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Do you think the proposals illustrated in the RODPand the proposed amendments to
relevant OZPs reflect the consensus reached or maijty public views on the Concept
Plan expressed at the Realization Stage?

There were quite a few members that had attendegrévious public engagement
exercises and there were some members who atteéhedgqulblic briefing for the
first time.

The Group members generally agreed that the viewsthe public were
incorporated in the RODP, especially members thatl lattended previous
workshops and charrettes.

However, some members had the following concergardeng the RODP witl

members expressing different views;

1. The increase in traffic congestion and resul@ntand noise pollution as a
result of the CWB, Road P2 and the proposed shdso

2. The increase in surface road footprint alonghiéwdourfront and its impact on
sterilizing the surrounding land uses.

3. The lack of proper land water interface to suppuarine uses thereby
resulting in a less vibrant and attractive harbaunt

4. The need for more experiential and quality pe&@es connections with
additional north-south linkages from the hinterlaaad east-west mobility
along the continuous waterfront promenade.

5. The need for proper management and scope fabifiey and change during
implementation of the CWB and related harbourfrenbancement including
temporary measures to enable people to enjoy thmbdront even before the
completion of the CWB.
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What issues do you think are of critical importanceand have to be addressed in the
early stages of design and implementation?

Some members felt that traffic congestion in WaraiGind Causeway Bay areas
could increase as a result of the CWB, P2 and étted slip roads thereby
increasing the noise and air pollution especiatgrnNorth Point when the CWB
joins the IEC a concern expressed by residentbefatea. To this a government
official emphasized that the number of slip roagsenfewer than before and that
the traffic will be taken away from the districts a result of the slip roads to which
some members did not agree.

Some members felt that the CWB was conceived tacedraffic congestion, but



might in turn result in more traffic generationasesult of the surface and various
slip roads proposed. Surface road footprint shbeldhinimized as far as possible
to improve pedestrian experience and connectiigyeby improving the vibrancy
and attractiveness of the harbourfront. One mershggested that perhaps there
should be an independent audit to convince theipulbht this would not be the
case, while government representatives felt this aleeady done earlier through
the Transport Expert Panel. However some membérshi that current RODP
should also be reviewed by an expert panel as well.

Some members felt that review of current road designdards was needed as they
seem to be more favourable to automobile traffid lass favourable for pedestrian
movement. To this one, government official did fag alignment of the road P2
and the slip roads could be looked into to ensuagimum pedestrian connectivity
and minimum sterilization and other negative lasd impacts.

Regarding land water interface, it was felt thag¢ tRODP should offer more
opportunities for marine and related land use. Sorembers felt that harbourfront
enhancement is an “Overriding Public Need” morettgn building new roads.
Opportunities to increase vibrancy and attractigsnef the harbourfront through
boat moorings, floating villages and finger pien®@gld be included in the ROD
To which one government official expressed thahist stage that it was not proven
as an overriding public need and therefore it wégalt to include as there might
be legal challenges as a result and further deklaptocess, some members felt that
these should be included in the RODP and put to‘@heerriding Public Needs
Test".

One member expressed a concern with the re-prodi@oach parking near the
Arts Centre and had doubts about how the landscdeeld would provide for
proper pedestrian connectivity to the harbourfrmma lot of the land near the Arts
Centre Extension will be sterilized by the new aoef and slip roads proposed.
Several members agreed that there should be motle-smuth at grade pedestrian
connections that are shaded with trees to enhdreg@ddestrian experience and
draw people from the hinterland to the harbourfront

Several members also felt mobility along the watetf promenade should be
enhanced with shaded footpaths, bike paths, troilesgs etc with ample pedestrian
amenities.

Most members felt that the waterfront promenadeulshareate a lot of interest
with diverse activities and interesting nodes sat thcould draw people from the
hinterland to the harbourfront, to this, governmefficials said that all the above
concerns related to detailed design will be takeéo account during the next stage.
Members also agreed that the implementation ofhidémdourfront enhancement
should be fast tracked to include temporary usepdople along the harbourfront,



similar to the pets park in Wan Chai with improyeetlestrian accessibility so that
people can access and begin to enjoy the harbotirfro

One member expressed that the future Exhibitiotidet@onnection would provide

more pedestrian accessibility and should also haixed uses rather than just GIC
uses, to which government officials reiterated tttedre would be leisure and
recreational uses and related commercial uses virmutnsidered as well.

Some members also felt that management was crdigahg implementation and

that there should be flexibility with built in scepfor change to ensure the
development of a vibrant and attractive harboutfron
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How should the public be continually engaged in themplementation of the plans?

The group members largely agreed that the HER qgrop@s unprecedented in
engaging the public right from the beginning anduth continue to do so in the
following stages of detailed design and implemeéotabf the CWB and related
short term and long term harbourfront enhancement.

The public should be engaged throughout the impheati®en process by organizing
workshops, focus group meetings with the residantsvarious stake holders.

The area should be divided into specific zonesrateded stakeholders and residents
should be engaged with the help and assistanckeobDistrict Councils to ensure
wider public engagement during the next stagekeptocess.

Other Views Expressed By Members

One member opined that the new OZP should comerumndieesh gazette rather
than as a continuation of the old process, to wlaidew other members agree
Government officials stated that this would beidifft as the current process had to
be completed under the statutory process.

Some members felt that the Golden Bauhinia Squaoeld be re-provisioned to
the front of the government headquarters as it vbelmore appropriate in Central
harbourfront within the Tamar site .

Group Presentation Concerns

Some group members felt that the verbal part ofgtueip presentation did not
satisfactorily reflect the views communicated ire tigroup discussion. The
facilitator was requested to refer to the writtemtf the presentation materials in
preparing the discussion report.
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Do you think the proposals illustrated in the RODPand the proposed amendments to

relevant OZPs reflect the consensus reached or maijty public views on the Concept

Plan expressed at the Realization Stage?
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What issues do you think are of critical importanceand have to be addressed in the

early stages of design and implementation?
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How should the public be continually engaged in thenplementation of the plans?
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Do you think the proposals illustrated in the RODPand the proposed amendments to

relevant OZPs reflect the consensus reached or maijty public views on the Concept

Plan expressed at the Realization Stage?

o JAIRSELF F|1_[:I ELW ﬁ'E‘J“"QE@\ b= PEREAVEGL - (H9E 8 Flg:{%l” :EIL(%JE‘“
PO 12T 2 1%

AR T WEBEE - SR IR I A 2
What issues do you think are of critical importanceand have to be addressed in the
early stages of design and implementation?
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How should the public be continually engaged in thenplementation of the plans’)
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Do you think the proposals illustrated in the RODPand the proposed amendments to

relevant OZPs reflect the consensus reached or maijty public views on the Concept

Plan expressed at the Realization Stage?
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What issues do you think are of critical importanceand have to be addressed in the

early stages of design and implementation?
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How should the public be continually engaged in thenplementation of the plans?
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