(Gist Translation)

Minutes of the Special Meeting of Islands District Council
Date
: 
19 September 2007 (Wednesday)

Time
: 
2:00 p.m.

Venue
: 
Conference Room, Islands District Council, 14/F., 



Harbour Building, 38 Pier Road, Central, Hong Kong.

The Chairman welcomed the following guests who attended to answer the enquiries raised by members:

(i) Highways Department: Mr. CHENG Ting-ning, JP, Project Manager, Mr. CHEUNG Chi-hoi, Chief Engineer and TAM Hon-choi, Chief Engineer, Hong Kong-Zhuhia-Macao Bridge Hong Kong Project Management Office,
(ii) Transport Department: Mr. TO Kam-biu, David, Assistant Commissioner/Planning; and

(iii) Ove Arup & Partners Hong Kong Ltd (Consultant): Mr. S.K. KONG, Alex, Project Manager, and Mr. C.F. Kwan, Samuel, Deputy Project Manager.
I. Hong Kong-Zhuhai-Macao Bridge Hong Kong Boundary Crossing Facilities Site Selection Study
(Paper IDC 84/2007)

Project Manager/Hong Kong-Zhuhia-Macao Bridge Hong Kong Project Management Office briefed the meeting on the contents of the paper with the aid of computer projection slides. The Study Area extended from Tai Ho/Siu Ho Wan in the east to the boundary of the Hong Kong Special Administrative Region (HKSAR) in the west. It was demarcated into three areas from west to east: West of Airport Island, Airport Island/Tung Chung and Tai Ho/Siu Ho Wan. There were three site options for ‘The West of Airport Island” Area: namely WBdy, WCLK and SSW. The SSW option was further divided into SSW1, SSW2 and SSW3. The “Airport Island/Tung Chung” option was named the NECLK option whereas the “Tai Ho/Siu Ho Wan” option was named TH option. The advantages and disadvantages of each option were analyzed in detail and members were invited to give their opinions.
Members’ views and responses of Project Manager/Hong Kong-Zhuhia-Macao Bridge Hong Kong Project Management Office were summarized as follows:

(a) SSW option: 

i. 
Some members considered that the SSW3 was desirable as land mostly came from reclamation and would have minor effects on the water current.

ii. 
After the construction of the airport, horseshoe crabs had then all but vanished, so there was no issue of affecting the breeding sites of the seafish.

iii. 
SSW3 was desirable as it was more convenient and faster to travel to other parts of the territory and its impact on the environment was less serious.

iv. 
Linking roads should be built to local areas on Lantau to facilitate development.
v. 
SSW3 was advantageous to the development of Lantau.

Project Manager/Hong Kong-Zhuhia-Macao Bridge Hong Kong Project Management Office responded that SSW was the option that would have the biggest impact on the environment. Further studies would be conducted to ensure that the ecology of Lantau would not be seriously affected. The facility under study was a strategic highway and the smooth flow of traffic was the major concern in determining desirability of linking roads to local areas.
(b) NECLK option:
i. 
This option was propitious for cargo services between Guangdong, Hainan, Guangxi and Hong Kong and for the efficiency of freight services in Hong Kong as a whole.
ii.
It was desirable as it would tie in nicely with the transportation infrastructure of the northwestern part of Hong Kong.
iii. 
NECLK was an ideal option as it would be convenient for transit passengers and nicely connected with a transportation network.

Project Manager/Hong Kong-Zhuhia-Macao Bridge Hong Kong Project Management Office responded that it would not make much difference for transportation or passengers in the SSW and the NECLK options. 

(c) Other opinions:

i. 
A bridge west of the airport would be bad fung shui for local residents, who strongly opposed to the option.


Project Manager/Hong Kong-Zhuhia-Macao Bridge Hong Kong Project Management Office responded that the government understood the concern of residents. The site study was conducted with a holistic approach in which the interest of residents would be considered along side with a host of other factors.

ii. 
As the WCLK and NECLK options would have the facilities built at the two sides of the airport, the Chairman was concerned about the potential adverse effect on the overall design and outlook of the airport.


Project Manager/Hong Kong-Zhuhia-Macao Bridge Hong Kong Project Management Office responded that facilities in both options would be located between the two runways similarly. The Highways Department had consulted the Airport Authority and the Civil Aviation Department and both believed that the lighting and the height of structures were not likely to pose problems.
iii. 
The government should locate the facility at a site near the boundary of the HKSAR.


Project Manager/Hong Kong-Zhuhia-Macao Bridge Hong Kong Project Management Office responded that geographical and technical restrictions would limit the choices available and further studies would be conducted.
iv.
A member enquired whether the facility would have any implication for the third runway if the plan was to be carried out.


Project Manager/Hong Kong-Zhuhia-Macao Bridge Hong Kong Project Management Office responded that the third runway would likely be built to the north of the second, and in normal circumstances parallel with existing ones. As such, the facility being studied would not affect the planning of the runway regardless its location being east or west of the airport.
v. 
Locating the facility east of the airport would be convenient for travelers and would help enhance tourism. Fung shui problem could also be avoided.

Project Manager/Hong Kong-Zhuhia-Macao Bridge Hong Kong Project Management Office concluded that members’ views had been noted. The government would contrast the opinions and make conclusion with a view to arriving at an option that would be propitious to the overall interests of the SAR and that local interests would be looked after in every possible way.
II. Northwest New Territories Traffic and Infrastructure Review
(Paper IDC 83/2007)

The Chief Engineer of Highways Department briefed members of present situation of major highways with the aid of computer-projected pictures, and then explained in detail the four options of the highway network.

Members who gave opinions unanimously agreed that option 2 was the most preferable for the various reasons stated below:

2. 
its adverse effect on existing traffic minimal among all options,

3. 
most beneficial in terms of overall economic consideration,

4. 
it route being the shortest,

5. 
there being no traffic infrastructure linking the airport and northwest New Territories at present, it would fill in the gap nicely, and

6. 
it would complement well with the existing north Lantau highway.
The Chief Engineer responded that the department had taken into account of the impact on the local areas when option 2 was being studied. It was for the same reason that the best part of the highway would be built into a tunnel. The impact on the environment and residents would be relatively minor and thus would make the comparatively high construction cost worthwhile. The government had in mind the linkage with the Hong Kong-Zhuhia-Macao Bridge when it considered the relevant options, and thus the Hong Kong-Zhuhia-Macao Bridge Hong Kong Management Office was assigned with the responsibilities of the both major infrastructures. When the site selection of boundary crossing facilities was being studied, the possible impact on the linking roads from Tuen Mun to Chak Lap Kok had been factored in.
A member enquired about the possible effects on navigation channel in the construction of the tunnel.
The Chief Engineer responded that the submarine tunnel was the most costly and most technically demanding part of option 2. The tunnel would be 4 kilometres in length and it was not anticipated that operational difficulties would be posed. The design of the tunnel had factored in the requirement of the depth of navigation tunnel, relevant experience of which was no lacking in Hong Kong.

The Chairman said that the residents would support any option that would be resident-friendly. He further requested that when new information became available, the departments would keep the council abreast. 
Assistant Commissioner/Planning of the Transport Department stated that the department had all along kept close liaison with the Highways Department when the project was being planned. The department fully supported the contents contained in the paper, in particular option 2 which conformed well with traffic and transportation considerations.

III. Audiotape recordings of Islands District Council
Members noted that thirteen of the district councils had their audiotape recordings uploaded on their websites but not the Islands District Council.
After discussion, members were of the view that since the current term Islands District Council (IDC) had not decided on whether to upload the audio records of its meetings onto the IDC homepage, the IDC should continue to adopt its existing practice of not releasing the tape recordings of the District Council meetings to the public.
The meeting was adjourned at 3:35 p.m. 
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