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

Notes of Consensus Building Town Hall Meeting

Date: 16 December 2006
Time: 2:00pm — 5:00pm
Venue: North Point Government Office, 3/F, Rm 330, 333 Java Road, North Point

Briefing Session

1. Ms. Betty Ho (ff" /] ¢ = ), MC of the Consensus Building Town Hall Meeting,

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)

Presentation by Dr. Wai-kwan Chan ([fi f& ﬁfﬁfﬁl 4), The Conservancy
Association (CA) (;'%?. i)

Presentation of views and suggestions received by Mr. Derek Sun (#7#[H]
“.4), EDAW City Planning

Presentation of responses to views and suggestions by Mr. Eric Ma (Eﬁ%ﬁi
“A24), Maunsell

Speech by Mr. Patrick Lau (#[3#3% 4.4 ), Eastern District Council

Initial remarks

Group discussions and reporting

Closing remarks by Mr. Vincent Ng (44-<"fi“C %), Hong Kong Institute of
Architects (HKIA)

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 [i[&#i 4 & ) briefed the current progress of HER and what

have been completed in the Realization Stage:

a) Welcome every participant for participating into the town hall meeting
this Saturday afternoon

b) Brief the study process of HER and there will be 3 stages in total.
After completing the present second stage, the Consultant will advance

to the Detailed Planning Stage for preparation of the Outline Zoning



Plan.

c) Purpose of the Town Hall meeting is to establish consensus with public
on the general direction of the study project and agreement to proceed to
the Detailed Planning Stage to further address the key concerns received

during the Realization Stage.

3. Presentation on his personal feeling about the process of HER by Dr. Wai-kwan

Chan ([ fz E)fﬁﬂ ), CA:

Suggest three key points that are remarkably essential in planning process

a) Participatory planning process -- to facilitate the public to participate in
the planning process.

b) Planning for future -- to pay effort in planning for our new generation.

c) Planning for elderly — to bring early implementation of the plan for early
enjoyment of our elderly, to enhance our waterfront step by step and to

improve the accessibility between the hinterland and the waterfront.

Presentation of public views and suggestions received during Realization Stage

by Mr. Derek Sun (5#1* [4 %), EDAW City Planning:

Brief discussion points are shown below:

Public Consultation Activities

a) 2 Community Workshops including Harbour Walk

b) Roving Exhibitions at 6 locations

c) View Collection Forms

d) Written Comments

Parallel Discussions

a) Collaborators’ Meeting

b) Town Planning Board

c¢) District Councils

d) Legislative Council

Collaborators’ Meeting

a) Held on 14th October 2006, Saturday

b) 20 representatives from 14 collaborating organizations
Two Community Workshops including Harbour Walk on 21 & 28 Oct 2006
a) Harbour Walk: 114 participants

b) Workshop: 145 participants

c) Largely support the Concept Plan

d) A total of 10 group suggestions to Concept Plan
Written Comments



a) A total of 81 written comments
b) Some welcome the Concept Plan and consultation exercise
c) Design improvements largely similar
d) Various detailed proposals received
e Town Planning Board, 4 District Councils on HK Island and Legislative
Council
a) Support Concept Plan with further improvements
b) Urge for early implementation of the Concept Plan
c) Stress on the need to minimize reclamation
d) EDC support the Concept Plan and passed a motion urging for
extending the CWB North Point tunnel portal and the waterfront
promenade to the Eastern side of the ex-North Point Estate
e  Views Collection Form
a) Total No. of View Collection Forms collected: 388
b) Collected in Workshops, Roving Exhibitions and by mail
c) Respondents residing/working/studying in Wan Chai, Causeway Bay
and adjoining area: 84%
d) Age: 85% between 21-50
e) Tertiary Education: 75%; Secondary Education: 24%
f) Reflect their vision for harbour-front enhancement
e  Conclusion
a) Support the Concept Plan in general with further improvements
b) Propose further improvement of accessibility
c) Propose further extension of tunnel portal and promenade
d) Concern for environmental improvements (e.g. Typhoon Shelter water
quality, tunnel portal and ventilation building design)
e) Propose enhancement of critical points

f) Concern for early implementation of the Plan

Presentation of responses to views and suggestions by Mr. Eric Ma (Eﬁ%ﬁ‘ii
4), Maunsell:

Brief discussion points are shown below:
e  Arts & Culture Precinct

Public Suggestions:

a) Alternative use other than for HKAPA Extension

Responses:

a) Flexibility could be provided.

b) Not affecting land use in Concept Plan



Water Park Precinct

Public Suggestions:

a) Smoothing off sharp corners at HKCEC East and rather have a curved
shoreline than the straight seawall

b) Less water features on Wan Chai waterfront, more effort to be put into
Water Park design to make it more interesting

c) Open roof of Wan Chai ferry pier for public use and viewing

d) Incorporating a “river” in the promenade at Wan Chai (also related to
“touch the water” idea)

e) Land formation / waterfront design at Wan Chai waterfront that will
create more land/water interaction (i.e. will allow the public to "touch
the sea (harbour)" )

f) Boat moorings along the Wan Chai shoreline for visiting yachts

Responses:

a) Protection of Harbour Ordinance (PHO) implication

b) Detailed design to create slightly curved seawall copeline above high
water mark might be considered

c) Detailed design issue - will attempt to strike a proper balance

d) Will be further considered

e) Detailed design - will attempt to strike a balance

f) Possible annotation to show short section of seawall steps at eastern end
of Wan Chai shoreline (i.e. away from the ferry pier)

g) Provision of boat moorings for visiting yachts

Water Recreation Precinct

Public Suggestions:

a) Providing more land area in the PCWA basin for land facilities to
support the water sports centre

Responses:

a) PHO implication

b) Possible optimization of shore for water sport in detailed design process

Heritage Precinct

Public Suggestions:

a) Widen promenade around the south-west corner of the CBTS

b) Smoothing off sharp corners in CBTS

c) Fishing platforms on CBTS breakwater and access via swingbridge or
sampans

d) Retain floating Tin Hau Temple in CBTS as tourist attraction and use

sampan service for access



e) Floating restaurants in CBTS (associated with the need to improve water
quality in typhoon shelter)
f) Use A King Shipyard site as commercial/hotel development
Responses:
a) PHO Consideration
b) Might consider reviewing the locations of landing steps for widening of
the promenade
c¢) PHO implication and possible extending of the crest of breakwater
within high water mark
d) Possible to retain Tin Hau Temple in the typhoon shelter Possible
provision of sampan pick-up
e) Need to consider appropriate licensing and regulatory measures. Not
affecting the Concept Plan
f) The limited available space would be better utilized for public purposes
Leisure and Recreation Precinct
Public Suggestions:
a) Review the location of Tunnel Ventilation Building
b) Review the location of Tunnel Portal, suggest moving further towards
Quarry Bay
c) Extend promenade eastwards (towards Quarry Bay)
Responses:
a) Public’s suggestion might affect residents in Causeway Bay and
RHKYC
b) Feasibility of separating the Exhausted Air Tower further away (say to
the tip of eastern breakwater) being considered
c¢) PHO implication (more reclamation). Loss of connecting slip roads.
Harbour-front enhancement initiatives being actively pursued as a
separate item for further extension of the continuous waterfront
promenade.
Pedestrian Connectivity
Public Suggestions:
a) Transport east-west along the promenade (e.g. tram)
b) Provide for access for the elderly (coming from afar)
c) More pedestrian connections to waterfront at Causeway Bay, in
particular from World Trade Centre area
d) More street level pedestrian connections and street level activities with
landscape treatment (rather than podium level connections)

e) More direct connections from the waterfront back into the hinterland,



including across Gloucester Road

Responses:

a) Consideration of some form of “special people mover” which is better
than a tram on land take and flexibility of mover

b) Laybys may be added

¢) PHO implication

d) Consideration might be given to a long term solution in conjunction
with the planning of other infrastructures. Could highlight some more
pavement landscaping treatments along some of the existing streets.
Suggest these should be pursued separately (outside the WDII project)

e) Possible consideration of enhancement of signage and streets signs. Not

affecting land use in Concept Plan

Speech by Mr. Patrick Lau (#[5#3% 4.4 ), Eastern District Council

There is existence of cultural generation gap (¥ | “‘f*?ﬁ) in Hong Kong
planning.

As the new generation is concerned on every controversial planning project
in Hong Kong, planning process nowadays is more complicated. The
Government should encourage more public participation in the planning
process.

Some of the contentious issues, such as location of tunnel portal, need to be
further investigated taking into account the concerns of surrounding
residents.

Comment that the whole waterfront planning should not only focus on the
Wan Chai and Causeway Bay portion, but also pay more attention on
designing North Point waterfront.

Urge the participants, particularly residents of North Point harbour-front, to

take opportunity to voice out their concerns.

Initial Remarks

7.

Floor discussion

A.

Comments from a participant:

a) Ask about the process of preparing the proposed Concept Plan.

b) “Essential reclamation” is preferred to “minimum reclamation”.

c) Asked whether the Wan Chai and Eastern District Councils, and other
reclamation opponents were invited to participate in the public

engagement exercise of HER.



Responses from Ms. Betty Ho ({f /] ¢ = ):

a) After the Envisioning Stage of the public engagement exercise (HER),
the need to construct the CWB with the current tunnel option has been
confirmed. The current Concept Plan is prepared based on this tunnel
option, taking into account views received at the Envisioning Stage.

b) PHO implication needs to be noted.

c) Wan Chai and Eastern District Councils, as well as some other

conservation groups have been invited as Collaborators of HER.

Comments from Mr. Ian Brownlee:

a) Appreciate the current Concept Plan with thorough public participatory
process.

b) Suggest to expand variety of water recreation activities of Water
Recreation Precinct to the whole typhoon shelter. Dragon boat racing
should be included.

c) Opine that there are sufficient justifications for pursuing some public
proposals for enhancing the harbour-front but involving reclamation in
addition to that proposed by the consultants (these proposals are

currently not adopted by consultants due to PHO concerns).

Comment from Mr. John Bowden, Save Our Shoreline:

a) Suggest to further reduce the reclamation at part of the Wan Chai area,
and additional value-added reclamation adjoining to create a more
interesting shoreline

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

a) The proposed CWB will still be above the seabed to the east of HKCEC,
so some reclamation is required.

b) A curved seawall copeline (within the reclamation area) could add
visual interest.

c) Noting that the PHO will only allow minimum reclamation. The
Concept Plan presents the minimum essential extent of reclamation to

meet the overriding need.

Comments from Mr. Tong Kum Bo (3%!,5{}3&12 A4, the Incorporated Owners

of Victoria Centre:

a) Concern on environmental impacts associated with the tunnel portal and
ventilation building.

b) Object to the proposed location closed to Victoria Centre.



c) Suggest to provide the floating boardwalk connecting to the area
beneath the Island Eastern Corridor (IEC) for recreational activities.
o  Responses from Mr. Eric Ma (Eﬁ%ﬁii 4), Maunsell:
a) Further consultation is being undertaken by Government with the North
Point residents on the potential environmental impacts.
b) Alternative locations for the ventilation exhaust are being examined to
determine the location with the least impacts, using supporting scientific

air quality data.

Group Discussions and Reporting

[Please refer to group reporting notes]|

Other discussions

8. Ms. Betty Ho (ff7 /| % % 4 ) asked whether the participants agreed to proceed to
the Detailed Planning Stage noting that some of the issues could be tackled at the
later stages, namely:

a) Further study to improve in pedestrian accessibility to the waterfront.

b) Further extension of promenade.

c) Further extension of tunnel portal.

A. Comments from Mr. John Bowden, Save Our Shoreline:

a) Afraid that the public opinions in this workshop would be mobilized if

the participants agree on the above statement.
B. Response from Ms. Betty Ho:

a) Reply that the discussion on the agreement of the above statement is to
locate the general direction of further proceeding of the harbour-front
enhancement works.

C. Comments from a participant:

a) Request for further study of the design of a continuous promenade on
Hong Kong Island. Suggest to vote for the above statement.

D. Comments from Ms. Phyllis Li (% %\‘Fﬁ'ﬂ? =), Planning Department:

a) Planning Department is currently investigating the feasibility of
providing a boardwalk linkage beneath the Island Eastern Corridor
between North Point and Quarry Bay.

E. Responses from Ms. Betty Ho:
a) Remind that further extension of promenade involves more reclamation,

which would need to go through PHO. The present discussion should



focus on the issues concerning the proceeding to the Concept Plan,
while the promenade extension and other issues will be covered by other
separate studies.

F. Comments from Dr. K.L. Lau (@?‘J[ﬁﬁ'%ﬁﬁij ), RHKYC:

a) Emphasize that the location of the proposed exit / entrance of
Central-Wanchai Bypass should be taken as fixed after the public
consultations during the Envisioning Stage, and oppose to revisit this
issue again since this would waste the previous consultation efforts.

G. Responses from Ms. Betty Ho:

a) The Consultant is willing to further look into the North Point tunnel
portal design in the next stage since some members of the public still
had great concern on it.

b) Reinstate that the Consultant would like to get consensus on proceeding
to the next stage based on the Concept Plan and to discuss the specific
issues in the Detailed Planning Stage.

H. Responses from Mr. L. T Ma, CEDD:

a) The Consultant will further discuss with the public on the arrangement
of the Eastern portal and Ventilation Building in the Detailed Planning
Stage.

8. Conclusion
I.  Upon general floor discussion, the participants agreed to proceed with more
specific preference indicating on the way forward by showing hands.
a) 40 out of 42 of all attendees (HEC members, Government, consultants,
facilitators and helpers excluded from the count) agreed to support the
Concept Plan for proceeding to the Detailed Planning Stage. Two
participants did not support the Concept Plan whilst agreed that the
Concept Plan can be taken forward to the Detailed Planning Stage.

9. Closing Remarks by Vincent Ng (44 -<FI-L % ), HKIA:

a) It is a valuable experience of exchanging information and ideas among
the public, local groups and the government. The public / local groups
and the government could think beyond their specific interest under
such consultation.

b) The public engagement process is a new attempt comparing with the
traditional ones. It is more efficient to gather public views through
public forums and workshops.

c¢) Hong Kong planning process requires public engagement. Encourage



the public to participate in the following stages to monitor the

development of harbourfront enhancement.

10. Closing Remarks by Mr. K'Y Leung (3 &4 %4 ), HEC

a)

b)

Appreciate that many participants have commented that the current
Concept Plan and the public engagement exercise have been much
improved. The public efforts have not been wasted.

Appreciate the obtaining of public consensus on proceeding to the
Detailed Planning Stage based on the prepared Concept Plan. Noted
that there are suggested refinements to be considered in subsequent
Detailed Planning Stage.

Target to summarize all views received and the responses by Lunar New
Year.

Target to finalize the whole planning process by mid-2008.

Welcome the public to continue to express their opinions in the statutory

planning process.

-- THE END --
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Realization Stage
Consensus Building Town Hall Meeting: 16 Dec 2006

Group Discussion Record Sheet

Group No: 1
Facilitator: Sujata Govada Helper: none

Group members:

Name Organization
John Bowden SOS
Annelise Connell Clear the Air
Ian Brownlee Yacht Club
Fiona Woodhouse SPCA
Alfred Leung
Alexander Mak PlanD
David Fok KTA
Timothy Hau HKU
S. C. Wong HKU
Andy Yau TD
Albert Cheung WSD
Danny Tang Jardine Matheson
Christine Chiu Jardine Matheson
Julia Chu HKHWG
K.K. Lau Transport Department
Peter Cheek Maunsel
L.T. Ma CEDD
1) Opinions on whether the group members agree to Maunsell’s revised

proposals to the Concept Plan.
Further improvement suggestions on the Concept Plan:

Arts & Culture Precinct (EH#FZ < i F)
. Nil

Water Patk Precinct ()4 Tk | 5 A 312 Bl %)

e Some members opined that additional “value-added” reclamation such as to
provide pontoons, ferry piers, additional moorings, landing steps, to create a
more interesting and meandering coast line or to improve water quality near the
Wan Chai ferry pier should be incorporated.

Water Recreation Precinct ("K' B # %)
. Additional marine uses to be encouraged.

Heritage Precinct (2 ™ ff % %)

e  Some members opined that additional value-added reclamation for improving
water quality around the corners of the Causeway Bay Typhoon shelter and
pedestrian accessibility (for example near the Noon Day Gun for the landing of
an additional landscape deck connection) should be supported.
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Realization Stage
Consensus Building Town Hall Meeting: 16 Dec 2006

Group Discussion Record Sheet

2)

3)

Leisure & Recreation Precinct (iR ' 2 7= # &)
e  Location of the exhaust vent and related air quality situation needs to be further
refined for engaging the North Point residents.

Accessibility

e Some members opined that the accessibility in Wan Chai and Causeway Bay
area should be looked into greater detail and that the North Point area needs to
be looked more carefully taking into account the concerns of the residents of
the Fastern District. Some members generally supported the Concept Plan, but
urged for further enhancement of the pedestrian connections from hinterland
to the waterfront and accessibility to the harbourfront.

Other suggestions:
. Nil

Does the group agree to support the Concept Plan in general and to proceed
to the Detailed Planning Stage?

Agree or not agree?

e Most agreed to support the Concept Plan and take it forward to the Detailed
Planning Stage with the other refinement suggestions further considered in the
Detailed Planning Stage. Two of the participants while also agreed to support
the Concept Plan to be taken forward to the Detailed Planning Stage, stressed
that traffic congestion on surface roads and air pollution especially near Tin
Hau should be looked into carefully.

Other Discussions:

e  Two members had concern that the proposed CWB may create more traffic on
the surface and slip roads to the tunnel especially in Causeway Bay and Tin Hau,
which might create more noise and air pollution. They opined that the CWB
alone may not be considered as a sustainable transport solution. They suggested
that other measures such as ERP etc should be implemented early on.

e  Several members did agree that the Concept Plan was much better than
previous plans, although marine use could be further enhanced. They opined
that there was room for fine-tuning and further improvement by removing
incompatible uses and encouraging more piers and pontoons and creating a
more natural and interesting coastline.

e  Some members opined that despite the concern on the PHO, value added
essential reclamation should be encouraged to improve functionality and the
environment, accommodating more pedestrian flow and connections to the
harbourfront and marine uses to make the harbourfront more vibrant.
However, others concerned that any such reclamation, if proposed, will only
lead to further legal challenges and delay the process further.

e There was a support for the helipad to be used for commercial uses.
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas

Realization Stage

Consensus Building Town Hall Meeting: 16 Dec 2006

Group Discussion Record Sheet

Group No: 2

Facilitator: Betty Ho Helper: -

Group members:

Name IS 2T Organization
Raymond Tam ARy
Ma Wing Chung Rl s
Chan Wing Chung
FL =2 Showboat Mansion
Ms Winnie Lam R ASHE T 5
g
i % | RHKYC
Bﬁl]”f‘ﬁi‘/ k!
Wong Pui Fung
Mr. Frankie Cheng
HERENET oL e

LA

HKIE

BYEEL | N
Lam Sing Kwok AT Bl A CEDD
Lydia Lam RN e
Phyllis Li R4 |
Anny Tang LIS

FEIFEE | HyD

1) Opinions on whether the group members agree to Maunsell’s revised
proposals to the Concept Plan.
Further improvement suggestions on the Concept Plan:

- Arts & Culture Precinct (F jtv2 < it &)

e A member asked about the justification for not including a commercial helipad
in the area while others were concerned about the possible nuisance. It was
explained that the helipad would be on a shared-use basis, by government as
well as commercial operators. A group member suggested that it should be
placed on the roof of the pier building. It was explained that a vehicular access
to the helipad was required for the police’s operation which could not be
achieved if the helipad was placed on the roof of the pier building.

- Water Park Precinct ("2 "7k | 5 A 3852 F %)
. Some members would like to have more landscaping with trees and sitting-out
facilities (benches, etc) for the use of the general public.
. There was the concern whether the water quality of the harbour will be suitable
for human’s interaction.
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Realization Stage
Consensus Building Town Hall Meeting: 16 Dec 2006

Group Discussion Record Sheet

2)

Water Recreation Precinct ('K } B # %)
. NIL

Heritage Precinct (¢ it ¢ F)

e Members were concerned about the odour at the typhoon shelter. Water quality
in the typhoon shelter, especially areas at the bends, should be improved, for
example, pumps should be installed to improve the velocity of the water for
improvement.

Leisure & Recreation Precinct (iR ' 2 7= # &)

e Some group members suggested that the promenade should be extended
further to cover other parts of northern shore of the Hong Kong Island. Area
under the existing Island East Corridor should be made use of this purpose.

e  Some members were concerned about the location of the portal, being close to
residential developments. It was explained that the location was limited by the
need to minimize extent of reclamation and that there would be a landscape
deck with noise mitigation facilities over the portal.

Accessibility
e Further access should be provided between the hinterland and the new
waterfront area, e.g. direct access from Tin Lok Lane

Other suggestions:
e Nil

Does the group agree to support the Concept Plan in general and to proceed
to the Detailed Planning Stage?
Agree or not agree?

e The whole group agreed to proceed to the Detailed Planning Stage.

Further opinions:
e Nil

3) Other Discussions:

o The group discussed on the Protection of Harbour Ordinance and considered
that it should not impose excessive restriction in refining the reclamation
boundary when the intention is to improve the environment. Some members
wish to have an authority to decide on the appropriateness of reclamation limit.

e  Some members suggested that any demolition of old buildings have to consult
the public explicitly in order to avoid the controversy like that in Star Ferry.

e A member suggested that the whole harbourfont along Island North should be
planned and designed in a comprehensive manner in order to reflect the
character of Wan Chai.
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Realization Stage
Consensus Building Town Hall Meeting: 16 Dec 2006

Group Discussion Record Sheet

Group No: 3
Facilitator: Winnie Law Helper: -

Group members:

Name S 2T Organization

LAU Kwok Lam P [l (R a =Y

Andy WU {55 7 () AR L
TONG Kam Por Paul | W #ip S F|[Flo T kR

LAI Kam Shun 7}?%@ 124 (B2

YIP Sek Ki B et HE e

LAI Chi Fong P FHIES = He

LO Hong Kam AR AR A

LEE Ping Kuen % TR RS

Ringo TSO [ 7% 28 (B~ AR 1L )
LAU Yiu Yan F A2t BUgEfa e T S

Katy FUNG IB—EE HIEE

David Tong R HKHWG

D. C.IP. ) LR A ff; A. Mines

Bosco Chan [ 4 45 CEDD

1) Opinions on whether the group members agree to Maunsell’s revised

proposals to the Concept Plan.
Further improvement suggestions on the Concept Plan:
- Arts & Culture Precinct (aﬁ A2 iR

e A member asked about the justifications for not including a commercial helipad
in the area. It was clarified that the currently proposed helipad (at spot 5) will
primarily be for government emergency use with shared use by private parties
allowed when there are free slots.

Water Patk Precinct (2 Tk | 5 A 32 Bl %)

e  Comments were raised concerning the public safety issue of the promenade
steps at the edge of the new coastline. Some suggested that fencing may be
required.

e Others were also concerned whether the water quality of the harbour will be
suitable for human’s interaction.

Water Recreation Precinct (K} B # %)
. NIL

Heritage Precinct (2 ™ ff g %)
e All group members agreed that more linkages should be provided between the

hinterland and the new waterfront area, in particular, further access to the Noon
Day Gun should be provided
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Realization Stage
Consensus Building Town Hall Meeting: 16 Dec 2006

Group Discussion Record Sheet

2)

3)

Leisure & Recreation Precinct (k' 2 72§ %)

A member has great concern about the proposed location of the ventilation
building at North Point. He expressed that the location is too close to the
residents. He also opined that with the compact tall buildings in that area,
pollutant emission from the ventilation building will not be able to disperse
easily and will be trapped in the hinterland resulting a negative impact on the
environmental quality of North Point. He suggested that the ventilation
building should be relocated nearby the Yacht Club where adverse effect of the
emission will be far from residents.

However, another member pointed out that the ventilation building for Cross
Harbour Tunnel is already located at the Yacht Club. In addition, the proposed
Shatin toCentral Link’s ventilation building may also be located there.

In view of all these comments, CEDD and MCAL said that data through
computer modelling/simulation would be used for detailed assessment.

Accessibility

Further access should be provided between the hinterland and the new
waterfront area, especially for the Noon Day Gun.

Other suggestions:

Nil

Does the group agree to support the Concept Plan in general and to proceed
to the Detailed Planning Stage?
Agree or not agree?

The whole group agreed to proceed to the Detailed Planning Stage.

Further opinions:

Nil

Other Discussions:

The group suggested considering the extension of promenade to North Point
Estate.

The group suggested considering to improve water quality of critical points of
the waterfront.
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas

Realization Stage

Consensus Building Town Hall Meeting: 16 Dec 2006

Group Discussion Record Sheet

Group No: 4
Facilitator: Flora Lai

Group members:

Helper: William Chan

Name Organization

Sandra MAK ST (s

%< 9L LEE Man Leung Resident in Wanchai District
K.Y. WONG Victoria Centre

Eefiz LO Hiu Ling

Victoria Centre

David Chiu Jardine Matheson
i‘ﬁ%ﬁ&?‘f‘ POON Kam Tim SAGRRER B T 5 f;ﬁé o
([ f° LO Wai Kit SHSLIRBEE T 5 O
% Yk LEE Hon So SPISRIREC B8 T 3
C.Y.LAM ' '
e Civil  Engineering and  Development
e K.
i gF{ C.K.LAM Department
Christina KWONG Civil  Engineering and  Development
Department
F 7 Bl WONG Lap Kei Planning Department
7H& 2% HUI Chak Sam Economic Development and Labour Bureau
17 L ML, WAN Highways Department
Eric MA MCAL
1) Opinions on whether the group members agree to Maunsell’s revised

proposals to the Concept Plan.
Further improvement suggestions on the Concept Plan:

Arts & Culture Precinct (EH#FZ < i %)

e A participant pointed out that a site in Pok Fu Lam has been allocated to
HKAPA recently. The site originally reserved for possible APA extension in
Wanchai could be used for other purposes instead. He proposed developing
all-weather and multi-functional performance venues at this site.

Water Park Precinct (™ "7k | 3 A 48h2 Bl %)
. The members had no specific opinion on this issue

Water Recreation Precinct (K + B # %)
. The members had no specific opinion on this issue

Heritage Precinct (% 1* fF g %)

e A participant said that the water quality of the typhoon shelter should be
improved. He suggested relocating the discharge point of the stormwater drain
beyond the breakwater.

e It was pointed out that many people have connected the sewerage pipes to the
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Harbour-front Enhancement Review — Wan Chai, Causeway Bay & Adjoining Areas
Realization Stage
Consensus Building Town Hall Meeting: 16 Dec 2006

Group Discussion Record Sheet

2)

3)

storm water drain accidentally or illegally for a long time, thus polluting the
typhoon shelter. It is the long term goal of different relevant departments to
work closely in monitoring and improving the water quality of the storm water
drain and the typhoon shelter.

There was the suggestion of reserving the breakwater for recreational
purposes such as fishing. The government should connect the breakwater
and the waterfront by bridges.

The proposal of relocating the Tin Hau Temple onto the site of A King
Shipyard is supported, but the ship configuration would be retained. It was
also suggested developing “Temple Ship Park™ there with some park-related
facilities

Leisure & Recreation Precinct (kR 2 E# #)

There was the suggestion of relocating the exhausted air tower to area closed
to Police Officers’ Club, since it is relatively away from the densely
populated area, to the high point of Victoria Park or near the breakwater.

Accessibility

The members had no specific opinion on this issue

Other suggestions:

A member emphasized that all reclamation should not only be minimized,
but also need to be essential. As for the eastern portal, it was pointed out that
the existing land in between the typhoon shelter and Oil Street should also
been utilized in planning the portal.

Planting more trees/ vegetation to enhance the environment was
recommended.

A member recommended to organize design competition to design on
harbourfront theme.

There was the suggestion that the waterfront to be named as “Wan Chai to
North Point Leisure Waterfront” F}ﬁg‘-‘ﬂﬁﬁ{ﬁ@ ) .

Does the group agree to support the Concept Plan in general and to proceed
to the Detailed Planning Stage?
Agree or not agree?

Agree

Further opinions:

nil

Other Discussions:

nil
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