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

Forum 3
Summary of Discussions and Opinions

Date: 2nd June 2005 (Thur)
Time: 7:20 pm-9:50 pm
Venue: Caritas Caine Road Community Hall, Central

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 Dr Kwok Ngai Kuen Alvin, Member, Sub-committee on Wan Chai
Development Phase I Review, Harbour-front Enhancement Committee (HEC)

Welcomed people from various backgrounds to share their wishes on how to
enhance the Wan Chai waterfront, traffic accessibility etc

Opinions collected in the Envisioning Stage would be forward to Government for
plan preparation

Public are encouraged to speak their minds freely

Remarks from Mr Chan Tak Chor, Chairman, Central and Western District Council

Harbour-front should be energetic, vibrant, connective and be viewed as a whole
Returning the harbour to the people. In the past, waterfront was part of social life
in community, with much higher accessibility and cleaner condition. Now, the
waterfront is so far away from people, and full of pumping station, barging point,
sewage treatment facilities, etc

A solution to traffic. The Council think that the Central-Wan Chai Bypass (the
bypass) is a compelling need, but still have reservations on reclamation

Kiosks, cultural activities, etc can be the elements of the Central Reclamation III

Remarks from Mr John Wong, Chairman, Hong Kong Marine Conservation Society

It would be ideal if both the harbour and the waterfront can be fully utilized, the
cross-harbour swimming competition would be a good example

Like Greece, Victoria Harbour can be developed into a harbour with water sports
People should consider the 3-dimensional harbour instead of 2-dimensional road
occupation of reclaimed land, as there is still coral reef under the harbour which
proves its ecological value

Reclamation is an irreversible and irrecoverable process to the nature

Briefing Session

1.

Iris Tam, Managing Director, City Planning Consultants Limited



Concrete opinions could be given according to the suggested sustainable
development principles.

Government has promised to stick to the Harbour Protection Ordinance that the
harbour must be planned for the general public according to overriding need
Roads had been built south-north direction before 1884. Land parcels were small,
connectivity or social ties were rich, buildings are short 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 as well as less people-oriented.

Poor accessibility, traffic congestion and lack of vibrancy are the 3 main
problems.

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

Traffic congestion in the Corridor would also paralyze traffic from Pedder Street
to Central, Mid-Levels

Demand-side management cannot solve all problems

More railways built cannot channelize 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
Central and Western District and how we can shape our harbour-front.

General Opinions

1. Mr Chan Chit Kwai, Councillor, Central and Western District Council

Supports the construction of bypass

Any single piece of reclaimed land which is unnecessary should never be
reclaimed

Cultural and historical heritage like the Edinburgh Square should be preserved
Promenade should be open for public enjoyment

Mr. Bill Barron, Citizen

Population projection cited by Transport Department is no longer valid. HK is
experiencing much slower population growth

Criticized that Government actually ignores demand-side management

MTR can take people off space for other uses. The claim of MTR not handling
goods cannot be justified



Ms Annelise Connell

There is priority to adopt ERP or congestion charging. According to UK
experience, 24% reduction of traffic flows can be made within 2 years

At 8:30am, 40% traffic from Cross Harbour Tunnel, 30% from Aberdeen, 20%
from Wan Chai, and only 10% is through-traffic from/to Central or Eastern
District

With ERP, 24% would disappear from the overall traffic

It is not worth building a bypass to solve the 10% through-traffic flow

Toll-rise in May 2005 for the Eastern Harbour-Crossing actually demonstrates the
opportunity of traffic reduction

Mr Ho, Green Students Council

People can choose taking MTR instead of using private cars. There is no
compelling need to build a road

Counted the number of vehicles in P.10 of Public Engagement Kit, 23 out of the
32 cars are private cars, 5 are light-good vehicles and only 4 are buses/coaches
It is not worth sacrificing the harbour for private cars

More roads built attract more traffic, which does not conform to sustainable
development

Hong Kong is a compact city which is suitable for mass transport system

A Citizen

Hong Kong actually exerts a lot of effort into traffic improvement. 90% of people
do not drive

Compared with London or USA, Hong Kong has a similar GDP yet 10% of their
car ownership rate, which is even lower than emerging cities like Beijing and
Singapore

Unavoidable presence of uncertainties if traffic is severely saturated, sometimes
the uncertainties are even uncontrollable

Ms Roser Frianeza

Challenged the Transport Department not having the social responsibility to
manage public tunnels

Opposed to Government subsidies to Western harbour-crossing

Equalizing tunnel toll would reduce traffic congestion

. Hardy Lok, HEC member

Traffic congestion occurred due to the intensive commercial activities in Central,
therefore Wan Chai, Causeway bay and the adjoining areas have to suffer
Doubted how Government can finance if the reclaimed land is not up for auction
For the Central Reclamation III (CRIII) site, the current Outline Zoning Plan still
indicates a large proportion of office and commercial land use, together with a 6-
lane P2 highway

A Retired Citizen

Our grandchildren may blame us for not building a good road network
Nobody can guarantee there must be 8 million people in Hong Kong
It is shortsighted of people to look at the issue only on the number of cars



Panelists' Response

1.

Response from Mr Chan Tak Chor, Chairman, Central and Western District Council

Worried about traffic congestion problem of the Gloucester Road if there is no bypass.
Traffic congestion could be intensified by loading/ unloading cargoes in the Hong Kong
Convention and Exhibition Center

(Part I Question and Answer Session continued)

9.

10.

Mr. Brookes, HEC member

e [tis dangerous to get into the debate over road, infrastructure, ERP or toll re-
pricing, yet the focus should be on dealing with different community interests and
the waterfront enhancement

A Citizen of Central and Western District

e  Government's planning over Hong Kong is problematic

e Traffic congestion is caused by high development intensity which generates
people flow and vehicles flow

e  (Central business district (CBD) can be re-arranged to Kai Tak or New Territories.
Traffic congestion may be avoided

e [tis totally wrong to say the development intensity is already too high that
planners have no way to alter this situation

e  Waterfront area must be people-oriented and should abandon high development
density. Plot ratio there should never be as high as 10

e  Promises of Government to build promenade from Kennedy Town to Quarry Bay
a few years ago have not been realized yet

Panelists' Response

1.

Response from Dr Kwok Ngai Kuen Alvin, Member, Sub-committee on Wan Chai
Development Phase II Review, Harbour-front Enhancement Committee (HEC)

There are different approaches suggested including demand management, population
projection, and town planning

Sometimes a gigantic paralyzed traffic can be triggered off by trivial things. East
Kowloon Traffic Jam in May 2005 could mean something

Queried whether traffic is really over-burden, or whether there is only problematic traffic
risk management

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

Referring to 7. It is good to hear that the Society of Protection of Harbour is not objecting
to the Central-Wan Thai Bypass. It is also to clarify that road P2 only has 4 lanes.



Referring to 2. Future population projection is less than previous predictions. However,
the latest population projection was already adopted in running the traffic modelling. In
addition, job opportunities in the study area and the overall economic growth can drive the
traffic demand sharply despite the smaller population. Moreover, with high fuel price,
high First Registration Tax (FRT) and high driving license fee, demand-side management
alone is proved to be inadequate.

Referring to 3. The 24% reduction of London does not apply to all cities. The through-
traffic of both east-west directions can be 40-50%, sometimes over 50%. London did not
adopt any demand management measures, and just started ERP as the first step to press
down demand. ERP is detrimental to Hong Kong's economic growth.

Referring to 4. 90% of the commuting is already on public transport mode. Number of
cars counted in the photo is just partial and not representative enough to the overall
situation. Private cars, e.g. used by the hotels and tourism industry, also help boost the
economy. Private cars are not worse than public vehicles.

Referring to Chairman Chan, the Transport Department has just confirmed with the Hong
Kong Trade Development Council that loading and unloading activities have to be carried
out by appointment. This would avoid traffic congestion in Central and Wan Chai.

Community Issues on the Central and Western District

Mr Vincent Ng, HEC member

e There is a vicious cycle or a paradox that there is continuous reclamation for
skyscrapers, yet skyscrapers generate intense traffic flow, and thus need
reclamation to build more roads to solve the problem.

e Discussions should not only focus on reclaim or not reclaim, instead to find a
solution to solve the traffic problem

e Hopefully to find a least reclamation strategy to solve the problem

Mr. Chan Chit Kwai, Councillor, Central and Western District Council

e Harbour is a public asset. It should be full of life for the whole day—morning
exercise, breakfast by harbour, tourists in the day, fishing or roller-skating at
sunset. Life is close to nature.

e  Central and Western District possesses a comprehensive pedestrian footbridge
system which can be played into full extent for traffic alleviation

e There is a need to connect Sai Wan, Central to Wan Chai

Mr Lau, Royal Hong Kong Yacht Club

e  Waterfront should be full of vibrancy and diversity

e Announced that the cross-harbour swimming competition will be organized on 2
Nov 2005

e  Promenade is now irregular in width and shape

e  Undesirable facilities such as abandoned PCWAs and barging points should be
relocated

Panelists' Response




Response from Mr John Wong, Chairman, Hong Kong Marine Conservation Society

Delighted to acknowledge the re-birth of cross-harbour swimming competition
Government should reinforce traffic management

HK2030 Study mentioned Park-and-Ride scheme could be effective in heavy-traffic area,
vehicular emissions would be reduced at the same time

Queried the actual road capacity of vehicles and set a quota with reference to it
Emphasized the importance of departmental coordination against traffic management

It is wrong to encourage inward expansion and explosion, while satellite towns should be
continuously planned for separating population and jobs away from city center

In UK or Scotland, it is very common for people to walk 15-20 minutes to work
Paralyzed traffic shall never be a regularity, but only an accident

Possess positive attitude towards public participation

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

Demand-side management is never less prioritized in traffic management

Park-and-Ride schemes have been implemented in KCR West Rail and Ma On Shan Rail
Line

If the Park-and-Ride scheme has to be effective, it has to be implemented from Central to
North Point

Construction of bypass would already alleviate much traffic congestion, while ERP is
only used to suppress unlimited increase in traffic flow

Town planning can be done better

Response from Mr Chan Tak Chor, Chairman, Central and Western District Council

Waterfront should be open to public, rather than being occupied by unfavourable land
uses

There is a gradual change of stakeholders along the promenade, their wants also keep
changing along the promenade, which makes the whole issue far more interesting

For instance, Central and Western District acquires both cultural/historical heritage and
office buildings, which have the stakeholders of both long-time residents and working
class

Long for a world-class harbour

Wrap-Up Session

1.

Conclusions from Mr John Wong, Chairman, Hong Kong Marine Conservation
Society

Transportation encompasses traffic alleviation/accessibility/pedestrianization
Cultural and natural heritage preservation

Waterfront vibrancy and connectivity

Requirements by law

Conclusions from Dr Kwok Ngai Kuen Alvin, Member, Sub-committee on Wan Chai
Development Phase II Review, Harbour-front Enhancement Committee (HEC)



Grateful to have newly-suggested principles by every group, which truly reflects
the importance of multi-stakeholder participation
All opinions are constructive and beneficial for the next consultation stage

Public participation should be kept for the coming stage

--The End--



Harbour-front Enhancement Review

Envisioning Stage
Public Forum: 2 Jun 2005 (Central)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

— Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas

Group No: 1

Facilitator: Iris Tam/ Derek Sun

Group members:

Name Organization
E1LTS
Lam Lit Yin
LT Ma CEDD
A
fiv
BOFER 118k 16 3% 7 7,285
IR 28 I 1k 6k 3
Woflg Hon Kee ]
CW Kwan TD
(A) Selection of Sustainability Principles (* indicates the 3 most important

principles, # newly-added principles)

Sustainability Principles

No of Votes

1.

Vibrant and attractive waterfront
AIE E [ A D [ pAE

5

2.

Maximize opportunities for public enjoyment
TR R R
Complementary land use planning

R R AR 5 #

Accessible harbour-front for all ages, social groups and disabilities
YT F A wEEA R A A

Preserve natural and cultural heritage and identity
WEFIRR 2 [BREAT L FF T
Protection of marine eco-habitats

T R #

Enhance visual amenity, landscape and quality of space

B HIE - AR PR

Enhance somal interaction
RERRED

Ensure land/marine use and design compatibility between the
waterfront and the adjoining areas FE[JMJP’“ f*%ﬁl-»ﬁj—jﬁgwﬁ':f[‘gk
Tﬁﬂ%ﬁf%ﬂ ki [ [ I8

Minimize energy consumption and optimize the use of existing

infrastructure B PH=YREES &0 35 B IR e BLE

Improve traffic conditions and pedelctrian connectivity

T TG T

10
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Envisioning Stage
Public Forum: 2 Jun 2005 (Central)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

(B) Other Discussion:

Since there will be no commercial developments on the reclaimed land as
proposed, the public worried about the source of income financing the waterfront
enhancement project in a sustainable way.

One member proposed to incorporate "Protection of marine eco-habitats" into the
principle of "Preserve natural and cultural heritage and identity"

There is misallocation of public facilities. For instance, the Hong Kong
Convention and Exhibition Center should not locate near the waterfront. The
merchandisers would take notice on their business transactions instead of the
gorgeous sea view at the back of the hall. The waterfront should return to the
general public.

In addition, the frequent loading and uploading of cargoes induced from the fairs
in HKCEC must generate slow and intermittent traffic flow. HK Trade
Development Council has to use the supply chain management (logistics) to
handle traffic congestion.

One member raised queries on whether Government has tried to prevent the
waterfront from being used commercially in terms of town planning, etc.
Commercial land use of office buildings, bank towers, etc are objected by the
whole group, yet small scale business activities like ice-cream selling kiosks,
alfresco café dining are highly encouraged.

Sports and cultural activities can be organized frequently or simply initiated by
the public casually to keep it lively and vibrant.

There is discussion over the 6 proposed alignment options of the Central-Wan
Chai Bypass. Different options have different reclamation locations and slip-roads
for traffic diversion. However, the ultimate choice of option that can pass the
"overriding public need test" must be the one with the smallest area of
reclamation even there may have more intensive visual impact or air pollution.
CEDD has advised that Causeway Bay would have the best road-connecting
method to suit the end-user travelling or commuting patterns. Yet the final
decision is in the hands of public.

Connaught Road Central is a poor example that it can help channelize traffic to a

very large extent, but it can hardly enhance the waterfront.
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas

Envisioning Stage

Public Forum: 2 June 2005 (Central and Western District)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

Group No: 2

Facilitator: Winnie Law

Group members:

Name Organization
o i

Bl ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ
(i 1=

BT PEH ]
%’3&%} Fﬁ PR
=) BULEE
v RE TR
REEE] LT
EES Fﬁ[ NS
TR A

(A) Selection of Sustainability Principles (* indicates the 3 most important

principles, # newly-added principles)

Sustainability Principles

No. of votes

1. Vibrant and attractive waterfront Principles
Bl e | P 5e AL S [ poia 2,3,4,5,6,7 and 8

- Maximize opportunities for public enjoyment 7t f}}?ﬂﬁﬂj
AL E'Jgfjiﬁ%rﬁ

- Accessible harbour-front for all ages, social groups and
disabilities ™ {{1FE | & g7 wEEEAIEE ~ A EE

- Preserve natural and cultural heritage and identity {7
AR [~ A e

- Enhance visual amenity, landscape and quality of space
(AW - ST P T

- Enhance social interaction [pla&Eat-HE7 1=

- Ensure land/ marine use and design compatibility
between the waterfront and the adjoining areas Jﬁ%ﬁ*\'?—@

\E}ga Jj-ﬂjﬂhfj—jﬁE[{JFIfj‘[‘iEETﬂIF%%fQﬁZE?ﬁIigﬁljé%?ﬁ“»zfgl
l

- I\F/Iinimize energy consumption and optimise the use of

existing infrastructure 3| &l i J)HH’FI{EJ%P D % L I

i

are merged under
Principle 1.

Page 1 of 4




Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Envisioning Stage
Public Forum: 2 June 2005 (Central and Western District)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

2. Improve traffic conditions and pedestrian connectivity ¢ %, Existing
I 7

3. “To consider the harbourfront development in a strategic New
z:nld holistic approach” ﬁ‘ﬁ'ﬁ‘l@%fﬁ% TR A 5
H

- “To consider the harbourfront development in a
strategic and holistic approach” " fﬁjﬁ‘ﬁ‘[ﬁk%f‘ﬁ%fﬁ
TRHMIVIE

(B) Other Discussion:

General discussion

* Members started with sharing their views on reclamation and harbour-front
enhancement. There were different ideas on these issues.

e  For reclamation, some members said that a minimum reclamation for the
Central-Wanchai Bypass construction is acceptable, provided that no further
development is made on the proposed reclaimed land. The reclaimed land should
be planned for the public use.

*  Most members tended to think that to minimum reclamation can facilitate both
harbour-front enhancement as well as resolving traffic congestion issues. A win-
win situation could be resulted. However, a minority of the group members
disagreed with further reclamation in Wanchai, Causeway Bay and adjoining
areas. They worried about the issue of water pollution.

*  Members expressed that maximising public usage of the harbour-front area
should be an priority.

*  Most members wished to have a continuous waterfront promenade from Central
to Siu Sai Wan.

e  Waterfront should allow all kinds of activities such as fishing, marine sports
activities, and all built-forms at the waterfront should blend in with the natural
environment.

*  Members expressed that an enhanced waterfront should provide an opportunity
for people to interact with the nature, especially for leisure, educational and

tourism purposes.
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Envisioning Stage
Public Forum: 2 June 2005 (Central and Western District)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

¢ Some members provided the example of the Darling Harbour at Sydney in
Australia. In the context of Hong Kong, members felt that the existing waterfront
promenades at Tsim Sha Tsui East and the Quarry Bay Park are satisfactory.
Therefore, in planning for the harbour-front enhancement, a comprehensive plan
with better design and mixed functions should be considered.

*  The existing waterfront is brokem between Wanchai and North Point.

*  The poor accessibility and the connectivity of the waterfront were raised by the
members. They stressed for more direct linkages between the waterfront and the

inland.

SD Principles

*  Members pointed out that the 9 principles derived by the HEC are inter-related.
As different districts have their specific characteristics, public participation
throughout the process of planning for the enhancement and its implementation
is very important.

*  Some members suggested that “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 cultural heritage and identity”, “Principle 5: Enhance visual
amenity, landscape and quality of space”, “Principle 6: Enhance social
interaction”, “Principle 7: Ensure land / marine use and design compatibility
between the waterfront and the adjoining areas”, as well as “Principle §:
Minimizing energy consumption and optimize the use of existing infrastructure”,
should be categorized as one of the major principles, as they are inter-related.

. “Principle 9: Improve traffic conditions and pedestrian connectivity” reminded
as one of the SD principles.

*  Two additional points were suggested apart from the 9 principles derived by the
HEC. They were” (1)“To consider the harbourfront development in a strategic
and holistic approach” fffj]ﬁlﬁ‘l‘f_kzﬁz?%fﬁ:% RORWEYFES | and (2) “Legislation

should be made to ensure that public are engaged in designing and planning for a
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Envisioning Stage
Public Forum: 2 June 2005 (Central and Western District)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

harbourfront with special characteristics” " = o1 7f¥ai ¥ 5 ’%{lE?J: E@'Eﬁ J?Jil fﬁ]
AP o

e After discussion, members think that point (2) was an implementation that
should follow point (1). As a result, only one new SD principle was created: “To
consider the harbourfront development in a strategic and holistic approach”.

*  According to the outcome of discussion among the group members, 3 major
principles have been made with equal standing. Therefore, a consensus was

made that there voting was not necessary.
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review
Envisioning Stage
Public Forum: 2 June 2005 (Central)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

— Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas

Group No: 3
Facilitator: Dr. Sujata S. Govada

Group members:

Name Organization
Sheikh Rubaiya Sultana CUPEM, HKU
Arif Yasin Chohan CUPEM, HKU
William Barron Advisor, SPH
Bosco Chan CEDD
Nicholas Brooke HEC Member
M. L. Wan HyD

Kelly Lau APCO

Roy C. H. Li Planning Department
Roger Prianeza ARUP

Choi Chun Ming DSD

Doug Weldring Z Submedia

A Connell Clean The Air

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

Sustainability Principles No. of votes

1. Vibrant and attractive waterfront reworded
Al * [ AT 9 [ poiai i

2. Maximize opportunities for public enjoyment reworded
N IJJTE_T‘F,J,I, E}'gx H J;[;&f

3. Accessible harbour-front for all ages, social groups and (asis) 1
disabilities
) [ g AR EE

4. Preserve natural and cultural heritage and identity reworded
WEFTIRM 2 [ F AT S =1

5. Enhance visual amenity, landscape and quality of space reworded
BT A P TR

6. Enhance social interaction reworded
RaET D

7. Ensure land/ marine use and design compatibility (asis) 1
between the waterfront and the adjoining areas
Fe[ﬁdgf’“ w‘*%jﬂbjj—jf *Jp SE [fkfif’rﬂli}ﬁ%:if : ﬁl,gf_%
T

8. Minimize energy consumption and optimise the use of (asis) 1
existing infrastructure
BB PRV - P R

9. Improve traffic condltlons and pedestrian connectivity reworded

i L g 1 2
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas

Envisioning Stage
Public Forum: 2 June 2005 (Central)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

10. Vibrant and Attractive Harbourfront that is Visually and 5
Aesthetically Pleasant *# (reworded SDP 1)
E1FHE S EF 7]+ #5

11. Continuous Waterfront to Maximize Opportunities for 7
Public Enjoyment (Bicycles and Walking) *# (reworded SDP 2)

12. Access that is Free of Charge to Enhance Social 0
Interaction*# (reworded SDP 6)

13. Preserve Natural and Local Cultural Heritage for 4
Identity and Sense of Ownership*# (reworded SDP 4)

14. Traffic Free Environment Along the Waterfront at a 5
Minimum on Weekends*# (new)

15. Improved Pedestrian Flow between Hinterland and 5
Waterfront and Improve Traffic Conditions*# (reworded SDP 9)

16. Greening, Use of Wood for Promenade Decks to 3
Enhance Visual Amenity and Landscape Quality of (reworded SDP 5)
Space*#

17. Promote Organic and Spontaneous Activities by 3
Entrusting Management to Harbour Authority *# (new)

(B) Group Discussion:

Since the group was smaller, the group discussion was more in depth and covered a lot of

points. Some of the points raised were:

*  Each member shared their biggest concern or wish for the harbourfront, these

generally ranged from a lack of access to a more beautiful and enjoyable
harbourfront. Some members were concerned with the environmental quality and
traffic congestion problems.

One member expressed that the Harbour was always used for commercial
purposes and ignored the people. People should have free access to the waterfront
that is vibrant and active similar to Singapore, London, Sydney etc. It was felt that
the TST waterfront has no life it is only for dating and some activities for festivals,
celebrations or exhibitions.

One member suggested that the harbourfront needs to be beautified with
community input to ensure that we can enjoy the pleasure of a waterfront

promenade that is user friendly, green with a lot of wood decks and visually and
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Envisioning Stage
Public Forum: 2 June 2005 (Central)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

aesthetically pleasing not anything like what we have now, ugly utilitarian fences
blocking access to the waterfront.

Most were absorbed in how to make the harbourfront more accessible, vibrant and
attractive, green with trees and surburban in character providing relief and strong
contrast to the extreme urban density supported by economic activity for
community development.

Members shared the view that the harbourfront is completely blocked and difficult
to access to but also is not continuous, this problem has to be solved immediately.
If there is a wide and continuous promenade including provision for a tram and
dedicated lane to encourage walking, biking, roller blading, people will take the
tram, walk and bike home therefore reducing the traffic and congestion on the
roads. This east west continuity was considered very important and discussed at
length.

There was a discussion on what actually happens on the waterfront, music
activities, marine activities, no cement, less hard landscape and more soft
landscape for the whole family to enjoy with activities for children as well.

In addition to continuity members felt that the pedestrian flow from the hinterland
to the waterfront is very important and is currently hampered due to highways,
heavily travelled east west roads, therefore there should be more linkages between
the inner district area and the harbourfront.

Scale and character along the harbourfront is also important allowing sometimes
for a curved waterfront with provision of linkages to hinterland. A promenade that
emphasizes the unique character of each adjacent district maybe including a
heritage trail. The idea is to have a continuous and changing experience as you
take the tram, walk or bike along the waterfront.

Members felt they did not want a highway along the waterfront, with all the noise
and pollution. They wanted a pleasant and calm environment and therefore it is
important to make existing roads or future roads like P2 along waterfront traffic
free at least on weekends.

One member felt that it is important to be realistic in the vision, perhaps

implementation and management by private sector, to this some members objected
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so it was decided that it is better to look for some agency to maintain the

harbourfront.

Following the initial discussion within the context of the SD principles the group started
focussing directly on the SD principles but ended up rewording and in some cases
rewriting a lot of the SD principles and coming up with completely new SD principles,

even though this was rather time consuming and laborious.

Sustainable Development Principles

e SD principle 1 (reworded SDP 1) “A vibrant and attractive harbour-front
visually and aesthetically pleasing” is a merged principle of three other
principles. is one of the most important principle according to participants
getting 5 votes.

e SD principle 2 (reworded SDP 2) “Continuous waterfront to maximize
opportunities for public enjoyment (promoting biking and walking)” This
principle received 7 votes and is most important according to members.

*  SD principle 3 (reworded SDP 6) “Access that is free of charge to enhance
social interaction”. This principle received no votes.

*  SD principle 4 (reworded SDP 4) “Preserve natural and local cultural heritage
for identity and sense of ownership” this principle received 4 votes.

e SD principle 5 (new) “Traffic free environment along the waterfront at a
minimum on weekend” this principle received 5 votes.

*  SD principle 6 (SDP 3 as is) received 1 vote.

*  SD principle 7 (SDP 7 as is) received 1 vote.

*  SD principle 8 (SDP 8 as is) received 1 vote.

e SD principle 9 (SDP 9 reworded)“ Improved pedestrian flow between
hinterland and waterfront and improve traffic conditions” this was considered
important getting 5 votes.

*  SD principle 10 (SDP 5 reworded) “Greening, use of wood for promenade
decks and enhance visual amenity, landscape and quality of space”, this

principle received 3 votes.
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* SD principle 11 (new) “Promote organic and spontaneous activities by
entrusting management to Harbour Authority” this principle received 3 votes.
*  During voting participants chose their SD principles 2 as most important with

7 votes and 1, 5 and 9 received 5 votes.

Group presentation

Although the group members were hesitant to present, some left early so two members got
together and presented and there was a little mix up of whether they present the three most
important or all principles. Since most were rewritten or new principles they found it hard

to read and present well at the same time.

Point to Note

One member felt that it may be ok for Govt. and HEC members to be present in the
discussions but to actively participate she felt that members of the public may think that
they are trying to influence or distort community opinion. Some members felt include the
above member that it was nice to see Govt. people sit down and share their personal views

about the harbourfront.
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Group No: 4
Facilitator: Theresa Yeung

Group members:

Name Organization

Tam Man-ip” Democratic Alliance for the Betterment and
Progress of Hong Kong

Danny Mok” CEDD

Ellen Chan” Residents of Central and Western District

Edith Cheng” Citizen

Theresa Tsang” Society for Protection of the Harbour Ltd.

Mr. S. K. Lam”® CEDD

Mr. K. K. Lau”® Transport Department

Winnie Lam”

HK Regional Heliport Working Group

Steve Chan”

Wan Chai District Councillor

Angus Ho" Green Student Council
= e Marine Conservation Society

Mr. K. Y. Leung

HEC

Ptz

Member, Central & Western District Council

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
Vibrant, attractive (and a continuous #) waterfront Merge (1, 5, 7)
I QIR AN TR i 7
Maximize opportunities for public enjoyment Merge (2,3,6)
2 Fe IJJ#LJQ,I, Ll E'Jgiﬁé&;ﬁ 2
Accessible harbour-front for all ages, social groups and Merge (2,3,6)
disabilities (refer to 2)
3 LR AR A
Preserve natural and cultural heritage and identity 8
4 PEETIRF 2 [“EHFEAF A FF 1+
Enhance visual amenity, landgcape and quality of Merge (1, 5, 7)
space (refer to 1)
S B R e
Enhance social interaction Merge (2,3,6)
6 Rl = (refer to 2)
Ensure land/ marine use and design compatibility Merge (1, 5, 7)
between the waterfront and the adjoining areas (refer to 1)
ﬂE/ﬂfJf“’ e e T ey e e
T s
Mmlmlze energy consumption and optimise the use of 1
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Sustainability Principles No. of votes

existing infrastructure (and facilities)

8 R DHEVRIfIE T AL ﬁiﬁ(ﬂ@’ﬁ”#)
Improve traffic condtttons Split into
9(1) c/f/ge‘ @ ,;éjﬁfﬁ/* 9I1) & 9(2)
7
Improve pedestrian connectivity (access to the Split into
9(2)  waterfront#) 9(1) & 9(2)
B F SR 2
Holistic approach in urban planning and ensure 5
10 compatibility with other districts of Hong Kong
SHBEBEIETYIEE 7y 75 51 P 3
Balance different needs 1
DN 5T T

(B) Other Discussion:

(1)

()

(7)

Vibrant, attractive (and a continuous #) waterfront

Al B T3 LR [ 74 W ER foysrer

Enhance visual amenity, landscape and quality of
space

B F AL 2P

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

/gE/;i/;{_:/ & [FIAT7 _F;}’Zg/‘/ﬂ//ﬁ‘?fﬂf/%’“—‘f{yf/:;—:_# LE)
/1:

* A variety of activities shall be introduced.

*  Sports activities to be carried out in the harbour e.g. cross harbour

swimming.

*  Vitalize Hong Kong’s traditional activities.

*  Build a Heliport near the Expo Promenade (Golden Bauhinia Square)

and construct a helicopter museum with helicopter models to enhance
the vibrancy of the waterfront and attract more tourists. The museum
shall be located close to the waterfront and accessible by all age groups
and races.

The promenade shall be continuous. Existing uses including the Sand
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Depot obstructs the East-west connectivity of the promenade. Such uses
shall be opened up to ensure a continuous waterfront.

*  Ensure linkage of the waterfront and its hinterland.

*  Encourage higher public participation.

*  Attract tourists and bring more economic benefits to Hong Kong.

2)

€)

(6)

Maximize opportunities for public enjoyment

BRSO

Accessible harbour-front for all ages, social groups and disabilities
R gy AR S A A

Enhance social interaction

EAETRED (=

*  Ensure highest number of the public to use the waterfront area.

*  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

(4)

Preserve natural and cultural heritage and identity

BBE 1980 818 7718 9 7

*  Members strongly agreed to this principle.

* Bring in activities that have strong cultural and local character and
identity to allow greater public enjoyment and participation in these

activities.

(8)

Minimize energy consumption and optimise the use of
existing infrastructure (and facilities)

HENE ’J)’Fj:‘l’ﬁ?ﬁ]%i‘i“?%ﬂ HIHE Jﬁl@(ﬂlﬁ%ﬁ#)

e Better utilization of existing resources including roads.

*  Optimize the use of existing underutilized areas.
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O)(1)

Improve traffic conditions

E/rf**; F ﬁﬁjﬂ*

¢ Existing traffic problem cannot be ignored and solutions have to be
provided.

*  Control future development so as to minimize traffic generation.

*  Adopt demand traffic management.

(9)(2) | Improve pedestrian connectivity (access to the waterfront#)
E"V?:, =N SR SRR (B EH)
¢ Shall provide sufficient linkage between the waterfront and hinterland.
*  One member suggested to build underground walkway with shops to
connect the waterfront with its hinterland.
(10) Holistic approach in urban planning and ensure compatibility with other
districts of Hong Kong
Hf;;gv?alfkﬂ[rl I F[%‘ﬁ P98 58 #
*  Holistic approach in urban planning to ensure effective landuses.
(11) Balance different needs

T&{_}UP —j\#

*  Ensure balance of different type of activities and landuses including
land required for future Bypass and waterfront activities areas and
seeking solution for existing problems.

*  Existing traffic problems cannot be ignored. However, any solutions
shall have minimal impact to the public.

*  Provide opportunity for public participation.
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