(Gist Translation)

Summary of Minutes of Meeting of Islands District Council

Date

: 
21 February 2011 (Monday)

Time
: 
2:00 p.m.

Venue

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


38 Pier Road, Central, Hong Kong.

I.
Visit of the Permanent Secretary for Transport and Housing (Housing) to Islands District Council


The Permanent Secretary for Transport and Housing (Housing) said that he was pleased to visit the Islands District Council (IDC) and welcomed members’ suggestions so that improvements could be made. Matters related to public housing sustainable maintenance strategies had been laid out in the paper. 


A member said that in government’s initial planning, the population of Tung Chung was 220 000. However, it was about 90 000 to 100 000 at present and many imbalances in development had thus been resulted.  Examples were the lack of students and possibility of closing some schools in the district, and the delay of the construction of MTR station in Tung Chung West. He urged the Government to expeditiously start the planning of Tung Chung Phase III and construct an MTR station in Tung Chung West, so as to provide complete transportation ancillary facilities for Yat Tung Estate and also for the third phase development. He also said that small and medium enterprises (SMEs) were facing difficulties in Tung Chung because of the monopoly of major shopping malls. He hoped that future housing estates would be provided with small shops for the benefits of SMEs and development of local businesses. 


Another member said that the Government had submitted the proposal of Tung Chung development to the Legislative Council in 2001, but there had yet been any planning conducted. Many facilities were being completed in Tung Chung and there should be a corresponding number of residents so that there would not be wastage. Therefore the Government should start the planning of Tung Chung Phase III as soon as possible. He also urged the Government to be mindful of the lack of students in some schools in the district to avoid their closure. He proposed the development of large housing estate which could be government funded or financed by other means. 


A member proposed that the management of commercial spaces in future public housing estates completed in Tung Chung should not be handed over to the Link, so as to avoid high rents of shops in the area. The Housing Department divided Hong Kong into six districts in determining the rents of public housing estates. Tung Chung was classified as “extended urban areas” and its rent was higher than that of Tin Shui Wai, which was classified as a “new town”. He hoped that the department would conduct a review on the system. Yat Tung Estate and Fu Tung Estate belonged to the same type of public housing estate, but the rents of the former were higher although the latter was more convenient in terms of transportation. He urged the Government to conduct a review on the rents of “extended urban areas” and “new towns”, and to adjust the rents of Yat Tung Estate. The authorities should take into account the affordability of residents and level of transportation charges of remote areas when they determined the rents. 


The responses of the Permanent Secretary for Transport and Housing (Housing) were summarized as below:
a.
The Housing Department had been endeavouring all along to develop public housing in Tung Chung and other suitable areas. With the assistance of the Development Bureau and the Planning Department, the Housing Department would try to identify land in the area suitable for the purpose. The department would also relate opinions put forward by members about Tung Chung planning to relevant policy departments in due course. 
b.
At present, the Housing Department did not have any plan to alter the existing arrangements in respect of management of shops in newly completed public housing estates. 
c.
In determining rents of public housing, affordability of tenants was the major consideration. Many other factors also came into play, and transportation was only one of them. The rents of public housing units in the same area were roughly similar, and they also varied with the differences in the size of the units. If tenants had financial difficulties, they might apply for rent assistance from the Housing Authority.
II. 
Briefing on Competition Bill



The Under Secretary for Commerce and Economic Development briefed the meeting of the background and the main contents of the Competition Bill. 


Members gave their opinions as below:

a.
A member was supportive of the broad principles of enacting a cross-sector Competition Law. While some people believed that the Competition Bill had negative impacts on SMEs, she believed that the law would promote fair competition and was beneficial to SMEs. She cited the examples of the monopoly of property developers in sales of property, renting of commercial spaces, transportation and property management businesses in housing estates under their charge to illustrate that monopoly did exist in Hong Kong. To prevent collusion in tendering, there was a need for legislation. However, she had reservation about the Bill’s empowering the Chief Executive in Council to grant exemptions and exclusions to the law. As members of the Executive Council were appointed by the Chief Executive and they shared the same standpoints and beliefs, there would be a lack of effective oversight in the exemption mechanism. On the other hand, she agreed that the discretionary power as listed in part four of the Bill would make it easier for the SMEs to accept the Bill. She was concerned that the Deed of Mutual Covenant had very far-reaching consequences for future owners and enquired whether there were stipulations in the Bill to exclude unfair clauses in the Deed of Mutual Covenant with retrospective effect to allow owners to establish owners’ corporations. She also hoped that the Bill would regulate the monopoly of major developers in property management.  
b.
Another member said that management of many large scale housing estates was handed over by developers to management companies under their charge without competition. Such arrangements would enhance monopoly and she hoped that the authorities would consider setting up mechanisms to allow owners choosing management companies. 
c.
A member enquired whether complaints could be lodged against monopoly pricing after the passage of the Bill. 
d.
A member asked whether parallelly imported goods were illegal under the Competition Law.


The Under Secretary for Commerce and Economic Development responded as follows:
a.
At present there were no comprehensive competition laws and thus the authorities were not able to conduct in-depth investigation into anti-competition practices and gathering of evidence was made difficult. From 1997 to date, the Competition Policy Advisory Group had received 118 complaints. As the Group had no statutory power to conduct investigation, it could only handle complaints received on basis of the information provided by the complainant. Under such circumstances, even if anti-competition practices did take place, there might be a lack of sufficient evidence to arrive at a ruling. Therefore, an organization empowered by legislation to conduct investigation was necessary in order to establish a fair competitive environment. 
b. 
Regarding the management of properties, a Competition Law would enable the authorities to gather information from parties concerned and to investigate whether collusion did take place in the tendering process. A pamphlet briefing the public how to discern and handle collusion in tendering process would be publicized in due course. 

c.
The Deed of Mutual Covenant was a contract and was legally binding, and the Competition Committee would give due regard to that problem in the future. He expected that after the passage of the Bill, a commercial environment allowing fair competition would be created and more companies would compete in bidding for management contracts of buildings. 
d.
The Competition Law was applicable to commercial enterprises of all sizes because serious anti-competition practices, regardless of the sizes of the enterprises, would be harmful to the consumers. However, the Competition Committee would be flexible in dealing with violations of small shops. 
e.
Parallelly imported goods did not fall within the jurisdiction of the Competition Law. 
f.
The Competition Bill had entered into the committee stage (of the Legislative Council). Members could assist in publicizing the benefits of a fair competition environment and support the endeavours of the Government in enacting the legislation.   
III.
Proper Management of Municipal Solid Waste - Latest Development



Representatives of the Environmental Protection Department (EPD) briefly introduced the study of site selection, the main components of the facilities, environmental impact assessment (EIA) study and site preference in regard to the Integrated Waste Management Facilities (IWMF), making use of computer slides. 



A member said that since the end of January 2008 when the Cheung Chau Rural Committee learnt that the two sites of Tsang Tsui in Tuen Mun and Shek Kwu Chau had been selected for the construction of IWMF, it had written to the Environment Bureau many times to raise objection. Signatures of those opposing to the proposal had been collected and representatives of the EPD had been invited to attend residents’ meeting. The dissatisfaction and worries of residents had been made known very clearly. The Environment Bureau said that site selection would be determined after the EIA studies had been completed and further consultation would be conducted. However, recently the Bureau unilaterally said that the Government inclined to construct an artificial island near Shek Kwu Chau for the establishment of IWMF without conducting further consultation. Cheung Chau residents were highly dissatisfied with the Government for its ignoring public opinions and they vehemently opposed to the construction of an IWMF on Shek Kwu Chau for reasons stated below:

a.
The distance between Cheung Chau and Shek Kwu Chau was only one nautical mile. Every summer southwesterlies often blew in the direction of Cheung Chau. Even if the IWMF would not release dioxin, there were other gases and odours that would be detrimental to residents’ health. 
b.
There were more than 70 fish-farmers near Shek Kwu Chau (at Cheung Sha Wan, Lantau Island). They would be affected by reclamation works and would not be able to operate for at least seven years and would suffer losses in the order of hundred millions of dollars.
c.
Sixteen hectares of land would have to be reclaimed for the construction of the artificial island. A fishing ground would be lost forever and the loss was incalculable. 
d.
Ecology would be affected by reclamation works and precious marine life in the vicinity of Shek Kwu Chau would disappear as a result of loss of habitat, including black finless porpoise and Chinese White Dolphins.
e.
Cheung Chau recently had transformed itself into a holiday resort. Local and overseas tourists and investors had been attracted to the island and employment opportunities thus were on the increase. If the authorities were bent on constructing the IWMF on Shek Kwu Chau, visitors attracted to Cheung Chau for its fresh air would be deprived of a good outing spot. Investors would also leave because they would be making losses and residents making a livelihood in tourism would be hard pressed. 
f.
If the IWMF would not affect public health, as claimed by the Secretary for the Environment, it would mean that the facilities could be set up in every district. Why then the facilities would have to be constructed at Shek Kwu Chau away from the population and where reclamation had to be done?
g.
The Secretary for the Environment said that landfills were almost full and there was imminent need for the construction of incinerating facilities. Why then not established the facilities at a site that could be used earlier in 2016, instead of the Shek Kwu Chau that could be used only in 2018 at a higher cost? 
h.
The IWMF were a major facilities and the public were not aware of the details of its operation. In case of emergencies, what contingent and remedial measures the Government would take?
i.
Green Island Cement Company Limited proposed to the EPD in 2006 to establish a Co-combustion Pilot Plant at Tap Shek Kok where solid waste would be used in place of coal and where ashes could be recycled. Why did the Government turn down the proposal?



Another member said that the EPD consulted the District Council in 2008. The Department then said that EIA and feasibility studies would be conducted on the two feasible sites of Shek Kwu Chau and Tsang Tsui of Tuen Mun for the establishment of IWMF. She had then opposed to the site selection of Shek Kwu Chau. In November 2010, she enquired with the EPD about the progress of the matter through the Tourism, Agriculture, Fisheries and Environmental Hygiene Committee, and EPD replied that the report of the study had not been completed yet. However, the Government abruptly announced the EIA in the previous week and unilaterally indicated its inclination of selecting Shek Kwu Chau. She criticized the authorities for not consulting the residents beforehand. She said that the Government were bullying the residents of outlying islands, and took advantage of their kind character and being lesser in number. It was unfair to the residents of the outlying islands that their health would be sacrificed. She raised the following points:

a.
Construction of IWMF at Shek Kwu Chau was not only expensive, but would take a longer time too. The Government had failed to provide the differences in costs of establishing the facilities at Tsang Tsui of Tuen Mun and Shek Kwu Chau variously. With the imminent question of landfills being full, the Government did not state how it would handle the municipal solid wastes if the project of IWMF was delayed. 
b.
The wind direction of Shek Kwu Chau was always changeable. When weather conditions were unfavourable and there were typhoons, transport of waste at sea would have to be suspended.
c.
Reclamation would affect the seabed and decrease the area of fishing grounds. Fish-farmers and the beautiful coast of South Lantau would also be affected. 
d.
Thirty-one hectares of fishing ground would be lost, not sixteen hectares as stated in the document. The water quality and livelihood of fishermen had been affected by past and on-going projects around Cheung Chau and nearby waters. The Government should prudently consider this point. 
e.
On the surface, the construction of IWMF at Shek Kwu Chau would only affect the health of several tens of thousands of people. In fact, everyone’s health in Hong Kong would be affected because the waters concerned were important fishing ground and the fish caught there were sold throughout Hong Kong. 
f.
If the Government said that the IWMF would not cause problems, then it should consider constructing them in every district. 
g.
In summer, southwesterlies often blew through Shek Kwu Chau. She disagreed with the EPD which said in the document that Shek Kwu Chau was not in the downwind position of the prevailing wind, and thus the cumulative effects on air quality would be less. Although incinerators were more advanced these days, they were not free of pollution. Exhaust fumes would be produced in incinerating wastes and southwesterly winds would blow these fumes towards Cheung Chau and the health of residents would be affected. She was critical of the EPD for not taking into account of the actual situation and the life of residents and requested the Department to send representatives to Cheung Chau and Lantau to explain to the residents in details and reconsider its site selection. 
h.
She urged the Government to adopt a multi-pronged approach in handling waste and especially at source separation and education so as to minimize the creation of waste.



A member said that local people learnt of the Government’s inclination of selecting Shek Kwu Chau as IWMF site only through press reports. They were not aware of the matter beforehand and that was unfair to them. He was critical of the Government for not stating clearly the reasons for choosing Shek Kwu Chau instead of Tsang Tsui. He said that Hong Kong produced far more than 3 000 kilograms of waste everyday and the proposed IWMF could only handle 3 000 kilograms of waste per day. He enquired how the remaining waste would be handled. The IWMF at Shek Kwu Chau would commence operation only in 2018 and by then the landfills would have been full already. He enquired how the Government would effectively handle waste in the period. He said that incineration should not be the only method used to handle municipal solid waste. He was critical of existing measures in waste management and there was a lack of long term planning on the part of the EPD. He suggested that a multi-pronged approach be adopted and education should be stepped up. The Hong Kong public did not know much about incinerating facilities and the Government should enhance publicity in that respect. Considering the time of completion of the facilities and that the costs of construction were higher at Shek Kwu Chau, he said that the first IWMF should be built at Tsang Tsui. Finally, he hoped that the authorities would enhance communication with all sides and to relieve the public’s concerns. He proposed that the plan be suspended so that members of the public would have more time to understand the facilities. 



A member queried the authorities as it had listed nearby waters as conservation areas all along and then abruptly stated the establishment of an IWMF at Shek Kwu Chau. There were a prison and staff dormitories on Chimawan Peninsula on Lantau and the construction of the facilities would affect the prisoners and the staff. The South Lantao Rural Committee had convened a meeting and was unanimous in its vehement objection to the establishment of the said facilities at Shek Kwu Chau.  



A member said that about 13 000 kilograms of municipal solid waste were produced in Hong Kong everyday. She understood that everyone would not like the establishment of a super-incinerator or landfill at his backyard. She received the most updated revised agenda only the previous Friday and papers on the subject only in the morning of the meeting day. She said that the EPD should review the procedures of consultation. If the councillors and the public had been aware of the matter earlier, the degree of opposition might have been less vehement. She was concerned about the conservation issues that might arise as a result of the establishment of such major facilities and that a large area of the sea would be affected. If 3 000 kilograms of waste were to be transported by sea everyday, the cost of transportation might be higher than by land. She queried how the energy increased after the establishment of the incinerator could benefit the residents, and was also sceptical of benefits which were said to be brought to residents through the establishment of recreational and education centres. In the previous two to three decades, technologies in handling municipal solid waste had been vastly advanced. However, it was unfair to impose the treatment of all wastes produced in Hong Kong onto a single place. She proposed the setting up of smaller facilities in various districts so that the responsibilities and benefits of the facilities would be evenly distributed. She also advised the EPD against the construction of a “super-incinerator’. Citing the example of the food waste treatment centre at Siu Ho Wan, she said that if extensive consultation and discussion had been conducted earlier, the public would not have been so concerned about the site selection of the IWMF and the problem would have been easier to resolve. 



A member said that the consultation conducted by EPD in 2008 was different from the inclination of site selection as recently stated. The residents found it very difficult to accept given that the authorities had made the announcement without conducting consultation. She said that there were many islands in the District and if the site was far away from centres of population, it would be easier for residents to accept the decision. 



A member said that while he understood that treating municipal solid waste by incineration was the trend, only one such facility was not sufficient for the need of Hong Kong. The EPD should take into consideration of the suggestion put forward by Green Island Cement Company Limited to establish a Co-combustion Pilot Plant at Tap Shek Kok as a pilot scheme. 



The Vice-chairlady said that when the EPD consulted the Islands District Council in 2008, the latter had made it very clear that it objected to the construction of an incinerator facility at Shek Kwu Chau. Members of the Islands District Council had clearly expressed their worries that the emissions and dioxin from the facilities would pose a threat to the health of Cheung Chau residents. The Secretary for the Environment had said that it was possible that more than one incinerator would be built. However, the EIA report was publicized recently and that the site selected was Shek Kwu Chau. She was shocked by the decision which did not respect the residents of the Islands District and those of Hong Kong as a whole. The authorities did not respond to the question of how it would handle the remaining amount of waste as the facilities would be able to treat only 3 000 kilograms out of a total of 13 000 kilograms of waste produced daily in Hong Kong. Furthermore, the authorities did not provide the costs of building the facilities at Tsang Tsui and Shek Kwu Chau. District Councillors had reflected public opinions to the Government and hoped that the EPD would withdraw its decision. She was critical of the Government’s lack of policies to support environmental industries and she urged the Government to conduct a review of source treatment of wastes. 



The Chairman hoped that the authorities would take into account opinions and concerns expressed by members of the District Council.

IV.
Construction of Additional Floors above Central Piers Numbers 4 to 6


A representative of the Civil Engineering and Development Department (CEDD) introduced the scope and design concepts of the project.


Members gave their views as follows:

a.
A member said that the contract period should not be too short, so as to attract investment.
b.
A member supported the project as he believed it would assist ferry operators to improve their non-fare box revenue. He also hoped that departments concerned would continue to liaise and collect opinions from local people to formulate a suitable plan. 
c.
The Vice-chairlady was supportive of the measures to beautify the piers and make them accessible to everyone. She hoped that the department would consult various parties about the design of the piers, and study the benefits of the project on stabilizing fares sooner, rather than after the completion of design work.
d.
A member was supportive of the design of the project and that of the waterfront promenade. She hoped that the project would increase the flow of pedestrians, and the related earnings could be used to subsidize the operational expenditures of the ferry services. She pointed out that the paper did not mention the relocation of the bus terminus nearby. She proposed that the existing bus terminus on Site 2 should be moved to the location between Piers 7 and 8, and the space vacated could then be used as public transport interchange. There should be sitting-out facilities between Piers 7 and 8, and a bridge to connect Piers 4 to 6 and the newly constructed public transport interchange. 
e. 
A member said that the existing height of the piers was 21 metres and the height after reconstruction would be 25 metres. She enquired how the four metres of added space be adequate for one-and-a-half newly added floors. She also said that the future management of the piers and the length of tenancy had to be attractive if non-fare box revenue was to be increased. 
f.
A member said that stable ferry fares were very important for residents of the Islands District and he hoped that the construction of additional floors would be beneficial to the ferry operators and the stabilization of fares. He hoped that the department(s) would provide details about economic/financial benefits of the project. 
h. 
A member said that she supported the project but many details remained to be determined. She was concerned that it would be inconvenient to residents of the Islands District, especially the elderly, if the bus terminus was moved too far away.


The representative of the CEDD responded as follows:

a.
Facilities enabling an access-to-all environment would be provided in accordance with existing standards. 
b.
Whether additional revenue could be generated depended on the market situation and also on the design. He expected that the new piers would produce synergy with facilities in the vicinity to increase pedestrian flow. The future major landscape podium connecting the commercial areas of the Central would also attract members of the public to go to the pier area. 
c.
As the piers and the bus terminus were located on different lots of land, thus the project would have no impact on the location of the bus terminus.
d.
Consultants and architectural works companies had been commissioned for the design of the interior and the outlook of the piers. 
e.
The roof of the existing piers was 14 metres above the principal datum, and the restriction for the project was 25 metres above the principal datum. As such there would be adequate space for additional floors.



The Chairman concluded that the Islands District Council supported the contents of the paper and hoped that the CEDD would take into account members’ opinions. He suggested that members should continue to reflect their views in future public forums.
V.
Question on non-emergency ambulance transfer service


A representative of the Hospital Authority briefed the meeting of the non-emergency ambulance transfer service provided by Princess Margaret Hospital of the Kowloon West Cluster as follows:
a.
Services provided included transfer of hospital, discharge from hospital, out-patient service, admission to hospital and services for in-patients and geriatric day services.
b.
Services would be provided from 8:00 am to 8:00 pm, and discharge services of accident and emergency department of various hospitals would be provided from 8:00 pm to 11:00 pm.
c. 
Hospitals served included Princess Margaret Hospital, Lai King Building, Caritas Medical Centre and Kwai Chung Hospital. At night, the Kowloon West Cluster was also responsible for discharge from hospitals in the New Territories including Tuen Mun Hospital, Pok Oi Hospital, Prince of Wales Hospital, North District Hospital and Alice Ho Miu Ling Nethersole Hospital. 
d
Areas served included Tsuen Wan, Kwai Chung, Tsing Yi and Lantau Island. 
e.
Patients who fulfilled any one of the following conditions would be eligible for the service free of charge: 

i. 
bed-ridden;
ii. 
continuous flow of oxygen was needed;

iii. 
wheelchair bound and whose residence not directly accessible by elevator, or elderly persons living by themselves or quadriplegic patients;
iv. 
walking with difficulties/unable to move upstairs or downstairs and whose residence not directly accessible by elevator, or elderly persons living by themselves;
v. 
mentally ill or sensory impaired persons. 

f.
Those who fulfilled the above conditions would have to be assessed by medical staff of the Hospital Authority. Their applications would then be processed by the control centre of non-emergency ambulance transfer service of the region concerned and the control centre would arrange services in accordance with supply and demand situations. As conditions of patients might change over time, thus medical staff might have to conduct assessment on a time-to-time basis to determine the patients concerned did fulfil the conditions listed above when service was requested. The entire non-emergency ambulance transfer service was free of charge. 
g.
Starting from July 2003, the Health Department handed over Tai O Jockey Club General Out-patient Clinic and Mui Wo General Out-patient Clinic to the Hospital Authority, marking the beginning of the latter’s service for Lantau Island. 



A representative of the Auxiliary Medical Services (AMS) said that the AMS mainly served areas not covered by the non-emergency ambulance transfer service provided by the Hospital Authority, which included the Hong Kong Island, Kowloon, the New Territories and the Islands District. AMS started serving the Islands District in 1997, including areas accessible by land transport such as Tung Chung and Mui Wo. For areas not accessible by land transport, patients could take sea transport to Central and AMS could then provide non-emergency ambulance service from the Central Piers. Those who requested such services had to make applications via medical staff in advance. In the past year or so, the services provided by AMS were adequate to meet the demands of patients of the Islands District. 


A member enquired whether persons living alone or disabled persons whose residence was accessible by elevator were eligible for non-emergency ambulance service. 


A representative of the Hospital Authority responded that wheelchair bound persons living alone whose residence was accessible by elevator were eligible for non-emergency ambulance service.



A member said that Lantau Island was situated far away from the city and demand for services should be great. However, according to the information provided by the Hospital Authority, there were only more than 600 cases of using the service yearly, ie, two cases per day.  He believed that the figures could not reflect the actual needs. 


Another representative of the Hospital Authority responded that the information provided was records of services in the previous few years, and that the Hospital Authority would try its best to serve the public subject to availability of resources.  



A member enquired whether the two organizations could use the Discovery Bay Tunnel to provide non-emergency ambulance service for residents of Discovery Bay. She also proposed the provision of pamphlets to introduce the service so that 999 services would not be misused. 



The representative of the AMS said that AMS had all along provided non-emergency ambulance service for Discovery Bay. The ambulances had to pay for tunnel fares but the services provided by AMS were totally free of charge. 
VI.
Question on establishment of public Chinese medicine clinic in North Lantau Hospital



(A written reply from the Food and Health Bureau had been distributed to all members prior to the meeting)


The member raising the enquiry said that at the moment residents of Tung Chung could only rely on a few Chinese herbal medicine shops in the area for Chinese medicine out-patient services. Or else they would have to travel to other areas, which was very inconvenient. She urged the authorities to consider the establishment of a public Chinese medicine clinic in North Lantau Hospital. 


Another member hoped that the Food and Health Bureau would invite non-profit making organizations through tender to set up Chinese medicine clinics in the area to cope with the needs of the community. 
VII. 
Question on establishment of MTR station at Yat Tung Estate


A representative of the Planning Department said that according to the reply given by the Highways Department, the authorities would take into account factors such as population growth, the economy and engineering feasibility in determining whether or not to build a new MTR station in Tung Chung. The provision of railway link should be an option in connecting Tung Chung West with other areas. The Highways Department would conduct a review and amendment on Railway Development Strategy 2000 in the second quarter of this year, which would include studying the extension of the Tung Chung Line to the new reclamation area. The Planning Department and the CEDD also planned to conduct the Feasibility Study for Remaining Development in Tung Chung at the end of 2011, and would maintain contact with the Highways Department in matters related to the construction of a new MTR station to ensure that there would be sufficient transport facilities to tie in with the needs of the remaining development areas of Tung Chung.


Members gave their views as below:

a.
A member criticized the Government for not telling the residents the conditions for constructing the MTR station in Yat Tung Estate beforehand. Consequently, residents had to spend extra time and money traveling between the estate and Tung Chung Station in the past decade. She proposed the provision of free bus service connecting the estate and Tung Chung Station.
b.
A member was concerned whether the past option of reclaiming land would be used in the Feasibility Study for Remaining Development in Tung Chung. He believed that the option did not meet the standard of environmental assessment and would not be supported by local people. He hoped that the Planning Department would take into account the overall planning and new direction of development of Tung Chung before conducting the study, so that time would not be wasted in the development of Phases III and IV in the event of the plan being found to be infeasible. 

c.
A member regretted that the MTR Corporation had not sent representatives to attend the meeting. Apart from connecting bus services, he proposed the construction of pedestrian tunnel connecting Tung Chung Station, Yat Tung Estate and the future hospital.

d.
A member was concerned whether the Feasibility Study for Remaining Development in Tung Chung and reclamation would affect the rights, livelihood and fungshui of the original villages. He hoped that the Planning Department would consult the Tung Chung Rural Committee before works began. 



The representative of the Planning Department responded as follows:

a.
Planning of transportation and ancillary facilities would be included in the Feasibility Study for Remaining Development in Tung Chung to tie in with the needs of future population development.
b.
The study would take about 30 months, in which results of past studies would be reviewed and the public would be consulted. Issues such as environment, ecology and housing demands would be sufficiently dealt with. 

c.
Proposal concerning free connecting bus and pedestrian tunnel would be related to the Transport Department and other department concerned. 



A member was disappointed with the Food and Health Bureau, the Highways Department and the MTR Corporation in only providing written replies. She hoped that government departments and organizations would as much as possible appoint representatives to attend the meetings. 
VIII. 
Question on declaration of interest by district councillors



The Assistant District Officer briefed the meeting of the contents of the written reply given by the Home Affairs Department. 


A representative of the Independent Commission Against Commission (ICAC) explained the related stipulations in the Prevention of Bribery Ordinance and advised members of the District Council to act in accordance with the conduct guidelines. In declaration of interests, they could refer to the Standing Orders of the IDC. 


A member said that she made the declaration of interest because of a previous press report related to HKR International Limited and members of the IDC. She hoped that the declaration would not lead to unreasonable accusations. 


A member suggested that the speech once said by the Vice-chairlady seemed not to be in line with the standpoints of the ICAC.


The Vice-chairlady clarified that her speech made at the 13 December meeting was to avoid the mistaken association of acceptance of benefits with the issue of introducing taxi services into Discovery Bay. 
IX. 
Question on draft Tai O Fringe Development Permission Area Plan



A member enquired whether the Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) would be formulated in three years and if further consultation would be conducted. He said that the replies given by the Development Bureau and the Town Planning Board had not addressed his enquires. 


The representative of the Planning Department said that the Town Planning Ordinance stipulated that the OZP would replace the development permission area plan in three years after the publication of the latter. In preparing the OZP, the Planning Department would further review the usage of land and follow laid down procedures to consult various government departments, local people and the public. 


A member said that as far as he understood it, although consultation would be conducted, further change to the draft plan was very unlikely. He hoped that rights of the villagers would be safeguarded.  

X. 
Motion on Traffic and Transport Committee of Islands DC



The Chairman said that he had made a ruling at the last meeting in respect of the arrangement of the Traffic and Transport Committee (T&TC) meeting of 22 November 2010, and that the Chairman of the T&TC had given his explanation about the matter. 


The member who moved the motion read out the motion. 


The Chairman believed that all members were dedicated to serving the public and the impromptu arrangements were made because of the urgency of the issue, and that the Chairman of the T&TC had halted the personal attack made on a member at the meeting. 


The member further explained that she did not see the urgency in the matter and why she did not agree with the arrangements made.


A voting by show of hands was conducted. Two members voted for the motion and seventeen against. There was one abstention. Hence, the motion was not passed.
XI. 
Question on widening of footpath between Central Piers No. 3 & 4



A representative of the Transport Department said that the footpath at issue connected the pedestrian footbridge leading to the International Finance Centre. There was room for two adults walking side by side. The widening proposal involved the flower bed by the side of the footpath, which belonged to the jurisdiction of the Leisure and Cultural Services Department. Should there be any suggestion, the Transport Department would be pleased to provide comment on traffic matters.
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