Notes of the Sixth Meeting of the Eastern District Council


The Sixth Meeting of the Eastern District Council (EDC) was held on 2 September 2004 and the major items discussed are summarised as follows:

I.
Discussion of the “Resumption of Private Land for Implementation of Development Proposal H21 by the Urban Renewal Authority in association with the Hong Kong Housing Society at Shau Kei Wan Road/Nam On Street, Shau Kei Wan, Hong Kong”

(EDC Paper No. 81/04)


The representatives of the Lands Department and the Hong Kong Housing Society (HKHS) gave a presentation on the paper.  Some Councillors were concerned that the HKHS had reached purchase agreement with only about 30 per cent of the shop owners, leaving the other shop properties to be resumed under the Lands Resumption Ordinance.  They said that the land resumption compensation was unfair to the owners and tenants of commercial properties, and had to be reviewed.  It was pointed out that the compensation could hardly cover the losses suffered by the eateries, which included decoration fees and severance payments, etc.  Also, it would be relatively more difficult for the owner of the mahjong parlour located on the private land to find a replacement property.  Nevertheless, one Councillor expressed support for the proposal.  He said that the Concern Group on the Urban Renewal Project on Shau Kei Wan Road/Nam On Street under the Council would continue following up the matter.

A representative from the HKHS explained the calculation of the compensation to the Councillors.  He said that the Government would compensate the affected owners/tenants of commercial properties for their commercial losses and severance payments, etc.  The departments concerned would report the Councillors’ views on the land resumption proposal to the Chief Executive in Council.

II.
Vetting of Funding Applications by Committee and Working Group

(EDC Paper Nos. 87/04 & 90/04)


A total of six funding applications submitted by the Festival Celebrations Committee and the Working Group on Publicity about the Work of Eastern District Council were approved.

III.
Motions


All Councillors agreed that the rules and regulations regarding the renting of office premises for Legislators and those for District Councillors should be the same.  Some Councillors demanded that the Government conduct a thorough investigation of the recent related incidents and publish the findings.  Upon discussions, Councillors put the following Amended Motion and Motion to vote:


Amended Motion

“The Eastern District Council demands that the rules and regulations regarding the renting of office premises administered by the Legislative Council on its members be not less stringent than the corresponding rules and regulations presently administered by the District Councils.”


Result


The Amended Motion was defeated by a vote of 18 to 14 with 2 abstentions.


Motion

“The Eastern District Council demands that the rules and regulations regarding the renting of office premises administered by the Legislative Council on its members be not less stringent than the corresponding rules and regulations presently administered by the District Councils; and that the Legislative Council set up a panel to investigate the recent related incidents thoroughly and publish the findings as soon as possible.”


Result


The Motion was carried by a vote of 20 to 9 with 6 abstentions.

IV.
Discussion of the “Planning Application for Proposed Harbourside Tourism, Entertainment and Commercial Facilities at Hoi Yu Street, Quarry Bay, Hong Kong

(EDC Paper No. 93/04)


The representatives of the Planning Department and Masterplan Ltd. gave a presentation on the paper.  Regarding the planning application, the majority of the Councillors who had expressed their views were opposed to the building of hotels or office premises on the two sites involved because of their impact on the harbourside view.  Some Councillors were of the view that the development of the two sites should be in conformity with the wishes of the nearby residents, and the public should be allowed to participate in the planning process.  They agreed that the sites should be developed into harbourside sitting-out areas, cultural facilities and tourist spots.  A Councillor did not like the development theme of “Old Hong Kong”, and suggested that a theme of “New Eastern District” would be more appropriate.  He said that the applicant should submit a creative development plan.


As the land owned by Concord Land Development Co. Ltd. accounted for only about 20 per cent of the total area of the two sites, a Councillor pointed out that even if the planning application was approved by the Town Planning Board, the development of the two sites should be put out to open tender to observe the principle of fairness and openness.  Another Councillor said that the Government should resume the portion of the sites owned by Concord Land Development Co. Ltd. through exchange of land so that it could adopt a holistic approach to the planning and development of the promenade.


A Councillor contended that there was no need for an outright opposition to the proposed development of the sites because extensive planning ordinances would resolve the traffic and environmental problems.  Another Councillor expressed support for the planning application, stating that the height of the proposed hotel and office buildings was lower than that of the original design.
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