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

Forum 4
Summary of Discussions and Opinions

Date: 7" June 2005 (Tuesday)
Time: 7:15pm — 9:30pm
Venue: Fu Hong Society (FHS) Rehabilitation Centre, Aberdeen

Opening Remarks

Commencement

Ms Betty Ho welcomed the public to the WDII Forum. She mentioned that the
objectives of the forum was to provide a means for the public to share their opinions
and discussed possible ways to enhance the harbour-front.

1. Remarks from Mr. Chan Yiu Fai, Member, Sub-committee on Wan Chai
Development Pahse II Review, Harbour-front Enhancement Committee (HEC)

o A lot of opinions have been received in the past forums
o Hoping that in this envisioning stage, more opinions will be raised
o He urged anyone can voice out their expectation
2. Remarks from Ms Ma Yuet Har, Chairlady, Southern District Council
. Interest to be here because the forum is on the Southern District
o Enhancement of the harbour-front could have great impact on the

transport network on the South

3. Remarks from Dr. Hung Wing Tat, Sustainable Development Council
o As an advocate to Sustainable Development
o The most important part is active public participation
. Imagine what you want the harbour to look like in future
o The harbour belongs to all the citizens

Briefing Session

1. Ms Iris Tam, Managing Director, City Planning Consultants Limited
J The principles and indicators would be used to evaluate government’s
future plan
o The future goal is to achieve integration between social, environmental
and economical issues as sustainable development
o Reclamation should be as minimum as possible. It should be for public

use, the piece of land reclaimed is not for sale



Reclamation can only be permitted if there’s overriding public need
and there’s no other alternative

Lack of roads from South to North, Gloucester Road is the main
obstacle

Many parts of the harbour are disconnected

Accessibility is low

Not much activities along the harbour-front

The ideal harbour-front should be vibrant and attractive and better
connected. It can also improve traffic

Mr. Lau Ka Keung, Deputy Commissioner (Planning and Technical Services),
Transport Department

A missing link in the mid of the Northern Island

By-pass is needed to relieve the traffic congestion in Gloucester Road
Cannot solely rely on Demand Management Measures to solve traffic
problems

The Transport Department used to adopted 3 approaches, i) improve
the basic traffic infrastructure, ii) extend and improve public transport,
ii1)) demand management

MTR cannot provide logistics services

Cannot solely rely on ERP

ERP and the by-pass are complementary to each other

Question and Answer Session

The chairperson would like to focus on the transport issues first/

General Opinions

1.

Member of Southern District Council

External transport in the Southern District is not sufficient
Traffic from East to West can affect traffic in the South to North
Support to build the by-pass

Urge the government to consider rail extension to the South

Mr. K.K.Shek, Southern District Council, Member of Traffic and Transport
Committee

A comprehensive plan should be developed on the Northern Island
Cite the Mangrove Forest in Shenzhen as an example, the mangrove
forest brings vibrancy to the whole district

Miss Cheng — citizen living in the Southern District

Oppose reclamation to improve traffic

Congestion in North because rail network has not been extended to the
West and South



o Rail can improve a lot of problem, people should change their habit of
“point to point”

o The Harbour Tunnel causes traffic congestion in Gloucester Road.
Think about the usages of the East and West tunnels before discussing
reclamation

Panelists’ responses

1.

Response from Dr. W.T.Hung, Member of the Hong Kong Sustainable
Development Council

o Half of the Mangrove Forest in Shenzhen has been diminished already
o The government still emphasizes on railway as the backbone
o Important to convince the public that this is the last reclamation

Response from K.K.Lau, Transport Department

o Emphasizes the Transport Department has used 3 approaches to solve
traffic problems

. Railway is the backbone and other modes as feeders

. Agree to further consider the rail network

o Cannot solely rely on rail to solve Central to Northern Island’s traffic
problem

° A model test shows even there is rail extension to the West, traffic in
Gloucester Road will still worsen in future

. Rail cannot satisfy logistics needs

o Central is a very important business district, there’s specific transport

demand on the seniors, transport development must satisfy their
specific needs

o Tourists need to take travel buses to see the tourist spots

. Price is not the only reason for the low usage of the East and West
tunnels. The Harbour Tunnel is located in the main point, this explains
why so many people use this tunnel

o At the time the West Tunnel was planned, it has projected a by-pass is
needed to connect the Northern Island
° If more vehicles to the West will result in more vehicles to the

Gloucester Road

Response from Mr. Leung, Member of Harbour-front Enhancement
Committee

o Logistics is not only about cargo, it can be related to our daily life, e.g.
supermarket.
J Railway extension may mean more road space will be spared for use

by trucks. However, delivery of goods used not to be at the same time
as when people taking the buses. Therefore, even people change their
habit to take rail and not road transport. Therefore, the benefits to
logistics (trucks) will not be that great even with railway extension

o Extension of rail to the South can replace 150-160 buses, he doubts
whether this is significant enough to reduce the traffic congestion

Response from Mr K.K.Lau, Transport Department



In Gloucester Road, bus occupation rate is as low as 5%, so the 150-
160 buses are not so significant

Most buses are run in the inland streets and not on the Gloucester Road,
so the extension of rail to the South doesn’t mean traffic congestion in
Gloucester Road can be solved

Promise there will be no other reclamation in future

Extension of road should be complementary to demand management
measures

Agree not to build roads again and again as solution of the traffic
problems

Response from Prof T.D.Hau, School of Economic & Finance, HKU

Figures show there’s a need on ERP

Value of time is $1 per minute, from Central to Causeway Bay, the
value of time is $40

Most people will oppose the ERP because the toll is too expensive

An alternative route is necessary if ERP is to be implemented
successfully

Should expand the transport network to satisfy the increasing demand

Response from Mr. Hardy Loh, Member of the Society for Protection of the
Harbour

Government’s population projection were made wrong many times

The root of the problem is increasing demand, so the solution should
be to control development

The government claimed “not reclaim land for sale” doesn’t mean the
land will not be sold

Response from Sister, a teacher

The theme of today’s forum should be “Enhancement of the transport
network of the mid and Nothern Island”

People don’t concern the living environment of our future generation
we well as the harbour

In psychological theory, want is increasing unless you control it, so we
should control our needs and reduce it with plans

Sister doubts whether this forum is intended to create the “overriding
public needs”

Response from Dr. W.T.Hung, Member of the Hong Kong Sustainable
Development Council

Should discuss the harbour-front in Section 2

Explain why the forum needs to discuss transport issue first — Land in
Central has already been reclaimed, this brings the issue of harbour-
front enhancement. In other words, the transport issue was the one
created this enhancement issue

Should satisfy our basic needs first, beyond the basic needs is luxury,
but it is difficult to draw a line between them

Rail and road should be complementary to each other



9. Response from Mr. Lau Ka Keung, Transport Department

o Roots of the problems come from development but this came long time
ago

o Not possible to abolish the existing buildings to avoid the needs of new
roads, just like it is not possible to have only one cross-harbour tunnel

. Certain investment is necessary

Wrap-Up Session

Conclusions from the Chairman, Wan Chai District Council

o The existing buildings have not achieved their full capacity, if these
capacities will be used up in future, traffic will increase

o Hoping that the Planning Department can provide more information
about this



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

Envisioning Stage
Public Forum: 7 June 2005 (Southern District)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

Group No: 1
Facilitator: Dr. Sujata S. Govada

Group members:

Name Organization
Penny Pang CUPEM, HKU
C.W. Kwan TD

Ava Ng Plan D

T.W. Ng Plan D

Chris Buchholz (private capacity)
Timothy Hau HKU Economics & Finance
Ernestina Wong ETWB

Michella Ho Personal

Chad Tendler Personal

Michael Wu Personal

Danny Mok CEDD

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

principles, # newly-added principles)

Sustainability Principles No. of votes
1. Vibrant and attractive waterfront (as is) 10
A R A v

2. Max1m1ze opportumtles for public enjoyment (asis) 2
A BRSSO

3. Accessible harbour-front for all ages, social groups (asis) 3
and disabilities
) [T i PRI S EE

4. Preserve natural and cultural heritage and identity (asis) 1
HZEE I IRP 2 [“EHFEAT A FF 7

5. Enhance visual amenity, land§cape and quality of space (asis) 7
B FIBE - RS AR E P

6. Enhance social interaction (asis) 2
RAETRED 1

7. Ensure land/ marine use and design compatibility between (reworded)
the waterfront and the adjoining areas
Feﬂ;kign(ﬂf“ Py l—jf[gﬂgu[f&ﬁﬂl%wf S AE
Tl

8. M[lnlmlze energy consumption and optimise the use of (asis) 2
existing infrastructure
AL DETTEE PR L

9. Improve traffic conditions and pedestrian connectivity 4
g S A

10. Ensure land/ marine use and design compatibility 3
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Envisioning Stage
Public Forum: 7 June 2005 (Southern District)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

between the waterfront and the adjoining areas while (reworded SDP
avoiding wall effect #7)

(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:

*  Members felt that there should be higher accessibility to the waterfront that is
a better waterfront for leisure

*  Accessibility to a vibrant waterfront with sufficient space for pedestrian
activity was considered important

*  Some felt that you first provide opportunities for a lively environment then
think about how to make it more accessible

* A couple members felt that his process of deciding on the future of the
harbourfront has been going on for too long, we should not stall on this any
more, it is time to move on and make it happen

* One member felt that the harbour is a very valuable asset, control
development and provide access, reduce the canyon or wall effect around the
harbour, since the inner areas suffer in situations like SARS more cases in the
inner areas than the waterfront areas due to air flow problems. Skyline is also
very important.

*  One member hoped that he could swim across the harbour just like my father
did.

e Ifthe road link is missing we can always put it in as a tunnel and move on, to
which another member felt that a tunnel option will be dangerous, fire, road
safety more accidents will happen and it is also expensive.

* Inany case we need to resolve the traffic problems first.

*  Poor quality of the environment, poor water quality, existing waterfronts,
have they achieved the cultural aim.

*  Members share a number of points like access, little that brings people to the
waterfront, entire community has to be created to make this a viable option,

current plans do not.
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Envisioning Stage
Public Forum: 7 June 2005 (Southern District)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

* There seems to be a lot of hostility against engineers, we do not cause
problems, we don’t want to build roads, if we do not build roads, then when
there is a traffic jam we are yelled at. It is a matter of balance between
development and no development. Development will only take place if there
is a demand, the response to demand in the past was not well thought out.

*  Accessibility is a problem in the past.

Following the initial discussion within the context of the SD principles the group
started focussing directly on the SD principles but ended up rewording or adding to

one SD principle.

Sustainable Development Principles

*  SD principle 1 (as is) “A vibrant and attractive harbour-front”. This principle
is one of the most important ones according to the group members getting 10
votes.

*  SD principle 2 (as is) “Maximize opportunities for public enjoyment” This
principle received 2 votes.

*  SD principle 3 (as is) “Accessible harbour-front for all ages, social groups
and disabilities”. This principle received 3 votes.

e SD principle 4 (as is) “Preserve natural and cultural heritage and identity”.
This principle received 1 vote.

*  SD principle 5 (as is) “Enhance visual amenity, landscape and quality of
space”. This principle is considered very important by the group members
and received 7 votes.

e  SD principle 6 (as is) “Enhance social interaction”. This principle received 2
votes.

*  SD principle 7 (reworded SDP #7) “Ensure land/ marine use and design
compatibility between the waterfront and the adjoining areas while avoiding
wall effect”. This principle received 3 votes.

*  SD principle 8 (as is) “Minimize energy consumption and optimise the use of

existing infrastructure”. This principle received 2 votes.
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Envisioning Stage
Public Forum: 7 June 2005 (Southern District)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

e SD principle 9 (as is)* Improve traffic conditions and pedestrian
connectivity”. This principle was considered important getting 4 votes.
*  During voting participants chose their SD principles 1, 5 and 9 as most

important giving 10, 7 and 4 votes respectively.

Group presentation

Although the group members were reluctant to present, the responsibility was pushed
on to a younger member of the group who was a bit nervous presenting. There was a
little mix up and accessibility was presented as the most important principle since it
was discussed quite a bit. In actuality it was a vibrant and attractive harbour-front that
was considered most important and members felt that for this to be achieved it had to
be accessible and will provide opportunities for maximum public enjoyment and

social interaction. Only the three most important principles were presented.
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review
Envisioning Stage
Public Forum: 7 June 2005 (Aberdeen)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

— Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas

Group No: 2

Facilitator: Iris Tam

Group members:

Name Organization

PHE P B 5T B E
Fls A
2R F T

o Ove Arup & Partners (HK) Ltd.
R HEEls 1 f

G RLET B
T A

ey B 7]

R RENIE

FiiiE Pl

Y ETWB

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

Sustainability Principles No of Votes

1. Vibrant and attractive waterfront 4
AL E R AT [ i *

2. Maximize opportumtles for public enjoyment 1
?L;@E_ﬁ TR qu*;g&w’j:

3. Accessible harbour-front for all ages, social groups and disabilities 0
RGeS Nl R

4. Preserve natural and cultural heritage and identity 8
WEFIIRR S [HEATE LT

S. Enhance visual amenity, landscape and quality of space 7

?J [ N ﬂl?ﬁﬁgl B PRV

6. Enhance social interaction 0
[pla&nt e =

7. Ensure land/marine use and design compatibility between the 2
waterfront and the adjoining areas
TEREVEH B HF'IE{*JFI U [ﬂ:@f?ﬂl%:[-i“:iﬂ ﬁ&gﬁ_%ﬁ;f ia

8. Minimize energy consumption and optimize the use of existing 0
infrastructure Zl & ik J’Fl TR = e B

9. Improve traffic conditions and pedestrian connectivity 11
PF QR 7 A

10. Long-term overall planning of sustainable growth 0

R IS )
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Envisioning Stage
Public Forum: 7 June 2005 (Aberdeen)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

(B) Other Discussion:

e  Huge commercial buildings shouldn’t be development along the waterfront

e  Preserve the ridgeline, criticize the tall buildings block the view

e Flexible development along the promenade

e  Express the concern that some of the land are privately owned, it will be very
difficult to resume them

e  Criticize the harbour front is not in good use

e  C(riticize there are many obstacles along the promenade, e.g. the cooling water
pumping station, which makes the promenade disconnected

e Criticize why when the contract to the boatyard is due, the government still
renews it

e Agree with K.K. in to a certain extension, there is corridor in the east, so there
should also be corridor in the west.

e Not possible to control the development as a solution to the traffic problem -
Central is a symbol of Hong Kong, it is not possible to control the development
there

e Enhancement of harbour-front should extend to the West and even the South,
then the sustainable area will be greater

e More land will be released if the buildings in the old districts — the western
district can be abolished, then the population can be redistributed to these area.
It is not possible to control the development in Central but it is possible to
redistribute the development to the renewed old districts. Large piece of land
around the slaughterhouse in the West can also be used for development

e Reclamation is ongoing, it is not possible to oppose it now

e  Suggested to adopt the approach on Figure 4 on P.26 of the Public Engagement
Kit, support a deep tunnel

e Important to have more greenery

e Transport is particularly concerned by those living in the South
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Envisioning Stage
Public Forum: 7 June 2005 (Aberdeen)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

e Different races may be an obstacle to achieve the principle “Enhance social
interaction” as for example, local people may not like to gather with those
Philippinos

e  Accessible for the pedestrians is very important
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review
Envisioning Stage
Public Forum: 7 June 2005 (Aberdeen)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

— Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas

Group No: 3
Facilitator: Derek Sun

Group members:

Name Organization
W T LEEERE R
EN i Pl
EoatE % B I
S BRI
s 7 e
Rl B A
B 3 BT 5T |
B S Agn |
fETze ﬁﬁi%l
Yt {61 B L 7
BIgr ?&&%ﬁ
2 ] LS
A A 4R
T i
FifrE 7FKI -

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

principles, # newly-added principles)

Sustainability Principles No of Votes
1. Vibrant and attractive waterfront 12
AL 3 PRI 3] 1 onr e
2. Maximize opportunities for public enjoyment 0
A2 5 P R
3. Accessible harbour-front for all ages, social groups and disabilities 0
(A g WA S
4. Preserve natural and cultural heritage and identity 7
G FLIRE T [EHFATE A FFeT*
5. Enhance visual amenity, landscape and quality of space 1
B B~ AT BT
6. Enhance social interaction 0
Rl 1
7. Ensure land/marine use and design compatibility between the 0
waterfront and the adjoining areas
TEBUATE A T s TR IR R SRR A
8. Minimize energy consumptlon and optlmlze the use of ex1st1ng 0
infrastructure B R PH=VRREES 035 B e BLE
I

Page 1 of 1




Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Envisioning Stage
Public Forum: 7 June 2005 (Aberdeen)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

9. Improve traffic conditions and pedestrian connectivity 12
S S 7 A

10. Llong-ternlf overall planning of sustainable growth 7
e, ke

(B) Other Discussion:

e Promenade can be built surrounding the Hong Kong Island.

e Ifthe development intensity or plot ratio of Central and other business areas has
not been reaching its highest limit, there must be even further dense and
intensive developments which block visibility and obstructs from viewing the
ridgeline.

e There is no contradiction between traffic alleviation and waterfront
enhancement.

e The goal should be long-term in a sense that educating the next generation
about preserving the heritage of Victoria Harbour is the ultimate principle.

e Promenade should be of high connectivity and accessibility.

e  Odour from the indented bay should be eradicated.

e Wan Chai, Causeway Bay waterfront should not repeat the same setting of
Tsim Sha Tsui East Promenade, which located side by side with main roads
that causes serious air pollution.

e  Ma On Shan promenade can be a good example of a relaxing promenade.

e The Jardine's Noon Gun should be preserved and its historical significance
should be conveyed to the next generation.

e  Connectivity between Wan Chai South (the inner old district) and Wan Chai
North should be strengthened.

e In the past, Kennedy Town was next to sea. After reclamation and the road
construction on the reclaimed land, more traffic and different land uses were
attracted in. People felt more detached from the sea. Wan Chai should not be
another Kennedy Town.

e Roads are originally built to solve traffic congestion, but roads encourage
developments because of accessibility. Developments thus attract more people

and traffic, which makes the roads congested again.
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Envisioning Stage
Public Forum: 7 June 2005 (Aberdeen)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

e Long-term preservation of Victoria Harbour relied on how Government can
limit the development intensity and demand. Otherwise, sustainable
development can hardly be achieved.

e It is doubted that to what extent or how much potential Central will be re-

developed into all low-rise buildings, but it is hoped by many people.
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Envisioning Stage
Public Forum: 7 June 2005 (Southern District)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

Group No: 4

Facilitator: Theresa Yeung

Group members:

NAME ORGANIZATION
Ng Chi Kwong" R G (Tt
BIFF S
T e Eﬁ%ﬁ
2 H{BH B LY
2 e i e Tt 35 f{
L H S
Mak Weng Yip” FKI A
Shi Ying Ying” Fﬁ A
R R
Chu Tin Wing” H = 28
Ho Hon Wai, Angus” B A e ‘i?f'ffﬁ/ IE3E %%ﬁ
Theresa Tsang” (WA &H'%ﬁ
Chu Man Chiu* Resident of Aberdeen
R W)
I e

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 waterfront

1

1 Al E [ A D [ pia e
Maximize opportunities for public enjoyment Merge (2, 3, 6)
2 Fo DR S I PORS 4
Accessible harbour-front for all ages, social groups and Merge (2, 3, 6)
disabilities (refer to 2)
3 (R AR S A
Preserve natural and cultural heritage and identity 6
4 HEFTIRR 2 [ FEATE A+ FF 51+
Enhance visual amenity, landscape and quality of space 4

(and ensure a continuous waterfront#)
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review —

Envisioning Stage
Public Forum: 7 June 2005 (Southern District)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas

Sustainability Principles

No. of votes

B ?jg[ N ﬂlﬁjﬁl H %F[J@ﬁ‘ (bfi’g[ﬁd);]gflg_
lﬂf#)

Enhance social interaction
[RLaEwE R

Merge (2, 3, 6)
(refer to 2)

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

FEH%\?JYT'“ BRI BT R A
P A

0

Mimmize energy consumption and optimise the use of
existing infrastructure (and use environmentally friendly
soil and fertilizer to avoid polluting the harbour#)

B DAV 2 B E S RS e g
j ’i“'*l%l lﬁ\?ﬁ*ﬂw‘%l #

Improve traffic conditions and pedestrian connectivity

E|51‘+ "T\ﬂ[?“i]jﬂyﬁ klﬁ—%ﬂﬁg—

10

Mlmmlze the Extent of Reclamation As Far As Possible
and Optimize the Use of Hinterland#

B PHREEHAIR (5[l E F

11

Balancing Traffic, Commercial, and Greenery Uses

TR R AL

(B) Other Discussion:

(1)

Vibrant, attractive waterfront

A I 3 oo

*  The promenade shall be vibrant and attractive and act as a focal point

for social interaction.
*  The promenade shall be continuous.

*  Ensure linkage of the waterfront and its hinterland.

(2)

€)

(6)

Maximize opportunities for public enjoyment

e BHER S A

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

Enhance social interaction
LD
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Envisioning Stage
Public Forum: 7 June 2005 (Southern District)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

*  Ensure highest number of the public to use the waterfront area by
providing a continuous and easily accessible harbourfront.

*  Encourage more activities along the harbourfront to enhance social

interaction
4) Preserve natural and cultural heritage and identity
HBE IR [ EATE S 7
*  Members strongly agreed to preserve natural and cultural heritage as
these are Hong Kong’s precious asset and bring them lots of memories.
*  Ensure high water quality.
(5) Enhance visual amenity, landscape and quality of space (and ensure a
continuous waterfront#)
B BB+ R P BT SR O AR )
*  The waterfront promenade shall be continuous and of high visual and
landscape quality.
(7) Ensure land/marine use and design compatibility
between the waterfront and the adjoining areas
Felﬁ\uffﬂj%%pvf Ffflﬁﬁﬁ' J[i@?ﬂl%ﬁ%ﬁF A
L 2
il
*  Generally agreed among members without in-depth discussion.
(8) Minimize energy consumption and optimise the use of
existing infrastructure (and use environmentally friendly soil and fertilizer to
avoid polluting the harbour#)
BHESCDHVRAf ?‘”'i’ PUZRE RLE (RIS TS B o R ol [ RE 2
/LA #)
e Better utilization of existing resources including underutilized sites.
*  Use environmentally friendly materials including soil and fertilizer, etc.
*  Adopt measures to control pollution, in particular, water pollution.
9) Improve traffic conditions and pedestrian connectivity

SN S

e  Existing transport facilities should be improved to strengthen
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Envisioning Stage
Public Forum: 7 June 2005 (Southern District)

Group Discussion Record Sheet

connectivity with Southern District
*  Shall provide sufficient linkage between the waterfront and hinterland to

ensure highest accessibility.

(10) Minimize the Extent of Reclamation As Far As Possible and Optimize the
Use of Hinterland#
Pl s e g da el Za
*  While reclamation for the proposed Central — Wanchai Bypass is
inevitable, the extent shall be kept to a minimal.
*  Optimize the use of existing underutilized sites to free more space for
future uses including traffic, commercial, and greenery uses.
(11) Balancing Traffic, Commercial, and Greenery Uses

T - E - AR

*  Ensure balance of different type of activities and landuses to satisfy
traffic and commercial needs but at the same time enhancing the visual

quality and amenity of the area to achieve a sustainable harbourfront.
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