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Paragraph 2.40(g) of Director of Audit’s Report
The REO has investigated into the 85 cases. The results are as follows:

(i) 38 addresses were privately operated aged homes;

(ii) 3 addresses were large developments which could accommodate a large number of electors;

(iii) 18 addresses were villages which were not provided with door-to-door postal delivery and required common postal addresses;

(iv) 1 address was for the floating population requiring a land address for receiving poll cards and related materials;

(v) 14 addresses were rehabilitation centres or hostels for the handicapped or non-ethnic Chinese;

(vi) 8 addresses might have accommodated a large number of family members;

(vii) 1 address was a mosque where there were dwelling units inside; and

(viii) 2 addresses were residences with different families. 

     Based on the information collected through checkings with the 2006 final register, making telephone enquiries, paying household visits and sending enquiry letters, the REO does not detect any suspected illegal conduct by these electors. Although some of them may have moved homes after registration, some others have not yet responded to the enquiry letters. The REO will continue to take follow-up action on these cases as part of the normal procedure for making enquiries with the electors concerned to update their addresses or considering initiating action to deregister them, if necessary.

-End-

