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I. Opening Remarks
The Chairman welcomed everyone to the 17th meeting of the Wong Tai Sin District Council (WTSDC), especially Mr. Bryan HA, Atg DO (WTS), who attended the meeting on behalf of Mrs. Teresa WONG who was attending courses in Beijing. 

2.

As regards the Government representatives who attended the meeting, the Chairman informed the meeting that as Mr. WONG Kin-chung, the permanent representative of the Leisure and Cultural Services Department (LCSD) who were absent for other official commitment, he would leave the meeting after agenda item III (i) had been discussed, Mr. KWOK Siu-yee, Deputy Leisure Manager (Wong Tai Sin) would attend the meeting on behalf of Mr. WONG for the following items.  On the other hand, Ms. CHU Kam-chong, Chief Health Inspector (Wong Tai Sin) of the Food and Environmental Hygiene Department (FEHD) would attend the meeting on behalf of Mr. Daniel SO, District Environmental Hygiene Superintendent (Wong Tai Sin); and Mrs. SUNG CHEUNG Mun-chi, Margarita, Senior Housing Manager/Wong Tai Sin would attend the meeting on behalf of Mr. LEE Cert-quinn, Chief Manager/ Management (Kowloon East). 
3.

It was noted that Mr. TO Kwan-hang, Andrew was away from Hong Kong because of important personal matters and so would be absent from the meeting.
Amendment of the Agenda of the 17th Meeting

4.

The amended agenda of the 17th Meeting submitted on table was endorsed.  Agenda item III (vi) “Handling On-Street Used Clothes Collection Cages by Inter-departmental Cooperation” was added.  It was presented by Mr. Bryan HA who would introduce the inter-departmental cooperation coordinated by the Home Affairs Department (HAD) to handle on-street used clothes collection cages and the community involvement activities; the Meeting agreed that this newly added agenda item would be discussed first following the discussion about agenda item III (ii) “Kai Tak Planning Review Stage 3 Public Participation: Preliminary Outline Development Plan”.

I
Confirmation of the Minutes of the 16th Meeting of WTSDC on 2.5.2006
5.
The minutes of the 16th meeting of WTSDC held on 2.5.2006 were confirmed without amendment.

III
Matters Arising from the 16th Meeting of the Second Term of WTSDC 

(WTSDC Paper 47/2006)

6.    Members noted the paper.

III(i)
Report on the Works Progress of “Nan Lian Garden” and the Future Management and Operation Mode

(WTSDC Paper 48/2006)
7. 
The Chairman welcomed the representatives of the Leisure and Cultural Services Department (LCSD) and Chi Lin Nunnery who attended the meeting for agenda item III (i).  They were:
	Mrs. CHOY LAM Sau-ha, Annie

	Chief Leisure Manager (Kowloon), LCSD

	Mr. WONG Kin-chung, 
	 District Leisure Manager (Wong Tai Sin), LCSD
 

	Master Miu Chung
	 Chi Lin Nunnery


	Ms. Y. L.WAN
	 Chi Lin Nunnery



	Mr. B.H.LAI
	 Chi Lin Nunnery



	Ms. S.H. CHAN
	  Member of the Organising Committee of Nan Lian Garden



	Mrs. K.Y.WONG
	  Member of the Organising Committee of Nan Lian Garden 



8.    Mrs. CHOY LAM Sau-ha, Annie introduced the paper.  She pointed out that the Leisure and Cultural Services Department (LCSD) had consulted the Leisure and Cultural Services Committee (LCSC) of WTSDC in January and September 2002 about the works design of “Nan Lian Garden”.  LCSC supported the Tang Dynasty design for “Nan Lian Garden”.  LCSD commissioned Chi Lin Nunnery in 2003 to be in charge of the design, construction and supervision of the Garden.  The capital works were finished in mid 2006.  LCSD and Chi Lin Nunnery were actively following up the rejuvenation works, interior design and operational arrangement, it was expected that the Garden would be open to the public by the end of 2006.  LCDS would make reference to the opening hours of large parks and respond to the appeals of the local personalities.   Suitable opening hours of the Garden would be worked out, taking into consideration the actual design and needs of the Garden.   Nan Lian Garden was a public sitting-out area.  It would be managed and operated in accordance with “Pleasure Grounds Regulation”.  The Garden would be open to the public free of charge except some designated venues where fees had to be paid.  The Director of LCSD would own the final management authority.  As the Tang dynasty buildings, wooden structures and ancient trees had to be managed by the experts conversant with the Chinese culture and having the related experience, LCSD would commission Chi Lin Nunnery to be responsible for the management and operation.

9.    Master Miu Chung introduced the works progress, various kinds of buildings, the concept of installation and the characteristics of various facilities with audio visual aid.

10.
Mr. SO Sik-kin opined that Nan Lian Garden was a uniquely-designed park modelling on the style of Tang Dynasty.  He believed that it could become a world-famous tourist site.  He wanted to know the formal opening date, opening hours of Nan Lian Garden and the measures to control the crowd and users with a view to avoid destroying trees and facilities in the Garden. 

(Hon. TAM Heung-man joined the meeting at 2:15pm.)
11.
Mr. FUNG Kwong-chung, BBS, JP was glad to see that Nan Lian Garden was completed and open to the public.  Nan Lian Garden adopted Chinese history and cultural art as its theme, which could enrich and enhance the qualities of the community at large, facilitate the younger generation in gaining a deeper understanding of the Chinese history and culture and paying greater attention to them.   In view of the profound knowledge and rich experience of Chi Lin Nunnery in constructing and maintaining the ancient gardens and buildings in the style of Tang Dynasty, he considered that it was suitable for Chi Lin Nunnery to manage and maintain Nan Lian Garden.  Also, he supported the establishment of the Advisory Board of the Nan Lian Garden (ABNLG) for providing expert advice on the management and operation of the Garden; as well as delegating representatives from WTSDC to participate in ABNLG to reflect the views of the local personalities.

12.
Mr. CHUI Pak-tai believed that the early completion of Nan Lian Garden could be a blessing to the public.  Nan Lian Garden was a great masterpiece.  He hoped that Chi Lin Nunnery could share the experience with the public, so as to enrich their knowledge and enhance the management skills of the Government.  He remarked that the plan well illustrated the fruitful achievement of the cooperation between the Government and civil organisations.

13.
Mr. WU Chi-wai said that he was not worried about the professional capability of Chi Lin Nunnery in managing Nan Lian Garden.  As Nan Lian Garden was a public sitting-out area, he wanted to know whether the fee-charging facilities of the Garden, its mode of operation and fee level would be in line with the established arrangement of LCSD in operating the public sitting-out area, or the rule would be set after the Government and Chi Lin Nunnery had signed the formal entrustment agreement in future.  
14.
Mr. HUI Kam-shing agreed to entrusting Chi Lin Nunnery to manage Nan Lian Garden for the next five years.  He pointed out that Chi Lin Nunnery had to discuss the management by-laws with the Government and make conciliation, to ensure that the precious buildings in the Garden would not be destroyed.  On the other hand, he considered that Nan Lian Garden should be developed into a platform for promoting Chinese tradition and understanding the culture of Tang Dynasty.  He recommended that Chi Lin Nunnery could train tourist ambassador for schools or organisations, and introduce the characteristics of the buildings and facilities in Tang Style and the culture of Tang Dynasty for promotion.

15.
The Hon. TAM Heung-man was glad to find that Nan Lian Garden could be completed smoothly.  The authorities concerned also fulfilled their promises to residents of Galaxia made two years ago.  No noise pollution or dust nuisances were caused to residents of Galaxia.  However she was concerned that as the parking spaces of Nan Lian Garden was next to Galaxia, and so she hoped that Chi Lin Nunnery, when managing Nan Lian Garden, could follow up the matter by formulating measures, controlling coaches and other vehicles in an effective manner to avoid causing nuisances to neighbouring residents.
16.
Mr. NG Yiu-man welcomed the recommendation that Chi Lin Nunnery would run Nan Lian Garden.  However he pointed out that as during the five years when Chi Lin Nunnery operated Nan Lian Garden, Chi Lin Nunnery only received the nominal fee of $ 1 from the Government as the management fee, he was concerned with the actual expenditure of management per annum and the financial capability of Chi Lin Nunnery.  If Chi Lin Nunnery handed back the management authority to the Government after five years, while the Government was not well prepared financially, the handover of management might be affected.

17.
Mr. MOK Ying-fan supported delegating the managing authority of Nan Lian Garden to Chi Lin Nunnery for five years.  He was confident of the management skills and professional experience of Chi Lin Nunnery.  However he hoped that the authorities concerned could learn from the chaotic situation of the opening of the Wetland Park and make good preparation for the opening.  He also hoped that Chi Lin Nunnery could consult WTSDC after formulating the preliminary management objectives for pooling the ideas.  On the other hand, he also supported sending representatives from WTSDC to participate in ABNLG.

18.
Mr. CHAN Wai-kwan, Andie supported the proposal that Chi Lin Nunnery managed Nan Lian Garden for a trial period of five years.  He had paid a site visit to Nan Lian Garden and appreciated the effort Chi Lin Nunnery had paid in building all the facilities.  He considered that Chi Lin Nunnery would be more suitable than the Government organisations in managing Nan Lian Garden.  He also suggested that a guide could be provided to explain the characteristics of the structures and facilities of Nan Lian Garden, so that tourists could understand its preciousness.  As regards the bridge fronting the main gate of the Garden, he suggested that LCSD and the Highways Department (HyD) would follow up the matter by painting the greyish rim of the bridge into green colour to improve the outlook.  
19.

The Chairman concluded that WTSDC noted the works progress of Nan Lian Garden and agreed that the Government entrusted Chi Lin Nunnery to manage and operate the Garden for a term of five years. 
20.

Mrs. CHOY LAM Sau-ha, Annie, LCSD responded to the comments of the Members as follows:
	(a)
	The Government had cooperated with Chi Lin Nunnery since 2000 in constructing and managing Eastern Lotus Pond Garden and Western Lotus Pond Garden in phase I of Hammer Hill Park.  LCSD had confidence in the construction experience and management level of Chi Lin Nunnery.  LCSD would jointly manage Nan Lian Garden with Chi Lin Nunnery.



	(b)
	The authorities concerned were carrying out the rejuvenation work of the facilities in the Garden, and it was expected that the Garden would be open in the end of this year.  The exact opening date would be announced later.  Nan Lian Garden, similar to the large-scale parks and facilities of the Government, would be closed in the midnight.   

 

	(c)
	LCSD and Chi Lin Nunnery were concerned with the pedestrian flow and facilities management, and both parties were formulating the concrete aligning arrangement and related details.



	(d)
	Fee-charging venues, like vegetarian food restaurant and kiosk, would be operated in accordance with the private terms and conditions of other parks of LCSD.  Fee level would be in line with the market price.



	(e)
	LCSD had consulted the Traffic and Transport Committee (T&TC) of WTSDC relating to Nan Lian Garden in March, 2005, and formulated the guidelines for carpark management based on the views of the Members, to ensure that no traffic congestion would be caused while the pedestrian flow could be dispersed. On the other hand, LCSD would continue to follow up the traffic arrangement during important festivals.


21.
Master Miu Chung of Chi Lin Nunnery concluded by responding to Members’ concern in the area of management, education, promotion, traffic and finance:

	(a)
	It took about three years to complete the planning, implementation and construction of Nan Lian Garden, and it actually took more than 10 years for the preparation work. The design of Nan Lian Garden had taken into consideration its function, choice of material and promotion.  Management and maintenance had been included in the comprehensive design.  Chi Lin Nunnery had designed the mode of management within the five-year management period.

      

	(b)
	Special garden arrangement of Nan Lian Garden was required, apart from general cleanliness, repairs and maintenance, cultural and educational factors were required as well.  Chi Lin Nunnery would use Nan Lian Garden as the platform to launch cultural promotion and education work in various sides and aspects.

   

	(c)
	The carpark design of Nan Lian garden would be amended based on the comments of T&TC.  After the amendment had been made, 16 large coaches could be parked in the carpark with four lanes for the alighting of passengers of two large coaches, another lane would be reserved for the use of people with special needs or with disability.  Chi Lin Nunnery would use the carpark as the buffer zone during traffic congestion.



22.

Master Miu Chung considered that it would be a precious opportunity to participate in building a mega park like Nan Lian Garden.  Chi Lin Nunnery would do its best to exhaust all resources for contributing to the culture of Hong Kong and the world.

23.    The Chairman invited all Members to nominate and elect one representative from WTSDC to participate in ABNLG.  Mr. FUNG Kwong-chung, BBS, JP was nominated by Mr. Chan Wai-kwan, Andie; seconded by Mr. SO Sik-kin, and unanimously elected by all Members to be the representative of WTSDC to join ABNLG.
24.    Mr. CHUI Pak-tai suggested that as Nan Lian Garden was a brand new thing, and so there was no need to follow exactly the requirements and regulations of public sitting-out area enforced by LCSD.  

25.
The Chairman said that owing to the uniqueness of Nan Lian Garden, it would be designed as a territory-wide one, not just a Wong Tai Sin Park under the jurisdiction of LCSD.  If DC would run the cultural facility in the district, Nan Lian Garden would remain to be managed by the Government.

26.

Mrs. CHOY LAM Sau-ha, Annie added that even Nan Lian Garden was classified as a territory-wide park, LCSD would still report the operation of Nan Lian Garden to WTSDC according to the existing arrangement, while Mr. FUNG Kwong-chung could also reflect the views of local personalities to ABNLG. 
(Mrs. CHOY LAM Sau-ha, Annie; Mr. WONG Kin-chung; Master Miu Chung; Ms. Y.L. WAN; Mr. B.H. LAI; Ms. S.H. CHAN and Mrs. K.Y. WONG left the meeting at 3:30pm)

III (ii)

Kai Tak Planning Review Stage 3 Public Participation: Preliminary Outline Development Plan


(WTSDC Paper 49/2006)
27.
The Chairman welcomed Mr. LEE. Kai-wing, Raymond, Planning Department and Mr. C.Y. SUN, City Planning—Maunsell Joint Venture to attend the meeting.

28.
Mr. LEE Kai-wing, Raymond introduced the paper.  Mr. LEE mainly introduced the consultation and planning process of Kai Tak Planning, its vision and planning principle as well as the design theme.  
29.   Mr. C.Y.SUN continued to introduce the paper with audio visual aid, including the procedure for stage 3 public participation, reclamation, the framework for planning and city design, landscape design, traffic connection, land use and major development proposals.

(Mr. WONG Kwok-tung joined the meeting at 3:50pm.)
30.

Ms. CHAN Man-ki, Maggie spoke on behalf of six DAB Members, including Mr. KAN Chi-ho; Mr. HO Yin-fai; Mr. CHENG Tak-kin, Michael; Mr. LAM Man-fai, JP; Mr. LAI Wing-ho, Joe and herself.  Their views were recorded in the paper jointly signed by them and submitted on table (see annex).  The main points were as follows:

	(a)
	It was not ideal to build a multi-purpose stadium at the waterfront as there would be difficulty in traffic connection and crowd dispersal.

 

	(b)
	The high density of the office blocks in Kai Tak City Centre would obstruct ventilation and impair city outlook.


	(c)
	Neighbouring old districts should be reconstructed as quickly as possible when developing Kai Tak, therefore  the Government should relax the restrictions imposed on the development of old districts and develop aligning preferential measures.



	(d)
	The neighbouring traffic network should be reconstructed and rationalised while Kai Tak was developed, including the speedy construction of Shatin-to-Central Link to link up Wong Tai Sin and Kowloon; re-examination of the feasibility of constructing Shatin-to-Central Link (Tsz Wan Shan station), improving traffic network in Choi Hung Road.   


31.

Mr. LAM Man-fai, JP showed appreciation to the Preliminary Outline Development Plan (PODP) of Kai Tak, as the planning had been improved taking into account the public views.  Yet he pointed out that there were still some areas requiring improvement.   He considered that helicopter pad should not be built at the end of the runway with grand sea view as it would cause obstruction to people walking along the promenade.  He also pointed out that it was not ideal to divide Sports Hub into two halves by a road running though the centre, Kai Tai Tunnel underneath the sports hub area could be replaced by Trunk Road T2 and so was not worthy of reservation; he suggested that Kai Tak Tunnel be demolished, and an underground city be built underneath sports hub area so that pedestrians could enter the underground city from Kowloon City and San Po Kong via Prince Edward Road.  He opposed to the sale of the residential buildings in the Runway Precinct and suggested that service apartments be built within the runway boundary and opportunity for sustainable developments be maintained.   
32.

Dr. LI Sze-bay, Albert, BBS, JP was generally satisfied with the planning.  He was especially concerned with the international Cruise Terminal.  He hoped that the authorities concerned could overcome technical problems and finalise the construction of Cruise Terminal as quickly as possible to enhance the status of Hong Kong as the tourist centre and avoid being surpassed by the neighbouring districts.  On the other hand, as land had been reserved for building schools, while the expected population in Kai Tak Planning would drop significantly, he wondered if there was a need to build schools.  
(Hon. TAM Heung-man left the meeting at 4:45pm.)

33.
Mr. LAI Wong-ho, Joe supplemented the views stated in the paper jointly signed by the six DAB Members that they were concerned with the handling of the pollution of Kai Tak Channel and odour.  They urged the authorities concerned to actively solve the pollution and odour problem of Kai Tak Channel.  If need arose, Kai Tak Channel should be covered and greening works should be done on the covered part.  Mr. LAI was also concerned with the traffic connection in Kai Tak.  He pointed out that the proposed traffic connection mainly focused on the connection to Prince Edward Road East and West.  While Kai Tak was a large-scale new development area, the proposed traffic planning might not be able to cope with the needs.  Moreover, the traffic connections between Kai Tak and Kwun Tong, Wong Tai Sin and Kowloon City might not be sufficient.  He also welcomed the provision of a hospital in the planning as it was urgently needed in East Kowloon. 

34.
  Mr. SO Sik-kin supported the planning proposal of the Government.  He opined that the land lot in Kai Tak had been laid in ruins for more than eight years, which was a waste.  He hoped that the authorities concerned could solve the pollution of Kai Tak Channel in the long term, improve the water quality there and rejuvenate the waterfront, thus reaching the end objective of carrying out recreational and sports activities in the water.  He also suggested constructing footbridge at the end of runway to connect Kwun Tung to enhance pedestrian flow and facilitate the public in enjoying Kai Tak.  He requested the Planning Department (PlanD) not to turn Runway Precinct and Metro Park into a private area.

35.
Mr. LEE Tat-yan was worried that the consultation process of Kai Tak Planning would be dragged on for a long time.  He hoped that the authorities concerned could finalise Kai Tak Planning as quickly as possible.  He also said that Kai Tak should be enjoyed by the Hong Kong people and so he urged the authorities concerned to avoid turning Kai Tak, especially Runway Precinct and Metro Park, into private garden.  

36.
Mr. SHI Lop-tak hoped that the authorities concerned could finalise Kai Tak Development Project as quickly as possible.  He said that Kai Tak was the remaining large-scale urban development area and so they should be treasured and planned with care.  He did not favour the development of private residential buildings in the area for sale that reduced Kai Tak Project into a property project, thus wasting the precious land.  He suggested developing mega exhibition centre in the area, transforming Kai Tak into the node of trade, tourism and entertainment, enhancing Hong Kong as the regional centre of trade and commerce, thus increasing the competitiveness of Hong Kong.  The exhibition centre could become the landmark to enhance the attractiveness of Kai Tak.  

37.
 Mr. FUNG Kwong-chung, BBS, JP welcomed the new proposal which observed the principle of non-reclamation.  He hoped that PlanD could increase the ratio for green area in Kai Tak while lowering the population density in the area.  He considered that the height limit of the residential buildings in the neighbouring area of Kai Tak had been relaxed too much, which obstructed the view of Nga Tsin Wai Road, Kowloon City.  He also remarked that the traffic facilities provided in Kai Tak Planning were insufficient for the integration with the adjoining communities.  He also pointed out that the supply of public housing in South East Kowloon was inadequate.  More public housing should be built in the area to allocate the land of Kai Tak in a just and fair manner.  However there was no obvious mention of the public housing development in the planning and he urged PlanD to take note of it.   Aviation Museum had also been suggested in the past consultation exercises, but it was not included in the new planning.  Only aviation-themed park was adopted as the alternative.  He was disappointed with it.

38.
Mr. WU Chi-wai considered that cycle track in Kai Tak should be extended to the development area as a whole, not just confined to the waterfront promenade, so that bicycles could become environmental-friendly vehicles in the district.  He also said that the connection with the neighbouring area mainly relied on pedestrian walkway, which would be far from adequate in terms of the mega scale of Kai Tak.  He suggested constructing mono light rail in Kai Tak to surround the area, using Shatin-to-Central Link as the intersection point.  Mono light rail could promote the pedestrian flow within Kai Tak and between Kai Tak and the neighbouring area on one hand, and could also become another significant feature in Kai Tak on the other hand, moreover the connection problem between Kai Tak and Kwun Tong could be solved as well, without the need to construct a footbridge to link up runway and Kwun Tong.    
39.
Mr. CHENG Tak-kin commented that there was a lack of large scale tourist spots in Hong Kong, while Kai Tak Planning covered Cruise Terminal, Sports Hub, Metro Park, and so he supported the planning proposal.  He considered that the key to success in Kai Tak Planning lied in the well-established traffic facilities.  To make Kai Tak an easily accessible area, traffic network providing long and short distance routes should be in place.  He also considered that the population density in Central Kowloon was high, plus more than 80 000 residents, commuters and tourists in Kai Tak, the traffic load would be greatly increased.  It would be more ideal to cut the population of Kai Tak to around 40 000.  

40.

 Mr. CHUI Pak-tai showed great appreciation to the proposed use of environmental-friendly traffic vehicles in Kai Tak.  He hoped that the authorities concerned could put into practice the environmental protection concept in Kai Tak Planning.  He was opposed to the development of low density private buildings in Kai Tak, as only a small number of people could afford the high-priced flats.  If this was carried out, Kai Tak would become the private property of rich people.       
41.
Mr. HO Yin-fai considered that Kai Tak was a precious large-scale land in urban area for development.  If this could be developed, it would be conducive to the long term development of Hong Kong.  He said that Kai Tak was in between Kowloon City, Wong Tai Sin and Kwun Tong, with good planning, the three places could be linked up effectively.  He suggested PlanD to consider extending the waterfront promenade to Tsim Sha Tsui, or even constructing cycle track to Kwun Tong.

42.
Dr. LAU Chi-wang, James, JP considered that Kai Tak Planning was satisfactory as a whole.  However he pointed out that Trunk Road T2 to Kwun Tong Typhoon Shelter were built in the form of tunnel, but then it turned into at-grade crossing when coming to Metro Park, it was not ideal to cut through Metro Park by a trunk road.  He commented that Trunk Road T2 (Metro Park section) should be covered, so that the view of the Park would not be affected.

43.
Mr. MOK Ying-fan hoped that PlanD could give a reply as to when Kai Tak Planning could be finalised.  He suggested that the area for 
Water Features be increased to beautify the environment.
44.
Mr. CHAN Lee-shing basically supported the proposed Kai Tak Planning, but he was worried about the traffic connection between Kai Tak and the neighbouring area as well as the crowd dispersal in Sports Hub.  He said that apart from using walkway to connect Kai Tak and the neighbouring area, no other extra traffic connection was used.  The consultation document also had no mention of the way to disperse the crowd of the stadium complex.
45.    Mr. Wong Yat-yuk suggested that solar energy be used in the tourist centre to put the concept of environmental protection into practice, and the natural environment in Kai Tak could be used as well.
46.
   The Chairman also pointed out that the consultation document had no clear mention of the traffic connection to link up Kai Tak and the neighbouring districts.  
47. Mr. LEE Kai-wing, Raymond of PlanD said that he appreciated the concern of all Members towards the traffic connection in Kai Tak.  He pointed out that Kai Tak was once the busiest airport in the world and so it was the most easily accessible place.  When working out Kai Tak Planning, PlanD had done a lot of work on traffic connection.  Kai Tak was the intersection of two strategic routes, Trunk Road T2 and Central Kowloon Route; as regards the connection with the neighbouring districts, 21 different kinds of connection points were in place in the peripheral area of Kai Tak, PlanD would go into in-depth discussion with the relevant districts on the detailed planning for each connection point.  Adequate roads had been provided in the Planning and PlanD also suggested using environmental-friendly traffic vehicles.  In relation to the suggestion to construct light rail in the area, PlanD had carried out study before, but with the reduction in planned population, further study was required as to whether the operation of light rail could be supported.  He also encouraged all Members to take a look at the mock-up of Kai Tak to deepen their impression of the comprehensive layout, ventilation, view and road network of Kai Tak Planning; the mock-up would be shown in rotary exhibition a few days later, and the relevant exhibition schedule had already been uploaded on the homepage of Kai Tak Planning.  Public housing was included in the proposed Kai Tak Planning.  Foundation work had already been carried out in a works site of public housing near Richland Gardens.  A flyover from Kai Tak to Rhythm Garden would still be kept in the proposed planning and included in the 21 connection points in the periphery of Kai Tak.  The infrastructural facilities of Kai Tak Planning would be built in 2010 the earliest and the various developments in Kai Tak would be completed in phases.  

48. Mr. WONG Chung-sang, Talis of Civil Engineering and Development Department considered that some pointed out that the authorities concerned should consider covering Kai Tak Channel, but in accordance with the “Protection of the Harbour Ordinance”, reclamation could only be carried out under the following circumstances: when there were overriding factors in doing so, in response to public needs and without other reasonable alternatives.  Based on the studies carried out by the authorities concerned about the way to solve the pollution of Kai Tak Channel, apart from covering Kai Tak Channel, there were other ways to solve pollution.  They were optimistic about the long term solution to solve the pollution of Kai Tak Channel.  On the other hand, as the preservation of Kai Tak Channel could maintain the original outlook of the old airport, which was significant to keeping the history and culture of Hong Kong and so they would try their best to preserve the channel.  
49.

The Chairman concluded by saying that no objection was raised by Members about “Kai Tak Planning Review Stage 3 Public Participation: Preliminary Outline Development Plan”, and the paper was endorsed.  The Chairman requested PlanD to consider the views of Members before finalizing the planning development.

50.

The Chairman announced an adjournment of 15 minutes. 
(Mr. LEE Kai-wing, Raymond; Mr. W. L.HO; Mr. C.Y.SUN; Ms. CHAN Man-ki, Maggie; Mr. HUI Kam-shing; Mr. KAN Chi-ho; Mr. LAI Wing-ho, Joe; Ms. TAM Yuet-ping, Celia; Mr. WONG Yat-yuk and Mr. WU Chi-wai left the meeting at 4:50pm.)  
III(vi)
Handling On-street Used Clothes Collection Cages by Inter-departmental Cooperation

(WTSDC Paper 62/2006, on table)

51.   Mr. Bryan HA introduced the paper.  Many illegal used clothes collection cages were found on the streets, causing obstruction to public spaces, impairing city outlook and being abused by commercial operators.  The Lands Department (LandsD), the Food and Environmental Hygiene Department (FEHD) and the Home Affairs Department (HAD) received a number of complaints from the public.  The Permanent Secretary for the Home Affairs Bureau (HAB) announced on 26.6.2006 that the Government would implement inter-departmental cooperation in removing all the old clothes collection cages immediately and devising legal channels to collect used clothes.  The action on that day followed the principle of “Team Clean” as follows:  highlighting the message of “zero tolerance”, breaking the traditional boundary, abolishing the red tapes, simplifying the enforcement procedures and enhancing the coordination between different departments.  On the other hand, the public wishes to donate used clothes, reduce waste and give a hand to the charitable organisations could be fulfilled.

52.

The Government suggested solving the problem of used clothes collection cages in the long term through two options, including the blitz operation organised by the District Offices (DO) and the discontinuation of the Designated Site Scheme for the immediate removal of used clothes collection cages on the streets.  Community Participation Scheme would also be introduced to strengthen publicity and promote the legal channel for collecting used clothes.  As regards the ground on which enforcement was made, after seeking legal views, the Government considered that the used clothes collection cages illegally placed on the pavements had contravened Section 4A of the “Summary Offences Ordinance” (Cap 228).  The Common Law had endowed the Government departments with the authority to remove objects obstructing public spaces without giving advanced notification; and the Government would be the entrusted custodian of the removed goods for their safe keeping.    
53.

The Government suggested four steps of enforcement.  The first one was to warn the owners of used clothes collection cages to cease placing used clothes collection cages on the streets, or their cages would be confiscated immediately and they would be liable to prosecution.  The second step was that the staff of FEHD would remove all the cages on the pavements, video-tape the cages being removed and record the dates, time and place of enforcement. The staff of FEHD would put up the notice to notify the owners of cages that placing cages on the streets had contravened the law and the cages had been confiscated; the related persons could go to the office of FEHD to collect the cages but might face prosecution.   The third step was that FEHD would keep the cages for seven days, so that the owners of cages could have enough time to make an application to FEHD for claiming back the cages, the related persons would be prosecuted by the staff of FEHD according to the circumstances when these persons went to FEHD to get back the cages, and the cages would be used as the exhibits.  The fourth step was that if no one applied for the retrieval of cages during the period of custody, the authorities concerned would apply to the Magistracy for the confiscation of cages in accordance with Section 102 of the “Criminal Procedure Ordinance”; with the issue of the confiscation order, FEHD contractor would duly abandon cages.  The Government would develop a set of detailed guidelines of enforcement to help front-line staff take decisive action.  As regards cages at the non-busy spots, LandsD would continue to enforce the removal in accordance with the “Land (Miscellaneous Provision) Ordinance”. 

54.

On the other hand, the Government suggested, through community participation scheme, rendering support to recycling industry, reducing waste, assisting the non-profit making organisations in collecting used clothes at off-street locations, and encouraging the communities to donate used clothes in support of environmental protection.  HAD would contact non-governmental organisations to place used clothes collection cages at designated off-street spots; in the public space within the boundary of private estates with the consent of the owners’ corporations and mutual aid committees and service centres of district organisations. DO would also invite non-profit making organisations at district level to use community used clothes collection cages at off-street spots under certain circumstances.  The relevant organisations could post up the names of the organisations and other publicity information on community used clothes collection cages.  The Government would also cooperate with DC in promoting Community Participation Scheme.  He urged all Members to provide suitable locations for placing used clothes collection cages so that DO could arrange for the collection of used clothes.  DO would cooperate closely with FEHD to carry out blitz operation and report to DC and related committees on a regular basis.     

(Mr. CHAN Wai-kwan, Andie left the meeting at 5:25pm.)

55.

The Chairman remarked that the seven legal locations designated by LandsD for placing collection cages in Wong Tai Sin would be abolished in mid July when the inter-departmental cooperation was carried out.  New collection locations designated in the Community Participation Scheme arranged by DO would replace them.  

56.

Mr. CHUI Pak-tai said that the Food and Environmental Hygiene Committee (FEHC) had assisted environmental protection organisations to implement used clothes collection scheme at spots designated by LandsD.  He was worried that the abolition of those spots by inter-departmental cooperation would hamper the used clothes collection action of the environmental protection organisations.  On the other hand, he agreed that the inter-departmental action could rule out the abuse of collection cages by commercial operators.

(Mr. CHOW Ching-lam left the meeting at 5:27pm.) 

57.

The Chairman remarked that inter-departmental cooperation would not hamper the collection plan of the environmental protection organisations, and Members were welcomed to put forward their views as to the places for placing new collection cages provided by the Community Participation Scheme arranged by DO. The inter-departmental cooperation of the Government could put the concept of environmental protection into practice on one hand, and eradicate placing collection cages arbitrarily by illegal collectors on the other hand.   

58.

Mr.CHAN Yim-kwong supported the proposed inter-departmental cooperation proposed by the Government.  He said that he had handled many complaints about the obstruction caused by illegal used clothes collection cages and that the enforcement of the Government had not been effective; many business operators would place collection cages on the streets with the greatest pedestrian flow, which obstructed the road and affected the public.

59.

Ms. KWOK Sau-ying supported the inter-departmental cooperation implemented by the Government.  However she pointed out that many illegal operators of collection industry put up notice on collection cages stating false information for contacting and deceived the public who donated used clothes. The Government should adopt strong action against unlawful people.

60.

Mr. LAU Kar-wah pointed out that he had handled collection cages illegally placed on the pavement near Choi Hung MTR station outside Choi Hung Estate.  The illegal cages hampered the movement of residents.

61.

Mr. CHENG Tak-kin, Michael supported the proposed action of the Government.  He enquired whether inter-departmental cooperation would also be carried out in the boundary of public housings as most of them had been handed over by the Housing Department (HD) to private estate management company for management. On the other hand, he opined that DO should provide a set of clear directions to HD for handling collection cages in estates.

62.

The Chairman said that public housing was under the jurisdiction of HD, collection of used clothes in the estates would be decided by the management advisory committees of the respective estates and enforced by HD.  The said cooperation would have no impact on the enforcement within the boundary of public housing estates. 
63.

Mrs. SUNG CHEUNG Mun-chi, Margarita replied that HD had had a set of clear guidelines for implementing used clothes collection scheme in all public housing estates.

64.

Mr. Bryan HA said that the Government supported environmental protection and recycling industries.  Collection cages illegally placed on the streets not only obstructed passageways, but also affected proper recycling operators and damaged the image of non-governmental organisations assisting with environmental protection work.  The Government hoped to redress the situation through inter-departmental cooperation and Community Participation Scheme.

65.

The Chairman concluded that DC agreed to the inter-departmental cooperation against illegal used clothes collection cages taken by the Government and the Community Participation Scheme promoting legal channel for used clothes donation.     
III(iii)  Population By-census of the Census and Statistics Department



(WTSDC Paper 50/2006) 

66.

Ms. CHAN Ka-lin of the Census and Statistics Department (CSD) introduced the paper.  She briefed the Members on the purpose of population by-census and the use of the statistical data; the legislation and period of the by-census; data collection and sampling method; contents of questionnaire and the measures of data confidentiality.  The sampling fraction of the by-census was 10 %.  About 15000 quarters had been selected in Wong Tai Sin.  She urged all Members to promote by-census to residents in the district, encouraged all sampled households to provide accurate information and advice on the arrangement for the population by-census.

67.

Mr. CHAN Lee-shing made an enquiry about the household characteristics as mentioned in the questionnaire.  Owing to the frequent movement of people to and fro Mainland and Hong Kong, there were a lot of holders of two-way permits or tourists coming to Hong Kong and they also affected the regional economic activities and housing to a certain extent, so he wondered if suitable investigation and statistics would be adjusted for the household characteristics in relation to this mobile population.  
68.

Mr. FUNG Kwok-chung said that as the contents in the questionnaire were numerous, apart from visiting the households from the enumerators, the interviewees could also submit the questionnaires through electronic means.  He asked how CSD could ensure that the data collected through these means was correct.  

69.

The Chairman suggested that CSD should notify the owners’ corporations or estate management companies of the related estates in advance before carrying out the interviews in private buildings or estates, so as to ensure a smooth entry into the buildings or estates for interview.

70.

Ms. CHAN Ka-lin said that the types of households in this population by-census would include the mobile population like holders of two-way permits or those people visiting relatives or sightseeing in Hong Kong.  However they would not be asked all the questions in the questionnaire.  Apart from large-scale census, small scale census would also be carried out on a regular basis, while the statistical data for the administrative system would also be drawn.   On the other hand, CSD would record the information for the said household characteristics in some thematic censuses.  To ensure that the information collected by the questionnaire was correct, some clear explanations and guidelines had been added in the design of the questionnaire to facilitate the interviewees in filling in the data.  To prevent the interviewees from providing wrong information out of carelessness, logical checking would be made with the use of a default computer software to the questionnaires submitted on-line, so as to ensure that the information was complete and correct.  CSD would carry out detailed examination of the data before adopting the information collected by electronic data reporting.  If necessary, CSD would verify the information provided by the interviewees.  As it had become a common practice to provide information through electronic means, even if more resources were required for the exercise, it was still worthwhile because the public would be given efficient and effective services.  CSD would notify the owners’ corporations or estate management companies of the related estates in writing in advance about the schedule of the by-census.   Visits would be made only after the consent had been sought.

(Mr. LAM Man-fai left the meeting at 6:08pm.)

71.

Mr. WONG Kwok-tung said that as the selected households had the legal obligation to provide information required for the population by-census, but some questions covered some sensitive topics, he asked whether the interviewees were required to provide true information, and secondly, whether the information collected would be circulated between departments or restricted for the internal use of CSD.  

72.

Ms. CHAN Ka-lin replied that in accordance with the “Census and Statistics Ordinance”, population by-census was a mandatory one.  Anyone who declined to provide the information would be fined $500 in accordance with the Ordinance.  The information collected by the population by-census would be essential in the planning and policy formulation of the Government.  CSD hoped that with the explanation and encouragement of the enumerators, households would be willing to cooperate and provide authentic information.  In such case, CSD had no need to enforce the related provision in the Ordinance and seek information from the public on a mandatory basis.  As regards the confidentiality of data, CSD guaranteed that stringent measures would be taken in ensuring that the data in the population by-census was kept confidential.  Anyone who contravened the law wilfully would be fined $5,000 and imprisoned for six months.  In accordance with the Hong Kong law, information collected could not be circulated among departments, whereas they would be used for statistical and compiling purposes. 

73.

The Chairman announced that Paper 50/2006 was endorsed, and he thanked Ms. CHAN and Ms. WONG for attending the meeting.

(Ms. CHAN Ka-lin and Ms WONG Po-chun left the meeting at 6:20pm.)

III (iv)  Changes in the Membership of the Committees under the Wong Tai Sin District Council

(WTSDC Paper 51/2006)

74.
    The Secretary introduced the paper.  Members endorsed that Dr. LI Sze-bay, Albert, BBS, JP withdrew from the Food and Environmental Hygiene Committee and Mr. CHAN Wai-kwan, Andie from the Working Group on Government and Public Utilities Works Projects.  The effective date was 28.6.2006.

III(V)
Application by Wise Creative Centre for the Use of the Logo of the Wong Tai Sin District Council

(WTSDC Paper 52/2006)

75.
The Secretary introduced the paper.  

76.
    Members endorsed the application for the use of the logo of WTSDC by Wise Creative Centre simply for educational activities, but WTSDC would not be responsible for the profit and loss of the related activities/applying organisations.  Members authorised the Secretariat to grant approval in advance for similar kinds of applications before notifying the Members.

IV.

Progress Reports 
(i)

Progress Report of the 16th Meeting of the Community Building and Social Services Committee held on 9.5.2006

(WTSDC Paper 53/2006)

77.
Members noted the paper.

(ii)
Progress Report of the 16th Meeting of the Leisure and Cultural Committee held on 16.5.2006

(WTSDC Paper 54/2006)

78.
Members noted the paper.

(iii)
Progress Report of the 16th Meeting of the Traffic and Transport Committee held on 23.5.2006

(WTSDC Paper 55/2006)
79.
Members noted the paper.

80.
   In relation to the improvement made to Tai Shing Street Market mentioned in paragraph 10, Mr. MOK Ying-fan said that he was disappointed by the departments responsible for the works.  The Traffic and Transport Committee (T&TC) suggested improving the footbridge connecting Choi Hung Road and Tai Shing Street.  Although the Highways Department (HyD) had carried out the study, as the existing bridge had been completed and owing to other environmental constraints, the three improvement options could not be finalized.  The defects relating to the connection of the footbridge could not be remedied.  He hoped that the departments concerned could explain the details of the project to all the Members prior to the commencement of the works.

(iv)
Progress Report of the 16th Meeting of the Finance, General and Economic Affairs Committee held on 30.5.2006 


(WTSDC Paper 56/2006)

81.
Members noted the paper.

(v)
Progress Report of the 16th Meeting of the Housing Committee held on 6.6.2006 


(WTSDC Paper 57/2006)

82.
Members noted the paper.

(vi)
Progress Report of the 14th Meeting of the Food and Environmental Hygiene Committee held on 25.4.2006 


(WTSDC Paper 58/2006)

83.
Members noted the paper.

(vii)
Progress Report of the 3nd Meeting of the Working Group on Government and Public Utilities Works Projects held on 15.6.2006

(WTSDC Paper 59/2006)

84.
Members noted the paper.

(viii)
Progress Report of the 4th Meeting of the Working Group on Poverty held on 22.5.2006

(WTSDC Paper 60/2006)

85. Members noted the paper.

(ix)
Progress Report of the Meeting of the Wong Tai Sin District Management Committee held on 9.6.2006 


(WTSDC Paper 61/2005)

86.
  Members noted the paper.


Date of Next Meeting

87.
   The 18th meeting of WTSDC would be held on 12.9.2006 (Tuesday) at 2:30pm.  

88.
There being no other business, the meeting adjourned at 6:25pm.

Wong Tai Sin District Council Secretariat
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                                                     Annex

                            [Minutes of WTSDC Meeting on 27.6.2006]

File: D/WTS/DC/20060627

To: Chairman of the Wong Tai Sin District Council and All Members

    Responding to the Paper on “Kai Tak Planning Review” 

     We are very concerned about the paper on “Kai Tak Planning Review” issued by the Government.  We have also put forward “Development Plan for South East Kowloon” earlier on, aiming at providing a better planning for that land lot and establishing South East Kowloon as a secondary core region with the provision of tourism and leisure facilities, environmental-protection buildings and government services.  Meanwhile, it can also foster the redevelopment of the adjoining districts, like San Po Kong, Wong Tai Sin and Kwun Tong.  With the input of new development elements, a new outlook can be created for Kowloon.

    The proposed Shatin to Central (SCL) Link (Kai Tak Station), multi-purpose stadium complex, metro park, office area, international cruise terminal, sightseeing tower and waterfront promenade in the paper are close to our recommendations.  However, we consider that although the stadium complex built near the waterfront, as suggested by the Government, may become the landmark in the region, it is far away from San Po Kong and Choi Hung and will affect traffic connection and diversion of pedestrian flow.   Moreover, the suggested office buildings are too densely spaced, which will affect the ventilation and block the views of the neighbouring districts. 

    Apart from the above, we have the following ideas:

San Po Kong Redevelopment Plan 

The redevelopment of the old districts requires the coordination of the adjoining districts.  In the past, the progress of the redevelopment of the old districts has been far from desirable.  We expect that with the redevelopment of old Kai Tak, the Government can carry out a thorough planning for San Po Kong as well.  Since the evacuation of Kai Tak Airport, Wong Tai Sin, Kowloon City, Kwun Tong have to be interconnected by the redevelopment of Kai Tak to inject new dynamics into the region.  The development of South East Kowloon has to be implemented with a comprehensive blueprint in hand.  We are of the view that the redevelopment of old districts has to be accelerated alongside with the development of South East Kowloon.

     We thus suggest that the Government provides the incentives by increasing the plot ratio (with suitable height limit), allowing the owners to pay the premium by instalments, relaxing the control on the change of the use of factory buildings, so that the old districts can be redeveloped at a faster pace, and the environment can be greatly improved to align with the development plan of South East Kowloon.       


Redevelopment of the Traffic Network in Wong Tai Sin
In redeveloping the region, a well-established traffic network is an important element to align with the redevelopment project.  Tsz Wan Shan has faced with serious traffic problems with frequent congestion.  We thus hope that the traffic network of the neighbouring area can be reestablished to keep in line with the full development of South East Kowloon.  The Government must expedite the commissioning of SCL to link up Wong Tai Sin and Kowloon City so as to solve the traffic problems of the two districts.  We also hope that the Government and the Kowloon Canton Railway Corporation (KCRC) can take this opportunity to study the feasibility of setting up SCL Tsz Wan Shan Station.  If the project can be implemented, the traffic network in Wong Tai Sin can surely be improved.  On the other hand, with the development of Kai Tak, the population (now reaching nearly 80 thousand) will greatly exert traffic pressure on the adjoining regions.   The Government needs to improve the traffic network in Choi Hung to avoid the reoccurrence of the similar case in mid last year where the fall of the scaffolding of a factory building at Prince Edward Road paralysed the traffic.   

Treatment of Kai Tak Nullah
    The odour produced by the nullah has caused nuisances to the public.  The Government should take measures to redress the problem.  If necessay, the nullah should be covered for solving the long term problem of odorous smell.  Greening works can be implemented on the covered area or it can be used as the sitting-out area.

    South East Kowloon is a precious land lot adjacent to the Harbour.   Comprehensive planning should be made for this area.  In the past, there has been a lack of overall city planning and the development has been concentrated in some areas.  The improvement of the living and working environment of Hong Kong has been drawing more attention.  As such, environmental protection, low density, comprehensive interfacing facilities and traffic facilities should be taken into consideration for the planning of South East Kowloon.  We hope that ideas can be pooled together to enhance the development of South East Kowloon for the benefit of members of the community and make Hong Kong the metropolitan of 21st century with better planning.     

                                              DAB 
WTSDC Members 
KAN Chi-ho,

HO Yin-fai,

CHAN Man-ki, Maggie,

CHENG Tak-kin, Michael,

LAM Man-fai,

Lai Wing-hoe, Joe
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