
punishment benchmark and major issues reviewed
in 2007,
recommendations made by the Commission, are set

procedures and benchmarks of punishment.
together with the observations and

out in the ensuing paragraphs.

Criminal conviction cases involving a long custodial
sentence

8.7

In a disciplinary case, a department recommended to
retain an officer in the service by punishing him with a
severe reprimand plus a fine after he had served, after
conviction, an imprisonment sentence of a prolonged
period of nine months. The case raises the following
concerns:

(@) the fundamental concern of whether, from
an employer’s angle, an officer sentenced to
imprisonment for a considerable period should
be tolerated; and

the

appropriateness of allowing the long absence of

(b) the practical concerns which include
an officer to serve an imprisonment sentence, the
inconvenience and disruption which his absence
could cause to the operation of the department
concerned and the negative perception which a

lenient punishment could give rise to.

I

8.6

=37

ZEGER TRt R AR R MBI E
R RN » B G R EHC AE D HIRY
I - FEFLAI RN ZAGE
HREMBENEE - ARERER
By SLEATRRET AT 3w > DAUHERIENAT
HORCAELRE D BURBE 7 - HIRTHTE
REE AT R o T30 B
E_ERLERAEIIREMER
HIH » IR ZEE R RAEZ -

&3l S I OVIE S EHFES

8.7

AR ERES - KB
%BZ%'JF%%‘%MHE’\JEW‘%FU%" =l
BRARFIE R B AR B (E - 1H

JRSEHth R LB JEE S B A S 2 ST

ETEZERE L LUT R

() HEAMMER #EFAEE
FET B A A R R BB SR SR
ANE DIk

(b) HEIFOHER > FIFERAAR
AR THI T = $48 1k 80 ) 500 2 45 1
H - BB ] REEIERARF IR
E(EERAMEMTHE « LRRE
BRI A RE T NEL B HIIEE ©



8.8 After review, the department concerned agreed to

compulsorily retire the officer concerned. While
there is no need to set a benchmark on the length
of an imprisonment sentence that should warrant the
consideration of a convicted officer’s removal from
the service, the Commission considers that a long
imprisonment sentence of three months or more should
trigger the Administration’s serious consideration of
the worthiness of retaining the officer in the service.

Application of caution statement

8.9 Toenhance the deterrent effect, the Administration may

add a caution statement of removal from the service
in the event of further misconduct when awarding
a non-removal disciplinary punishment. In 2005 the
Commission noticed with concern that the caution
statement was added on top of the punishment as
a matter of course. The Commission considered that
the caution statement should be taken seriously rather
than used indiscriminately. This matter was taken
forward to the Administration for a review on the need
for a stringent application of the caution statement.
Upon review, the Administration announced in June
2005 that the caution statement would only be
applied in cases of a serious nature that rendered
the officers concerned liable to being removed from
the service should further misconduct be committed.
The Commission notes that the Administration has
now rationalised the imposition of caution statement
and it is used selectively for warranted cases only.
Specifically, cases warranting a caution statement
would be those attracting the severest punishment
short of removal and the caution is meant to seriously
remind the officer concerned that it is the last chance
for him to prove his worthiness of remaining in the

service.

8.8
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Reporting of non-duty-related offence of “careless
driving”

8.10 As mentioned in the Commission’s 2006 Annual

Report, under existing practice, so long as the non-
duty-related offence committed by an officer relates
to “careless driving” alone with no casualty involved,
the officer would not be punished under s.11 of
PS(A)O. However, the officer is still required under
s.13(1) of the Public Service (Disciplinary) Regulation
(PS(D)R)®® to report the relevant criminal proceedings
to his Head of Department (HoD) for consideration
of disciplinary punishment under s.11 of PS(A)O.
As such offences are not duty, conduct or integrity
related and the image of government should not be
adversely affected, the Commission is of the view
that so long as no other offences are involved and
the officers concerned are not driving government
vehicles when committing the offence, they should
be relieved of the psychological burden of having
to report the related proceedings and to await the
Administration’s decision as to whether they should
be punished.

8.11 The Commission has asked the Administration to

consider blanket exemption of such cases from the
application of s.13(1) of PS(D)R and s.11 of PS(A)O.
In other words, an officer against whom criminal
proceedings for non-duty-related “careless driving”
have been instituted should be exempted from the
filing of a report to his HoD, neither would conviction
on such “careless driving” require any follow-up
action by departments.

8.12 After review, the Administration has come up with a

proposal to exempt from the reporting requirement
all types of traffic offences, careless driving included,
subject to certain conditions to be finalised after
staff consultation. The Administration is firming up
the policy change and will amend the PS(D)R before
implementing the new arrangement.
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& Under s.13(1) of PS(D)R, an officer against whom criminal proceedings are being instituted is required to report the fact to his HoD.
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Proposed imposition of an intermediate tier of
punishment between dismissal and compulsory
retirement

8.13 As mentioned in previous annual reports of the
Commission, the suggestion of an additional
tier of punishment between dismissal and
compulsory retirement has been under review by
the Administration®®. After careful deliberation, the
Administration maintains that such an intermediate tier
would not be necessary. It proposes instead that the
greater use of reduction in rank or reduction in salary
may achieve a more substantive and sustained punitive
effect. The Commission accepts such conclusions.

Punishment framework for officers under the Civil
Service Provident Fund Scheme

8.14 The Administration is making good progress in
developing a framework for determining different
tiers of disciplinary punishment applicable to officers
under the Civil Service Provident Fund Scheme®’. The
Administration has sought the preliminary views of
the Commission on the proposed framework on the
premise that it should be broadly comparable to that
currently applied to pensionable staff. The Commission
supports generally the proposed framework and
has asked the Administration to present to it the
finalised framework after consulting the departmental
management and the staff sides.
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% The Commission had raised before the suggestion of an additional tier of punishment between compulsory retirement and dismissal to provide for
the imposition of a reduced pension in cases bordering on dismissal. There was then the concern that in certain misconduct cases it could either
be too harsh to dismiss an officer, because he would lose all pension benefits, or too lenient to compulsorily retire an officer who would be entitled

to retain his pension benefits on reaching normal retirement age.
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been conﬁrmed to the permanent establishment.
ABENESHEBAN-TTTF A AR BIRMABHERBYEEERAE

Civil Service Provident Fund Scheme is applicable to officers who joined the service under the new entry system on or after 1 June 2000 and have
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VISITS
Hilia

9.1

9.2

In 2007,
Commission visited the Government Laboratory,

the Chairman and Members of the

the Post Office and the Hong Kong Observatory to
exchange views with the top management of these
departments on issues of mutual interest as well as
to promote good Human Resource Management
practices. During the visits, the Chairman and
Members also toured the Biochemical Science
Sections of the Government Laboratory, the Inward
Sorting Office of the Post Office and the Central
Forecasting Office of the Hong Kong Observatory
to observe the daily operation of these departments
and the services provided by them.

The Commission continued to maintain close ties
with relevant organisations in the Mainland in 2007.
Three delegations of civil servants, including one
from the Wuhan city and two from the Shenzhen
They
were briefed on the role, functions and work of the

city, visited the Commission Secretariat.

Commission. A wide range of topics on civil service
appointment and discipline were discussed and
views exchanged.

9.1

9.2
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Mr Nicholas Ng (second left), Chairman of the
Public Service Commission, accompanied by
Dr. TING Tai Lun (first right), Government Chemist
visited the Government Laboratory.

NBEERAZEGERRRELLE(ED) &
TRt (E—) > BUF(LERETRS R T 28BN
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Mr Nicholas NG (first right), Chairman of the
Public Service Commission, Miss Eliza CHAN
(second left) and Ms WONG Mee-chun (first left),
Members of the Commission, accompanied by
Mr LAM Chiu Ying (second right), Director of the
Hong Kong Observatory visited the Hong Kong
Observatory.
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visited the Hong Kong Post Office.

AR PCERRER T2 A B -

Mr Nicholas Ng (second right), Chairman
of the Public Service Commission, and
Mr Brian Stevenson (first left), Member of
the Commission, accompanied by TAM
Wing Pong (third left), Postmaster General
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Submissions with Revised Recommendations after the Commission Secretariat’s Observations

ZEENEERHERREMEBINES

: Continuous Other
Open/ Promotions/ | Employment/ | Appointment-
In-service Acting Termination related .
Category Recruitment | Appointments |  of Service | Submissions DISﬁCIplIne Total
4
= AR / B / HAE / EhopR T R | AR
WAEBTBH% %{EE&{\\I ;F?'/%%H%% *agaﬂﬁl;z;w
Number of submissions
advised on 155 526 25 98 91 895
BiRRUEBRRNER
(@) Number of )
submissions queried 15 275 1 17 13 301
BRI ERNES
(o) Number of
submissions with revised
recommendations
following queries 4 105 1 3 8 121
EREBREELBET
0=
(b)/ (a) 27% 38% 100% 18% 62% 38%
Comparison with Previous Years ERiBFEEEMLLER
Year 2005 2006 2007
i
Total No. of submissions advised on
. N 765 892 895
CZIRHERMNES
(a) Submissions queried 045 78 321
DR ERER
(o) Submissions with revised recommendations
following query 117 115 121
R HERRFHETNER
(b)/ (a) 48% 41% 38%

% = | | xipuaddy

A

% Continuous employment/termination of service cases cover non-renewal, offer of shorter-than-normal agreements, deferment/refusal of passage of
probation/trial bar on conduct/performance grounds, early retirement of directorate officers under the Management Initiated Retirement Scheme and
compulsory retirement under s.12 of the Public Service (Administration) Order.

/A TEBNERSEIERY - REFPIRERRENEH FEASERT/REREMELRETREAR/EIER - EREASREMER
WREBIRFRAN - ARRIE (ABAB(BR)H L) F1R2GERARNEERMAENR

% Other appointment-related submissions cover renewal/extension of agreements under the old/new entry system, extension of service/re-employment
after retirement, review of acting appointments made to meet operational needs, opening-up, secondment, revision of terms of employment and
updating of Guides to Appointment.
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Chairman, Public Service Commission
(appointed on 1 May 2005)

Occupation: Chairman, Public Service Commission

Qualification: B.Soc.Sc. (Hons) (HKU), F.C.1.S.,
F.C.S.

WRAEZS A2, GBS JP

ZEEGLE

(CEEHFHH—H#EZE(T)

W - NFEARIAZER & FF

BF . BB BB GRS
BRI RAITHN B2 8
BFEG A ~ B EN
BFEE L

Mr Ng was a veteran civil servant. He joined the
Administrative Service in 1971. Senior positions he
held prior to his retirement include Deputy Secretary
for the Civil Service (Staff Management) (1985 - 1987),
Secretary-General of the Standing Commission
on Civil Service Salaries and Conditions of Service
(1989 - 1991), Director of Administration of the
Chief Secretary’s Office (1991 - 1994), Secretary for
Constitutional Affairs (1994 - 1997) and Secretary for
Transport (1997 - 2002).

R REEABE - ffE—
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RIRBS Gt B BB R gRERE(N
AREA—F) - HRABLE
BT THEE (NI —BIIE) -
EHEHA—ANLELLE) R
SEREREULEE " BE ) -

Miss Eliza CHAN Ching-har, GBS, JP

Member, Public Service Commission
(appointed from 1 December 2001 to
30 November 2007)

Occupation. Senior Partner of Jewkes Chan &
Partners, solicitors and directorships
in several companies

Qualification: LL.B., B.Sc., Diploma in PRC Law

P ES 22 1T GBS JP

ZREZA
(B —FF—Ff—H—H%
—FEFEFEf—A=7FH)
W : HHELERTTHI B SN
ZRLFHIER
EJiF L B
HEA RS

Miss Chan is the Chairman of the Kowloon Hospital and
the Hong Kong Eye Hospital. She is a Council Member of
the Hong Kong University of Science and Technology, a
Standing Committee Member of the Tianjin Committee of
the Chinese People’s Political Consultative Conference,
a China-Appointed Attesting Officer appointed by the
Ministry of Justice of the People’s Republic of China,
an arbitrator of the China International Economic and
Trade Commission, the Foreign Economic Affairs
Legal Counsel for the Tianjin Municipal Government
and the legal adviser to the Hong Kong Chinese
Enterprises Association. She serves as a Member of the
Administrative Appeals Board and a Disciplinary Panel
Member of the Hong Kong Institute of Certified Public
Accountants. She is also the Chairman of the University
of Victoria (HK) Foundation Ltd. and the Governor of the
Canadian Chamber of Commerce in Hong Kong.
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Mr Simon IP Sik-on, JP

Member, Public Service Commission
(appointed on 23 May 2003)

Occupation: Businessman
Qualification: Solicitor of Supreme Court
of Hong Kong

TR L IP
ZAGZA
(ZFFE=FHA =+ =HEZE)
s - A

B« BT

Mr Ip is a Member of the Board of Stewards of the
Hong Kong Jockey Club and an Independent Non-
Executive Director of Hang Lung Group Limited.
Mr lp is also a Member of the Advisory Committee
on Post-retirement Employment, the Exchange Fund
Advisory Committee, the Hang Seng Index Advisory
Committee and the AIDS Foundation Advisory Board.
He also serves as an Honorary Court Member of the
Hong Kong University of Science and Technology,
an Honorary Lecturer in the Department of
Professional Legal Education of the University of Hong
Kong, an Honorary Research Fellow of the Faculty of
Law of Tsinghua University, Beijing and an Honorary
Fellow of the Management Society for Healthcare
Professionals.

BERERTHERGES - LEE
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Mr Michael SZE Cho-cheung, GBS, JP

Member, Public Service Commission
(appointed on 1 February 2004)

Occupation. Independent Non-Executive Director
of Swire Pacific Ltd. and
Non-Executive Director of
Lee Kum Kee Co. Ltd.

Qualification: B.A.(Hons) (HKU)

FEfE S GBS P

EEHES

(CBEWE = — ST

B - KB R ERA T IERIT
HH - FHTERAATIHT
wH

B : B AR

Mr Sze is a Member of the Operations Review
Committee of the Independent Commission Against
Corruption (ICAC). He was a career civil servant
and joined the Administrative Service in 1969. In a
career of some 26 years, he headed a number of
Departments and Policy Branches. He retired from
the post of Secretary for the Civil Service in 1996 to be
Executive Director of Hong Kong Trade Development
Council. He retired from this position in May 2004.

b e stz SN NN
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Mr Thomas Brian STEVENSON, SBS, JP

Member, Public Service Commission
(appointed on 1 February 2004)

Occupation: Businessman
Qualification: CA (Scotland), LL.B (Glasgow),
LL.M (HKU)

MiSAESe4 > SBS JP
EAGEA
(ZFEF/FE_H—HEZT)
W A
ERF : JEIF TR -

PRI I B A BRI AR A

i

Mr Stevenson is a Non-Executive Director of the Hong
Kong and Shanghai Banking Corporation Limited
and the MTR Corporation Limited and a Member
of the Asia Pacific Advisory Board of BT. He is also
a Member of the Board of Stewards of the Hong Kong
Jockey Club.
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Mr Nicky LO Kar-chun, JP

Member, Public Service Commission
(appointed on 1 February 2006)

Occupation: Businessman
Qualification: B.Sc.(Hons) (HKU)

SRR AE . P
FEEHEE
(CEEAE=H—AEZT)
e A

Mr Lo is the President and Chief Executive Officer of
Synnex Technology International (HK) Limited. He is
also the Chairman of the Standing Commission on
Civil Service Salaries and Conditions of Service, and
a Member of the Standing Committee on Directorate
Salaries and Conditions of Service.

B 2 T W [ % (1) B PR A P
BERBITR - R AE B # Kk
BRI EBEREEEE - IRERR
FERRBRFEEREEERA

Mrs Mimi CUNNINGHAM KING Kong-sang

Member, Public Service Commission
(appointed on 1 February 2006)

Occupation: Director-Human Resource,
Kowloon Canton Railway
Corporation/Director-Special Duties,
MTR Corporation Limited.

Qualffication: B.A. (Hons) (HKU), MBA (CUHK),
MA (University of London)

BEEEL T

ZERGZS
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I EAE L
Ms WONG Mee-chun, JP HEEETTHIP
Member, Public Service Commission ZREZA
=4 (appointed on 1 July 2006) (=FFANFELH—HEZT)
5. ! Occupation: Consultant B - R
— Qualification: B.Sc.(Econ)(LSE, London), B - (BB iy B A

-

-

ACA (England and Wales)

ELHETE) ~ TSR
FFr g & A

Ms Wong is a Member of the ICAC Complaints
Committee, Solicitors’ Disciplinary Tribunal Panel,
Administration Appeal Tribunal Panel and Standing
Committee on Disciplined Services Salaries and
Conditions of Service. She is also an Independent
Non-Executive Director of Excel Technology
International Holdings Limited.

BULRRBAZEHRHEZEE
AR R ~ ATE AR E g
LR BFE R R R g
BB - R SRR B R R A PR
ARV IR TE S -

Prof CHAN Yuk-shee, BBS, JP

Member, Public Service Commission
(appointed on 1 December 2007)

Occupation: President of the Lingnan University
Qualification: BBA (CUHK), MBA (UC at Berkeley),
MA (Econ) (UC at Berkeley),
PhD (Business Administration —
Finance) (UC at Berkeley)

fei EASIE4%  BBS JP

ZHEZA

(=FEFLFE+—H—HEZ(E)

W : PR AEITR

ZffF - ZEPXAE L EHEL
10 7 M K 52 T 5 & B2
R~ FE RN ARG S
XEMHL ~ THEFEMNA L
MBS

Prof Chan is the Chairman of the Advisory Committee
on Social Work Training and Manpower Planning
and a Member of the Process Review Panel for
the Securities and Futures Commission. He is also
an Independent Non-Executive Director of Sa Sa
International Holdings Limited.

BRBU Rt TAERIR ke A SR

HZEBGER - EF SRR

ZEgREFEEZAGHE - FRH

E(/Tlﬁmﬁﬁxﬁﬁﬁ/\TE’ﬁ%i?Fﬁt
THES -




APPENDIX
B 8%

Organisation Chart of the Public Service Commission Secretariat

ABEMRESERERAENEE

Members Chairman
%8 e
_________ Personal Assistant
FAABDER
Secretary (SPEO)
WE (SREREITBER

Personal Secretary |
—BIATUE

Processing Units

Administration Unit

e T
Deputy Secretary 1 (CEO Deputy Secretary 2 (CEO)
Eﬁjiﬁ,%%1 (%ﬁr}/tﬁli(ﬁ) ) BIWE 2 (RITEHER)
Personal Secretary |l
NN
1 SEO 1 SEO 1 SEO 1 SEO
BARTBER1 & BARTRERZ ERTRER1 A ERTREF1£Z
4 SCOs K (6{0)
BRNEEFE 4B XEEE1E
6 COs 1 ACO
XEEXE6H BB EEFE1Z
2 CAs
XEBE 24
2 OAs
HWARBEE 24
1 Personal Chauffeur
EEHELARREAZ
sl

Directorate Executive Officer & R4#RITHREE
Executive Officer Grade 1T EERZFE
Clerical Grade & ABBZR

Secretarial Grade WMEFE

Chauffeur Grade &% 5 A B R

Ny — - —

Legend

SPEO - Senior Principal Executive Officer
CEO - Chief Executive Officer

SEO - Senior Executive Officer

SCO - Senior Clerical Officer

CO - Clerical Officer

ACO - Assistant Clerical Officer

CA - Clerical Assistant

OA - Office Assistant
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Flow Chart lllustrating the Vetting Process of Promotion Cases

Eft R R EREREFAER

Departments/Grades ZBFd / B & Commission Secretariat £5

Notification on convening of a . Arrangements and previous
promotion board observations checked

ENANEAESEEE L SHEBRERUENESR
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with revised arrangements, ;
if necessary _ Formal vetting
AREFENEaS  MERE - E=E
ERIBRT &= HE ‘
i v L
\ Queries raised No query
el REME
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BEREERER TR \\\\\\\‘
| Further vetting
3 E—T T
3 3
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Re-examination and Further queries N? furthes quEery Comn?|sesi> B for:a V|ce
elaboration on queries raised by raised after RBEMEE Eiﬁfmgiéa
the Commission Secretariat consultation BARR
ERAEEZE 2WEEREH at senior level * A
KR & HAamERREH
; HitRa

\ //’
Re-examination and \
elaboration on further queries

Y

raised by the Commission _ Further vetting
Secretariat I E—T T
BRiEEREguERE—F
iR ARIRE \
Queries remain unresolved No further query J
FIRE{ AR AR RAEHADEE
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Chairman/Members of the
Commission Y
' MEERERE | ZERY , B
Follow-up on Commission’s Tendering of Commission’s
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Number of Appointees (by Terms of Appointment)
in the Open and In-service Recruitment Exercises in 2007

ZESLFLAFRNAEEE AR (RERIFMRIIL)

Open Recruitment Number of appointees
NFREE ZEEAH
« on probationary terms 534
R R RS
» on agreement terms 9
ZARERRZEE
« on transfer (between departments or grades) 39
HER (BRPISR < )
Sub-total /\at 582
In-service appointment
A FEIE
« on trial terms
R RS 92
» on probationary terms
R RAGRRZEE 1
« on local agreement terms
RAM AR 1
Sub-total /J\5t 94
Total &5t 676
Comparison with figures in previous years
BB R B FHVEIFLLER
No. of Local No. of Non-permanent
Y . . . . Total
;?E Candidates Appointed Residents Appointed 2_:
7 ERNSHESEAR  ERNERAEERAR =
2007 674 2 676
2006 396 = 396
2005 223 - 223
2004 90 2 92
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Other Civil Service Appointment Matters Advised by the Commission in 2007
(Breakdown by Category)

“EELFHATESEERNEMABERISEE (RERERD)

Other Civil Service Appointment Matters Number of submissions
Hit ATSERIEEHR (EEI =]
Non-renewal of agreement

TREL 8

Offer of shorter-than-normal agreements
REFHAREERENEX

« on performance/conduct ground (4)

R TERIR/@ATIRTHRE (4) °
« to tie in with the 60th birthday of the officers concerned” (2)

Lile 5B AER60RER (2)
Renewal or extension of agreement 10
BN RS
Refusal of passage of probation bar 4
BB RAER
Deferment of passage of trial bar 4
ERFAERAR
Deferment of passage of probation bar 5
R AR
Early retirement of directorate officers under the
Management Initiated Retirement Scheme 2

BRBABREMERKGTEIRTRAK

Retirement under Section 12 of Public Service (Administration)
Order on persistent substandard performance ground 7

K TEXRRFEREMRER (ABAR (BE) <) 51 2068RIK

Extension of service or re-employment after retirement
RAREEENEITE
« Directorate officers (1)
HREMAS (1) /

« Non-directorate officers (6)

FERBAER (0

Secondment
e !
Opening-up Arrangement 9
PR 2ok
Revision of terms of employment 4
BT R

" Under Civil Service Regulations 280 and 281, the further employment of an agreement officer beyond the age of 60 will not be
considered other than in very exceptional circumstances.

RiE (REERBRG]) F280%2811K - RIEFEPIIMIBERT - AN ABEEFIME0RIL - THELBEERER -
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Disciplinary Cases Advised by the Commission in 2007
Breakdown by Category of Misconduct/Offence and Punishment

“ERLFHHERIRRNCEESR
BRAETRMSESETERMZBIHINEI 2T

Category of Misconduct/Offence FA&E1TA/MIZESETEER
Qrimes Negligence, failure to perform | Unpunctuality,
Traffic conviction not | duties or follow instruction, | unauthorised Other
Punishment related | Theft | under columns |supervisory accountability and| — absence, Misconducts™ | Total
BEAR offences | &®&| 1 and 2* insubordination abscondment - a8t
erea | ®| FORECM | pame  REmmE O R
£ANESR POIRE | srumies merog | mmms | TEOR
SRR AR LR SRSk
Dismissal
Y = 0 3 - 5 0 8
Compulsory
Retirement - 1 3 1 4 & 12
BYIRIK
Lesser Penalty
7/ g oo 4 2 2 71
REEHEE 6 9 0 &
Total 4 3 12 10 29 33 91
[=]7]

Note 5F: (@) The Commission advised on 91 disciplinary cases in 2007.
ZESHE_STTEHRI RERERERER -

(b) 19 of the 91 disciplinary cases followed upon conviction.

EIFREABBRZF - §19 RREFAREERETRAKILR T LU

i

°

[

(c) In 5 of the remaining 72 disciplinary cases, the officers concerned have absconded.
BRESRT2RACEEZR - BSRITS RNA SRR -

* Including common assault, conspiracy for public servants to accept advantage and gambling, etc.
BIELBERIT - SR EABA SRS - BiSMEM -

** Including unauthorised outside work, being rude to supervisor, accepting an advantage/excessive entertainment, fighting
in a workplace, misuse of government vehicles and abuse of official position.

BRERCHEMAEEINE TE - HBHG LR - BRAS/RE - ELE0STR - BRBGERAERREE
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Disciplinary Cases Advised by the Commission in 2007
Breakdown by Salary Group and Punishment

“ERLFHHEEIRRNCEESR
R EARNBI LB ST

Salary Group 2405l
BRI Scale PEJS or equivalent equivalent equivalent 88
%%m%gfggu?ﬁ BFME14-33%5 | AFMEABAL L
RISEHE EE3T EE= 1

%;égssal 5 3 0 8
Compulsory
Retirement 6 6 0 12
BIRIR
Severe
Reprimand + Fine 22 19 8 44
BREBEE + 15K
Severe
Reprimandne 3 2 4 9
BEER
Reprimand + Fine
B + F 8 2 0 i
Reprimand
Lo 6 2 0 8

Total §&t 50 34 7 91



