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Harbour-front Enhancement Review —
Wan Chai, Causeway Bay and Adjoining Areas (HER)
Realization Stage

Notes of Community Workshop 2

Focus Theme: Leisure & Recreation

Date: 28 October 2006
Time: 2:00pm — 5:30pm
Venue: Victoria Park Band Stand

Introduction

1. Ms. Betty Ho (ff"’]# % 4 ), MC of the Community Workshop 2, briefed the

meeting agenda

Welcoming remarks by Mr. K Y Leung (¥ [f|&i4 %), Chairman of
Harbour-front Enhancement Committee (HEC) sub-committee on Wan Chai
Development Phase II Review (WDII)

Speech by Mr. Patrick Lau (#[3#3% 4.4 ), Eastern District Council
Presentation on the proposed Concept Plan by Mr. Eric Ma (Eﬁ%ﬁiiﬁ +)),
Maunsell

Presentation on the Sustainable Development (“SD”) assessment framework
by Dr. Winnie Law (5t fl 5 Tﬁl 4 ), Centre of Urban Planning and
Environmental Management (CUPEM)

Floor discussion about the proposed Concept Plan

Speech by Mr. Vincent Ng (4t-<"f-L %), Hong Kong Institute of
Architects (HKIA)

Break-out session

Group Presentation
Closing remarks by Mr. K'Y Leung (32 fif|&l 42 ), HEC

2. Welcoming remarks by Mr. K'Y Leung (R |44 ), HEC

Mr. K'Y Leung (3 ]&#4 4 ) briefed the current progress of Harbour-front

Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Cuaseway Bay and Adjoining Areas

(HER); and the objectives of the realization stage:

a) Commenting on the study process of HER, comparing the study process
with that of the South East Kowloon Planning Review, which is

advancing to the statutory planning process at the Town Planning Board.



Appreciating the public desire to quickly conclude the study.

b) In Stage I, Envisioning Stage, many valuable comments from the public
were received.

c) The current Realization Stage targets to build consensus with the public
on the proposed Concept Plan.

d) All received comments will be considered in the next stage — Detailed

Planning Stage.

3. Speech by Mr. Patrick Lau (#5354 ), Eastern District Council
e  Seek for public ideas about planning the harbour-front areas in North Point
e Most of the comments received from pervious forums/workshops are

focused on harbour-front areas of Wan Chai and Causeway Bay

Presentation of proposed Concept Plan

4.  Mr. Eric Ma (Eﬁ%ﬁii %), Maunsell, presented the proposed Concept Plan:
e Discussion on the proposed Concept Plan has been held since briefing to
Town Planning Broad in April 2006
a) Consult with Transport Advisory Committee, District Councils,
Professional Institutions and LegCo PLW Panel
e  Preparation of the Concept Plan
a) Tunnel Option Variation 1 adopted as the basis for preparing Concept
Plan
b) Develop different themes of land use proposals and harbour-front
enhancement ideas
e  Concept Plan land uses and character precincts
a) Arts & Culture Precinct
b) Water Park Precinct
c) Water Recreation Precinct
d) Heritage Precinct
e) Leisure and Recreation Precinct
o  Harbour-front access
e«  Way forward
a) Public engagement on the Concept Plan in October to December 2006
b) Assessment to confirm technical feasibility of the ideas in the Concept
Plan
c) Preparation of Recommended Outline Development Plan and

amendments to relevant Outline Zoning Plans



Presentation of Sustainable Development Framework

5. Dr. Winnie Law (ﬁéﬁi%fﬁij ), CUPEM, presented the Sustainable Development
(“SD”) framework

Explain that the SD principles are important guidelines for planning the
harbour-front.

Such principles are the yardsticks for measuring or monitoring how well the
Concept Plan meet the visions of the public.

Report the design of SD principles developed in the Envisioning Stage — 7
principles and 81 indicators.

Brief on the SD framework and the methodology of assessing the proposed
Concept Plan based on the SD principles.

Report the evaluation of developed SD principles in the Collaborators’
meeting — all principles and indicators are satisfied, particular in
environmental indicators.

The proposed Concept Plan, which was prepared by the consultant, has
incorporated the public wishes and proposals gathered from the Envisioning

Stage, taking account of the sustainability development principles.

Floor Discussion Session

6. Floor discussion about the proposed Concept Plan
A. Comments from Mr. Chan ([t fH“ 2 ):

a) Support the HER project, as all the reclaimed land is planned for
harbour-front enhancement and recreational use.

b) Appreciate the public engagement and planning process associated with
the current project.

c) Urge to commence construction as soon as possible, as Wan Chai

District Council has given support to construct the CWB.

Comments from Ms. Winnie Lam (/] 4="), Hong Kong Regional Helipad

Working Group:

a) Inquire whether the Golden Bauhinia Square (GBS) and helipad will be
included in the draft Outline Zoning Plan (OZP), which will be gazetted
later.

b) Inquire about the management of the helipad, especially on noise issue,

in achieving better integration and compatibility with the surrounding



land uses.

Responses from Mr. Eric Ma (Eﬁ%ﬁii 4), Maunsell:

a) The provision of the GBS and the helipad will be located at point 4 and
point 5 respectively on the proposed Concept Plan.

b) The proposed promenade will be composed of the northern portion of
HKCEC and integrated with the GBS.

c) The proposed helipad, of that scale, is considered as compatible with the
surrounding and the noise impact will be a topic for the technical

assessment.

Comments from Ms. Fiona Woodhouse, The Society for the Prevention of

Cruelty to Animals (SPCA):

a) Draw attention to the traffic problems of Wan Chai North bus terminus

b) Point out an issue of lacking vehicle/coach parking facility at the SPCA
headquarters and suggest the provision of coach parking facility at
vicinity in supporting their visitors/clients.

Responses from Mr. Eric Ma (Eﬁ%ﬁii 4), Maunsell:

a) The harbour-front enhancement project has to be planned for the public
on the basis of benefiting the general public.

Responses from Mr. Lawrence Kwan (F%]\%%\ (B4, Transport Department

(TD):

a) TD is working with CEDD in a detailed traffic study about provision of
coach park and PTI, in order to alleviate the traffic congestion at the

harbour-front area.

Comments from Dr. Lau (%’J[Eﬁ‘;%fﬁlj ), Royal Hong Kong Yacht Club

(RHKYC):

a) Appreciate that the public engagement and the planning process
associated with the current project is a great improvement in Hong
Kong’s planning process.

b) It is now a good opportunity to shape our Victoria Harbour to be a
world-class harbour without any commercial involvement.

c) The harbour-front enhancement project should be speeded up.

Comments from Mr. Poon (iﬁ%‘ﬁ}ﬁl ), Sﬁ%@ﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬁ‘%} = Tff :
a) Admire the title of the project, as it is a project of harbour-front
enhancement, which implies a plan for the next generation.

b) Concern on the safety issue at the harbour-front area and suggest to



provide railing along the promenade.

c) Suggest to provide more planting along the promenade for decoration.

d) Opine that the reprovisioning of Floating Tin Hau Temple should remain
off shore in order to maintain its unique characteristic,.

e) Suggest to provide refreshment kiosks or pavilions at every 100 yard

along the promenade.

Comments from Ms. Yip ( 44 ), resident of Oil Street:

a) Suggest a theme park or landmark development, such as Ferris Wheel in
London, at the harbour-front area in North Point, as it appears that North
Point waterfront is an isolated part in the proposed Concept Plan.

Responses from Mr. Eric Ma (Eﬁ%ﬁii 4), Maunsell:

a) There will be two pedestrian/ visual corridors along Watson Road and
Oil Street for the connection between the hinterland and the
harbour-front area.

b) Mr. Poon and Mr. Yip’s suggestions will be subject to further
investigation in the next stage, taking into account the Protection of
Harbour Ordinance (PHO).

Mr. Paul Zimmerman (F[J P Ao ), Designing Hong Kong Harbour

District had the following query:

a) Is the harbour-front sustainable?

b) Is reclamation the last resort?

c) Are new roads final/sustainable?

d) What is the future of the IEC?

e) Whether the proposed Concept Plan is in compliance with harbour
planning principles with respect to land use aspect?

f) Whether the proposed Concept Plan is in compliance with harbour
planning principles with respect to the provision of access?

g) What is a Concept Plan?

h) What transport needs have been addressed?

1)  Why not move the Golden Bauhinia Square?

1) Why exclude commercial helipad use without an alternative?

k) When is reclamation good/bad?

1) Whether the proposed Concept Plan harbour planning principles with
respect to vibrancy issue?

Responses from Mr. L T Ma (J5 ]| % ), CEDD:

a) The CWB is the missing link of the strategic trunk road network for



linking Rumsey Street Flyover at the West to the IEC at the east.

b) The Expert Panel comprised various experts background from local and
overseas universities, specialized in road pricing, traffic and transport
had confirmed the need for the CWB.

c) The Expert Panel also suggested a basket of sustainable transportation
management measures, in addition to the CWB, in their report.

d) TD is further investigating into the recommendations of the Expert
Panel.

e) If there is any provision requiring reclamation, the consultant has to take
into account the PHO. Reclamation needs to be proved to pass the
over-riding public need test, that is for a compelling and present need
which has no reasonable alternative without reclamation and the extent

of reclamation is the minimum.

Comment from Mr. Chan (i3 4 ):
a) Comment that he considered that commercial involvement means

relating to land sale.

Comments from Ms. Selen Chan ([fi"] =), resident of Eastern District:

a) Asked about the programme for construction works.

b) Express concern on the environmental impacts on the neighborhood
during the reclamation and construction of harbour-front enhancement.

Responses from Mr. Eric Ma (Eﬁ%ﬁii 4), Maunsell:

a) Assuming the legal proceeding 1is undertaking smoothly, the
construction could commence by 2008/2009 and will take around 3-4
years to complete the land formation for the part at North Point.

b) There will be a period for the public to express views and comments
during the statutory plan-making procedure.

c) Regarding the issue of P2 Road, the current scheme of the CWB has
been revised to minimize the footprint of Road P2 and it will be a dual

2-lane road.

Comments from Mr. Wong (f{l (PR ):
a) Asked about the rationale for the planning a site for the extension of the
Hong Kong Academy of Performing Art (APA).

Comments from Mr. Wong, Hong Kong Institution of Engineers (HKIE):
a) Disagreed with the view that it is not worth to spend $20 billion for



construction of a Skm road in improving the traffic and an additional
road will draw additional traffic.

b) Opined that the consultant should design appropriate lanes for the
proposed trunk road, taking into account the balance of public and
traffic needs.

Responses from Mr. L T Ma (J5 ]| % ), CEDD:

a) The provision of an “Art & Culture Precinct” is to respond to the
comments received from the Envisioning stage. APA extension
conforms with the planning intention of the precinct. Also welcome
other suggestions.

Responses from Mr. Lawrence Kwan ([%JE B4, TD:

a) Point out in solving the traffic problem, apart from the CWB, there are a
basket of transport measures proposed by the Expert Panel. The
construction of the CWB is a pre-requisite, together with other transport
measures to meet the future traffic needs.

b) TD has been working on further investigation into the recommended
mid-term and long-term sustainable transport management measures
other than the CWB.

c) The Expert Panel recognized that Electronic Road Pricing (ERP) is a
complementary measure to the construction of the CWB, as the
implementation of which requires the construction of the CWB to serve

as an alternative route.

Comments from Ms. Szeto (ﬁj QL )
a) Opined that the proposed land/water interactions are not adequate.
b) Suggested provision of fishing area, dragon boat track and connection to

the breakwater.

Comments from Mr. Yip (F %), resident of Oil Street:

a) Support the proposed Concept Plan

b) Concern about the environmental impacts on the surrounding residents
after CWB construction.

c) Suggest the provision of a noise barrier over the trunk road in reducing
the noise impacts.

Response from Mr. Eric Ma (Eﬁ%ﬁii 4), Maunsell:

a) A landscape deck will be provided at the tunnel portal. Moreover,
noise barrier will be introduced at suitable locations in addressing the

noise issue.



7. Speech by Mr. Vincent Ng (4-"Fi<- %), Hong Kong Institute of Architects
(HKIA):

Degree of public participation is significantly increased in recent planning
projects in Hong Kong, such as Kai Tak Planning Review and WDII.

Brief his personal experience about heritages and changes in Wan Chai.
“Returning the harbour-front to public” is the consequence of public

forums/workshops.

Break-out session and Group Presentation

[Please refer to group reporting notes]|

Wrap Up Session

8. Closing Remarks by Mr. K'Y Leung (R[4 4 ), HEC

Thanks every participant for participating into the activity.

All comments received are very valuable.

Additional comments are welcome. Please send them to us via
mail/fax/email before 5.12.2006.

Welcome all to join the Consensus Building Town Hall Meeting on 16 Dec

2006 to sum up all received public comments.

9. Closing Remarks by Mr. Patrick Lau (£ 3% . 4 ), Eastern District Council

All comments received concerning the Eastern District are very valuable;
and will be considered.

Some suggestions concerning the harbour-front enhancement at North Point
have also been proposed by the Eastern District Council members.

Additional comments are welcome.

10. Closing Remarks by Mr. Vincent Ng (44 =<+ 2 ), HKIA

Encourage the public to keep on participating the shaping of our
harbour-front in the future.

-- THE END --



Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Realization Stage
Community Workshop 2: 28 Oct 2006

Group Discussion Record Sheet

Group No: 1

Facilitator: Sujata Govada Helper: - HKU Students

Group members:

Name Organization
Sophia Law Student, City University of Hong Kong
Winkie Lam Student, City University of Hong Kong
Dora Hung Student, City University of Hong Kong
Luna Zhang Student, HKU
Gino Chen Student, HKU
Tapan Kumar Dhar Student, HKU
Shrestha Joshi Anju Student, HKU
Huang Yani Student, HKU
Gao Ming Student, HKU
Grace Student, HKU
Paul Zimmerman DHKHD
Bonnie Huang HKIE
Ingestromme Jepsen RHKYC
KT Chan HKTDC
Fiona Woodhouse SPCA
1) Opinion on the Concept Plan (Whether it can reflect members’ vision for the

harboufront)

This is the last opportunity to create a World Class Harbourfront at Wan Chai,
Causeway Bay and North Point and well deserved extra care in planning with
attention to details;

The Concept Plan will lead to a more vibrant waterfront with more and proper
land/marine interface for generating activities;

Visual and physical access to the harbourfront from the hinterland and more
pleasurable pedestrian linkages along and to the waterfront should be promoted
further;

Active marine uses, opportunities for fishing, landing steps, Dragon Boat racing,
organized harbour events and celebrations such as boat shows, international
racing and yachting competitions, etc. should be provided;

Improved standards and higher quality design and materials over those used to
be provided by LCSD will help to ensure a more pleasurable public
environment;

Improving water quality being a top priority; even if it needs a certain amount
of extra reclamation, especially near the Typhoon Shelter embayment areas
where water quality is a huge concern;

Should promote “value added reclamation” where needed to further enhance
the harbour-front making it more interesting. Good water based activities and
good water quality, are both very important elements to create a vibrant and
attractive harbourfront; and

Design, implementation, maintenance and management of the harbourfront
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Realization Stage
Community Workshop 2: 28 Oct 2006

Group Discussion Record Sheet

areas are key to the success of the harbourfront enhancement promoted in the
Concept Plan.

2) Opinion on the two themes on “Arts, Culture & Heritage” “Fji¥ ~ = it frfr ¢ ”
and “Leisure and Recreation” “ ik FFf o & % (Whether it can reflect members’ vision
for harbour-front enhancement)

Any other suggestions for themes of harbour-front enhancement

Promote Arts, Culuture and Heritage theme within the precincts by linking to
historical events, the different stages of Wan Chai’s development and its water
heritage. This could be further reinforced and the theme imbedded in every
precinct all along the waterfront as well along various connections from the
hinterland to the harbourfront. For example stories related to the Noon Day
Gun, Typhoon Shelter, and Wan Chai’s reclamation history. Yacht Club should
also be part of the heritage of the area; and

Introduce a more dynamic land marine interface to truly make the harbourfront
vibrant for example the Water Park uses should have marine based element, for
example, providing an opportunity for larger yachts to be moored at the
harbour edge and opportunities for marine use and more interaction with the
water, with landing steps, fishing activities and water taxis. Celebrate the
harbour and Wan Chai’s water heritage through organizing marine events in
conjunction with the Yacht Club are other examples.

3) Opinion on whether the proposed uses could facilitate the promotion of proposed
focused theme for the Workshop 2 (“Leisure and Recreation” “ ik B fo B 7).
Other suggested uses to incorporate in each precinct of the harbourfront:

- Arts & Culture Precinct (g A2 iR

The HKCEC expansion may result in more pedestrians using the waterfront,
however, care should be taken to ensure that the area below the extension can
become vibrant. Wall climbing and other covered area activities for the public
should be introduced so that it will not become unused dead space, or a dark
tunnel area;

Considering the fact that Tamar site will be developed as a Govt. Headquarters
there is view to relocate the Golden Bauhinia to the proposed large open plaza
at Tamar site to make a more prominent Central harbourfront location; its
current location in HKCEC is not the most appropriate location given its
significance to Hong Kong;

The Helipad near the Wan Chai pier is considered not to be a good location
due to concerns over noise, perhaps better to be relocated to another location
in conjunction with a larger commercial heliport;

There is view that the existing highway with its several traffic lanes within this
precinct is already a huge barrier and to add to that with more road surface in
the form of several lanes will further isolate the hinterland from the waterfront.
It is recommended to better address this situation and to further reduce the
proposed road footprint near this precinct and ensure a more vibrant mix of
uses along the waterfront;

Page 2 of 4



Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Realization Stage
Community Workshop 2: 28 Oct 2006

Group Discussion Record Sheet

- Water Park Precinct (4 -k | & A 3802 B %)

More activities should be introduced for vibrancy. Pet-park, roller blading and
other activities such as restaurants are some of the examples. c. The area could
be more green. Large ships should be allowed to moor at the edge so that there
will be more activities to enhance the vibrancy of the precinct;

A diverse range of activities to be introduced to make it more interesting;

There is a concern that the relocation of the coach parking to this area, will
result in a loss of much needed parking space for SPCA clients. Also moving
the coaches to this location may further increase road traffic congestion in the
area closer to the harboutfront;

Tram, or electric car might be a more sustainable form of transport along the
waterfront. This will also add interest to the area, supporting elderly and
children and offering an alternative mode of transport easing traffic congestion.
Also cycling should be promoted;

Public swimming pool with multipurpose use near the existing pool in the
hinterland near the ferry pier to make it more convenient to enjoy the
harboutfront;

- Water Recreation Precinct (*K } & # %)

Allows for much needed marine water interface, although need more attention
to details;

Integrated with organization of boat shows, harbour and yachting events in
coordination with the Yacht Club;

The waterfront in front of the Yacht Club should be more accessible to the
public so there is an opportunity for a more continuous waterfront promenade;

- Heritage Precinct (¢ * fE € &)

A floating Tin Hau Temple with better pedestrian linkages should preferably be
retained, floating restaurants similar to the Jumbo are suggested for creating the
icon of the area and traditional Chinese boat ride and entertainment should be
promoted;

Some felt that privacy of fisherman living their day to day life may be a concern,
if there were too many visitors and tourists coming from Victoria Park or other
areas along the waterfront;

Reinstate the Dragon Boat racing and boat shows within the Typhoon Shelter
and provide more water access through water taxis and steps should be taken to
improve the water quality which is a main concern;

Victoria Park connection should be extended in the form of a gentle landscaped
mound over the highway with gaps if needed for ventilation instead of a simple
landscaped deck;

Access to Noon Day Gun could be strengthened with terraced landscaped deck
connection from Excelsior Hotel over the highway, perhaps involves some
reclamation to facilitate this and also address the water quality issue;

The breakwater at the typhoon shelter should be more user friendly with a
boardwalk, connected by a bridge links similar to Hoernbruecke Bridge in
Germany or the Rolling Bridge in London and perhaps with cantilevered
boardwalks to allow for fishing and other marine activities;
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Realization Stage
Community Workshop 2: 28 Oct 2006

Group Discussion Record Sheet

Water taxis etc should be promoted to increase the access to different precincts
along the harbourfront;

Water quality should be addressed to be able to promote proper marine use and
water land interface, odor and visually are of concern.

- Leisure & Recreation Precinct (ihFF % /E# &)

Needs to have more identity and be coherent to the other parts of the
harbourfront;

Promote cycling track, roller blading and other such activities;

There is view suggesting CWB tunnel portal be shifted to North Point Estate
instead of current proposed location to create a more opportunity for
harbourfront enhancement;

Open air theatre for movies and Chinese shows for more family entertainment
should be provided, also allowing for passive recreation in certain parts; and
Suggested sculptured park with landmark features as an icon of North Point.

4) Opinion on the proposed accessibility of the harbour-front.
Other suggested routes to further improved pedestrian connections (at grade access,
flyover or subway):

Pedestrian landscaped link to connect Victoria Park welcomed, but could be
made more interesting by terracing down towards the waterfront;

Softer waterfront edge with ample shade and amenities for the pedestrians to
make it an enjoyable pedestrian experience;

Use of boatyard site to provide the much needed pedestrian access to Victoria
Park and towards North Point;

Access from the hinterland to the Noon Day Gun perhaps with an elevated
connection from the Excelsior Hotel;

Breakwater also connected by bridge across the water to landside to provide
pedestrian access to the waterfront along with water taxis to further increase
access;

Pedestrian links from hinterland for better visual and physical access, should be
studied further to reconnect the hinterland, for example Wan Chai traditional
urban core, to the harbourfront; and

Facilitate easier movement of people from the hinterland, and make existing
areas along waterfront more pedestrian friendly at ground level.

5) Name of the new promenade:

There was some discussion regarding this with the inclusion of Victoria Park
and harbourfront as part of the name but no consensus on any particular name;

6) Other Discussion:

Achieving a balance between different interest groups and the community is
important;

How bypass can ease congestion within the districts especially on Harbour and
Gloucester Roads; and

Ensure an institutional mechanism to create, manage and maintain a World class
harbourfront.
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas

Realization Stage
Community Workshop 2: 28 Oct 2006

Group Discussion Record Sheet

Group No: 2
Facilitator: Winnie Law Helper: -

Group members:

Name Organization
Chiu Wing Chiu (@%T%) Resident of Central and Western District,
volunteer at Caritas
Huang Yan Xia (} 3 &) Student, MUD, HKU
Yip Kin Man Ernest (¢ i) Student, MUD, HKU
Danny Tang (5] ) Jardine Matheson Limited
Lydia Lam (Ff5##t) HPLB
Christina Kwong (2]27) CEDD
Mee Kam Ng (1 3.%) HKU
Lau Kwok Lam (%[5 %%) RHKYC
e Citizen
1) Opinion on the Concept Plan (Whether it can reflect members’ vision for the

2)

3)

harboufront)

. The plan in general has reflected the group members’ vision for the harbour-
front. However, all of them agreed that the reclaimed coastline is far too straight
and artificial

e The coastline should be made less-straight and should follow the natural bay
coastline

e Open space at the waterfront should be built with sense of unevenness (i.e. the
land level should not be flat all along the harbour-front)

Opinion on the two themes on “Arts, Culture & Heritage” “Hjir ~ < it {efr ¢ ”
and “Leisure and Recreation” “ ik FFF fo & 2 (Whether it can reflect members’ vision
for harbour-front enhancement)

Any other suggestions for themes of harbour-front enhancement

e Appropriate

Opinion on whether the proposed uses could facilitate the promotion of proposed
focused theme for the Workshop 2 (“Leisure and Recreation” “ ik fF v B %#7).
Other suggested uses to incorporate in each precinct of the harbourfront:

Arts & Culture Precinct (£ 5% < i %)

e The proposed street market with outdoor performance area (spot 3) should be
characterised with Chinese traditional characteristics, especially Chinese Opera
style (Fl1B 5/ §4]). The traditional temporary structure for the Chinese
opera made from iron-sheets and bamboo sticks would fit well with the flexible
use of land indicator. This Chinese cultural theme would integrate well with the
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Realization Stage
Community Workshop 2: 28 Oct 2006

Group Discussion Record Sheet

western design of the Central Reclamation area
Some members also suggested that the area can be used for multi-cultural
performance

- Water Park Precinct (14 -k | 5 A 3802 B %)

Instead of “water”, the theme should be focused on “sea”

A permanent Pet Park is needed close to SPCA (may be at spot 10)

The coastline should be less rigid and straight

Some members suggested that the design should include a river channel
bringing filtered sea water into the park and the use of stepped design would
enable children and visitors” interaction with water/sea

A group member suggested that “swimming pool at beach” (e.g. the one in
Australia) could be considered

- Water Recreation Precinct ('K F & # %)

The theme of old fishing village and fishing boats should be emphasized in this
precinct

Small piers should be stretched from the proposed “spot 16” (leisure boat
landing area)

The stepped design concept should be adopted as far as possible — this would
help to enhance land-water interface

Small piers can also serve as stations for Water Taxi (especially at spots 16 and
22 — the proposed kiosks and leisure boat landing area AND close to the
proposed Victoria Park landscaped deck)

Floating restaurant should be provided at the Typhoon Shelter and RHKYC
area

- Heritage Precinct (¢ * fE € &)

The break-water within the precinct should be used for fishing and & #% . The
following shows the cross-section of the break-water:

44— Toaddon
top (~3m)

People can access to the break-water by boats or by a “bascule bridge” (on foot)
The existing floating Tin Hau Temple should be relocated to the water surface
close to “spot 23” — the proposed idea of relocating the Temple on land is not

supported

- Leisure & Recreation Precinct (ihFF % /E# %)

A land mark should be built for the eastern side of the precinct — instead of a
tall structure, a “mini-local theme park” (“]'Z:[) can be the entertainment land
mark (group members suggested that this type of activity/entertainment land
mark is good since the location is close to residential area, able to cater for the
need of children and also can add sense of vibrancy to the waterfront)
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Realization Stage
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Group Discussion Record Sheet

A member expressed that cycling track should be considered — such provision
should not be provided throughout the waterfront, instead, a confined area for
cycling and related activities should be considered. However, most members felt
that cycling track is considered too dangerous (conflict with pedestrian)

4) Opinion on the proposed accessibility of the harbour-front.
Other suggested routes to further improved pedestrian connections (at grade access,
flyover or subway):

There should be more small piers along the harbour-front serving as water taxi
stations

The piers can also serve as boardwalk area

Water taxi should be provided for linking up different attractions at the
harbour-front

A bascule bridge should be built to link up the break-water and the coastland
The proposed landscape deck near the Victoria Park is too far from the Noon
Day Gun attraction — there should be 1 to 2 bridges between World Trade
Centre and Excelsior (at level 2/3) leading to the Noon Day Gun. This helps to
direct people from the CWB area to the waterfront

5) Name of the new promenade:

nil

6) Other Discussion:

It was suggested that the harbour-front area should use less concrete —
restrained glass could be an alterative materials — to allow visitors to enjoy the
watet sutrface
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Realization Stage
Community Workshop 2: 28 Oct 2006

Group Discussion Record Sheet

Group No: 3
Facilitator: Betty Ho
Group members:

Name Organization

Chan Tse Sang [+

Wong Pui Fung ¥5k 4%

Lau Kar Kay FES S

David Fok &% (H

Patrick Kwan [#f{B/# RHKYC

Joyce Lau 2k ETWB

Lawrence Kwan %Ed%\ iE Transport Department

S. K. Lam #F3  | CEDD

1) Opinion on the Concept Plan (Whether it can reflect members’ vision for the

harboufront)
¢ Members generally liked the concept plan.

2) Opinion on the two themes on “Arts, Culture & Heritage” “Hji ~ = it frfr ¢ ”
and “Leisure and Recreation” “ ik FFF fo & % (Whether it can reflect members’ vision
for harbour-front enhancement)

Any other suggestions for themes of harbour-front enhancement
e  The two themes were acceptable.
3) Opinion on whether the proposed uses could facilitate the promotion of proposed

focused theme for the Workshop 2 (“Leisure and Recreation” “ ik F v B %),
Other suggested uses to incorporate in each precinct of the harbourfront:

Arts & Culture Precinct (£ f#F% 2 i %)

e There is view that the proposed helipad should only be used by Government
for emergency purpose in order to minimize nuisance to the performance at the
harbour front area.

Water Park Precinct ("2 "7k | 5 2 3852 Bl &)

o The water park precinct should be improved with more natural linkage with the
harbour and steps should be provided for connection to the Harbour.

e There should be more space for people to gather and walk around. Members
should like to have a more natural environment. Lawns/turfed or landscaped
areas for people to walk and sit on are preferred.

e The pools of water were not welcomed.

Water Recreation Precinct ("K + B # %)

e Traditional/Classical boat trips around the area to be provided.

e Anchor point with landing steps should be provided at the breakwater for the
classical junk for tourism purpose.
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- Heritage Precinct (* * fE € &)

Floating temple should remain floating because this is the heritage and the only
floating temple in HK. It should anchor near the boardwalk/ shore in the
typhoon shelter or the breakwater for easy access both from land and water.
Dragon Boat race in the typhoon shelter should be restored.

Catering and singing-on -the -boats should be restored.

The breakwater should be decked with boardwalk feature to allow fishing with
small boats/ traditional boats providing the shuttle service from the shore.
Openable bridge should be installed to provide better linkage to the breakwater
Traditional fishing boat tours should be provided for visitors.

- Leisure & Recreation Precinct (kA % jF# %)

Cycling park should be provided in the recreational area near the IEC in North
Point.

Provision of pets / doggy patk are preferred

Environmental quality, especially noise and air impact to the open space all
along the promenade should be carefully considered

Landscaped deck from Victoria Park to the harbour front should be widened
with more trees and greenery.

4) Opinion on the proposed accessibility of the harbour-front. Other suggested routes
to further improved pedestrian connections (at grade access, flyover or subway)

Pedestrian connection from World Trade Centre to the Noonday Gun should
be improved.

Pedestrian connection to the eastern side of promenade (A King Shipyard) to
Causeway Bay/ Tin Hau area should be improved.

5) Name of the new promenade:

O e
FLALE

6) Other Discussion:

The Government should minimize the extent of reclamation especially that in
the water park precinct. A more interesting shoreline should be provided.
Landing steps leading to the Harbour should be incorporated wherever possible.
Members were concerned about improving water quality especially at the ‘dead
ends’ of the typhoon shelter. Stringent control on sewerage/ discharge should
be imposed.

Some members were also concerned about the impact of traffic noise along the
trunk road and Hung Hing Road to the users along the harbour front and
would like Government to put in mitigation measures e.g. improving road
surfacing, erecting noise barriers.

Interim improvement where possible should preferably be undertaken to
provide more harbour-front area for public enjoyment.
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Group No: 4
Facilitator: Derek SUN Helper: William CHAN

Group members:

Name Organization

B Nil

EEIE AT P % 6,

i e M 5

B[ Nil ' '

C.K. LAM FFi. §F1 Civil Engineering and Development
Department

CHEUNG King Min =474 Water Services Department

M.L. WAN F1 U Highways Department

Andy YAU =} '[’EJI fiir Transport Department

Carmen AU MCAL

1) Opinion on the Concept Plan (Whether it can reflect members’ vision for the
harboufront)
e The members had no specific opinion on this issue.

2) Opinion on the two themes on “Arts, Culture & Heritage” “Hji¥ ~ = it frfr ¢ 7
and “Leisure and Recreation” “ ik FFF fo & % (Whether it can reflect members’ vision
for harbour-front enhancement)

Any other suggestions for themes of harbour-front enhancement
e The members had no specific opinion on this issue.

3) Opinion on whether the proposed uses could facilitate the promotion of proposed
focused theme for the Workshop 2 (“Leisure and Recreation” “ ik fF v B %#7).
Other suggested uses to incorporate in each precinct of the harbourfront:

- The whole waterfront
e Mr. WONG suggested that some traditional Chinese sailboats can anchor along

the waterfront. This will likely attract more visitors and it is hoped that the
Government will take more proactive action to improve the water quality
therein to suit.

- Arts & Culture Precinct (£ % < i* &)

e The members proposed “Lunar Bay” as the theme of this precinct due to the
curving shape of the waterfront. They suggested using “? (Moon)” to annotate
the precinct. Mr. WONG suggested that this waterfront can provide romantic
atmosphere for couples.

- Water Park Precinct (4 -k | 5 A 3802 B %)

e The members proposed “Aqua Bay” as the theme of this precinct. They
suggested using “~K (Water)” to annotate this precinct.
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4

Mr. WONG suggested creating educational trail along the Wan Chai waterfront
which connects to the proposed Harbour Education Centre. Some special
elements such as the history and culture of the “boat residents” can be
incorporated into the trail design. He quoted Avenue of Stars as a good
example.

Water Recreation Precinct ("K + B 2 %)

Part of the aforementioned education trail will pass through this precinct.

Heritage Precinct (¥ ©* fE € %)

The members proposed “V. Eye (Victoria Eye)” as the theme of this precinct,
since the southern end of the proposed landscape deck looks like an eye. They
suggested using “F% (Gorgeous)” to annotate the precinct.

Mr. PUN briefly introduced the activities in and coastline of Causeway Bay in
the past. He suggested that the waterfront area should be well-landscaped with
the provision of some kiosks.

The members were concerned about the water quality of the typhoon shelter.
The storm water drains, which sometimes emit pollutants into the typhoon
shelter, should be well managed. They even suggested relocating the outfall
outside the typhoon shelter.

Mr. WONG suggested changing the breakwater of the typhoon shelter to a legal
“fishing zone”. This zone should be well connected to the promenade by either
bridge or underpass.

Mr. WONG suggested building a “Fishermen Museum” in this precinct.

Most of the members preferred preserving rather than relocating the floating
Tin Hau Temple. Mr. PUN supported relocating the current floating Tin Hau
Temple since it is not safe enough for the visitors. However the financial cost
of relocating the temple should be borne by the whole community.

The members suggested making some performances near the Noon Day Gun
so as to attract the visitors, such as reappearing the arrival of Jardine’s boss to
Hong Kong by traditional ships in the 19" century.

Leisure & Recreation Precinct (ihFF % /& %)

The members proposed “Flora Park” as the theme of this precinct. They
suggested using “7- (Flower)” to annotate the precinct. Miss LO suggested
planting Bauhinia and other flowers in the area and making it as a “Bauhinia
Park”.

Mr. WONG suggested changing the park into a public space like Hyde Park in
London for self-relief, gathering and discussion.

Mr. WAN proposed making a pedestrian linkage between the Fortress Hill
MTR Station and the waterfront via the future development at Oil Street.

Opinion on the proposed accessibility of the harbour-front.
Other suggested routes to further improved pedestrian connections (at grade access,
flyover or subway):

The members had no specific opinion.
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5) Name of the new promenade:
e i~ (Flora Park) pz (V. Eye) "k (Aqua Bay) ? (Lunar Bay)

6) Other Discussion:
. nil
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Group No: 5

Facilitator: Flora LAI Helper: Julian WONG

Group members:

Name Organization

Mr. Andy WU MCAL

Mr. LT MA CEDD

Ms. Winnie LAM A-World Consulting
Ms. Julie CHU A-World Consulting
Ms. Jocelyn CHUNG TDC

Ms. Phyllis LI PlanD

Mr. Adam CHAN MUD, HKU

Mr. Strong WEI MUD, HKU

Ms. Kacey YEUNG CUHK

Ms. Selen CHAN Nil

1) Opinion on the Concept Plan (Whether it can reflect members’ vision for the
harboufront)

Ms. Winnie LLam enquired about the implementation plan for helipad in the Arts
& Culture Precinct

Mr. L T Ma responded that the Concept Plan is to present the planning concept
for the different elements. The workshop is to engage the public for comments
and views. After that, detailed planning and design will be conducted and
implementation time frame will be addressed by then.

Mr. Andy Wu stated the Great Bauhinia Plaza will be extended and integrated
with the helipad in the design concept.

2) Opinion on the two themes on “Arts, Culture & Heritage” “Hji¥ ~ = it frfr ¢ 7
and “Leisure and Recreation” “ ik FFf fo & % (Whether it can reflect members’ vision

for harbour-front enhancement)
Any other suggestions for themes of harbour-front enhancement

The members agreed with both themes

3) Opinion on whether the proposed uses could facilitate the promotion of proposed
focused theme for the Workshop 2 (“Leisure and Recreation” “ ik [ v B %#7).
Other suggested uses to incorporate in each precinct of the harbour-front:

- Arts & Culture Precinct (£ fiF% < i &)

Ms. Flora Lai briefed the design concept in Arts & Culture Precinct and stated
that the helipad will be mainly for the Government Flying Service, but will be
opened for commercial use when there are available time slots.

Ms. Selen Chan enquired about whether the commercial use is permanent or
not. It seems there is an existing helipad nearby the RHKYC. Query on why it
needs to be relocated in the proposed Concept Plan, from point 16 to point 5.
Ms. Phyllis Li stated that the existing temporary helipad at the ex-PCWA would
be relocated. There will be kiosks and leisure boat landing area proposed at

Page 1 of 4




Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Realization Stage
Community Workshop 2: 28 Oct 2006

Group Discussion Record Sheet

point 16, and Harbour Education Centre and Water Sports Centre will be
provided at its vicinity. The helipad should not be located near to these
recreational facilities taking account of the safety concern.

Ms. Winnie Lam, on behalf of Hong Kong Regional Helipad Working Group,
briefed their 4-pads helipad proposal. This is to fulfil the tourism and
commercial present needs and allow flexibility for future extension, as their
study found that the 2-pads would not be sufficient for the growth

Ms. Selen Chan enquired about whether additional reclamation will be required
as more space might be needed for the 2 additional pads. Moreover, cumulative
noises from 4-pads will seriously disturb the tranquil water park.

Ms. Winnie Lam provided more details on the proposed 4-pads helipad layout
(Figure 1). She advised that there will be no additional reclamation required.
Regarding the noise issue, she advised that the degree of noise impact will not
be significant; in fact, the 4-pads proposal could offer better control on noise
impact.

Golden Bauhinia
Plaza

Figure 1: The layout of proposed 4-pads helipad

Ms. Selen Chan questioned why the helipad has to be provided in Golden
Bauhinia Plaza.

Ms. Phyllis Li commented that the helipad is mainly to serve emergency
purpose and shared use for commercial operation is allowed subject to not
affecting the emergency services.

- Water Park Precinct (4 -k | & A 3802 B %)

Ms. Selen Chan opined that a theme should be strengthened to stand out a
distinct and unique identity for Wan Chai, allowing people to appreciate its
heritage and history.

Ms. Phyllis Li agreed with Ms. Selen Chan’s opinion and suggested a historical
trail could be provided to connect the waterfront and the heritage attractions in
the hinterland. Adopting different types of paving to indicate ex-Wan Chai’s
shoreline, with an intention to demonstrate the history of reclamation for Wan
Chai might be another idea.

Provision of steps along the shoreline to allow citizens/visitors to get closer to
the harbour was also discussed.

Mr. Strong Wei opined the straight shoreline in the water park will be quite
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4)

bored, and a more interesting shoreline is more welcome.

Ms. Phyllis Li referred to the Protection of Harbour Ordinance (PHO).
Reclamation should be based on a compelling need with no reasonable
alternative and the reclamation area has to be minimized. She explained that the
shoreline is straight as the proposed reclamation line needs to be aligned with
the Central-Wan Chai Bypass (CWB) alignment, with an intention to
minimizing the reclamation area.

Mr. K'Y Leung opined that although the reclamation line has to be a straight
line, some water features could be constructed along the shoreline to make it
more appealing in aesthetic aspect.

Ms. Selen Chan suggested the provision of alfresco dinning at the waterfront.

Water Recreation Precinct ("K + & % %)

Ms. Selen Chan suggested the provision of paddle-driven boat riding and berths
at the waterfront area.

Mr. Adam Chan concerned about the water quality due to the embayment at
point 20.

Ms. Flora Lai responded an environmental impact assessment will be conducted
in order to ensure acceptable water quality.

Ms. Selen Chan opined the water quality will be very crucial as it will determine
whether the water area is appropriate for aquatic activity or not.

Heritage Precinct (¢ * fE 8 ®)

Ms. Selen Chan suggested the provision of landscape features or sitting out area
on the breakwater. Some kinds of activity may also be considered, such as
venue for watching fireworks and fishing.

Ms. Phyllis Li suggested the provision of rowing.

Mr. Eric Ma responded that the current water quality in the Causeway Bay
Typhoon Shelter is not good enough for such activities. Further extension of
the breakwater for the provision of landscape features or sitting out area is not
possible as it would involve additional reclamation. At present, as the
breakwater is a structure for protecting the bay, from an engineer’s perspective,
it is not recommended people to go there due to the safety concern.

Leisure & Recreation Precinct (kA 2 jF# F)

Ms. Selen Chan suggested the provision of cycle track at the waterfront area.
Mr. Eric Ma responded that it is unlikely to provide cycle track at the waterfront
area, as the cycle track needs to be separated from pedestrian footpath to fulfil
the safety requirement and the minimum width of a cycle track has to be about
4m. There is not enough land at the waterfront area for the provision.

Mr. Selen Chan opined that the design concepts are impressive in this precinct
as there are many green spaces. However, she worried about the nuisance on
the surrounding residents associated with the promenade construction.

Mr. Andy Wu responded that there will be environmental impact assessment for
construction stage.

Opinion on the proposed accessibility of the harbour-front.
Other suggested routes to further improve pedestrian connections (at grade access,
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flyover or subway):
e Mr. Strong Wei opined that there should be an urban design theme connecting
the 5 precincts together to appreciate Wan Chai’s culture and heritage.

5) Name of the new promenade:
e Nil

6) Other Discussion:
e Ms. Selen Chan opined that further emphasis should be put on the part of the
proposed Concept Plan related to North Point area.
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