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Minutes of the 2nd Meeting of

District Facilities Management Committee (2018-2019)

Central and Western District Council

Date:
22 March 2018 (Thursday)
Time:
2:30 pm
Venue:
Conference Room
14/F, Harbour Building
38 Pier Road, Central, Hong Kong
Present:

Chairlady:
Ms CHENG Lai-king*

Vice-chairman:
Mr NG Siu-hong*
Members:
	Mr CHAN Chit-kwai, Stephen, BBS, JP
	(Beginning of the meeting – 3:19 pm)

	Mr CHAN Choi-hi, MH*
	

	Mr CHAN Hok-fung, MH, JP*
	

	Mr CHEUNG Kwok-kwan, JP
	(Beginning of the meeting – 3:09 pm)

	Mr HUI Chi-fung
	(Beginning of the meeting – 3:32 pm)

	Mr KAM Nai-wai, MH*
	

	Mr LEE Chi-hang, Sidney, MH*
	

	Miss LO Yee-hang, MH
	(Beginning of the meeting – 3:18 pm)

	Ms NG Hoi-yan, Bonnie
*
	

	Mr YEUNG Hoi-wing *
	

	Mr YEUNG Hok-ming*
	

	Mr YOUNG Chit-on, Jeremy*
	

	Mr YIP Wing-shing, BBS, MH, JP *
	


Remarks: 
*
Members who attended the whole meeting

(  )
Time of attendance of Members

	Item 5:
	

	Ms LIM Ting-ting, Sylvia 
Ms CHAN Suk-fan, Bianca

Mr NG Cheuk-lun


	District Leisure Manager (Central and Western), 
Leisure and Cultural Services Department 
Deputy District Leisure Manager (District Support) Central and Western, Leisure and Cultural Services Department

Property Services Manager/Western
Architectural Services Department



	Item 6:
	

	Ms LIM Ting-ting, Sylvia 
Ms CHAN Suk-fan, Bianca
	District Leisure Manager (Central and Western), 
Leisure and Cultural Services Department 
Deputy District Leisure Manager (District Support) Central and Western, Leisure and Cultural Services Department


	Item 13:
	

	Ms CHAN Suk-fan, Bianca 

Mr MAN Chi-chiu, Eric


	Deputy District Leisure Manager (District Support) Central and Western, Leisure and Cultural Services Department
Executive Officer (District Management),
Central and Western District Office


	In Attendance:
	

	Mrs WONG HO Wing-sze, Susanne, JP
	District Officer (Central and Western)

	Ms WONG Suet-yi, Penny
	Assistant District Officer (Central and Western)

	Mr MOK Chi-kin, Jiv
	Senior Executive Officer (District Management),
Central and Western District Office

	Ms YEUNG Wing-shan, Grace
	Senior Executive Officer (District Council),
Central and Western District Office

	Mr MAN Chi-chiu, Eric
	Executive Officer (District Management),
Central and Western District Office

	Mr WONG Hee-hang
	Senior Inspector of Works (Hong Kong),
Works Section, Home Affairs Department

	Mr NGAN Suen-wa
	Inspector of Works (Hong Kong) 2,

Works Section, Home Affairs Department

	Ms LIM Ting-ting, Sylvia 


	District Leisure Manager (Central and Western), 
Leisure and Cultural Services Department

	Ms CHAN Suk-fan, Bianca


	Deputy District Leisure Manager (District Support) Central and Western, Leisure and Cultural Services Department

	Ms LEE Yuk-kit, Glendy
	Senior Librarian (Central and Western), 
Leisure and Cultural Services Department 

	Ms MAK Eva
	Librarian (Shek Tong Tsui Public Library), 
Leisure and Cultural Services Department

	Mr CHAN Hoi-sing
	Chief Estate Officer (District Lands Office, Hong Kong East, West and South), Lands Department

	Ms LAI Sau-yan, Carol
	Chief Health Inspector 2,
Food and Environmental Hygiene Department

	Mr LAI Hiu-ping, Rex
	Engineer/Central & Western 1,
Transport Department

	Mr QIU Song-qing
	Chairman, Chung Wan and Mid-Levels Area Committee

	
	

	Secretary:
	

	Miss SUM Sze-yan, Cyan
	Executive Officer (District Council) 4, 
Central and Western District Office

	
	


	Opening Remarks
The Chairlady welcomed all Members and representatives of government departments to the 2nd meeting of the District Facilities Management Committee (“DFMC”) (2018-2019).


	Item 1: Adoption of Agenda
(2:34 pm – 3:18 pm)
1. The Chairlady said the 2018-19 Budget mentioned setting aside $8 billion to increase district facilities and the Home Affairs Bureau (“HAB”) would coordinate and follow up with the relevant policy bureaux and departments.  Some Members had earlier submitted papers regarding the issue to the DFMC.  Although the district facilities mentioned or proposed by Members might be under the terms of reference of the Central and Western District Council (“C&WDC”) and of other Committees, and the terms of reference of the DFMC might not totally cover the relevant projects, owing to the special circumstance, it was hoped that Members could express their views earlier in regard to the Government’s new suggestion about carrying out public works to provide district facilities long desired by the districts as early as possible.  Hence, the papers submitted by Members were accepted this time and the DFMC would act as a platform to discuss the district facility proposals related to the $8 billion allocation.  If necessary, individual issues could be discussed and followed up in full council or relevant committee meetings.  Members who had not submitted papers were welcomed to make suggestions.
2. The Chairlady quoted Order 13(1) of the Central and Western District Council Standing Orders: “Pursuant to Order 6(5), any member who wishes to raise an item or present a paper on an item for discussion at a meeting of the Council is required to give the Secretary a notice in writing with relevant papers ten clear working days before the meeting.  However, the Chairman may approve a shorter notice if he or she considers it appropriate”.  She asked whether Members agreed to adopt the amended meeting agenda. 
3. Mr CHAN Choi-hi opined that relevant papers should not be discussed at this meeting because some Members might not know that papers could be submitted regarding the issue.
4. Mr CHAN Chit-kwai opined that this meeting was not suitable for discussing the papers about the $8 billion allocation listed in the agenda.  He said he intended to submit discussion paper regarding provision of an escalator at Eastern Street, but did not do so due to not knowing he could submit papers regarding the issue to the meeting.  Besides, Mr CHAN considered that it was more appropriate to submit the relevant papers to other Committees for discussion. 
5. Mr HUI Chi-fung was concerned about the use of the $8 billion and the decision-making process, and hoped the Central and Western District Office (“C&WDO”) could supplement the relevant information.
6. Mr YEUNG Hok-ming said that he thought the relevant issues would be discussed by the C&WDC only after the Legislative Council (“LegCo”) approved the latest Budget.  Furthermore, before the meeting, all Members were unaware that papers could be submitted regarding the issue.  He worried that opinions or suggestions of some Members could not be discussed together.  In addition, if the LegCo did not approve the latest Budget, the discussion held at the meeting might not carry any substantive meaning.  Hence, he had reservations about discussing the relevant papers at the meeting. 
7. The Chairlady remarked she knew only on 15 March that the C&WDC Secretariat had received two of the discussion papers about the $8 billion allocation.  According to the terms of reference of the DFMC, the district facilities within its purview included community halls, libraries, leisure grounds, sports venues and swimming pools. 
8. Mr LEE Chi-hang observed that Members were ill-prepared for the issue, did not understand the funding mechanism concerning the $8 billion coordinated by the HAB, and did not know whether the HAB planned to respond to proposals that had been discussed or proposals to be put forward.  Therefore, he opined that it was inappropriate to discuss new proposals before clarifying the relevant mechanism.  Mr LEE suggested that the C&WDO should brief Members on the relevant mechanism and schedule, clarify whether Members could later submit papers regarding the issue, and then consider whether to convene a special full council meeting or an informal meeting in relation to the issue.

9. Mr CHEUNG Kwok-kwan pointed out that Members did not know the specific details of the $8 billion initiative; the LegCo had yet to approve the initiative; and it was uncertain whether the Government might amend the initiative based on the LegCo’s views.  Under such circumstances, it would be difficult to engage in a discussion.  He hoped to have a clearer picture before discussing feasible proposals. 
10. Mrs WONG HO Wing-sze responded that at the full council meeting held on 8 March, she had presented to Members information known by the C&WDO.  In response to the district facility related proposals previously put forth by the 18 districts, the said $8 billion was earmarked for taking forward public works projects long desired by the District Councils but not yet launched.  She explained that individual public works projects pursued by District Councils for many years were not launched within the expected time frame because the issue involved resource allocation priorities among all projects in Hong Kong, and there were also many factors that the departments needed to consider.  She added that like other public works projects that had previously consulted the District Councils, the Government would be responsible for taking forward this project.
11. Mrs WONG said the C&WDO wished to consult Members and answer their enquiries as early as possible, hence the government paper related to the $8 billion allocation was specially submitted to this meeting to explain the relevant mechanism and the works project.  She noticed that for individual public works projects proposed in the discussion papers submitted to this meeting, it would generally be more suitable to discuss the relevant papers at the meetings of other Committees or C&WDC according to previous practice and the terms of reference of the relevant Committees.  Owing to the special circumstance, the Secretariat had also taken time to study the related terms of reference and made reference to previous meetings, hence the process of handling the papers was delayed.  Mrs WONG said she had discussed with the Chairlady afterwards.  Taking into account some Members had submitted papers to the DFMC regarding the $8 billion allocation, if the C&WDO also submitted a discussion paper on the same subject to the DFMC to introduce the works project proposed by the Government, then Members could consider whether to discuss the papers together.  She wished to present the government paper listed as Item 7 in the agenda (The 2018-19 Budget – Co-ordinating Public Works Projects to Respond to the Proposals for Various Facilities Put Forward by the Districts) during the meeting so that Members could express their views earlier.
12. Mr LEE Chi-hang said “district facilities” under the purview of the DFMC should not include facilities in the markets.  Since the government paper involved escalators in the markets, the issue should be under the purview of the Food, Environment, Hygiene and Works Committee (“FEHWC”).  He said the DFMC had been established in 2008.  At the time, the government department had indicated that markets were managed by the Food and Environmental Hygiene Department (“FEHD”) and not by the Leisure and Cultural Services Department (“LCSD”) nor the District Office.  He opined that if necessary, a special meeting could be held to discuss the issue.

13. Mr HUI Chi-fung said as he understood, the C&WDC would provide a platform for Members to submit proposals regarding public works projects in different areas.  He agreed with some Members that it was hasty to discuss the issue at this meeting.  Furthermore, he pointed out that since the papers submitted by Members regarding the issue should not be discussed at this meeting, then neither should the government paper. 
14. Mr KAM Nai-wai said if the facilities proposed in the public works projects put forward by Members involved the terms of reference of different Committees, the papers could be submitted to the full council meeting so that they could be discussed together.  He also said he had only received the paper submitted by the C&WDO the day before, and opined that from the release of the Budget to the receipt of the project details the day before, the whole process was slow.  Furthermore, the government paper could not address the demands made by Members regarding the $8 billion allocation.  He expected that the project proposed by the C&WDO might not fully meet the public’s expectation, especially when the 2018-19 Budget had stated “there is rising expectation to increase district facilities”, so the public would naturally have higher expectations towards the facilities to be provided.  Mr KAM said he was in a hurry to submit to the DFMC the paper in relation to the $8 billion allocation because he wanted to reflect residents’ views as early as possible.  He also said submitting the paper early did not mean the proposal would be given priority during consideration.
15. Mr YIP Wing-shing said that he had invited the C&WDO to present the relevant paper as soon as possible at the DC meeting held on 8 March.  He opined that whether the terms of reference of the DFMC were fully met or not, he supported the C&WDO for specially submitting the paper to inform Members of the project details as early as possible.  He suggested letting Mrs WONG present the paper first.  If Members opined that no Committees were suitable for discussing the issue, they could then decide whether discussion on the issue should be continued, or whether the papers should be submitted to the full council meeting for further discussion.
16. Drawing on previous experience, Mr CHAN Chit-kwai said that when implementing the Signature Project Scheme (“SPS”) in Central and Western District, the government departments and C&WDC Members actively discussed every proposal and participated in the engineering study, hence the Central and Western District confirmed the project details faster than other districts did.  He opined that it was desirable for the C&WDC to propose relevant public works projects based on discussions made in the past.  However, if Members’ views were also listened and discussed together, the process would be more efficient.
17. The Chairlady hoped that a bottom-up approach would be used in making decisions about the $8 billion allocation, so that more communities and members of the public could participate.  She said she had been discussing with Mrs WONG regarding how to handle the five discussion papers about the $8 billion allocation before the meeting, and the C&WDO had also submitted a government paper in relation to the issue.  After consideration, she decided to put all the papers to the Committee and let Members discuss whether to include the papers in the agenda.
18. Mrs WONG said that in light of the views and requests expressed by Members in the full council meeting held on 8 March, the paper was submitted to this meeting so as to inform Members and the public the idea of the Government and the details as early as possible, and to listen to Members’ views.  Since the nomenclature of the project funded by the $8 billion was in tandem with that of the DFMC, the C&WDO hoped to relay the information as early as possible through this platform, then discussion could be held with the agreement of the Committee.  After the C&WDO presented the paper, Members could continue to submit proposals and discuss the public works projects they hoped to pursue.
19. Mr CHAN Hok-fung said, as far as he understood, Members at the beginning thought the works project was like the SPS and the District Council could decide at its own discretion to carry out projects which would address local needs.  However, after the briefing given by Mrs WONG in the previous meeting, it was known that the project would be Government-led, aiming to speed up the implementation of projects proposed by and had been discussed in the districts for a long time but not yet launched.  Mr CHAN Hok-fung suggested letting Mrs WONG present the paper first and if necessary, a special full council meeting be convened to discuss the issue.
20. Mr YEUNG Hok-ming remarked that it was more suitable to discuss matters related to markets at the Concern Group on the Development of Markets in the Central and Western District (“CGDM”) or the FEHWC.  He also opined that a special full council meeting could be convened to discuss the issue.
21. Mr YIP Wing-shing said Members only had a limited understanding of the $8 billion initiative.  Submitting papers and holding discussions without adequate background information was undesirable.  Hence, he hoped that Mrs WONG could explain clearly the $8 billion initiative and its background as early as possible, and then convene a special full council meeting to discuss the issue in detail.

22. Mr HUI Chi-fung opined that if the government paper was discussed during the meeting, Members should be given the opportunity to put forward motions.  He was in favour of Mrs WONG presenting the paper but holding no discussion.  However, Item 7 in the agenda should be listed under “Any Other Business” instead of under “Discussion Items”.
23. Mr KAM Nai-wai concurred with letting Mrs WONG present the paper but holding no discussion during the meeting.
24. Mr CHAN Chit-kwai agreed with Mr KAM Nai-wai’s view.
25. Mr LEE Chi-hang suggested advancing Item 7 to immediately following the item “Chairlady’s Report”, and listed it as report item instead of discussion item.
26. Mr CHAN Choi-hi suggested that the Chairlady could invite Mrs WONG to present the government paper in Item 7 during Item 4 “Chairlady’s Report” session.  Meanwhile, the sequence of all the agenda items remained unchanged to prevent a mix-up of the sequences of the agenda items and the minutes.
27. After discussion, the Committee agreed that after the meeting, a special C&WDC meeting would be convened to discuss the issues relating to the $8 billion initiative.  The five discussion papers listed in Items 8 to 12 of this meeting would be submitted to the special full council meeting, and the C&WDO would be invited to present the government paper at this meeting.


	Item 2: Confirmation of the Minutes of the 1st DFMC Meeting Held on 25 January 2018 
(3:18 pm – 3:19 pm)
28. The Committee confirmed the minutes of the 1st meeting.


	Item 3: Action Checklist on Matters Arising from the 1st DFMC Meeting
(C&W DFMC Paper No. 14/2018)
(3:19 pm)
29. The Committee noted the paper.


	Item 4: Chairlady’s Report
(3:19 pm – 3:31 pm)
30. The Chairlady had nothing particular to highlight.
31. The Chairlady invited Mrs WONG to present the paper “The 2018-19 Budget – Co-ordinating Public Works Projects to Respond to the Proposals for Various Facilities Put Forward by the Districts” listed in Item 7.
32. Mrs WONG reiterated that the initiative aimed to expedite implementation and take forward one public works project for district facility long desired by local community in each district, so as to bring early benefit to a wide range of local residents.  The District Councils had put forth various suggestions to government departments in the past, conveying public requests for building new district facilities or to improve the existing ones.  The suggestions related mostly to public works projects.  Hence, based on the feasibility of and demand for the projects and the resource allocation priorities established by the departments, relevant departments would seek funding, draft proposals and consult the District Councils.  Given that this involved resource allocation priorities among all projects in Hong Kong and there were also many factors which the departments needed to consider, individual public works projects pursued by the District Councils for many years were not launched within the expected time frame.
33. Mrs WONG continued that like other public works projects that had previously consulted the District Councils, the Government would be responsible for taking forward this project.  After consolidating the views given by the District Councils and local communities in the past, the Government had identified district facilities much-needed in the districts, and set out the works projects to be implemented in the 18 districts with the one-off allocation set aside for them.
34. Mrs WONG said when taking forward these projects, the procedures to be followed were the same as that of other existing public works or minor works projects.  For example, individual projects might need to carry out a preliminary technical feasibility study, consult the District Council concerned, and seek funding from relevant budget approval units, such as the LegCo Finance Committee, etc.
35. Mrs WONG added that the allocation was for implementing public works projects and not for provision of district services.  Nevertheless, relevant government departments would continue to listen to the C&WDC’s views on district service needs and follow up appropriately.  In addition, if the C&WDC saw fit, district services could be provided using funding under the Community Involvement Programme (the additional provision for the C&WDC in 2017-18 was $3.54 million) or resources under the District-led Actions Scheme.
36. Regarding the district facility identified by the Government as much-needed in the Central and Western District, Mrs WONG said the C&WDO noted that in recent years, the C&WDC had made requests and discussions many times regarding the repair and maintenance of escalators in the markets in the Central and Western District.  Both the public and traders were highly concerned about the problem of the frequent malfunction of the escalators in local markets owing to years of use.  Since 2014, in almost every meeting of the CGDM, Members and traders had brought up the issue of replacing and repairing the escalators in the markets.  Members also repeatedly requested for the replacement of the escalators.  Besides, at the FEHWC meetings held in 2014 and 2018, Members had also requested for speeding up the replacement of the escalators in the markets.  Markets were one of the most frequently used public facilities in the district and could widely benefit residents.  Concerns about the escalators in the markets were voiced from different quarters in the district from time to time.
37. Mrs WONG said, in view of this, after following up with the FEHD and the Electrical and Mechanical Services Department, the Government suggested replacing all the escalators in the five markets managed by the FEHD in the district, including the Sheung Wan Market, Sai Ying Pun Market, Centre Street Market, Shek Tong Tsui Market and Smithfield Market.  Subject to the availability of relevant resources upon completion of the escalator replacement works, the Government might consider replacing the elevators which were older and required urgent replacement in the markets, with a view to continuously enhancing the facilities.

38. Mrs WONG said the C&WDO would report to Members about the details of the project in due course, and would also report the progress to the C&WDC regularly.  The Government expected that Members would continue to put forth proposals on district facilities.  As in the past when C&WDC discussed demands for public works projects, she would continue to forward those proposals to the relevant departments and press for implementation.  She also welcomed Members to offer suggestions continuously.
 
39. The Chairlady said the relevant papers would be submitted to the speical full council meeting convened later.


	Item 5: Funding Application for District Minor Works Projects – “Provision of Rainproof Glass Cover on Ardour Roof in Forbes Street Temporary Playground”
(C&W DFMC Paper No. 16/2018)
(3:31 pm – 3:44 pm)
40. Ms CHAN Suk-fan, Deputy District Leisure Manager (District Support) Central and Western of the LCSD, presented the paper to the Committee.
41. Mr CHAN Choi-hi supported the project but expressed regret that the progress of the project was slow.  He hoped the department could expedite the progress.
42. Mr CHAN Hok-fung asked how the users of the playground facilities and of the toilets would be affected during the works period.
43. Mr YEUNG Hoi-wing hoped that the project could be completed as scheduled.  He also expressed concern that upon completion of the newly retrofitted arbour roof project, whether the rainwater trickling down from the edges would dampen benches and members of the public under the roof.  In addition, Mr YEUNG reflected the views of residents that a planter there blocked the access of wheelchair users.  He hoped the LCSD would take the opportunity of the project to remove the planter. 
44. Ms CHAN Suk-fan of the LCSD responded that the project was expected to be completed ten months after the LCSD obtained the funding.  Regarding the design of the arbour roof, the LCSD was also concerned about the coverage of the roof.  After discussion with the Architectural Services Department (“ArchSD”), it was believed that the problem of rainwater dampening benches and members of the public would not occur.  Also, the LCSD had earlier learnt about the suggestion of removing the planter and had proposed to first adjust the position of the bench next to the planter, with a view to sparing space for the access of wheelchair users.  In response to Members’ comment about the slow progress of the project, Ms CHAN explained that the progress was affected because only until August 2017 had the MTR Corporation Limited (“MTRCL”) submitted the complete plan to the ArchSD for examination.  The LCSD would follow up on the progress more closely. 
45. Mr NG Cheuk-lun, Property Services Manager/Western of the ArchSD, said the ArchSD would commission a contractor to carry out a detailed design study after receiving the funding.  Since the project was relatively large-scale and involved the area of the MTR, liaison with the MTRCL was necessary.  In addition, working at height of seven metres above the ground was required during construction, hence it was a project of relatively high risk and the relevant location needed to be fenced off as protection.  The ArchSD would discuss the details with the contractor and then put forward proposals to the LCSD.  Furthermore, Mr NG remarked that the project would not affect the operation of the toilets there, and efforts would be made to minimise the areas affected by the project.  In relation to the design of the roof, the ArchSD had discussed with the company responsible for the designing work and the LCSD; the ArchSD would take corresponding measures in relation to the drainage system and would continue to look into the issue with the company.
46. Mr CHAN Hoi-sing, Chief Estate Officer (District Lands Office, Hong Kong East, West and South) of the Lands Department (“LandsD”), said that in relation to the MTR West Island Line project, the railway development section of the LandsD was currently handling the revision of the allocation boundary and the addition of allocation conditions of the Forbes Street Temporary Playground.  He also reminded the LCSD and the ArchSD to communicate with the MTRCL regarding the present project to ensure that the project would not affect MTR facilities.  Since the existing allocation conditions of the Forbes Street Temporary Playground restricted the height to 35 feet and the construction area to 5%, if there were any changes to be made in height and construction area, the departments were advised to inform the railway development section of the LandsD.
 
47. After discussion, the Committee endorsed an allocation of $700,000 to the LCSD for implementation of the above project.  The funding application would be submitted to the Finance Committee for approval.


	Item 6: Funding Application for District Minor Works Projects – “Implementation of Urgent and Small Scale Improvement Works in the Active and Passive Recreation Areas under the Management of the Leisure and Cultural Services Department”
(C&W DFMC Paper No. 17/2018)
(3:44 pm – 3:49 pm)
48. Ms CHAN Suk-fan, Deputy District Leisure Manager (District Support) Central and Western of the LCSD, presented the paper to the Committee.

49. Mr CHAN Hok-fung was concerned about whether the funding could sufficiently cover all the urgent and small scale improvement works in the district.
50. Ms CHAN Suk-fan of the LCSD responded that the expenses limit for each project was $50,000.  According to past experience, an allocation of $280,000 was sufficient to cover every urgent and small scale improvement works in the active and passive recreation areas in the district.
51. After discussion, the Committee endorsed an allocation of $280,000 to the LCSD for implementation of the above project.


	Item 7: The 2018-19 Budget – Co-ordinating Public Works Projects to Respond to the Proposals for Various Facilities Put Forward by the Districts

(C&W DFMC Paper No. 21/2018)

52. The Chairlady had invited Mrs WONG, DO(C&W), to brief Members on the paper during Item 4 “Chairlady’s Report” session.  The Committee noted the above paper.


	Item 8: Request for Immediately Setting up a Public Library in Sheung Wan as the Government has Set Aside $8 Billion for Provision of District Facilities in the Budget

(C&W DFMC Paper No. 22/2018)



	Item 9: Request for Immediately Improving the Access Facilities of Hollywood Road and Pound Lane as the Government has Set Aside $8 Billion for Provision of District Facilities in the Budget

(C&W DFMC Paper No. 23/2018)



	Item 10: Demand for Constructing an Uphill/Downhill Elevator Next to the Male Public Toilet beside Blessings Garden at No. 95 Robinson Road to Facilitate Residents of Conduit Road Accessing Robinson Road to Take Public Transport

(C&W DFMC Paper No. 24/2018)



	Item 11: Conversion of the Bus Lay-by Next to Sheung Wan Fire Station into an Integrated Community Service Centre and Underground Car Park

(C&W DFMC Paper No. 25/2018)



	Item 12: Request for Improving Pokfield Path in Kennedy Town and Providing an Elevator

(C&W DFMC Paper No. 26/2018)

53. After discussion, the Committee agreed to convene a special meeting of the C&WDC, and the above 5 papers would be submitted to the C&WDC for discussion in the special meeting.


	Item 13: New Proposals on District Minor Works Projects 2018-2019

(C&W DFMC Paper No. 19/2018))

(3:50 pm – 3:57 pm)
54. Mr CHAN Choi-hi, Chairman of the Working Group on District Minor Works (DMW Working Group), briefed Members on the contents of the new proposals on district minor works projects 

55. Mr CHAN Hoi-sing of the LandsD said that for the item “Removing the Bamboo Stick in the Root of the Tree on Shing Wong Street in Central”, the tree was maintained by the ArchSD and it was listed on the Register of Old and Valuable Trees.  For the item “Repairing the Stairway Leading form Fo Cheng to the Backdoor of No. 38-44 Whitty Street and Installing Handrail”, the location for installing the facility concerned might be within the area of a private building, and a joint site inspection to the location could be arranged if necessary.
56. The Committee noted the above paper.


	Item 14: Comments on District Facilities Management Made by the Elderly

(C&W DFMC Written Question No. 1/2018)

(3:57 pm)
57. The paper was submitted by Mr YEUNG Hoi-wing.  According to established practice, the Committee would not discuss written questions.  Members were invited to refer to the replies given by relevant departments and to note the above paper. 


	Item 15: Leisure and Cultural Services Department Report on the Usage and Extension Activities of the Public Libraries in the Central and Western District

(C&W DFMC Paper No. 15/2018)

(3:58 pm)

58. The Committee noted the above paper.


	Item 16: Report on the Management of Facilities in the Central and Western District by the Leisure and Cultural Services Department

(C&W DFMC Paper No. 18/2018)

(3:58 pm)

59. The Committee noted the above paper.


	Item 17: Financial Report on District Minor Works Projects in the Central and Western District

(C&W DFMC Paper No. 20/2018)

(3:58 pm)

60. The Committee noted the above paper.


	Item 18: Report of the Working Group
(3:59 pm)
61. Mr CHAN Choi-hi, Chairman of the DMW Working Group, presented the paper to the Committee.
62. The Committee noted the above paper.


	Item 19: Any Other Business
(4:00 pm)

63. There was no other business.



	Item 20: Date of the Next Meeting

(4:00 pm)

64. The Chairlady announced that the 3rd meeting of DFMC (2018-2019) would be held on 31 May 2018.  The paper submission deadline would be on 9 May 2018 for government departments and 15 May 2018 for Members.
65. The meeting was adjourned at 4:00 pm




	The minutes were confirmed on
	31 May 2018

	Chairlady:
	Ms CHENG Lai-king

	Secretary:
	Miss SUM Sze-yan, Cyan


Central and Western District Council Secretariat 
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