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Harbour-front Enhancement Review—
Wan Chai, Causeway Bay and Adjoining Areas
Envisioning Stage

Forum 2
Summary of Discussions and Opinions

Date: 31st May 2005 (Tue)
Time: 7:15 pm-9:50 pm
Venue: The Salvation Army Ann Wyllie Memorial Primary School, Heng Fa Chuen

Opening Remarks

Commencement

Ms Betty Ho welcomed the public to engage in the forum and introduced the two parts of the
forum, background information sharing, and the discussion on wish, ideas, principles and
concepts towards the project.

1.

Remarks from Mr. Lau Hing Tat, Member, Sub-committee on Wan Chai Development
Phase II Review (WDII), Harbour-front Enhancement Committee (HEC)

When the WDII Outline Zoning Plan was released in 2002, controversies over
development area and development intensity were heatedly-debated

The verdict of Court of Final Appeal stated further reclamation needs to undergo
"overriding public needs" test

The HEC was therefore set up in May 2004 in view of the diverse community
opinions on harbour reclamation, acting as an arena for building public consensus
The HEC does not want to adopt the traditional approach of public consultation,
i.e. to introduce different proposals and allow the public to choose, instead to
collect ideas since Stage 1, the Envisioning Stage

Consultation would be people-oriented. After the envisioning process and the
formulation of consensus, further detailed planning and design would be
embarked on.

Remarks from Mr Chao Shing Kie, Councillor, Eastern District Council

Since the WDII project added "Causeway Bay" into the title, which makes the
study even more related to the Eastern District, residents should address more
opinions on this issue

Remarks from Mr. Lee Ping Kuen, Vice Chairman, Association of Engineering
Professionals in Society Ltd

The planning of northern shoreline of Hong Kong Island has to take care of both
enhancing harbour-front and accomplishing the strategic road network

There is no conflict between the improvement of odour incurred in indented
coastline and the alleviation of heavy road traffic of Gloucester Road

Briefing Session




1. Iris Tam, Managing Director, City Planning Consultants Limited

Government has promised to stick to the Harbour Protection Ordinance that the
harbour must be planned for the general public according to overriding need

The more land reclaimed, the further distance the harbour-front away from public
Roads had been built south-north direction before 1884. Land parcels were small,
connectivity or social ties were rich and activities were more localized.

Roads were then built east-west direction in 1884-1954, e.g. Johnston Road and
Gloucester Road to attract more people and activities from elsewhere. The focus
no longer stresses on the waterfront. Wan Chai old district and new district was
dissected.

In recent years, office skyscrapers were built north of Gloucester Road and
pedestrians could hardly be found on streets.

2. Mr. Lau Ka Keung, , Deputy Commissioner/ Planning and Technical Services,
Transport Department

The road network on Hong Kong Island is weak because of sole dependence on
the already-saturated Gloucester Road, missing a strategic link in the northern
Hong Kong Island to channelize traffic

Gloucester Road is another traffic deadlock after the Prince Edward Road East
that traffic would be paralyzed whenever there is accident

Demand-side management can not solve all problems

More railways built cannot serve the cargo traffic

The bypass and electronic road pricing (ERP) are complementary, as ERP cannot
replace a road

Question and Answer Session

The Chairperson would like all respondents to focus on the community issues towards the
Eastern District and how we can shape our harbour-front.

General Opinions

1. Mr Tsang Kin Shing, Councillor, Eastern District Council

Transport Department cannot ultimately solve the traffic problem as it only builds
road, not rail

Shuttle buses problem could be solved if there is railway connecting Siu Sai Wan,
Kennedy Town and Aberdeen. Interchange services should be considered

The harbour is an invaluable asset. Property development on water-front and
reclamation should be banned to preserve the harbour scenery

The Harbour Area Treatment Scheme (HATS) would enhance the water quality
to a level that water sports could be possible

Logistics are not as important as tourism and financial services

Both sides of Victoria Harbour have to be preserved in a holistic approach

As the East Kowloon Corridor and the Island Eastern Corridor imposed a great
visual impact, the Wan Chai Bypass (the bypass) can therefore be built in form of
a tunnel

Waterfront should be continuous from Siu Sai Wan to Kennedy Town, even to
Deep Water Bay for the people enjoying the sea view and fishing



Mr. Johm Bowden, Save the Shoreline

Access to waterfront is the biggest wish

Queried on how much waterfront land would be taken up by service roads
Gloucester Road had 2 lanes in 1955, later increased to 6 lanes. 2 more lanes
added for the HK Convention and Exhibition Center

Future P2 road, main roads and slip-roads would further increase the number of
lanes to almost 20

A female citizen

The data given by the Government seem to demonstrate that reclamation must be
validated

Government only mentioned the positive impacts, but never mentioned how to
solve the negative impacts, e.g. marine pollution and visual impact

Queried how to measure the economic loss of tourism due to harbour reclamation,
as the Victoria Harbour is a landmark of Hong Kong

Ms Annelise Connell

Doubted how many vehicles using Gloucester Road can be diverted to the bypass
Suggested to harmonize the toll of 3 cross-harbour tunnels

There is a bottleneck of bus facilities near the Exchange Square, Jardines House,
Star Ferry Pier and City Hall

More land is created through reclamation for transport, but not for harbour
enjoyment

A fisherman of Causeway Bay Typhoon Shelter

If roads are to be built in shelter area, there will be parking problem for vessels.
The construction of roads may also create water pollution

Shelter can be regenerated to tourist hot spots for marine activities, e.g. a jetty can
be a platform for fishing and other leisure activities

Welcomed the alignment option of submerged road, because the columns of
elevated road would impose serious visual impact

Mr. Paul Zimmerman, HEC member

Questioned the Transport Department how it can minimize land for infrastructure
and transport services

Queried how to ensure the solutions in place are sustainable

Mr. Hardy Lok, HEC member

Opposed to any reclamation of this project, but recognized the importance of
bypass

Queried the Chairman not stating all sufficient information for the public to judge
in the overriding test

Traffic congestion occurred due to intensive commercial uses in Central,
therefore Wan Chai, Causeway bay and the adjoining areas have to suffer

A female foreigner

Government may impose many restrictions over public enjoyment in waterfront
area, e.g. kite-flying or dogs-walking



e  Queried whether the Government would allow free enjoyment of the space

Panelists' Response
1. Response from Mr. Lau Hing Tat, Member, Sub-committee on Wan Chai Development
Phase II Review (WDII), Harbour-front Enhancement Committee (HEC)

- Referring to 1. HEC is actually taking the whole Victoria Harbour into account.

2. Response from Mr. Lee Ping Kuen, Vice Chairman, Association of Engineering
Professionals in Society Ltd

- Referring to 5. There is an ordinance, which monitors the air, noise, and water pollution of
any designated projects.

3. Response from Mr. Lau Ka Keung, Deputy Commissioner/ Planning and Technical
Services, Transport Department

- Referring to 3. A bypass is truly needed, but only the alignment option matters.

- Referring to 1. If the focus of Hong Kong is not logistics, tourism will still need
transportation and therefore induce traffic on road as well.

- Referring to 4. Even there is new arrangement on the toll of 3 harbour-crossings, there is
still a need for diverting east-west direction traffic to both Western and Eastern Harbour
Crossings. The already-saturated Connaught Road Central cannot help divert traffic. In
fact, the Western Harbour Tunnel was built in view of the presence of the Central-Wan
Chai Bypass.

- Referring to 6. The Transport Department had guaranteed to use the least land. The
Department had internal monitoring and balances to check against the abuse of land for
roads. The Town Planning Board can also play this role. Construction of bypass is to
satisfy the lowest reasonable demand for traffic. Electronic Road Pricing (ERP) will be
considered after the Bypass is built.

Community Issues on the Eastern District

l. Mr Tong, a citizen of Taikoo Shing
e  Promenade of Taikoo Shing should link up with the northern shoreline to the
Victoria Park
e  Since the economic restructuring of shipping industries, most overseas harbour-
fronts transform into recreational tourism land use, e.g. New York, Sydney
e If more recreational land uses take up space, it may reduce the traffic

2. Mr. Cheung, a Citizen in Eastern District
e  Opposed to harbour reclamation
e  The Victoria harbour can hardly be regarded as a tourist attraction if the
accessibility remains low and the odour is still undesirable



3.

4.

Ms. Lo, a Citizen in Eastern District

e The existing Eastern Corridor though helps alleviate heavy traffic, yet imposes
visual impact

e Residents want to have a promenade stretching from Chai Wan to Western District

e There should be no skyscrapers developed on the harbour-front any more as they
block ventilation

e (Can accept a little reclamation for road construction but must not be excessive

Mr. Lau, Royal Hong Kong Yacht Club

e  Marine activities, e.g. enjoying seafood, fishing, etc should carry on

e [tis acceptable if a small scale of reclamation is for improving the water quality in
indented coastline or bay

e  Queried how deep the tunnel below sea surface is regarded as reclamation, a
consensus on the reclamation depth should be compromised. Shallow water depth
is not useful for many marine uses.

Panelists' Response

1.

Response from Mr Chao Shing Kie, Councillor, Eastern District Council

Referring to 1 and 3. The Eastern District Council would like to see a promenade from Siu
Sai Wan to Aberdeen. The bridge columns of the Eastern Corridor can be enhanced as
boardwalks

Response from Mr. Lau Hing Tat, Member, Sub-committee on Wan Chai Development
Phase II Review (WDII), Harbour-front Enhancement Committee (HEC)

Referring to 4. Causeway bay Typhoon Shelter should be kept, in terms of its physical
state, and its cuisine

Referring to 3. He queried how many high-rise buildings would be built in future and how
the Government can utilize the very limited waterfront for more immediate enhancement
The Eastern District Council had organized 2 similar workshops on waterfront. The result
showed that most public would like to see the Victoria Park linking the waterfront. This
idea would be conveyed to HEC and other related Government departments

Urged different government departments to give opinions towards the bypass impact on
the limited land resources

Wrap Up Session

Mr. Lau Hing Tat delivered note of thanks to all participants for sharing their passion and
emotions towards the Victoria Harbour. There would be 3 forthcoming forums to continue the
envisioning of ideas.

--The End--



Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Envisioning Stage
Pubic Forum: 31 May 2005 (Chai Wan)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

Group No: 1
Facilitator: Derek Sun

Group members:

Name Organization
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(A) Selection of Sustainability Principles (* indicates the 3 most important
principles, # newly-added principles)

Sustainability Principles No of Votes
1. Vibrant and attractive waterfront 6
L E R AT e
2. Maximize opportunities for public enjoyment 4
Fo 53 ;E_ﬁq, SEEVE R Jq*;gkn’j:
3. Accessible harbour-front for all ages, social groups and disabilities 2
QI g WA ¢ S
4. Preserve natural and cultural heritage and identity 5
W FLIRM T [HE1F S 7 o
5. Enhance visual amenity, landscape and quality of space 2
B B~ AR P | BT
6. Enhance social interaction 0
[RLaEw R
7. Ensure land/marine use and design compatibility between the 1

waterfront and the adjoining areas
LA M B o 1 A R A G i

8. Minimize energy consumption and optimize the use of existing 0

infrastructure S &I i PReVRIfpE 025 2 HE L

9. Improve traffic conditions and pedestrian connectivity 0

5 SR R SR

10. Improve traffic conditions 2
o5, TSP

11. Improve pedestrtan connectlvn,jy 7

5/9‘7—_5‘ /—r ‘ﬁ
7
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Envisioning Stage
Pubic Forum: 31 May 2005 (Chai Wan)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

(B) Other Discussion:

e Principles of "Accessible harbour-front for all ages, social groups and disabilities",
"Enhance social interaction" and "Improve traffic conditions and pedestrian
connectivity" are very similar.

e Both east-west direction traffic and intra-/extra-Hong Kong Island traffic should
be improved.

e "Accessibility for all ages" is not representative enough, whereas some
characteristics of the waterfront can be shaped, e.g. cultural or recreational themes,
to attract tourists and youngsters.

e Facilities like performing stages, a square for brake-dance or skateboarding, a
continuous seaside skate track, etc can be built. People need to book or borrow
them.

e  There should not be too many dining shops like pub or seafood restaurant, as this
would create hygiene problem.

e  Public can watch the firework display along the waterfront.

e Accessibility of the waterfront, which possesses rich traditional and cultural
heritage, e.g. noon gun, should be improved and can encourage more people to
get there.

e Pedestrianization or continuous promenade can help alleviate the traffic problem.

e  Culture should not be limited only in West Kowloon Cultural District, but every
district. It depends on how we create conditions and atmosphere to accommodate
art and culture along the waterfront.

e  Fishing under the columns of the Eastern Corridor is quite dangerous. Further re-
provision of fishing platform along the front or on the jetty in Causeway Bay
Typhoon Shelter would be a good idea. Leisure fishing can help increase the
fishermen's income.

e The jetty can also have cultural activities.

e Causeway Bay Typhoon Shelter should keep the traditional cuisine like crab and
congee for tourism sake.

e  There should be higher degree of connectivity between the city center and the

front.
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Envisioning Stage
Pubic Forum: 31 May 2005 (Chai Wan)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

e  The promenade should be landscaped with a cycling track.
e MTR lines should prolong to Western District and Siu Sai Wan in order to solve

traffic flow.
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas

Envisioning Stage
Pubic Forum: 31 May 2005 (Eastern)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

Group No: 2
Facilitator: Theresa Yeung

Group members:

Name Organization

Wan Cho Keung Fanko New Century Society Ltd.
Salina Lu Earthasia Ltd.

Remus Woo Earthasia Ltd.

T. H. Tran® Urbis Ltd.

David Tong

Sandra Mak” A-World Consulting Ltd.
Patrica Lih Public (Private Trading Ltd.)
Ronald Lau Public

Wong Pak-hong” Public

James Tong Jacobs Babtie

Kelly Liu Jacobs Babtie

Greg Wong”

Bosco Chan” CEDD

Rick Ho" Public

Tam Man-ip" DBA

Christine Tse” DPO/HK

A participated in group discussion session

(A) Selection of Sustainability Principles (* indicates the 3 most important
principles, # newly-added principles)

Sustainability Principles No. of votes
1. Vibrant, attractive (and a continuous) waterfront 7
AULE E TR AR T4 A ED G
2. Maximize opportunities for public enjoyment 5
76 [ A E s e merged (2,3,6)
3. Accessible harbour—fron’t for all ages, social groups and | merged (2,3,6)
disabilities
Ve il AL
4. Preserve natural and cultural heritage and identity 2
LT AR [~ A
5. Enhance visual amenity, landscape and quality of space 2
R it R e
6. Enhance social interaction merged (2,3,6)
7. Ensure land/ marine use and design compatibility between 2
the waterfront and the adjoining areas
TSI B9 s o T TP AR oS A5
il
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas

Envisioning Stage
Pubic Forum: 31 May 2005 (Eastern)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

Sustainability Principles No. of votes
8. Minimize energy consumption and optimise the use of 0
existing infrastructure
HER DRV %“'3‘ WEIE S
9. Improve traffic conditions and pedestrian connectivity 3
TE G
10. Retain ﬂextbtllty for future development 3
BLE TR

(B) Other Discussion:

(1)

Vibrant, attractive (and a continuous #) waterfront

B E IR AL [5OSR

*  existing view from inland not open to harbourfront

*  more recreational facilities shall be provided and public activities shall
be encouraged, like cross harbour swimming gala

* itis important to have a promenade for the enjoyment of all

* the promenade shall be continuous

2)

€)

(6)

Maximize opportunities for public enjoyment

Fa mjﬁfﬂ,], SHEE R JJ&%F

Accessible harbour-front for all ages, social groups and disabilities

T R ) g TREAIEE S S AR

Enhance social interaction

i

*  harbourfront is our precious asset and therefore shall not be restricted to
limited number of people, it shall be accessible to all public including
tourists, all ages, social groups and disabilities to allow their free
enjoyment

*  encourage more recreational activities along the harbourfront to enhance
social interaction

* one member suggested relocation of the typhoon shelter to free the area
for public use, e.g. reclaimed the typhoon shelter to a park

*  others considered more opportunity to open up the typhoon shelter for
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Envisioning Stage
Pubic Forum: 31 May 2005 (Eastern)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

public use and enjoyment, e.g. providing public recreational uses like

on-boat singing and dining experience

(4)

Preserve natural and cultural heritage and identity

WREE TR (R AR 2R

*  strongly agreed

()

Enhance visual amenity, landscape and quality of space

B » S AR P T

*  more landscaping along the harbourfront

(7)

Ensure land/ marine use and design compatibility between the
waterfront and the adjoining areas

(et Gl g e e T e

*  current view from access road to harbourfront blocked, future design

shall ensure landuse compatibility

(8)

Minimize energy consumption and optimise the use of existing
infrastructure

BRI DRI B R

*  generally agree with this principle with no special comment

)

Improve traffic conditions and pedestrian connectivity

* traffic is a serious problem in Hong Kong

*  shall provide sufficient number of access to the harbourfront

(10)

Retain flexibility for future development

BLEU e T

* ensure flexibility to accommodate need arising from future demand and
new generations, this could be done by using floating platform so as to
allow the change of use if required

*  ensure sustainable development of the project and should not jeopardize

the use by future generations
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas

Envisioning Stage
Pubic Forum: 31 May 2005 (Eastern)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

Group No: 3
Facilitator: Winnie Law

Group members:

Name Organization

Theresa Tsang SPH/ student

Ernestina Wong ETWB

Catherine Wong APCO/HK resident

S.K. Lam CEDD

C.W. Kwan TD

i T

Patrick Lam HEC/ Eastern District Councillor
Eric Ma MCAL

Lau Kwok Lam A I

Chan Kam Ching Far East Neon Light Co. Ltd
Simon Lee CUPEM, HKU

(A) Selection of Sustainability Principles (* indicates the 3 most important
principles, # newly-added principles)

Sustainability Principles

No. of votes

1. Vibrant and attractive waterfront

s e A e

Merge (1,
2,3,4,5,6,7,9, 12)
=principle 10

2. Maximize opportunities for public enjoyment

e R B IORS

Merge (1,
2,3,4,5,6,7,9, 12)
=principle 10

3. Accessible harbour-front for all ages, social groups and

disabilities

Merge (1,
2,3,4,5,6,7,9, 12)

T [T gy AR S A

=principle 10

. Preserve natural and cultural heritage and identity

B R (5 A 4 e

Merge (1,
2,3,4,5,6,7,9, 12)
=principle 10

. Enhance visual amenity, landscape and quality of space

(BB~ PR P [P ET

Merge (1,
2,3,4,5,6,7,9, 12)
=principle 10

. Enhance social interaction

TR

Merge (1,
2,3,4,5,6,7,9, 12)
=principle 10

. Ensure land/ marine use and design compatibility
between the waterfront and the adjoining areas
TEPUSIEH [T by T A S
b

Merge (1,
2,3,4,5,6,7,9, 12)
=principle 10

T3 1 N . .
. Minimize energy consumption and optimise the use of

Deleted
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Envisioning Stage
Pubic Forum: 31 May 2005 (Eastern)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

existing infrastructure
S ENS DRI b IR L
9. Improve traffic conditions and pedestrian connectivity Broken down
clsu RS ??ﬁ}ﬂy =~ 1@_}%@@ (traffic=P11;
pedestrian—>merged
P10)
10. Maximizing community usage and enjoyment of 13
harbour-front
FELE T {7 R YREF E H
11. Improve traffic conditions 10
L-/,V‘?‘ A w/lf‘ﬁjﬁ/ *H
12. Improve pedestrlan connectivity Merge
a3 RSl R (1,2,3,4,5,6,7,9,12)
I

(B) Other Discussion:

General discussion

It was agreed among the group that traffic congestion is a concern along the
northern shore of Hong Kong Island. Members in general did not against the
construction of the new strategic road but stressed the importance of minimising
its negative effects, visual impact in particular.

Most members felt that existing accessibility to the waterfront is insufficient. In
particular, for the north-south axis, it is not pedestrian-friendly to walk towards
the waterfront from the inland.

For the east-west axis, there is also a lack of supporting facilities along the
shoreline for people.

Some members mentioned the importance of the preservation of Hong Kong
culture since Wan Chai is one of the oldest urban areas in Hong Kong.

A few members suggested the need of an integrated approach to tackle the
various issues (i.e. traffic congestion, the linkages of the waterfront and
environmental enhancement, etc.). A balanced approach is important.

The planning, design and layout of the harbour-front area should provide for and
in harmony with the marine activities.

The over-riding concept should be “Public’s Usage First”.
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Envisioning Stage
Pubic Forum: 31 May 2005 (Eastern)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

SD Principles

e It was a consensus that the original 9 principles should be understood as: 2 major

principles relating to the harbour and 1 principle relating to the whole HK

territory (which should be deleted — “Minimize energy consumption and

optimise the use of existing infrastructure™).

e  “Principle 1: Vibrant and attractive waterfront”, “Principle 2: Maximize

opportunities for public enjoyment”, “Principle 3: Accessible harbour-front for

all ages, social groups and disabilities”, “Principle 4: Preserve natural and

YE AN 1Y

cultural heritage and identity”, “Principle 5: Enhance visual amenity, landscape

and quality of space”, “Principle 6: Enhance social interaction”, as well as

“Principle 7: Ensure land / marine use and design compatibility between the

waterfront and the adjoining areas”, should be categorized under a single

principle named “Maximizing community usage and enjoyment of harbour-

front”. Members agreed that part of Principle 9 “Improve pedestrian

connectivity” should be included also. Members expressed that all these are

chained aspects and should not be treated separately and hence, should be

combined into one key principle.

* The second revised principle was named “Improve traffic conditions” which

came from original Principle 9. Members agreed that there should be a

separation between the vehicles and pedestrians in the discussion. The

connectivity of pedestrian facilities should be included in the first major

principle while the traffic issue should be tackled at the strategic and territorial

level.

*  According to the outcome of discussion among the group members, there are

only 2 revised principles for voting (they still used up the 3 votes). 13 votes go to

the principle of “Maximizing community usage and enjoyment of harbour-front”,

whereas 10 votes on the principle of “Improve traffic conditions”.
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas

Envisioning Stage
Pubic Forum: 31 May 2005 (Eastern)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

Group No: 4
Facilitator: Dr. Sujata S. Govada

Group members:

Name Organization
James Burnham APCO

Penny Luo APCO

Audrey Tam Public

Joseph Lai EDB councillor
S.C. Wong HKU

K.K. Lam Transport Department
Paul Zimmerman B.E.C.
Anthony Tong RHKYC

Simon Chung ETWB

L.T. Ma CEDD

John Bowden SOS

C Masser CTA

Arif Chohan CUPEM HKU
Ronald Lau Public

Fiona M. Woodhouse SPCA

K.Y. Leung HEC

(A) Selection of Sustainability Principles (* indicates the 3 most important
principles, # newly-added principles)

Sustainability Principles No. of votes

1. Vibrant and attractive waterfront (Merged with
@.ﬂiﬁﬂ S I o [ ]S iy SDP 2.3,6)

10

2. Maximize opportunities for public enjoyment (Merged with
Fo [’}}jﬁﬁgj g L E'Jﬁfﬂﬁ%ﬁ SDP 1,3,6)

3. Accessible harbour-front for all ages, social groups and (Merged with
disabilities SDP 1,2,6)
(R g WA S

4. Preserve natural and cultural heritage and identity 6
HEETIRR 2 [“HFEAT A FF T

5. Enhance visual amenity, landscape and quality of space 4
BRI R AR P TR

6. Enhance social interaction (Merged with
el SDP 1,2,3)

7. Ensure land/ marine use and design compatibility between Merged with
the waterfront and the adjoining areas SDP 10
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review —

Envisioning Stage
Pubic Forum: 31 May 2005 (Eastern)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
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8. Mlnlmlze energy consumption and optimise the use of 0
existing infrastructure
FENRC DRV _'r. HE R
0. Improve traffic conditions and pedestrian connectivity reworded
A IO T S R
10. Reprovzswn land uses for harbour enjoyment 5
ETFHH G EH 7+ P4 (new)
11. Improve transport, traffic, pedestrian mobility and 11
access
S, ], © R R

(B) Group Discussion:

The group discussion covered a lot of points some of them similar to the Forum 1,

Group 1 discussion since some of the people were the same. Some of the points raised

WEre:

Some members suggested to make waterfront as a recreational place,
increase the vibrancy and community activities.

One member asked if this would make it noisy with too many people using
the promenade, another member said that there is more noise and air
pollution from the traffic than people.

If at all a road should be built it should be a tunnel option, but one member
suggested that even if there is a tunnel options the land will be covered with
roads like P2. Some members were sceptical that the infrastructure footprint
will not be reduced even with a tunnel option. Every effort should be made to
reduce road infrastructure.

There was a discussion as to whether the Hung Hing Road due to the
Convention Centre, it was explained by one member that it was traffic trying
to bypass Gloucester Road congestion. It was suggested that during shows at
the HKCEC there are more crowds but most people take the MTR.

There was a discussion on cultural and natural heritage some felt Hong Kong

had nothing along the waterfront worth preserving except the Noon Day Gun.
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Others felt that the Harbour itself was a natural heritage and needs to be
preserved.

*  One member felt that the incompatible land uses along the waterfront should
be re-provisioned for more active land and water uses. Should land and
marine uses be dealt with separately, or they need to be integrated. One
member questioned why did the water barges carrying automobiles
discontinued and need to be replaced with more tunnels across the harbour
that are not used well.

e Discussion should not focus on just traffic but be more comprehensive,
transportation and include rail, road and pedestrian connectivity. Members
felt that pedestrian connectivity should be dealt with separately because it is
very important.

e If the Govt. realizes the importance of harbourfront enhancement and pays
attention to design and aesthetics we would not have the current inaccessible
harbourfront with incompatible uses, and there is no need for such a debate,
people will be satisfied if there is a beautiful, active, vibrant harbourfront that
is accessible by all like in Sydney etc.

*  One member suggested that inland areas should be used for roads not the
harbourfront. One member replied it is not possible given the current
situation, but may have been possible if it was planned for earlier.

*  One member before leaving mentioned that he came thinking that there will
be no more reclamation and people are talking of creating more land to make
the harbourfront more attractive and accessible. Why can’t we do this with

no more reclamation.

Following the initial discussion within the context of the SD principles the group

started focussing directly on the SD principles.

Sustainable Development Principles

*  SD principle 1 (merged) “A vibrant and attractive harbour-front” is a

merged principle of three other principles. An almost unanimous
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opinion that SD principles 1,2,3 and 6 should be consolidated as one
they felt it did not need to be reworded since the other principles on
accessibility, maximum opportunities for public enjoyment for all
social groups. This is the second most important principle according
to participants getting 10 votes.

e SD principle 2 (new) is re-provisioning existing incompatible land
uses was felt to be urgent and important before any vibrancy could be
achieved, therefore this was a new principle proposed and included
SD principle #7 on marine and land uses and design compatibility
with the waterfront and adjoining areas. This principle received 5
votes.

e SD principle 3 (old SDP #4) was unchanged even though there was a
feeling that there is not much heritage along the harbourfront to be
preserved except the Noon Day Gun. This principle received 6 votes.

e SD principle 4 (old SDP #9) was reworded as “Improve
Transportation, traffic conditions and pedestrian connectivity” this
was considered the most important getting 11 votes from the group.

e SD principle 5 was left alone with no change although some felt it
could be grouped with SD principles 1 or 2. This principle received
only 4 votes.

*  SD principle 6 (old SDP #8) was left alone although they were not
sure as some felt minimizing energy consumption might mean you
should not drive at all. They felt optimizing energy consumption
might be better, and optimizing the use of existing infrastructure did
not necessarily convey anything it may have to be reducing road
footprint as this is a more sustainable way to go and may be good to
separate from this energy consumption principle but needed more
time on this one. This principle did not receive any votes either.

*  During voting participants chose their SD principles 4, 1 and 3 as the

most important.
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Group presentation

Although the group presenter is a newcomer to Hong Kong only arrived less than a
week ago made a good effort to present the principles fairly representing the
discussion that went on. Only on the last principle he stated that they did not
understand SDP #8, but in reality they did not reach a consensus on this one and left it

alone in the end.
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