(Gist Translation)

Minutes of Meeting of Islands District Council

Date

: 
12 February 2007 (Monday)

Time
: 
2:00 p.m.

Venue

: 
Conference Room, Islands District Council, 14/F., Harbour Building, 



    38 Pier Road, Central, Hong Kong.

I. Confirmation of the Minutes of Meeting Held on 18 December 2006
The minutes of the said meeting were confirmed without amendments.

II. Work of the Civil Engineering and Development Department (CEDD) in Islands District

(Paper IDC 5/2007)

Mr. CHAI Sung-veng, John, JP, Director of the CEDD and Mrs. Christina KWONG LAU Po-yuk, Deputy Project Manager (HK Island & Islands) briefed members on the paper and answered the inquires raised by members.

(a) Pui O to Shui Hau
A Member asked why there had been no development plan for an area stretching 6 km long from Pui O to Shui Hau so far.

The Chairman said that the development of Lantau South was part of the “Concept Plan for Lantau”, which was developing by the Lantau Development Task Force led by the Financial Secretary.

Members were informed that the Lantau Development Task Force would likely come up with suggestions about the development of Lantau South and public consultation might then be launched.

(b) Lantau 

A Member enquired about the CEDD’s plan to improve the environment and development of villages in Lantau South.

Members were informed that the CEDD would implement the “Facelift of Mui Wo” project based on the findings of the consultation on “Concept Plan for Lantau” and in accordance with the latest planning conditions.  New recreational facilities would be planned while care would be taken to preserve the original characteristics of the rural areas.

Member also noted that the improvement projects at Tai O and Mui Wo were Category B Projects. Feasibility studies would be conducted before allocation of funds be requested.

The Vice-chairlady enquired about the respective roles of the CEDD and the Planning Department (PlanD) in the Logistics Park in Siu Ho Wan Project.  

Members learnt that that PlanD was responsible for the planning aspect and the CEDD for implementation. However, as their work was closely related, the two departments would maintain close co-operation and co-ordination. 

(c) Tung Chung
A Member opined that CEDD should draw up a schedule for the development and planning of the Tung Chung new town so that other government departments and organizations could plan their work accordingly. He also suggested that the Government should consider providing suitable community and recreational facilities when planning the phase two development of Yat Tung Estate.

Members learnt that the planning of Tung Chung very much depended on the findings of the “Concept Plan for Lantau” and the decision concerning the landing of Hong Kong-Zhuhai-Macau Bridge. When the above became clear, planning would start. Regarding the community facilities, the Leisure and Culture Services Department would plan the provision of community facilities according to the population growth of individual districts.

The Vice-chairlady said that if feasibility study were to begin in 2007 after decisions were made concerning the “Concept Plan for Lantau” and the landing of Hong Kong-Zhuhai-Macau Bridge, the population growth in the region then might have exceeded the original planning. CEDD was suggested to plan ahead.

A Member asked if there were land-resumption plans in Tung Chung for the purpose of developing new towns that would affect present villages. He also enquired whether there would be any arrangement of compensation for and settlement of indigenous residents. 

Members were informed that the development proposals of some other areas in Tung Chung were only a conceptual plan for feasibility study. It was very likely that those marked as villages in the planning brief would remain unchanged.

(d) Cheung Chau
A Member said that the new public pier in Cheung Chau was not only practical in usage, but a beautiful landmark as well. She also asked whether the project “Improvement to Existing Roads and Drains in Cheung Chau Old Town – Stage 3” would be affected if Stage 2 could not be completed in time. 
Members were informed that works in Cheung Chau involved land resumption, and therefore had to be carried out in phases. The CEDD was conducting detailed design of Stage 3.  As the processes of public consultation and land resumption would take time, it was envisaged that Stage 2 of the works would not affect those of Stage 3. CEDD was requested to consider the suggestion of installing a landmark when planning future projects. 

(e) Maintenance of slopes ( Peng Chau, Cheung Chau and Lantau )
A Member said that the owners of the houses at Yue King Street, Ho King Toi on Peng Chau had to carry out maintenance of the slope behind their properties.  The costs of maintenance were substantial and they could not afford them. He asked if the CEDD could provide assistance. Another member said he had received similar requests for assistance and asked whether the CEDD could provide feasible solution to streamline present procedures.

A Member also said that the Geotechnical Engineering Office would provide response only about matters of a general nature, and would not be able to cater for the special needs of small houses and village houses.

Members were informed that the Geotechnical Engineering Office of the CEDD would answer enquiries about the maintenance of private slopes. There were departmental directives requiring staff to proactively respond to all enquires.

The Vice-chairlady enquired about the progress of slope improvement works at Lai Chi Yuen and Keung Shan Road.

Members were informed that the completion date of each project would be clearly stated in every contract. The improvement works of the two slopes were still being conducted. Various factors, however, would affect their progress, such as issues of technicality, difficulties encountered on-site and the area of the site, etc. CEDD would provide a written reply in due course.

A Member said that the maintenance of many slopes on Cheung Chau Island had been going on for a long time, and that the environmental problems and noise pollution thereby caused were serious. CEDD would look into the matter and reply in due course.

The Chairman said that it was not appropriate to discuss individual cases at the meeting. As far as he knew, owners of village houses under redevelopment, in most cases, would be responsible for maintaining the slope within the area of their village houses.

(f) Lamma
A Member said that despite its decreasing population, Lamma Island still held great potential in tourism.  Many times he had proposed plans of development of the island to the Government and had had yet to receive any positive response.  He hoped that the CEDD would pay attention to the potential for the island’s development and its resources in tourism. 

(g) Peng Chau
The Chairman said that residents of Peng Chau were appreciative of the improvement works done by the CEDD on the beaches of the island.

(h) Other matters
A Member asked about the work distribution amongst the six works departments under the Environment, Transport and Works Bureau, including those of the CEDD.

Members were informed that CEDD was mainly responsible for land development.  If Highways Department and Drainage Services Department had to carry out road and drainage works, related site formation works would be carried out by these departments.

The Vice-chairlady requested that detailed information of civil engineering projects be provided to the Council in the future, including graphic and written descriptions.

A Member suggested that regular meetings be held between the CEDD, the PlanD, Rural Committees and the DC Members of the district so as to enhance the understanding of the situations of the local area. 

(Post-meeting note:  CEDD has provided written reply on various issues raised at the meeting.)

III
Question on the sale of Tung Chung Town Lot No.25

(Paper IDC 6/2007)

Mr. LAU Chi Ming, District Lands Officer/Islands, and Mr. CHAN Chun Fung, District Planning Officer/Sai Kung and Islands responded to the paper and answered inquiries raised by members.

Members were informed that land sales were conducted as part and parcel of the Government’s planning.  The designated usage of the Lot concerned, namely for vehicle repairs, was determined after years of deliberation and based on the findings of the Land Development Policy Committee in 1994.  The lease was 50 years.  Two consultations had been conducted in 1999 and 2006 respectively and no objection had been received.  From 1998 onwards, the Islands District Lands Office had listed the usage of the Lot concerned in the reports it regularly submitted to the Islands District Management Committee.

A Member raised his concern about noise pollution and requested that the tender exercise in progress be suspended to allow the reconsidering of planning and consultation be conducted again.  The District Lands Officer/Islands responded that the tendering notice had been gazetted on 19 January 2007, tender would be closed on 16 February 2007 and that it was too late to halt the procedure.  He reiterated that the sale of the Lot fully conformed with planning intentions and tendering exercise was set in motion only after consultation been conducted.

The Member said that he had written to the Islands District Lands Office on the 12 January 2007 to request the suspension of the tender exercise, when tendering procedures had not yet begun.  Therefore, he said, there should have been adequate time to halt the procedures.

As for another enquiry raised by the same Member concerning a lot leased to a bus company for car-washing on a short-term basis, District Lands Officer/Islands responded that the Islands District Lands Office had not received any complaint against noise created, but he would follow up.

The District Planning Officer/Sai Kung and Islands said that the planning of Lot 25 had been determined in 1994, when the Tung Chung New Town had yet to be developed.  The decision concerned had undergone formal consultation procedures and no objection had been received.  Whether nuisance would be caused had been considered and it was determined that there was considerable distance from surrounding residential areas, and thus it was in line with planning standards.

The Member said that areas adjacent to Lot 25 were community amenities and residential buildings, and thus it was not a satisfactory site for vehicle repairs.  Not only would environmental and noise problems be created, Yu Tung Road would also be used for testing vehicles and the consequences would be profound. He raised objection to the land sale. He further said that consultation was conducted in 1999 but residents of Yiu Tung Estate moved in only in 2001.  He was also not aware of the consultation conducted in 2006 and that the District Management Report had not mentioned about the sale of the said Lot. 

The Vice-chairlady said that the site was not suitable for vehicle repairs, as it was next to an estate of 40 000 residents.  As far as she understood, the Government used to locate industries that would cause pollution at Siu Ho Wan.  She expressed that no objection had been raised at the District Management Committee only because the usage as vehicle repairs had not been clearly indicated.  As for the question of the Islands District Lands Office not having received any complaints, the Vice-chairlady requested that minutes of other committee meetings be checked to find out.  She urged the Islands District Lands Office to reconsider members’ opinion and the actual conditions of the location before the land sale.

The District Lands Officer/Islands said that shortly after the operation of car washing began, complaints had been received from residents of Yat Tung Estate.  But after improvements were made by the company, the issue had been resolved.  Knowing that the Member had been receiving complaints continually, The District Lands Officer/Islands said that he would contact the Member after the meeting and follow up.

The Vice-chairlady said that residents had been tolerating the car-washing compound all along, with the hope that the site would no longer be used for the same purpose after expiry of the short-term lease. She also said that the residents were very much let down about the land sale discussed above.  If the Government were to stick to its original plan, noise barriers should be built.  The last review of vehicle flow in Tung Chung was conducted ten years ago and it was time for another to be done.

(Post-meeting note: The Islands District Lands Office had contacted the member and learnt that the problem of noise nuisance had been resolved.)

IV 
Bun Carnival 2007

Members were informed that the following three new measures would be introduced this year -

(a) Replica buns be used for competition;

(b) Game stalls featuring Bun Festival and Climbing Sport be installed; and

(c) Climbing athletes of neighbouring districts and Cheung Chau local organizations be invited to take part in the invitation relay. 
Members welcomed the use of replica buns on sanitation grounds and opined that the invitation relay would be beneficial for the promotion of tourism. In anticipation of the large number of visitors to Cheung Chau Island, it was suggested that more police manpower be deployed for crowd control and major road works be suspended during the period for public safety.

Members were appreciative of the efforts of the Leisure and Cultural Services Department.

V.
Report on the Work of the Islands District Management Committee (January 2007)
(Paper IDC 3/2007)

A Member urged the Government to handle illegal parking of bicycles on Cheung Chau. He also requested the Government to expedite the issuance of excavation permits to road works and drainage improvements works on Cheung Chau.  
VI.
Reports on the Work of the IDC Committees

(Paper IDC 8-11/2007)

It was reported that the printing of “Heritage of the Islands District Hong Kong” was about to be completed.

Members welcomed the building of a public lavatory at Tung Chung Bus Terminus. It was suggested that baby-fitting facilities and more toilets for female be provided in the lavatory.

VII.
Date of Next Meeting

The meeting was adjourned at 4:04 p.m. The next meeting would be held at 2 p.m. on 16 April 2007.
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