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	Opening remarks

The Chairman welcomed all Members and representatives from government departments to the second meeting of the Traffic and Transport Committee (TTC) (2016-2017). He also welcomed Mr KWONG Sze-yeung, Officer-in-Charge, District Traffic Team (Western District) of the Hong Kong Police Force, and Ms Esther LOU, Engineer/Central and Western 1 of the Transport Department to the meeting for the first time in place of Mr LAU Wing-fu and Mr Francis LOK, respectively.


	Item 1: Adoption of the Agenda

2. The Chairman said that the agenda had been revised and tabled for members’ reference.

3. The Committee adopted the revised agenda for the meeting.



	Item 2: Confirmation of the minutes of the first TTC meeting on 21 January 2016

4. The Committee confirmed the minutes of the first TTC meeting.



	Item 3: Chairman's Report

5. The Chairman pointed out that, as for the key minor traffic improvement projects and related schedules (as of mid-January this year), the Secretariat had forwarded the relevant report to Members for reference before this meeting and had not received any comments from Members.



	Item 4: Terms of reference, organisation and membership of TTC (2016-17)
(C&W TTC Paper No. 5/2016)
(3:54 pm - 3:56 pm)

6. The Chairman said that due to job rotations within the Transport Department (TD), the terms of reference of its attending representative already covered traffic matters in the Central & Western District. As a result, there was no need for an Engineer/Special Duties to attend TTC meetings. In addition, it was noted that discussions seldom involved the Civil Engineering and Development Department (CEDD) over the past two years. Therefore he suggested that the permanent representative of the CEDD be removed. He said that CEDD representatives could be invited to individual meetings if necessary.

7. Members did not object to the suggestion and adopted the terms of reference and organisation of the previous TTC, as well as the revised list of attending government representatives.



	Item 5: Standing item (i) - Central-Wan Chai Bypass and Island Eastern Corridor Link – Report on the progress of the Central Interchange project
(C&W TTC Paper No. 1/2016)
(3:57 pm - 4:15 pm)

8. Mr CHIU Cheuk-siu, Senior Engineer/Central Wanchai Bypass 2 of the Highways Department (HyD), briefly introduced major works by the department over the past six months, including the construction of an at-grade road connecting the western tunnel portal and the widening of a bridge, the main structure of which was already completed. Construction of the Central Interchange was now at the final stage. The remaining works of the tunnel and the connecting road had been handed over under the tunnel commissioning contract. In the next six months, the HyD would continue with the said works. And the Central Interchange Project was expected to be completed within 2016 as scheduled.

9. Mr CHIU added that the tunnel structure works of a trunk road of Central Wan Chai Bypass (CWB) was entrusted to the CEDD under Wan Chai Development Phase II (WDII). Since a large metal object had been found on the seabed within project area of WDII, the reclamation and associated works in the area had to be halted. The CEDD notified the HyD of the revised site handover schedule after the reclamation works resumed in the middle of last year. The CEDD estimated that the section concerned could only be completed and handed over to the HyD in mid-2017. Since the HyD’s contractors would still need to carry out a number of subsequent works after taking over the tunnel, the HyD believed it would be difficult to complete such subsequent works within the same year. As a result, the CWB could not be open to traffic in 2017 as originally scheduled. The HyD was exploring with the CEDD the feasibility of making up for the delay in related works, in order to assess the possibility of site handover in advance. Therefore the exact commissioning date could not be provided to Members at the moment.

10. The Chairman invited Members to raise enquiries and express their views. The main points of their comments were as follows:

(a) Mr Alex LEUNG said he would like to urge the authorities to study the possibility of opening the section of the CWB project to the west of Wai Chai if it could be completed as scheduled, so as to alleviate traffic congestion in the Central and Western District. In addition, he asked whether the TTC would be consulted on the matter of electronic road pricing, since it was closely related to the CWB.

(b) Mr Stephen CHAN asked the HyD to arrange a field inspection at an appropriate time, so that Members could be informed about the progress of the CWB. Besides, he enquired about the project completion date. He also suggested writing to the Secretary for Transport and Housing in the name of the TTC, in order to express the Members' strong aspiration for the completion of the CWB as early as possible.

(c) Mr Sam YIP enquired whether the HyD would work with the Antiquities and Monuments Office (AMO) to handle the large metal object if it was confirmed to be the wreckage of HMS Tamar. 

(d) Ms CHENG Lai-king enquired whether the AMO had any proposal on handling the large metal object and how the authorities would conserve the same. She also agreed with Mr Alex LEUNG's view on urging the authorities to study the feasibility of partial opening to traffic, in order to solve the problem of traffic congestion in Central as soon as possible.

(e) The Chairman said it was reported that the large metal object had been removed from the bottom of the sea and out of the site. He asked the HyD to provide details. In addition, he enquired whether the HyD had specific measures to expedite the project and whether there was a task force to follow up on the project delay. He also added that the consultation on electronic road pricing would be held at the C&W DC meeting on 10 March.

11. Mr CHIU responded that the HyD did not have the plan to partially open the CWB for the moment but noted Member's opinion. He said that the HyD, the CEDD and the related consultancy company were actively seeking ways to accelerate progress of the project. He said the HyD and the CEDD also met regularly to study the feasibility of making up for the delay.As for the commissioning day, the HyD would report to the TTC as soon as there was further information. He said that the HyD arranged field inspections for Members in May 2011 and January 2015, respectively, and would arrange further field inspections through the Secretariat whenever appropriate. As for the large metal object discovered in WDII, he replied that it was located within the project area of the CEDD, which issued a press release last year to explain the handling of the object. The HyD did not have related information on the conservation options for the object.

12. The Chairman concluded that the District Council would meet with the Secretary for Transport and Housing next month, when Members would be able to express the aspiration for the commissioning of the CWB as early as possible. He endorsed the idea of writing to the Secretary for Transport and Housing for expressing such an aspiration and for urging the authorities to consider the option of partial opening. Besides, he asked the HyD to complete the study as soon as possible, so as to determine specific measures to speed up the progress of the project. Upon consulting Members, the Chairman confirmed that the TTC would retain this standing item and thanked the guests for attending the meeting.



	Item 6:
Standing item (ii) - The Public Transportation Re-organisation Plans to tie in with the commissioning of the West Island Line
(C&W TTC Paper No. 2/2016)
Update on bus route rationalisation
(C&W TTC Paper No. 4/2016)
(4:16 pm - 4:51 pm)

13. The Chairman pointed out that one of the re-organisation plans used to involve shortening Cross-harbour (XHT) Routes 104 and 113 to Sheung Wan and extending the service hours of Route 101X. He enquired with the TD about the current progress of the re-organisation plan.

14. Ms Yvonne TSUI, Senior Transport Officer/Central and Western of the TD, responded that upon consultation, the TD found a strong backlash from related district councils against the re-organisation of XHT Routes 104, 113 and 101X. Therefore the TD did not implement the plan and would need to conduct further studies.

15. The Chairman combined the two papers and invited members to raise enquiries and express their views. The main points of their comments were as follows:

(a) Mr CHAN Hok-fung remarked that the re-organisation plans caused pressure on bus services in the district. He said he noticed greater demand for and a shortfall in the services of some public light buses and buses, such as public light bus routes 23, 23M, 54, 54M and 58. He asked if the TD had relevant data. On the other hand, due to the reduction in the frequency, there were fewer passengers for CTB Routes 1, 5B and 10, the actual frequencies of which were even lower than those on the schedules. He enquired about how the TD monitored bus companies in fulfilling their performance pledges.

(b) Mr Stephen CHAN welcomed the extension of the service hours of GMB 45A. However, he noted a significant increase in the patronage of the public light bus route after the opening of the MTR West Island Line, which meant long waiting hours for passengers. He urged the TD to discuss with public light bus operators for more vehicles and increased services.

(c) Ms CHENG Lai-king pointed out that Mid-levels residents had had enough of the re-organisation plans, since the TD had cancelled CTB 3B without offering any alternative services. She said she had repeatedly proposed extending Bus Route 12 or 13 to Rumsey Street or Shun Tak Centre, but had been repeatedly met with rejections by the TD on the ground that her proposal would extend the bus journey time. As a result, Mid-levels residents would have to take the bus and then the tram before they could reach Sheung Wan. She urged the TD to consider her proposal again. Besides, when residents needed to go from Sheung Wan to the Southern District, they would have to take a bus to Shek Tong Tsui or Kennedy Town, before interchanging to CTB 43M. Residents had asked to have the Route 43M extended to Queen Street in Sheung Wan. But the proposal was also rejected by the TD. In addition, she noticed that passengers at Sai Ying Pun MTR Station would have to wait for four public light buses of Route 45A before they could get on one. Therefore she requested increasing the frequency of the public light bus service.

(d) Mr YEUNG Hoi-wing said that passengers often saw vehicles of CTB Routes 1, 5B and 10 arriving at the same time or not arriving after a long wait. He asked the TD or the bus company to give explanations and to reasonably arrange the bus frequencies. In addition, he enquired whether the TD would consult the TTC on the "Bus Route Planning Programme 2016-2017 of Central & Western District".

(e) Mr YEUNG Hok-ming said that as far as he could observe in Sai Ying Pun and Shek Tong Tsui, the vehicles of CTB 10 basically arrived on time, while those of Routes 1 and 5B were often late. He urged the TD to strengthen supervision. In addition, he urged the extension of XHT 101X to whole-day service and implementation of section fare arrangement.

(f) Mr Alex LEUNG suggested the TD consider launching a circular route at Mid-levels, operating along Pokfield Road, Bonham Road, Park Road, Robinson Road and Caine Road, so that Mid-levels residents could reach Sai Ying Pun MTR Station in a short time for MTR interchange. He said that there were currently few passengers for NWFB 43A. Therefore he suggested cancelling the route and deploying related vehicles for the said circular route, in order to provide more appropriate transportation services for residents. In addition, he agreed with the idea of having whole-day service for Route 101X.

(g) Mr Sam YIP said that after CTB 43M was changed to M47, residents living to the east of Shek Tong Tsui found it inconvenient because they would have to take a bus to Shek Tong Tsui before they could interchange to Route 43M.Moreover, in the "Bus Route Planning Programme 2016-2017 of Central & Western District", the TD proposed relocating the terminal point of Route 43M from Shek Tong Tsui further westwards to Kennedy Town, which would lead to more opposition from residents. He asked whether the TD would continue to ignore public opinion. In addition, he said passengers would often have to wait 15 minutes or more for vehicles of Routes 1, 5 or 18 to the centre of Hong Kong Island via Des Voeux Road West. He enquired about how the TD could effectively monitor bus companies and frequencies.

(h) Mr Joseph CHAN said that residents at the Mid-levels did not benefit from the opening of the MTR West Island Line, but instead suffered from the reduction of Mid-levels bus services. He believed the TD should not sacrifice essential bus services for Mid-levels residents just because of the declined bus patronage in the Western District.

16. The response by Ms Yvonne TSUI was summarised as follows:

(a) The TD was discussing with the operators of GMB 45A and 54M on frequency enhancement. It would notify TTC Members once there was a definite programme.

(b) With CTB Route 1 starting at Mount Davis and Routes 5B and 10 at Kennedy Town, vehicles of the three routes might arrive in Ka On Street at the same time after morning peak hours. Besides, all the three bus routes had a long trip, ending at Happy Valley, Causeway Bay and North Point, respectively. Therefore they were more susceptible to traffic conditions along the way. The TD had urged Citybus to review and coordinate the departure times of related routes in line with the traffic situation and passenger needs.

(c) As for the proposal on extending the routes of CTB 12 and NWFB 13 to Rumsey Street in Sheung Wan, she pointed out that it would extend the bus journey time as well. At present, more than 80% of the passengers of the two bus routes got off at the bus stop outside Alexandra House in Ice House Street, Central. Without sufficient patronage in support of higher frequencies, the route extension to Sheung Wan would reduce the frequencies of Routes 12 and 13, affecting most current passengers of the two routes. Therefore, the TD had reservations about the proposed route extension.

(d) Since the re-organisation plans of XHT 104, 113 and 101X could not be implemented pending further studies, the bus company currently did not have resources available for the whole-day service of Route 101X.

(e) The TD would work with bus companies to follow up on the proposed launch of a circular bus route at Mid-levels.

(f) The TD would submit the "Bus Route Planning Programme 2016-2017 of Central & Western District" at the next TTC meeting for discussion. The programme, including proposals about CTB 12 and 43M and NWFB Route 13, would be presented by the Bus and Railway Branch of the TD.

17. Mr Kevin LI, Public Affairs Manager of Citybus Limited/New World First Bus Services Limited, added that in existing scheduling, Citybus already tried to evenly spread out the trips of Bus Routes 1, 5B and 10. According to three surveys in January this year, at least one bus of the said routes arrived at the Ka On Street bus stop every five to eight minutes on average between 7:30 am to 9:30 pm. However, because of the traffic light at the site, occasionally two buses arrived at the same time. The bus company would continue to closely monitor the services and operations of the said routes, and would regularly review the related scheduling. In addition, "Citybus (Franchise 1)" would gradually introduce the service of real-time next bus arrival time enquiry to all its routes within two years upon the commencement of the new franchise. Later, the real-time enquiry service would also be applicable to NWFB bus routes as well as Lantau routes under "Citybus (Franchise 2)".

18. The Chairman started the second round of discussion on the paper, with the main points of members' comments being summarised as follows:

(a) Ms CHENG Lai-king said that at present CTB 12 and CTB 13 only reached Central Pier and City Hall, respectively. As a result, most passengers would get off in Central and those heading for Sheung Wan would need to interchange to the tram here. She re-emphasized that the TD should extend either Route 12 or 13 to Rumsey Street via Connaught Road Central, in order to make up for the cancellation of Route 3B. She expressed outrage over the TD's repeated disregard for the views of the residents and the District Council.

(b) Mr CHAN Hok-fung said that for travelling eastwards from the Western District, citizens could choose CTB Route 1, 5B or 10. However, those three routes did not overlap when travelling from Causeway Bay/Wan Chai to the Western District. Some passengers would have to wait for more than 30 minutes in Central or Sheung Wan before they could get on a bus for the Western District. He asked whether the TD had any solution.

(c) Mr YEUNG Hok-ming said that many bus routes were already reduced under the re-organisation plans, including Routes 5, 5C, 43X, 70M, 3B and 18. But the freed-up resources were not used to make up for bus services for residents in the Central & Western District. On the other hand, he found it unacceptable for the bus company's extending the service hours of Route 101X only after reducing services of Routes 104 and 113. He objected to such a decision. 

(d) The Chairman agreed that the service hour extension of Route 101X should not be tied in with the deletion of Route 104 or 113.

(e) Mr Sam YIP said that NWFB Routes 18 and 18X were operated during peak hours only, instead of on a whole-day basis as before. As a result, residents took the bus routes less often than before. But the bus company further reduce the frequencies on the ground of low patronage. He asked whether the TD was trying to reduce bus patronage in such a way that railway would become a major transport backbone of Hong Kong.

19. The response by Ms Yvonne TSUI was summarised as follows:

(a) The TD would submit "Bus Route Planning Programme 2016-2017 of Central & Western District" at the next TTC meeting. The paper would include proposals about CTB 12 and NWFB Routes 13, 18 and 18X. Further discussion in details would then be possible.

(b) CTB Routes 1, 5B and 10 passed more crowded areas. Road conditions could also affect their frequencies at intermediate stops. But the TD would pay close attention to any serious lost trips.

(c) The TD would have further discussion with the bus company on the feasibility of enhancing the service of XHT 101X with existing resources.

20. As to whether "The Public Transportation Re-organisation Plans to tie in with the commissioning of the West Island Line" should be retained as a standing item of the TTC, the Chairman invited Members to express their views, the main points of which were summarised as follows:

(a) Ms CHENG Lai-king said that a lot of residents were dissatisfied with the current bus services after the implementation of the public transportation re-organisation plans. Therefore she objected removing the standing item.

(b) Mr Sidney LEE said that the standing item should not be removed for the moment if Members still had so many questions about the public transportation re-organisation plans.

(c) Mr HUI Chi-fung said that the questions raised by Members remained unanswered. Therefore he hoped to have the chance to question the TD at every meeting and objected to the removal of the standing item.

21. The Chairman concluded that based on Members' views, the standing item would not be removed for the time being. He invited the TD representative to the TTC meeting again in April for the matter. The Chairman thanked the guests for attending the meeting.



	Item 7: Proposed Enhancement Measures of Pedestrian Crossing Facilities at Des Voeux Central (between Li Yuen Street East and Morrison Street)
(C&W TTC Paper No. 3/2016)
(4:52 pm - 5:38 pm)

22. Mr Lawrence CHAN, Senior Engineer/Central and Western of the TD said that the department had submitted a paper on the enhancement of pedestrian crossing facilities at Des Voeux Road Central and asked Members for their views. 

23. Ms Shirley LEUNG, Engineer/Central and Western 3 of the TD, said that Des Voeux Road Central was a major trunk road in the Central Business District, with a very high pedestrian flow, especially around noon on weekdays. The TD observed that some pedestrian crossings at Des Voeux Road Central and adjacent side streets were not controlled by traffic signals. And some pedestrian crossings were not equipped with sufficient waiting room during peak hours. Besides, many pedestrians went across Des Voeux Road Central from Li Yuen Street East. The Government was committed to improving the pedestrian environment in the Central Business District. In order to further enhance pedestrian safety and the pedestrian environment, the TD planned to enhance pedestrian crossing facilities at nine junctions at Des Voeux Road Central  between Li Yuen Street East and Morrison Street. Related measures would include:
(a) To widen existing pedestrian crossings;
(b) To widen walkways at pedestrian crossings;
(c) To change existing pedestrian crossings to signal-controlled ones, such as those in Morrison Street and Cleverly Street;
(d) To add pedestrian crossing facilities at the section of Des Voeux Road Central off Li Yuen Street East, which would involve relocating bus stops and coordinating the temporary access to the existing Construction Sites on 22 and 26 Des Voeux Road Central;
(e) To adjust the time setting of existing traffic lights and to increase the green time at pedestrian crossings in line with the latest traffic conditions; and
(f) To optimise the arrangements of traffic signs to make more room for pedestrians.

24. Ms LEUNG added that the proposed measures involved the alteration of dropped kerbs and street facilities as well as the alteration or addition of traffic lights. As a result, it would be necessary to arrange the excavation of trial pits in order to study the feasibility of related works. The TD planned to conduct field surveys in two phases. The first phase would involve five junctions and was expected to gradually commence in 2016/17. The remaining four junctions would be covered upon the completion of the first phase. After field surveys and detailed design, the TD would then consult local communities and relevant departments via the District Office.

25. The Chairman invited Members to raise enquiries and express their views, the main points of which were summarised as follows:

(a) Mr Sam YIP supported the idea of adding crossings at the junctions of Cleverly Street and Des Voeux Road Central. But he had reservations about installing additional traffic lights in Morrison Street, citing the small number of vehicles there. Besides, he enquired with the TD whether more pedestrian crossings at Des Voeux Road Central would affect the vehicle flow.

(b) Mr Alex LEUNG expressed his agreement with the general direction of the plan but urged the TD to pay very close attention to related details. He pointed to the high pedestrian flows in Pottinger Street and Queen Victoria Street. The junctions were often packed with waiting pedestrians and the walkways were accordingly congested. Therefore he suggested widening the walkways along that section of Des Voeux Road Central. However, he had reservations about adding pedestrian crossing facilities off Li Yuen Street East. Considering the large number of traffic lights at Des Voeux Road Central at present, he said such facilities would seriously affect the vehicle flow. In addition, he suggested that the traffic signals at the junction of Queen Victoria Street be divided into "Straight Ahead" and "Turn Left", so as to speed up the passing of westbound vehicles through the junction. He asked the TD to have careful and comprehensive consideration when studying related works.

(c) Mr HUI Chi-fung said he agreed with the overall plan. But he stressed the TD should be far-sighted enough to take into account any additional pedestrian flow in future if the Central Market re-opened or Rumsey Street Car Park was converted into a commercial building. In addition, the TD should take care of the stakeholders of shops along relevant sections, because they might be affected by the walkway widening works. In addition, many organisations, such as the Institute of Planners, had proposed converting Des Voeux Road Central into a full-time or part-time pedestrian precinct. He asked the TD to consider the feasibility of such conversion in five- or ten-years' time, when enhancing the pedestrian crossing facilities.

(d) Mr YEUNG Hoi-wing enquired whether the TD would carry out the enhancement works by phases and asked the TD to provide the works schedule.

(e) Mr CHEUNG Kwok-kwan said that the TD should ensure zero impacts on the traffic if it was to add pedestrian crossing facilities off Li Yuen Street East. He wondered whether walkway widening works would reduce the number of traffic lanes. He also asked for the schedule of the enhancement from surveying to implementation. In addition, he expressed concern about illegal parking at Queen's Road Central. He asked the TD to consider the enhancement plan and asked the police to strengthen law enforcement, in order to improve the overall traffic conditions in Central.

(f) Ms SIU Ka-yi requested the TD to describe in details the contents and the schedule of the assessment programme. She also pointed out that the junction of Hillier Street and Wing Lok Street also needed enhancement.

(g) Ms CHENG Lai-king pointed out that if the TD added pedestrian crossing facilities off Li Yuen Street East, it should study the synchronization of traffic lights at Des Voeux Road Central, or else the traffic would be affected. In addition, the TD needed to give priority to enhancing the junction of Jubilee Street and Hillier Street. She also had reservations about installing additional traffic lights in Morrison Street.

(h) Mr KAM Nai-wai pointed out that the TD did not specify the type of facilities or the exact location at the junction to be installed with such facilities. He asked the TD for details. He said that after the TD had earlier installed additional pedestrian lights in Cleverly Street, there was traffic congestion during peak hours in Morrison Street right turning onto Des Voeux Road Central. In addition, he noted that the junction of Hillier Street and Wing Lok Street was prone to accidents and in urgent need of enhancement.

(i) Mr Stephen CHAN agreed that widening pedestrian crossings would be an effective way to ease the congestion of walkways. However, under current circumstances, traffic facilities should not be significantly altered in such a way that road users would find it difficult to adapt. He said that the TD could consider using tram stops as crossing facilities. Besides, clear signages should be set up to encourage the use of the footbridge system, in order to reduce the pedestrian flow on the ground. In addition, he had reservations about the proposal of adding traffic lights.

(j) Mr CHAN Hok-fung remarked that the TD should consider not only Des Voeux Road Central but Queen's Road Central as well. It should take transport facilities throughout Central as a whole in order to address traffic congestion there. He asked the TD to provide related data, such as the additional pedestrian flow after the implementation of the project, so that he could be persuaded into supporting the enhancement of pedestrian crossing facilities.

(k) Mr YIP Wing-shing expressed support for the enhancement of pedestrian crossing facilities. But he said the TD should have long-term planning to take into account the additional pedestrian flow following the completion of any new building in Central. He believed there was still much room for improvement in this plan and the TD could invite Members to go on a field inspection and to provide feedback. Since the enhancement works would take much time from design to implementation, he hoped the TD could study the issue carefully from a long-term perspective.

(l) Mr Joseph CHAN said he basically supported the TD's enhancement of pedestrian crossing facilities. However, he had questions and reservations about adding traffic lights and pedestrian crossings at Des Voeux Road Central and off Li Yuen Street East. He pointed out that there were already pedestrian crossing facilities in Pottinger Street and Pedder Street. If an additional traffic light was installed in Li Yuen Street East just for the convenience of a few people, it might affect the vehicular flow at Des Voeux Road Central and even the traffic of the whole Central District. Therefore he had reservations, unless the authorities could adjust the traffic light system throughout the district to the extent that the new pedestrian crossing facilities would not affect the vehicular flow. In addition, he agreed with Mr Alex LEUNG in that many pedestrian crossings were often packed with standing people waiting to cross the road, leading to the congestion of walkways. Therefore he supported the proposal of walkway widening.

(m) Mr Sidney LEE expressed support for the general direction of the plan. But he noticed that, as stated in the paper, should the District Council agreed to the proposal, the TD would begin surveying and research. And upon the completion of the design, it would consult local communities and relevant departments via the District Office. Since the paper did not include the detail improvement measures of each pedestrian crossing, he suggested that the TD firstly submit the related plan to the District Council for discussion upon completion of surveying and design, before consulting local communities.

26. Mr Lawrence CHAN summarised and responded as follows:

(a) The paper only provided a general idea about enhancing pedestrian crossing facilities at Des Voeux Road Central. Since it was necessary to take into account the impacts on the traffic in the vicinity upon the enhancement, it might not be possible to implement the said measures at every junction.

(b) Apart from morning and evening peak hours, the TD would also consider increasing the green time of existing pedestrian lights during lunch time in line with vehicular and pedestrian flows. As for the proposal on adding pedestrian crossing facilities off Li Yuen Street East, the TD would consider synchronise the traffic light there with the nearby ones at Des Voeux Road Central. As this would involve the traffic light arrangement of other roads nearby, therefore the TD would first study the feasibility of the synchronisation and if there is any adverse impacts on the nearby traffic before implementation.

(c) With a large number of underground utilities at Des Voeux Road Central, the proposed enhancement could not commence until surveying was conducted to determine whether there was sufficient space underground for related facilities.

(d) The walkway widening programme was mainly about expanding the width of a pedestrian crossing from about two or three metres to five or six metres, so that more pedestrians could cross the road during each green time.

(e) As for the schedule, the TD planned to commission the HyD within the year to conduct related surveying, together with the assessment of pedestrian and vehicular flows. After obtaining the data, the TD would be able to develop details of the enhancement plan and would submit the same to the TTC again for discussion. The TD expected to finish enhancement works of the first phase within next year and the more complicated works of the second phase within the next two or three years, whenever technologically feasible.

(f) As for the suggestions by some Members on Queen's Road Central, the TD already worked closely and discussed with the police for possible improvements against illegal parking problems along the section.

(g) When the TD developed the improvement plan, it would consider and coordinate with other plans in the area such as the reconstruction of the Central Market, so as to avoid any modification upon completion and also to minimize the impacts on the shops.

(h) The TD noted suggestions by Members on traffic improvements at the junction of Hillier Street and Wing Lok Street.

27. In summary, the Chairman said Members generally agreed with the TD's enhancement plan but were concerned about the details. He asked the TD to submit a detailed plan to the TTC as soon as the Phase I study was completed. And the TD might as well invite Members for a field inspection after obtaining appropriate data. In addition, he pointed out that traffic conditions in Central were closely interrelated. Therefore he asked the TD to take into account the traffic conditions of Queen's Road Central and Connaught Road Central for overall planning and research as well, in order to improve the traffic conditions in Central. Finally, he added that arrangements had been made with the TD representative for a field inspection regarding the traffic problems on Queen Victoria Street. And he invited other Members to take part.

28. The Chairman thanked the guests for attending the meeting.



	Item 8: Written questions - Comments on traffic and transport made by the elderly
(C&W TTC Written Paper No. 1/2016)
(5:39 pm)

29. The Chairman said that the related departments had already responded in writing to written questions about this meeting. He asked Members to note the paper.



	Item 9: Any other business
(5:40 pm)

30. There was no other business.







	Item 10: Date of the next meeting
(5:40 pm)


	31. The Chairman announced that the next TTC meeting would be held on 7 April 2016. The paper submission deadline for government departments would be 14 March 2016, while the deadline for Members would be 18 March 2016.

32. The meeting was adjourned at 5:40 pm.


	The minutes were confirmed on
	7 April 2016
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