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	Opening Remarks


	
The Chairman welcomed guests and Members to the fourth meeting of the Central and Western District Council (C&WDC).  Given that there were quite a large number of agenda items for consideration, it was proposed that each Member be given two minutes to speak on each item to facilitate effective discussion.  Second round follow-up enquiries by Members would be subject to the availability of time.  Members’ co-operations were sought.


	Item 1:
	Adoption of the Agenda

	(2:34 pm)



	2. There being no comments from Members, the Chairman declared the adoption of the agenda.


	Standing Items


	Item 2(i):  

	Progress of the MTR West Island Line Project 

· Progress of the Construction Works of the West Island Line
(C&W DC Paper No. 52/2016)

	(2:34 pm – 3:25 pm)


	3. The Chairman welcomed the representatives of the MTR Corporation Limited (MTRCL), the Highways Department (HyD) and the Leisure and Cultural Services Department (LCSD) to the meeting.


	4. Mr Kenrick KO, Projects Communications Manager of the MTRCL, gave an account on the progress of the construction works of the Island Line extension to Western District and the follow-up actions as follows:


	
(a)
	The Ki Ling Lane entrance (B3) of Sai Ying Pun Station was opened for public use on 27 March 2016.  The installation works of the passenger lift were underway, which was expected to commence service in the second quarter of 2016.


	
(b)
	The construction works of Kennedy Town Swimming Pool (Phase II) were underway and expected to be completed in the fourth quarter of 2016 before the facilities were handed over to the relevant government department. 


	
(c)
	Regarding the reprovisioned recreational facilities, King George V Memorial Park, HK was handed over at the end of April 2016.  Reprovisioning of Ki Ling Lane Children’s Playground and Centre Street Market Sitting-out Area were underway and expected to be completed in the second quarter of 2016; whereas reprovisioning of Centre Street Sitting-out Area was expected to be completed in the second quarter of 2017.  The reprovisioning works at the roof of Sai Ying Pun Station Exits B1/B2 were underway, among which the reprovisioning of the transformer room at Western Garden was completed, which would be connected to facilities including meter rooms of the building concerned afterwards.  A meeting had been held earlier with representatives of the building concerned to discuss the arrangement for cable connection to the new transformer room and meter rooms in phases, and the works were expected to commence in June/July 2016.  In addition, reprovisioning of the Food and Environmental Hygiene Department (FEHD) office would be carried out in the area reserved on the roof of Exits B1/B2.  Temporary traffic control measures would be implemented at the said location, where some of the traffic lanes near the pavement on First Street off Exits B1/B2 would be narrowed, and part of the pavement would be closed.  Appropriate traffic signs would be put up and engineering staff would be on site during the road closure period (7 am to 7 pm) to guide the public.  The works were expected to be completed around the second quarter of 2017.


	
(d)
	Replacement of the damaged tactile tiles outside HKU Station Exit B2 was completed at the end of March 2016.  The damaged bricks in the wall coverings outside the exit were also replaced at the end of March 2016.


	
(e)
	The temporary wooden plaque outside the Whitty Street entrance for displaying gazettal documents was removed in April.  For wooden plaque not yet removed, if found, please contact the MTRCL. 


	
(f)
	The façade-shaped kerb at Des Voeux Road West near Sai Woo Lane was used as a base to fix and support the temporary street lamp.  It would be removed upon completion of the reprovisioning of a permanent street lamp.  The reprovisioning works were expected to commence in July/August 2016.


	
(g)
	Concerning the follow-up work outside HKU Station Exit C1, among which was the three railings beneath the escalator.  Members of the public had to make a detour around the railings before they could use the lifts or access The Belchers, which also prevented them from taking shelter from rain as they had to walk outside the canopied area.  As to whether the three railings could be removed, since the railings were managed by the HyD, the MTRCL could help remove them and fill the gaps left on the ground surface if the HyD had no objection or considered the railings need not be retained.  Regarding replacement of the damaged paving blocks outside the tactile guide path, as the site concerned was handed over to the HyD at the end of 2014, such request had to be followed up with the HyD.


	
(h)
	As regards the improvement works of the pedestrian crossing outside HKU Station Exit C1, a site visit with Members and representatives of relevant government departments was conducted on 14 April 2016.  Since the original pedestrian crossing facility was constructed according to the design approved by government department, application to relevant government department had to be made for any alteration to the facility.  The MTRCL had written to the government department concerned after the site visit and was awaiting a reply.


	
(i)
	Regarding the presence of stagnant water at Belcher’s Street off HKU Station Exit C2, the MTRCL was in the process of seeking internal endorsement and submitting application to relevant government department.  The relevant works were expected to commence in June/July 2016.  Sites without such problem at the time of handover by the MTRCL would be taken care of by government department concerned.


	
(j)
	As regards inadequate lighting at HKU Station Exit A near Haking Wong Building, after site visiting with Members, it was found that the location where lighting was required was within the campus of the University of Hong Kong.  As such, although the said location was at the rear of the station entrance, it would be inappropriate for the MTRCL to install lighting facilities for directing lights at an area not under its management.  Hence, the suggestion on installing lighting facilities should be addressed to the University of Hong Kong.


	
(k)
	Regarding the seats outside The Westwood off HKU Station Exit C2 that slided slightly forward, the MTRCL had looked into the matter and agreed that the seats were indeed sliding forward, albeit very slightly.  The MTRCL had arranged to adjust the incline of the seats in June.  (Post-meeting note: The seats were adjusted on 19 May.)


	
(l)
	In response to the request to provide seating along longer passageways inside stations, the MTRCL had submitted application to relevant government department.  As assessment of application took time, the MTRCL would keep the C&WDC informed of any update or the application result. 


	
(m)
	As regards displaying both Chinese names of Chong Yip Centre, i.e. “創業商場” and “創業中心”, concurrently on the signage board at station entrance, the names would be added when the signage board was to be updated in August 2016.


	
(n)
	Currently, station signage directed passengers to use Exit B2 for Island Crest.  Although Island Crest could be accessed using either Exit B1 (via First Street) or Exit B2 (via Second Street), the MTRCL would update the signage board by specifying Exit B1 as the exit for Island Crest since Island Crest used First Street as its main address.


	
(o)
	The damaged floor tiles at Kennedy Station Exit A were replaced by the MTRCL at the end of March 2016.


	
(p)
	Concerning the nuisances caused to residents by the heat and noise generated by the ventilation facilities at Kennedy Town Station, the MTRCL confirmed after inspection that the facilities were functioning properly.  However, if need be, the MTRCL would be happy to deploy staff to individual flats/units for an understanding of the situation and taking measurements, so as to ease residents’ concerns.


	
(q)
	The design of the passenger lifts at the Bonham Road entrance of Sai Ying Pun Station was intended to facilitate easy circulation, in that the door on one side would open first to let users exit the lift before the door on the other side opened to let users in.  The time gap between the opening times of the two doors was now adjusted to eight seconds.  As users could open the lift door manually by pushing the door open button, there were views suggesting the door open button function be temporarily suspended during the eight-second time gap.  Despite the suggestion was technically feasible, it was considered more appropriate to maintain the current arrangement taking into account that users might need to open lift door and exit the lift as soon as possible in times of emergency.  Based on observation, most users did follow the current arrangement when entering and exiting lifts.  The MTRCL would step up education and publicity to keep passengers abreast of the rules to note and follow when using lifts.


	
(r)
	Regarding Sai Woo Lane Playground at the Queen’s Road West entrance of Sai Ying Pun Station near Rich Court, some Members pointed out that one of the lamp poles there was too close to the building facades and some of the trees there were too tall, which might affect law and order.  He hoped the position of the lamp pole could be adjusted and shorter trees could be planted instead.  Since the site concerned was already handed over to the LCSD in November 2015, and the facilities were constructed and provided according to the requirement of and design approved by government department, any question on or proposed alteration to the relevant facilities should be addressed to the department concerned.


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


	
(a)
	Mr YEUNG Hok-ming was displeased with the continued presence of stagnant water at Hill Road sitting-out area.  He had conducted a site visit with representatives of the MTRCL on 10 December 2015, but the problem remained unsolved to-date.  Considering that the location concerned had huge impact on residents and had been frequented by school children, he hoped the MTRCL could provide the works schedule and confirm the completion date as soon as possible.  In addition, he enquired about the exact service commencement date of the passenger lift at the Ki Ling Lane entrance.


	
(b)
	Mr YEUNG Hoi-wing said that since the commissioning of the West Island Line over one year ago, damages were consistently found in many locations which had been in existence for as long as six months to one year.  For example, a repair notice had been put up at the toilet facilities at Kennedy Town Temporary Recreation Ground for quite some time, and the door of the toilet was broken.  Hand dryer, water taps and doors of all the toilet compartments in the male toilet were broken long time ago.  Damaged floor tiles outside the toilet had remained unrepaired for a long time.  He was strongly displeased that various facilities had been pending repair for some time and the MTRCL was unable to confirm the completion date of the repair works.


	
(c)
	Ms SIU Ka-yi pointed out that there had been odour emission at the adit near the Bonham Road entrance of Sai Ying Pun Station.  Although electric fans had been installed by the MTRCL to reduce the odour, the result was unsatisfactory and the problem remained serious.  She enquired with the MTRCL on ways to improve the situation. 


	
(d)
	Mr Sidney LEE said that the problem of odour emission at the adit at Sai Ying Pun Station Exit C near Bonham Road had been raised repeatedly at C&WDC meeting.  He remarked that instead of just switching on fans to reduce the odour, the MTRCL should identify the odour emission source.  He added that Exit A also had similar problem.  Besides, the MTRCL was reminded to take note of the accumulation of dust and spider webs in the facilities, including the ceilings, at various entrances/exits.  As regards the reprovisioning of transformer room at Western Garden, it was noted that the residential development was currently undergoing maintenance.  He hoped the MTRCL would communicate with the owners’ corporation concerned for co-ordination of works.  He also enquired about the schedule for reprovisioning of Centre Street Sitting-out Area, and wondered why the works were delayed to the second quarter of 2017.  He hoped the relevant works could be completed by the end of 2016.  Concerning the reprovisioning of public toilet, he suggested toilet for persons with disabilities be provided in the public toilet at the entrance/exit of the Centre Street Market and the completion date be dovetailed with that of the Centre Street Market.  He hoped the MTRCL could provide the details and schedule of the proposed works soonest possible.


	
(e)
	Mr KAM Nai-wai declared that he was living in Scholastic Garden.  He said that fellow flat owners had relayed to him that the direction sign for Scholastic Garden was originally displayed on the signage board at Sai Ying Pun Station Exit C on Bonham Road.  He enquired with the MTRCL why the direction sign had disappeared.  He mentioned that odour, though slighter than before, was still present at Exit C.  He hoped the MTRCL would face up to and solve the problem as soon as possible.


	
(f)
	Mr CHAN Choi-hi hoped the MTRCL could consult the Owners’ Corporation of Chong Yip Centre in advance to confirm the building name to be put on the signage board.  He said that there were odour emissions at certain locations in HKU Station.  Regarding the slow progress in the reprovisioning of Centre Street Sitting-out Area, he hoped the MTRCL would expedite the works for completion in 2016.


	
(g)
	Mr Stephen CHAN said that the access road right next to HKU Station Exit A, possibly as required by the Transport Department, was designated as part of the station area upon commissioning and mainly used by the public.  He considered it rather far-fetched to request the University of Hong Kong to install lighting facilities.  Concerning the passenger lifts at HKU Station Exits A and C where the gap between the opening times of the opposing doors was less than eight seconds and sometimes the two doors even opened concurrently, he requested the MTRCL to review the problematic design and open one lift only during peak hour from 8 am to 9 am to prevent conflicts among users.


	
(h)
	Ms CHENG Lai-king indicated that some residents of Rich Court, which was near Sai Ying Pun Station Exit A, considered that the Delonix regia at the garden at the rear were too tall and hoped shorter trees be planted instead.  Besides, the street lamp outside Exit A was too close to flats on the first floor of Rich Court.  It was thus hoped that burglarproof facility could be installed.  She enquired with the MTRCL whether it would handle the issue or enquiry had to be raised with government department.


	
(i)
	Miss LO Yee-hang said that some residents had complained about the significant colour difference among the floor tiles at the lift lobby of Exit B on Ki Ling Lane, which gave an impression of poor workmanship.  Moreover, some residents relayed that the name of Kwan Yick Building Phase 3 was not displayed on the signage board at Exit C on Ki Ling Lane.  Given the importance of Kwan Yick Building in Sai Ying Pun, it was hoped that the MTRCL could include the building’s name on the signage board.


	
(j)
	The Vice-chairman remarked that the MTRCL’s effort in rectifying the ticket gate problem was unsatisfactory.  Ticket gates malfunctioning often occurred during the morning peak hours, causing collision among queuing passengers.  No improvement on the problem was noted since service commencement, earlier there were even incidents of wrong deduction of fares by ticket gates.  Instead of deploying staff to stand by at the ticket gates to deal with the operation problem, he hoped the MTRCL could make improvement as soon as possible.  In addition, he was displeased with Mr Kenrick KO for giving oral report on the progress and not submitting a detailed paper before meeting, which had led to lengthy meeting.


	
(k)
	The Chairman said that concerning HKU Station Exit C1, there was an obvious problem of stagnant water at the junction of The Belcher’s with Belcher's Street.  He hoped the MTRCL could address the issue speedily.  Regarding the seats outside The Westwood off HKU Station Exit C2 that slided forward, he hoped the MTRCL could fix the problem as soon as possible.  He said he was aware of the problem with the pedestrian crossing at Exit C1.  If all the relevant works and projects had been handed over to relevant government departments, the C&WDC would follow up with the departments concerned.  Regarding the provision of seats and litter bins at longer passageways inside stations, such as the one at HKU Station Exit C2, he hoped the MTRCL could do so as soon as possible.


	6. Mr Kenrick KO of the MTRCL gave a consolidated response as follows:


	
(a)
	Concerning the presence of stagnant water at the entrance of Hill Road sitting-out area, the MTRCL was following up on the issue, and would arrange to carry out the improvement works and respond to the request for the works schedule as soon as possible.


	
(b)
	Regarding the commissioning date of the passenger lift at the Ki Ling Lane entrance of Sai Ying Pun Station, the lift was expected to commence service in the second quarter of 2016.  The commissioning date would be confirmed upon completion of relevant statutory inspections and reported to the C&WDC soonest possible.


	
(c)
	For the damaged facilities (such as toilet door handle) at Forbes Street Playground, the MTRCL had replaced those facilities before and handed over the same to relevant government department.  For damages done after the handover, they would not be included in MTRCL’s defect list.  It was believed that the notice stating pending repair, as shown in the photos, was put up by relevant government department that was about to carry out the repair works.  For clarification of the responsibility for rectifications/repairs and avoidance of doubt, he suggested that he himself and Mr YEUNG Hoi-wing meet with relevant government department for an understanding of the scope of rectifications/repairs under the respective purview of the MTRCL and government department.


	
(d)
	Regarding the damage found on the external wall of the lift shaft facing South Lane at HKU Station Exit B2, the MTRCL had earlier conducted an inspection and temporarily covered the damaged area properly.  The damaged bricks were replaced at the end of March 2016.  Besides, reprovisioning of King George V Memorial Park, HK was completed and the park was handed over to relevant government department at the end of April 2016.


	
(e)
	As regards the odour problem near Sai Ying Pun Station Exit C and at HKU Station Exits B1/B2, improvement was seen after the MTRCL enhanced the ventilation and carried out drainage works.  The stations concerned would continue to closely monitor the issue and follow up.


	
(f)
	Regarding the accumulation of dust on the ceilings of individual stations, the issue was within the management and cleaning functions of the stations concerned.  The MTRCL would remind staff members of the three stations to pay attention to and follow up on the issue.


	
(g)
	For the works related to the reprovisioning of transformer room near Western Garden, noting that the residential development was carrying out large-scale works for the time being, the MTRCL was currently co-ordinating with Western Garden to minimise the interaction between the two works projects.


	
(h)
	As for the reprovisioning arrangement of Centre Street Sitting-out Area, the relevant works took time since apart from the reprovisioning of transformer room, it also covered the reprovisioning of the FEHD office.  Reprovisioning of the FEHD office required demolition of the existing temporary fire escape access at Exits B1/B2 in advance.  As sophisticated processes were involved in the relevant works and the station had already commenced service, extreme care must be exercised in carrying out the works, and thus longer time was required.


	
(i)
	Concerning the disappearance of the direction sign for Scholastic Garden on the signage board at Sai Ying Pun Station Exit C, the issue would be passed to the marketing department of MTRCL for follow-up and investigation.  The direction sign would be added back if need be.


	
(j)
	As regards the display of the Chinese name(s) of Chong Yip Centre (i.e. “創業中心” and “創業大廈”), the MTRCL had contacted the representatives of the building, and would update the building name currently displayed according to the station signage arrangement.

.

	
(k)
	Concerning the lighting problem of the pavement at the rear of HKU Station Exit A, it would be rather difficult to install lighting facilities at the site concerned if it was outside the station area.  Mr Stephen Chan was thus advised to check with the University of Hong Kong on the delineation of the site after HKU Station had commenced service.  If the site was under the management of government department, the request for installation of lighting facilities might need to be addressed to the department concerned.


	
(l)
	Regarding the sequence of opening of lift doors, the MTRCL would closely monitor the relevant operating arrangement.  He said he was aware that certain lift users might fail to follow the “exit before entering” arrangement.  The MTRCL would mainly advise users to follow the arrangement through proper instructions and would not impose any penalty.  The MTRCL would deploy staff to assist and remind passengers where necessary.


	
(m)
	In regard to the arrangement for removal of the kerb at Des Voeux Road West, reprovisioning of a street lamp was necessary before the kerb that was used as the base for fixing and supporting the temporary street lamp could be removed.  The street lamp reprovisioning date was to be confirmed.


	
(n)
	As regards planting of shorter trees outside Rich Court and a lamp pole being too close to flats, since the lamp pole was handed over to the LCSD in November 2015, and the relevant works were carried out according to the requirement of and design approved by the LCSD, any proposed alteration to the facilities concerned should be raised with the LCSD.


	
(o)
	The significant colour difference among the floor tiles at the lift lobbies of Exits B1/B2 and B3 on Ki Ling Lane was due to the different batches of tiles used.  He indicated that all the floor tiles must meet various safety standards, such as the anti-slip requirement.  As regards colour, the MTRCL would see if there would be relevant replacement works afterwards.


	
(p)
	As regards the name of Kwan Yick Building Phase 3 not currently shown on the signage board at Exit C on Ki Ling Lane, if the building was a major landmark within the catchment area of the station concerned, its name would be added onto the signage board to facilitate members of the public and passengers.  The MTRCL would study the issue based on this principle.


	
(q)
	Concerning the problem with ticket gates, the ticket gates in new stations, being different from those used in older stations, were equipped with several sensors.  The MTRCL was aware that some passengers had encountered problems in using these new devices, and was handling the matter with contractor.  We would closely monitor the use of the said devices and make necessary adjustment, with a view to handling the matter with care and refraining from indiscriminate change of the set-up.  For staff stand-by near the ticket gates, some of them were deployed to assist passengers, while others were responsible for monitoring the situation after system tuning.


	
(r)
	As regards the form of reporting, he said that several Members had expressed various views at and after last meeting.  The MTRCL had also directly responded to the Members concerned in between the two meetings.  However, considering that Members might be interested in the enquiries raised and views expressed by fellow Members, he thus took this opportunity to briefly introduce the status of follow-up actions on various issues.  He apologised for any misunderstanding or inconvenience caused by the form of reporting.


	
(s)
	Regarding the seats outside The Westwood off HKU Station Exit C2 that slided forward, the MTRCL would follow up and adjust the seats as soon as possible, and would take extra care in handling similar facilities in future.


	
(t)
	For the improvement works of the pedestrian crossing outside HKU Station Exit C1, the MTRCL had relayed the issue to relevant government department.  He considered it more appropriate to make suggestions to the department concerned directly.


	
(u)
	The suggestion on providing litter bins at longer passageways inside stations would be relayed to the three stations concerned.


	7. The Chairman said that regarding this standing item, as all the entrances/exits of Sai Ying Pun Station had opened for use, and the MTRCL would follow up on the various issues of the West Island Line, he asked Members if they agreed that this standing item should be removed.  The Secretariat would request the MTRCL to submit a report on all the enquiries raised in mid-2016 three months later.


	8. Mr Stephen Chan agreed that the enquiries raised by individual Members should be followed up on a case-by-case basis if follow-up actions by the MTRCL had not yet been completed.


	9. The Chairman agreed that the progress of the MTR West Island Line project be removed as standing item on the agenda.


	Item 2(ii):

	Report on the projects under the Urban Renewal Authority in the Central & Western District

(C&W DC Paper No. 53/2016)

	(3:25 pm – 4:05 pm)



	10. The Chairman welcomed the representatives of the Urban Renewal Authority (URA), the Central & Western Concern Group (CWCG) and the Civic Party to the meeting.


	11. Mr Wilfred AU, Assistant General Manager (Planning and Design) of the URA, outlined the progress of the urban renewal projects in the Central and Western District as follows: 


	
(a)
	The bidding exercise of the Market Block shops in H18 Site B was successfully completed on 18 March 2016.  The bidding process was monitored by the Chairman of the C&WDC, Mr YIP Wing-shing, together with the Vice-chairman, Mr CHAN Hok-fung and Member, Mr HUI Chi-fung.  All the 12 shops had been rented out to the 11 participants of “Local Fresh Food Shop Arrangement” (LFFSA) through an open bidding exercise.  The 11 shop tenants were all existing shop operators at Sites A and C.  The URA would consider publishing a brochure later on to facilitate shop operators to inform the public about their new shop locations.  The URA had submitted an application to government department for occupation permit of the Market Block and inspection on acceptance was underway.  The occupation permit was expected to be issued in June, subject to the progress of inspection by government departments.  The licencing consultant was preparing documents to be submitted to the Food and Environmental Hygiene Department (FEHD) for applying for the Fresh Provision Shop Licence, on behalf of the fresh food shop operators.  Subject to the date of issuance of the occupation permit, progress of assessing the provisional Fresh Provision Shop Licence application by the FEHD and renovation works by the shop operators, some of the shops might start operation around August to September.  The URA had paid visit to Graham Street Bazaar in the past month to ascertain shopping patterns in the bazaar.  It was noted that white-collar females tended to shop in the bazaar, and they suggested that storage bags for keeping food fresh could be provided and new food products could be introduced in the bazaar.  The URA would discuss with stall operators of the bazaar contents of future publicity campaigns for the bazaar, and the above suggestions would then be taken as reference.  Campaign title and logo would be based on the logo chosen by the stall operators of the bazaar.
To minimise disturbance to the operation of the existing bazaar, a phased demolition and clearance works plan for H18 Sites A and C would be adopted.  Demolition and associated site works currently in progress would be completed around the second quarter of 2016.  Demolition of the remaining buildings within Sites A and C would commence after the existing shop operators had moved out.  Contractor would reconstruct the hawker pitches for the 10 eligible hawkers who had joined the “Assistance Scheme for Hawkers in Fixed-pitch Hawker Areas” starting May 2016.  The project was anticipated to be completed in the second quarter of 2016.
Under the current heritage assessment mechanism, the brick and stone remains located adjacent to Cochrane Street were not graded by the Antiquities Advisory Board (AAB) in March.  As far as it was known, the Antiquities and Monuments Office (AMO) was reviewing the information submitted by relevant organisations.  The URA had indicated at an earlier C&WDC meeting that subject to technical feasibility, it would relocate some of the brick and stone remains in good condition to the future public open space in Site C to highlight the district’s characteristics.  The URA would monitor the latest progress of the issue, and would seek the views of the C&WDC for incorporation into the design of the public open space.


	
(b)
	As regards H19, in response to C&WDC’s concerns on the existing poor building condition of Site B, the URA proposed Site B as the priority site for redevelopment and a planning application to the Town Planning Board (TPB) was necessary in this connection.  He said that in line with the general direction of the Government in identifying land for housing construction and in view of the relatively low supply of small-sized flats in the district, the URA would review the current development parameters when submitting the relevant application in the hope to maximise the utilisation of scarce land resources.  The URA clarified that when redeveloping Site B, reference would be made to the development parameters, instead of height, of buildings in the vicinity to ensure that the redeveloped buildings would not be taller than the buildings nearby.  Also, the height of the redeveloped buildings would not exceed the current building height restriction of 120 mPD.  According to the relevant height restriction, the height of buildings would be around 70 metres, and no building shall exceed such height restriction.  The URA was still discussing with the Government on the appropriate development parameters, and had to communicate further with the Development Bureau (DEVB).  The C&WDC would be kept informed once further information was available.


	
(c)
	The method statement for the removal of MTRCL vent shaft’s later-added-on decorations at Western Market had been agreed with the MTRCL and works had commenced.  The removal works were tentatively scheduled for completion in the third quarter of 2016.


	
(d)
	The TPB approved the planning application with planning conditions for Central Market’s revised design on 18 March 2016.  The design consultant was currently liaising with the Planning Department (PlanD) on the design in accordance with the planning conditions, and would continue to liaise with the Lands Department (LandsD) on the land grant arrangement.  Works would commence once the land grant arrangement had been agreed.  Besides, the TPB was in support of C&WDC’s suggestions on carrying out more greening works on streets around the Central Market and street widening.  The URA would discuss with the FEHD, the Highways Department (HyD) and the Transport Department (TD) details on street widening and would inform the C&WDC in due course.


	12. The Chairman said that two comments from the CWCG regarding, respectively, the old house remains at Cochrane Street and Gutzlaff Street in Central and the development of youth hostel on the site adjacent to Man Mo Temple, were received before the meeting.  In addition, Miss Tanya CHAN, Vice-President of the Civic Party and Ms Katty LAW, Convenor of the CWCG also submitted a joint letter regarding the URA’s H19 project.  The above three documents had been tabled for reference.  The Chairman invited Ms Katty LAW, representative of the CWCG, to make a presentation.


	13. Ms Katty LAW said that after detailed study, the house remains were confirmed to be dated back to the 19th Century and part of residential houses built after the great fire of 1878 in Central.  These houses, having been through the plague of Hong Kong, had not only borne witness to the living conditions of ordinary citizens at that time, but also epitomised the city’s advancement in public health and urban development.  She indicated that the most distinguished feature of the old house remains was that owners of that particular site were all prominent figures in the 19th and 20th Century Hong Kong, including Douglas Lapraik, G. B. Endacott, Ng Akew, Robert Hotung and Ho Kom Tong.  This part of history highlighted the colourful spirit of the Central District at that era as a place where east meets west, and also served as important evidence for the alias name of Gutzlaff Street –– “Hung Mo Kew Street”  (Red-haired Kew Street).  She pointed out that at the AAB meeting on 3 March, out of extreme insufficient information, members were misled to make the decision for not according grading to the house remains at Cochrane Street.  Besides, the information provided by the representative of the AMO at the C&WDC meeting on 10 March was faulty and incomplete.  The CWCG had lodged a formal complaint on this matter to the Ombudsman and the Public Complaints Office of the Legislative Council, and the case was currently under investigation.  Upon repeated enquiries by the CWCG and due to concerns over the old house remains by some members, the Chairman of the AAB undertook to review afresh the information on and heritage value of the house remains on 18 April, and would arrange to meet with the CWCG and the URA to discuss the relevant issue.  As such, the decision of “no grading given” on 3 March was not the final conclusion.  The way of handling the house remains, as mentioned in the paper submitted by the URA, lagged far behind the progress of the issue and the guidelines on conservation, and was tantamount to damaging the monument.  According to the recommendation by the Advisory Committee of the International Council on Monuments and Sites (ICOMOS), China ICOMOS and the State Administration of Cultural Heritage, in-situ heritage conservation was encouraged.  At the national cultural heritage conference held recently in Beijing, President Xi Jinping stressed the importance of protection of the nation’s cultural heritage.  He said that heritage conservation was “work shouldered by this generation for the benefit of the next generation and beyond”, and “the Government had to pay due respect to cultural heritage, and the scientific concept of recognition of cultural heritage protection as a policy achievement should be established”.  The CWCG attached great importance to the house remains at Cochrane Street, and invited the C&WDC to join hands in their preservation.  The CWCG had organised various public events, and more would be upcoming to introduce the heritage value of these house remains.  It hoped the C&WDC would proactively preserve the monuments in Central and the URA would not damage this monument.  The CWCG had consulted the views of veteran town planner and engineer that in-situ conservation of these house remains were absolutely feasible in terms of technical and planning aspects.


	14. The Chairman indicated that the development of this issue would be closely monitored.  He invited Miss Tanya CHAN, Vice-President of the Civic Party to make a presentation.  Miss CHAN’s presentation was summarised as follows:


	15. Miss Tanya CHAN pointed out that the C&WDC had been committed over the years to developing the H19 project area into a people-oriented community.  An example was the brainstorming session organised by the Concern Group on Urban Renewal Projects in the Central and Western District under the C&WDC in April 2008 for the local community to fully express their views.  On 24 November 2008, the DEVB held a press conference with the then Chairman of the URA, Mr Barry CHEUNG Chun-yuen.  The then Secretary for Development, Mrs Carrie LAM CHENG Yuet-ngor, extended gratitude to the then C&WDC Chairman, Mr. CHAN Tak-chor, for his contributions in making the entire H19 site (covering Sites A, B and C) a people-oriented project.  The current redevelopment project of the URA had broken away from the people-oriented planning approach previously adopted.  She hoped the URA would not nullify the C&WDC’s years-long efforts out of hastiness, and would listen to public views by revising the current proposal.  She pointed out that while the acceptance rate for acquisition offers in Site B was below 50%, the URA had already planned to resort to the Lands Resumption Ordinance to resume the buildings within the site.  She said that the URA in the past would work towards achieving an acceptance rate of around 80% before initiating this procedure.  She remarked that there must be some reasons behind its failure to resume the property interests concerned over the years.  She also cited the words of Mr ZHANG Dejiang, Chairman of the Standing Committee of the National People’s Congress, that “the original intent should never be forgotten, and policies should be people-oriented”, and hoped the URA would bear this in mind. 


	16. The Chairman said that he attached great attention to this issue, and invited Members to express their views.  The main points of their comments were as follows:


	
(a)
	Mr HUI Chi-fung pointed out that on the day of the bidding exercise of the Market Block, as there were more shops available than the number of shop operators participated in the seamless transition arrangement, a live bidding was thus arranged for the surplus shop.  He did not agree with such arrangement, and considered that non-fresh food retail operators should also be allowed to operate in the Market Block given there was surplus shop.  As regards the house remains at Cochrane Street, he hoped the URA would undertake not to commence works at the site concerned before a decision on whether to accord grading was made by the AMO or the AAB.  For H19 project, he pointed out that no sufficient reasons had been given by the URA to justify an increase in development intensity and development parameters.


	
(b)
	Ms SIU Ka-yi said some hawkers and shop stall operators within the H18 project area had relayed that business had plummeted since commencement of the redevelopment project.  Hence, it was hoped that the URA would leverage the upcoming new stalls to step up publicity in order to keep the local communities of Central, Sheung Wan and the Mid-levels informed of the business commencement dates of these stalls.  Besides, she objected to increasing the plot ratio of the H19 project area.


	
(c)
	Ms CHENG Lai-king pointed out that the representatives of the URA had not made it clear at the last meeting that the original site of the house remains at Cochrane Street would be redeveloped into a car park or loading/unloading area.  She enquired that as there would be a hotel adjacent to the house remains site according to the current design, whether it would be feasible if no such parking spaces would be provided in the hotel or within the entire H18 project area.  She also enquired whether the existing retaining wall of the house remains was safe, and if not, what would the URA do; and whether the URA would make reference to the complete conservation of the original site of Central School at the PMQ.  She said that the site was invaluable according to the information currently provided by the CWCG.  She requested for in-situ conservation of these remains to preserve this part of Hong Kong’s history.  She opposed resorting to Lands Resumption Ordinance in view of the low acceptance rate for acquisition offers in H19 project.


	
(d)
	Mr KAM Nai-wai said that the cloth traders of the Western Market had objected to the relocation proposal.  He enquired with the URA about the progress of its negotiation with the cloth traders and how it would address their opposition.


	
(e)
	Mr Stephen CHAN declared that he was a member of the AAB.  He remarked that the AAB had recently discussed the Gutzlaff Street project, and extended gratitude to the CWCG for providing valuable information.  Nonetheless, it was AAB’s practice not to grade remains of this kind, and the URA was thus suggested to make efforts to preserve the remains and study the relevant information.  The AAB had also prepared to further discuss with the URA and the CWCG.  He enquired if the URA had sought views from residents in Wing Lee Street on redevelopment and requested it to update Members at the next meeting.


	
(f)
	Mr Joseph CHAN said that the cloth traders and other shop operators wished to continue their operations at the Western Market.  Despite the upcoming expiry of the tenancy agreements, and that the Administration had to fix the water leakage problem at the top floor, given that the cloth traders and other shop operators were mainly located on the ground and first floors, the Administration was requested to allow the cloth traders and other shop operators to continue their operations at the existing location and renew their tenancy during the repair of the ceiling at the top floor.  He remarked that the tenancy of the shop operators would expire in less than one year, and the Administration should consult and inform the cloth traders soonest possible about its intention or decision.


	
(g)
	Mr CHEUNG Kwok-kwan enquired with the URA on the redevelopment of the Central Market and the schedule for commencement of works.


	17. Mr Wilfred AU of the URA gave a consolidated response as follows:


	
(a)
	In response to the enquiries on H18 project, he said that as early as in 2008 when the decision to construct the Market Block was made, it was already emphasised that the Market Block would only accommodate the fresh food retail operators within the H18 project area, with a view to complementing the open-air bazaar with predominantly hawker operations nearby.  Thus, no arrangement had been made for non-fresh food retail operators to participate in the LFFSA.  Such decision was also supported by the C&WDC.  Publicity campaigns would be launched by the URA starting from August and September.  The URA had considered launching publicity in the Mid-levels as the CML Escalator System offered an ideal location for publicity activities, and would also consult the hawkers of the bazaar and co-organise the campaigns with the C&WDC.  Regarding the enquiries on the brick and stone remains at Cochrane Street, as the retaining wall was under Government’s management, the URA currently had no idea whether the wall was safe.  The LandsD was in the process of assessing the land grant application, and the URA could not commence works on the brick and stone remains as it had not yet been granted the land lease.  The URA would also keep the C&WDC informed of the public open space design after it had been granted the land lease.


	
(b)
	Regarding the enquiries on H19 project, he said that the acceptance rate for acquisition offers for Site B of H19 had exceeded 40%.  Acquisition of another 13% of property interests by the usual procedures was not possible due to other reasons (e.g. lack of successors in title to the property interests of deceased property owners), and thus had to be resolved pursuant to the Lands Resumption Ordinance.  He remarked that after the URA obtained the land lease through land resumption, the project was expected to be completed in five years, but it was still subject to the final decision by the DEVB on land resumption.  Since Wing Lee Street was not a redevelopment area, the URA’s properties on this street were temporarily leased out for use by non-government organisations.


	
(c)
	In response to the enquiries on the Western Market project, he said that the URA was negotiating with the cloth traders on the issue.  He pointed out that as the tenancy renewal term would expire in February 2017, the URA was communicating with the cloth traders to assist them to identify suitable places before the end of the renewal term for continuation of operations.


	
(d)
	In response to the enquiries on monument conservation, he said that as the roadside drains were located outside the redevelopment area, it would be up to relevant government department to handle.  As for the signage of “英記堅炭 (Ying’s Coal)” and the brick and stone remains at Cochrane Street, he said that the URA had in a month or so ago replied in writing to the District Councillors and other relevant members of the public.  The relevant letters had already been sent to the C&WDC for record.


	18. The Chairman said that he attached great importance to all the above issues.  Concerning the cloth traders of the Western Market, the C&WDC would write to the DEVB to enquire about the issue.  The C&WDC attached great attention to and would closely monitor the entire development project.  As a platform for the public to make their voices heard, the C&WDC welcomed views from local concern groups on the house remains at Cochrane Street.


	Item 2(iii):
	Conserving Central
(C&W DC Paper No. 57/2016)

	(4:05 pm – 4:31 pm)


	19. The Chairman welcomed the representatives of the Development Bureau (DEVB), the Transport Department (TD) and the Lands Department (LandsD) to the meeting.


	20. Mr Ricky WONG, Chief Assistant Secretary (Works)2 of the DEVB, gave a progress update on the various projects under “Conserving Central” as follows:


	
(a)
	The revitalisation works of the Central Police Station (CPS) Compound were scheduled for completion in phases in 2016.  The fitting out and licensing arrangements were underway.  The compound was expected to be open to the public in phases by the end of 2016.


	
(b)
	The former Police Married Quarters on Hollywood Road (PMQ) started operating in April 2014.  The number of visitors had exceeded 6.6 million since its commissioning.  The recent “detour 2015” and “Hong Kong on Steps” also attracted many visitors.


	
(c)
	Hong Kong Sheng Kung Hui (HKSKH) would preserve all four historic buildings at its Central site and replace other existing buildings by new ones.  The new buildings would be used to develop a non-profit-making private hospital providing not less than 274 hospital beds.  The four historic buildings at the Central site would be blended in the design.  The progress of carrying out the design and assessments was satisfactory.  When the detailed design was available, the HKSKH would further consult the C&WDC regarding the revised proposal.


	
(d)
	As for the former French Mission Building (FMB), the Court of Final Appeal was relocated from the former FMB to the old Supreme Court building at 8 Jackson Road, Central in September 2015.  The Department of Justice (DoJ) and the departments concerned were taking forward the preparatory works for the renovation of the former FMB.  The DoJ briefed the C&WDC on the details of the proposed works of the project at the meeting on 10 March 2016.


	
(e)
	The renovation works for the Main and East Wings of the former Central Government Offices (CGO) Complex were completed and some offices of the DoJ had been relocated there since the third quarter of 2015.  The DoJ was following up on the preparatory works for the renovation of the West Wing.  The findings of the heritage impact assessment on the renovation works were supported by the Antiquities Advisory Board.  The DoJ also consulted the Legislative Council Panel on Administration of Justice and Legal Services at the meeting on 25 April 2016 on the renovation works for the West Wing, and the proposal was supported by the Panel.  The departments concerned were making preparations for other pre-construction works (such as tendering and seeking funding approval).  The target completion date for the works was the end of 2018.


	
(f)
	The building plans submitted by the developer for the conversion of Murray Building into a hotel were approved by the Buildings Department in February 2015.  It was expected that the project would be completed by the end of 2018.


	21. Mr Larry CHU, Assistant Secretary (Harbour)1 of the DEVB, said that the long-term development of Site 1 and Site 2 of the New Central Harbourfront could only be taken forward progressively after completion of the works associated with the Central – Wan Chai Bypass.


	22. The Chairman invited Members to express their views.  The main points of their comments were as follows:


	
(a)
	Mr HUI Chi-fung remarked that in DEVB’s progress update, nothing was mentioned about the railings arrangement for the Main and East Wings of the former CGO Complex.  Moreover, Members had made repeated requests for not putting up railings at the West Wing to facilitate unrestricted public access to the open space.  However, the DEVB only indicated that the height of the railings within the project area of the West Wing would be reduced.  He hoped the DEVB would give a clearer account of the relevant arrangement in future.


	
(b)
	Mr Joseph CHAN enquired about the progress of the hospital development at the HKSKH’s Compound.  He reiterated his support for the development project, and hoped the Administration could make efforts to facilitate its early completion.  In addition, he said that he had been keeping an eye on Murray Building for five years or so, but the DEVB just kept repeating that nothing particular required follow-up.  If the DEVB had no intention to listen to views and make responses, then there would be no need to include this issue in the paper.


	
(c)
	Mr Stephen CHAN raised three comments.  The first was about the traffic, vehicular and visitor flows arrangement of the CPS Compound.  As Hollywood Road had been suffering from traffic congestion, he considered that footbridge connection should be arranged soonest possible.  Second, he enquired about the buildings within the HKSKH’s Compound to be demolished, as well as the intended fees of the future newly-built hospital.  Lastly, regarding the former FMB, he said that the former user had caused serious damage to the building’s original architectural design in turning the building into the Court of Final Appeal.  He hoped this would be considered a lesson learned, and that the original appearance of the monument could be preserved as far as practicable in future projects.


	23. As regards the railings at the former CGO Complex, Mr Ricky WONG of the DEVB responded that the Government was fully aware of the wish of Members for making available the open space for public use.  The DEVB was heading towards this end.  In addition, the DoJ and the DEVB had submitted papers to the C&WDC before, indicating that the open space concerned would be closed during the renovation works for the West Wing and the public open space, and would further update the C&WDC on the design proposal of the railings.


	24. Miss Kiki YEUNG, Engineer (Heritage Conservation) Special Duties of the DEVB, responded to the enquiries about the buildings within the HKSKH’s Compound to be demolished.  She indicated that the four graded historic buildings within the Compound, including the Bishop’s House, St. Paul’s Church, Church Guest House and the old Sheng Kung Hui Kei Yan Primary School, would all be preserved, whereas other existing buildings would be demolished to make way for the future hospital.  As for the progress of the hospital development, the DEVB would continue to urge the HKSKH to expedite the related works and would consult the C&WDC once progress was made.


	25. As regards the traffic congestion problem on Hollywood Road near the CPS Compound, Mr Ricky WONG of the DEVB remarked that the bureau had had several discussions with the TD and the Police and had established a working group to discuss the relevant arrangement and improvement measures.  As for the visitor and vehicular flows after the opening of the Compound, the Hong Kong Jockey Club (HKJC) had engaged consultancy firm to study the incoming/outgoing visitor flow arrangement of the compound.  It was anticipated that there would be a number of entrances/exits around the compound.  Foundation works for the footbridge connecting the compound would complete soon, and pile testing was under preparation.  The footbridge was scheduled for completion in mid-2017.  Trial opening of the compound in phases was scheduled in October 2016.  During the trial opening and up to its official opening in early 2017, footbridge connection would not be available, i.e. for about five months.  The DEVB had discussed with the Police on visitor flow management measures, and would fully collaborate with the HKJC to solve the problem.  Regarding the former FMB, the DoJ would continue to discuss closely with the Antiquities and Monuments Office on restoring and retaining the appearance and layout of the building to the French Mission era as far as practicable.


	26. Mr Joseph CHAN reiterated that upon conversion of Murray Building into a hotel, movement of guests in and out of the hotel would overlap with the daily activities of residents in the Mid-levels nearby, thereby increasing the burden on the traffic capacity of Garden Road and Cotton Tree Drive.  Whereas previously when Murray Building was used as offices, there was no clash between the time for residents leaving home for work via Garden Road and that for leaving work via Cotton Tree Drive.  The traffic flow report previously submitted by the TD only mentioned whether there was enough room in front of the building for loading/unloading passengers, and concluded that the proposal would have no impact on traffic.  He had been requesting for traffic flow data from the department for four years, but no reply was heard so far.


	27. In response, Mr Leo NG, Engineer/Central and Western 2 of the TD, said that the traffic flow before and after the conversion of Murray Building from office to hotel use would be more or less the same.  In terms of flow directions, after the conversion of Murray Building to hotel use, the public access between Murray Building and Citibank Tower would be converted from two-way traffic to one-way, where vehicles could only leave the hotel via Cotton Tree Drive.  Hotel guests could leave the Central and Western District via Kennedy Road or other places.  Hence, there would be no significant impact on the traffic in the surrounding areas.  The department could provide relevant data after the meeting if Members required so.


	28. Mr Joseph CHAN said that the TD’s saying was arbitrary.  There was no point for hotel guests heading to Central to make a detour via Cotton Tree Drive or Garden Road to reach the Peak first, and then pass through Wan Chai or Causeway Bay to get to Central.


	29. The Chairman requested the representative of the TD to provide a detailed reply to the enquiry raised by Mr Joseph CHAN after the meeting.


	30. Mr CHAN Choi-hi remarked that a concert was held earlier at the New Central Harbourfront, and he noticed that there were a large number of vehicles and pedestrians accessing the area around the lower block of City Hall that night, leading to road congestion.  Should there be large-scale activities of this kind in future, the department would need to pay close attention to the traffic and people flows outside the venue.  In addition, he wanted to know whether certain sites or time slots of the New Central Harbourfront would be allocated for community uses, such as for use by art groups or the public. 


	31. Ms CHENG Lai-king said she noticed that fans in the surrounding areas were very disciplined at the night of the concert and there were many vehicles entering the venue.  She hoped that should there be large-scale activities in the New Central Harbourfront in future, part of the harbourfront areas could be allocated for the public to enjoy the show together and share the fun.


	32. Mr Larry CHU of the DEVB said that handling of the unforeseen changes in this outdoor concert was an all-new experience to the organiser, the venue management and government departments concerned.  With the experience gained, the parties concerned would in future improve the preparatory works, including traffic arrangement and venue planning.  In addition, the management company of the Central Harbourfront Event Space would offer 120 days for free public use every year in compliance with the tenancy agreement.  In the past two years, free public events were mainly held during summer holiday.  For other community or charitable groups requiring venues for holding community events, they could lease the spaces in the Tamar Park nearby or the performance venue within the waterfront promenade, or negotiate a booking period with the management company.  If need be, the DEVB would be happy to assist relevant groups to communicate with the management company.


	33. Mrs Susanne WONG, District Officer (Central and Western), supplemented that the management company of the Central Harbourfront Event Space had emailed the Central and Western District Office (C&WDO) earlier to enquire about the C&WDO’s intention to use the venue for 2016-17.  The soonest upcoming event would be a family activity organised by a non-profit-making orgainsation in mid-June, to be followed by various other activities.  The C&WDO would co-ordinate the details before reporting to the C&WDC.


	34. The Chairman requested the TD to provide data and a reply on the traffic flow issue of Murray Building after the meeting as soon as possible, and thanked the representatives of government departments for attending the meeting.


	Item 3:
	Chairman’s Report

	(4:31 pm)


	35. The Chairman said that he had nothing particular to highlight.


	Item 4:
	Confirmation of the Minutes of the 3rd C&WDC Meeting held on 10 March 2016

	(4:31 pm)


	36. The Chairman said that the Secretariat had sent the draft minutes of the third C&WDC meeting to Members on 10 May 2016 by e-mail, and had sent the amendment proposals from Mr Joseph CHAN and Mr YEUNG Hoi-wing to Members by e-mail together with the fourth batch of papers.


	37. Members had no comments on the draft of the amended minutes and the Chairman declared that the minutes were confirmed.


	Item 5:

	Action Checklist on Matters Arising from the Last Meeting

(C&W DC Paper No. 58/2016)

	(4:31 pm – 4:32 pm)


	38. The Chairman asked Members to refer to the checklist for the progress of follow-up of different items.


	Discussion Items


	Item 6:
	Signature Project Scheme in Central & Western District – Progress Report and Plan of Community Involvement and Publicity Activities 2016-17

(C&W DC Paper No. 59/2016)

	(4:32 pm – 4:48 pm)


	39. The Chairman welcomed the representatives of the Central & Western District Office (C&WDO) to the meeting.


	40. Mrs Susanne WONG, District Officer (Central and Western), made a progress report with the aid of PowerPoint presentation.  Mrs WONG’s presentation was summarised as follows:


	
(a)
	Mrs WONG extended gratitude to the C&WDC for leading the Signature Project Scheme (SPS) project.  She indicated that the SPS project in the Central & Western District was proposed in 2013.  A series of community involvement activities, including questionnaire surveys and focus groups, had been carried out between 2013 and 2015 to engage residents to join hands with the C&WDC in exploring the project design.  The proposal was endorsed by the C&WDC in 2014.  Funding application was submitted to the Legislative Council and approved in 2015.


	
(b)
	Mrs WONG remarked that the SPS project was to revitalise the four piers off the Western Wholesale Food Market (WWFM) and the entire promenade by converting the site into public open space.  Community involvement activities (such as questionnaire surveys and focus groups) had been carried out to gauge public views on the relevant proposal and design, including the design of the railings.  The survey results had been submitted to the C&WDC for discussion and open vote.


	
(c)
	In regard to the project design, Mrs WONG pointed out that two uses were identified for the area along the promenade off the WWFM.  The first was to provide elderly fitness equipment in view of the large number of elders in the district; and the second to display art installations or drawings with a view to encourage participation of teenagers and children in arts events.  Toilets would be provided on both sides of the promenade.  Play equipment for children would be provided in Pier 1 (the area immediately behind the entrance).  Mrs WONG indicated that discussion with the Leisure and Cultural Services Department (LCSD) and the Architectural Services Department (ArchSD) was underway to explore the feasibility of adopting the “harbourfront” concept for the design of the facilities, provided that the safety standards of the LCSD and as expected by the public were met, so as to reflect the unique characteristics of the district by highlighting the original function of the site as a cargo distribution and handling hub, as well as its location advantage of fronting the harbour.  Pier 2 was wood ground event space ideal for holding events, especially if a stage had to be erected for staging performance.  Pier 3 would be the turfed area.  Lastly, the narrow T-shaped Pier 4 was tentatively designated as angling zone.


	
(d)
	Concerning the progress of the project, land resumption was carried out by the Government in January 2016 and construction works had also commenced.  Hoardings had been put up around the WWFM.  Infrastructural works such as floor paving were underway.  Installation of facilities and fittings was anticipated to commence in 2017 and scheduled to be completed by the end of 2017.  Mrs WONG said that progress of the development would be closely monitored and reported to the C&WDC. 


	
(e)
	Mrs WONG remarked that activities would be organised for local residents during the construction works, and community involvement and publicity work would continue.  The activities would aim at highlighting the characteristics of the Central and Western District and attracting residents from different strata to participate, as well as bringing benefit to participants.


	
(f)
	As regards community involvement and publicity, various activities had been organised, including the short video shooting exercise for teenagers organised by the Hong Kong Young Women's Christian Association (HKYWCA) Central, Western and Islands District Youth Outreaching Social Work Team.  The HKYWCA had been, as commissioned by the C&WDC, organising short video shooting activities for teenagers.  Such creative activities had provided young people with training opportunities, and the C&WDC would continue to invite the HKYWCA to organise similar activities.  Mrs WONG hoped the short video would take the form of documentary to offer a glimpse of the history of the WWFM and would capture the construction process and community involvement activities.  The short video would be shown in various locations, and feasibility for using it as teaching material for schools to introduce district characteristics was being explored.  Moreover, a drawing competition for children under the theme of “harbourfront” would be organised.  Their drawings would be displayed at different venues of the SPS project.  The C&WDO would also continue to organise the popular WWFM Flea Market cum Carnival.


	41. The Chairman invited Members to express their views.  The main points of their comments were as follows:


	
(a)
	Mr HUI Chi-fung had no dispute against the progress and form of publicity of the project, but he raised concern on the railings.  The recent report on the “Mirror of the Sky” had roused more discussions in society about the railings under this project, with views suggesting flexible treatment for certain railings.  Citing angling zone as an example, he said he believed that most anglers would consider no railing should be put up in angling zones, and the same went for other zones.  Moreover, members of the public again raised concern on the railings during the publicity activities.


	
(b)
	Mr Stephen CHAN said that he had paid visits to other districts, including Kwun Tong, to inspect railings in waterfront areas.  He remarked that safety was given high regard at the Kwun Tong waterfront where railings encircling the seaside were installed with lifebuoys provided.  Since people of all ages, in particular the elders and children, enjoyed visiting waterfront areas, adequate safety equipment must be in place.  He said that despite suggestion by some members of the public that railings should be removed, the C&WDC and the Government must be accountable to the public.  Meanwhile, Mr CHAN said it would be ideal if the junction to the east of the waterfront could be linked up to connect with Sun Yat Sen Memorial Park or places farther away.  He opined that although the project had already gone through the discussion stage and was set for construction, if experts could be invited to explore the feasibility of linking up that section, the site would be able to better serve its function as a significant project site.


	
(c)
	The Vice-chairman said that he had conducted a site visit to the pier earlier, and noted that the huge waves whipped up during typhoons could reach down to the Fruit Market or even the WWFM at over 10 metres away.  He supplemented that in spite of the Hong Kong Observatory’s advice urging people to stay away from beaches during typhoons, time and again some people just did the opposite recklessly.  He said that if no proper safety measures were implemented and casualties occurred, it would be too big a responsibility for the C&WDC to bear.  He therefore considered it necessary to install railings.  The Vice-chairman said that for safety reasons, he objected to not installing any railings at all, though further discussion could be carried out if the design of the railings was considered unaesthetic.  Lastly, he added that there were many hoverferries travelling around the pier which generated huge waves, and reminded that the C&WDC had to be accountable to the public.


	42. The Chairman clarified that the “Mirror of the Sky” was located in the Western District Public Cargo Working Area managed by the Marine Department where many pallets were placed, and was not within the vicinity of the WWFM covered by the SPS project.


	43. Mrs WONG supplemented that the issue on installation of railings along the waterfront, including the importance of ensuring safety and whether the railings would prevent residents from enjoying the scenery, had been discussed during the community involvement activities and consultation with residents.  While the Government strived to take into account the public’s diverging views, it had to ensure safety as well, and the design had been a carefully thought out one.  She said that apart from the natural constraint of the site as mentioned by Member regarding the generation of waves to a height above railings, consideration had also been given that although only one pier was designated as angling zone, basically all four piers were open to public.  It was therefore impossible to ensure that only adults would enter the angling zone as children might do so as well.  Mrs WONG said that the Government must safeguard public safety, and not installing railings would induce risks and public concern.  While it was considered necessary to install railings, the aspiration of the public for unobstructed views should also be taken into account.  Hence, translucent glasses would be used for railings along the waterfront as far as practicable.  However, for the four piers stretching out from the waterfront, apart from subject to stormy waves, events would also be held there by the C&WDC and the C&WDO in future, thus solid railings with vertical bar grilles had to be installed for safety’s sake.  In response to a media report cited by the Vice-chairman criticising the design of railings for being unaesthetic, Mrs WONG clarified that the design was a template for testing purpose.  As far as she knew, the ArchSD was working on different design options in the hope to meet residents’ aspirations for an aesthetic design.


	44. Mr HUI Chi-fung said that he hoped his comments on whether railings should be installed be recorded on file.  He opined that the need to balance public opinion and safety purposes did not necessarily mean that railings had to be put up in every single place.  He considered striking a balance as good as allowing flexibility, such that some places should be exempted from installing railings.  Even so, railings could still be installed at the area right in front of the entrance of the pier, and warning sign with words “Angling zone ahead.  No railings are installed to facilitate angling.  Please exercise caution for safety’s sake” could be put up there to alert members of the public.  He said that installing railings in the area right in front of the entrance of the pier, instead of fencing the entire pier, was a practice widely adopted in overseas waterfront sites; and he considered this a true balance.  He suggested taking the middle ground by adopting a flexible approach.


	45. Mrs WONG said that this issue had been discussed during the public involvement exercise. She stressed that the Government would be happy to listen to different views without compromising public safety, and would explore in conjunction with the ArchSD the possibility of enhancing the aesthetic design of railings.  However, she reiterated that government departments attached great importance to safety.  For places fronting the sea, if no railing was installed, it would run contrary to the expectation of both government departments and the public on safety.


	46. The Chairman said that railings, albeit of different designs, had been installed in all public areas along waterfront, including venues under the purview of the LCSD.  The C&WDC could communicate with government departments concerned on this issue in future.


	Item 7:
	The District-led Actions Scheme under the Central and Western District Management Committee

(C&W DC Paper No. 60/2016)

	(4:48 pm – 5:25 pm)


	47. The Chairman welcomed the representatives of the Central and Western District Office (C&WDO) to the meeting.


	48. Mrs Susanne WONG, District Officer (Central and Western), introduced the District-led Actions Scheme with the aid of a short video.  She remarked that a pilot scheme was implemented in two districts, i.e. Sham Shui Po and Yuen Long, between April 2014 and August 2015.  As the pilot scheme had achieved positive results and were well received, the Chief Executive proposed in the 2016 Policy Address to implement the District-led Actions Scheme in all 18 districts to further take forward the concept of “addressing district issues at the local level and capitalising on local opportunities”.  Mrs WONG said that the guiding principles of the District-led Actions Scheme were: (a) in tune with the district situation and in line with the characteristics of each district and needs of residents; (b) scheme should be practical and feasible, and capable of resolving and improving district issues in a sustained and steady manner; and (c) collaboration with district council (DC), relevant government departments and stakeholders to facilitate effective implementation of the scheme.  Mrs WONG said that starting from the 2016-17 financial year, the Administration would allocate additional manpower and resources to districts, and each district would be given about $3 million to take forward the District-led Actions Scheme.  She said that environmental hygiene had all along been a matter of concern to Members and residents in Central and Western District,.  On 5 February 2016, members of the Central and Western District Management Committee (CWDMC) unanimously agreed that environmental hygiene was a matter of concern in the district that called for urgent resolution.  In terms of resource allocation, Mrs WONG indicated that the CWDMC had tentatively proposed to allocate resources to the Food and Environmental Hygiene Department (FEHD) to recruit additional dedicated staff to provide targeted street cleansing services at specific “hygiene blackspots”.  She said that the CWDMC would keep the C&WDC informed of the progress and outcomes of the District-led Actions Scheme.  In addition, Mrs WONG remarked that to expedite the scheme’s implementation, the C&WDO would consolidate the information on hygiene blackspots in the district as provided by Members for their reference and comments.  She cited the meeting paper and remarked that in determining the priorities for clearing of various hygiene blackspots, Members could refer to four factors: (a) the viability of providing cleansing services in the proposed location; (b) the hygiene problem of the location concerned, its significance on residents and the degree of concern among residents; (c) the effectiveness of providing cleansing services at the location concerned; and (d) the needs of residents in different areas of the Central and Western District should be taken into account as far as possible.


	49. Mrs Susanne WONG of the C&WDO extended gratitude to members of the CWDMC for their valuable input.  She also said that some CWDMC members had put forth suggestions including tackling illegal bicycle parking, increasing public open space and tree conservation, etc.  However, for effective allocation of scheme resources, the CWDMC suggested that the focus of the scheme for 2016-17 should be on improving environmental hygiene within the district to address residents’ concern on hygiene issue.  Other areas of focus could be further studied afterwards.


	50. The Chairman invited Members to express their views.  The main points of their comments were as follows:


	
(a)
	Mr HUI Chi-fung concurred that environmental hygiene had long been the concern of local residents, and that the C&WDC should strive to eliminate the hygiene blackspots in the district.  However, he queried if clearing of litter was adequate in improving district environmental hygiene.  Citing his own observation, Mr HUI said that as there were many shops and restaurants operating in the district, the problem of illegal solid waste disposal in the district had been serious.  He remarked that litter often piled up again in streets soon after clearing, and the stepping up of clearing by workers had instead subject public cleansing services to abuse by individual shop operators and restaurants, resulting in a vicious cycle of poor hygiene.  Mr HUI opined that the C&WDC should also consider allocating additional resources to intensify patrol of hygiene blackspots or hire more staff to station at individual blackspots, and collaborate with relevant government departments to step up prosecution against illegal solid waste disposal to deter such activities.  Mr HUI reiterated that enhancing cleansing efforts without stepping up precautionary measures, such as taking prosecution actions, was far from adequate and sustainable.


	
(b)
	Mr YEUNG Hok-ming pointed out that prosecution efforts must be stepped up to deter illegal solid waste disposal.  However, he did not share Mr HUI’s view that enhanced cleansing efforts might be conducive to abuse of public cleansing services by individuals.  Mr YEUNG considered that enhanced cleansing of public areas, such as planters, would help improve environmental hygiene and beautify the environment, thus it was worth allocating resources to this area.  Besides, Mr YEUNG suggested the Administration consider stepping up cleaning of "three nil" buildings and even private rear lanes that lacked proper management, so as to improve the environmental hygiene conditions of the district.


	
(c)
	Ms SIU Ka-yi concurred with the suggestion by the CWDMC, saying that residents’ aspirations could be properly addressed by aligning resources to improve the environmental hygiene conditions of the district.  Ms SIU hoped representatives of the department could explain the specific objectives of this year’s scheme and how different views of Members would be incorporated.


	
(d)
	Ms CHENG Lai-king said that residents in the Mid-levels had relayed to her that the locations where litter bins and three-colour recycling bins were placed had caused environmental hygiene nuisance to individual buildings.  Ms CHENG opined that as roads in the Central and Western District were often narrow and crowded, the Administration should review the number and distribution of litter bins and recycling bins to avoid causing nuisance to residents.   She remarked that an overall improvement in environmental hygiene might necessitate a change of residents’ personal habits.  Hence, the Administration should allocate resources to promote public awareness on environmental hygiene so as to improve district hygiene.


	
(e)
	Mr KAM Nai-wai enquired about the funding and resources allocated to the scheme.  He invited representatives of the department to explain the criteria for the use of funding and how the priorities of addressing different issues were determined.  Mr KAM opined that the Administration should step up cleansing of public areas, such as planters, litter and dogs’ droppings left on streets.  Besides, he shared the view of Ms CHENG that the Administration should review the number and distribution of litter bins and recycling bins in the district, as attention should also be paid to the impact on residents apart from giving support to the recycling industry.


	
(f)
	Mr CHAN Choi-hi suggested the department provide a budget for the scheme to avoid over-concentration of resources on a single project, i.e. enhanced clearing of hygiene blackspots.  Mr CHAN considered that improvement of district environmental hygiene would have to start from precautions and education.  On precautions, he said that the Administration should foster residents’ awareness on keeping the environment clean; while for enhancing cleansing efforts, he opined that the FEHD should discharge its duty of street and public facilities cleansing within the district.  Meanwhile, the additional resources provided by the scheme should be targeted at other environmental problems within the district, such as cleaning of “three nil buildings” and private rear lanes that lacked proper management, so as to avoid wastage of resources. 


	
(g)
	Mr Stephen CHAN was in support of the concept of “addressing district issues at the local level and capitalising on local opportunities” under the District-led Actions Scheme.  He opined that with the possible implementation of the solid waste charging scheme, the problem of illegal solid waste disposal in the district might become even more serious.  Stepping up cleansing efforts under the District-led Actions Scheme would thus help improving the environmental hygiene conditions of the district.  Mr CHAN suggested the resources under the scheme be allocated evenly among the 15 selected areas within the district, and considering giving priority to cleansing locations with heavy pedestrian flows and major trunk roads.


	
(h)
	The Vice-chairman concurred that districts had been given greater autonomy under the scheme which facilitated more proper handling of district issues.  However, he remarked that the FEHD had outsourced most of its cleansing services to private contractors, and the service quality of contractors had long been under criticism.  He thus queried the effectiveness of allocating additional resources to the FEHD under the scheme to improve district hygiene.  The Vice-chairman said that the FEHD might have difficulties in monitoring outsource contractors, but stressed that the scheme’s progress and priorities in the use of funding must be properly monitored.  He supplemented that overlapping of cleansing services under the scheme with those of the FEHD should be avoided to prevent wastage of resources.


	
(i)
	The Chairman said that environmental hygiene was one of the core livelihood issues of the Central and Western District.  Thus, he agreed that the scheme should focus in the first place on improving district environmental hygiene.  The Chairman opined that in addition to improving district hygiene with the implementation of the scheme, the department should also promote public awareness on environmental hygiene and step up enforcement actions against illegal solid waste disposal.  He suggested the department consider including “three nil buildings” and “private rear lanes” in the scheme for the overall improvement of district environmental hygiene.  Nonetheless, overlapping of cleansing services under the scheme with those of the FEHD should be avoided to prevent wastage of resources.


	51. Mrs Susanne WONG of the C&WDO thanked Members for their comments.  In response to Mr KAM’s enquiry, Mrs WONG said that about $3 million would be allocated to the C&WDC each year, and the resources would be used in projects that could improve district environment in a material, visible and sustainable manner.  She agreed that discussion should be held with the FEHD to avoid overlapping with the current work of the FEHD and wastage of resouces.  She shared the view of Members that the scheme could focus on tackling environmental hygiene issues concerned by residents and for which the FEHD did not have adequate resources to address, so as to avoid overlapping with the current work of the FEHD.  Mrs WONG said the department was aware of the concern of residents and Members on the hygiene problem caused by recycling bins.  She considered this might involve various departments and could not be resolved by allocating additional resources under the scheme.  Mrs WONG also indicated that the department would discuss with the FEHD on the co-operation framework and listen to Members’ views to determine the hygiene blackspots in the district to be targeted.  She noticed that Members were unsatisfied with the FEHD’s outsourced cleansing services, and was thus exploring with the FEHD on how to take into account Members’ views in considering the service performance of outsource contractors for this scheme.  Moreover, Mrs WONG also shared Members’ view on reinforcing environmental protection and hygiene education.  She remarked that the C&WDC had been educating the public about civic awareness through different channels.  The department would continue to collaborate with the C&WDC and district organisations in different events to promote concepts like environmental protection and keeping environment clean.  She said that the District-led Actions Scheme would cover cleaning of “three nil buildings”, but there might be difficulty in covering private streets as this involved private ownership.


	52. The Chairman thanked the District Officer for her introduction.  He said that it would be more appropriate to discuss the implementation details of the scheme after careful deliberation by the departments concerned.


	Item 8:
	World Health Organization “Global Network of Age-friendly Cities and Communities”

(C&W DC Paper No. 61/2016)

	(5:25 pm – 5:42 pm)


	53. The Vice-chairman welcomed the representatives of the Central and Western District Office (C&WDO) to brief Members on the World Health Organization (WHO) “Global Network of Age-friendly Cities and Communities”.


	54. Mrs Susanne WONG, District Officer (Central and Western), said that the C&WDC had attached great importance to the service need of the elders in the district.  The C&WDC and the department had long been providing elderly services and promoting age-friendly communities through co-organising activities with district organisations.  In line with the proposal put forward by the Chief Executive in this year’s Policy Address, the Culture, Leisure & Social Affairs Committee (CLSAC) under the C&WDC agreed to support participation in the WHO’s “age-friendly community” accreditation scheme.  The Working Group on Elderly Service (ESWG) under the CLSAC would take forward the related work.  Mrs WONG clarified that the “age-friendly community” accreditation scheme was not an assessment in which participants had to meet the required standard.  Interested district councils need not meet any specific standard before applying for accreditation, but had to undertake to continue dedicate to improving the facilities within the district and promoting the building of an age-friendly community.  She supplemented that the application process was not complicated.  Participating communities would need to formulate an action plan, set benchmarks to monitor the project progress and submit progress report to the WHO.  Implementation of the action plan required participation of non-government organisations, government departments and elders in the district, such as inviting elderly ambassadors to provide views on elderly needs.  Mrs WONG said that the Labour and Welfare Bureau (LWB) would provide funding of $53,000 to each of the 18 district councils in 2016-17 to promote the building of age-friendly communities at the district level.  This was an extra funding provided by the LWB to cover the expenses in organising special events for age-friendly or accreditation work, in addition to the routine work of government departments in taking care of elderly needs and promoting age-friendly society as well as DC funding for elderly services.  In addition, the Hong Kong Jockey Club (HKJC) would launch the “Age-friendly City Project” in eight districts, and had engaged the University of Hong Kong to submit a report on the age-friendly facilities and services in these districts.  The HKJC would also provide funding for application by district organisations and welfare organisations to organise age-friendly programmes, and representatives from district councils would be invited to participate in assessing the relevant projects.


	55. The Vice-chairman invited Members to express their views on the scheme.  The main points of their comments were as follows:


	
(a)
	Mr YEUNG Hoi-wing was in support of the participation of the Central and Western District in the “age-friendly community” accreditation scheme, and remarked that the C&WDC would invite the elders to participate in formulating the action plan.  He clarified that after discussion by the ESWG, the funding of $53,000 from the LWB had been allocated to two local organisations in the district for organising elderly activities.  Besides, the HKJC’s “Age-friendly City Project” would allocate $500,000 to each of the districts each year, Mr YEUNG said that the ESWG would invite funding applications from local organisations in the district for providing diversified elderly services.  He suggested that in the first year upon accreditation of the Central and Western District as an “age-friendly community” by the WHO, the C&WDC could complement the effort by stepping up promotion of messages such as caring for the elderly.  Given that the funding respectively from the LWB and the HKJC would be earmarked for organising activities by district organisations, he hoped the expenditure on promotion and publicity would be subsidised by the C&WDC.


	
(b)
	Mr Stephen CHAN said that the C&WDC had been collaborating with various district organisations in promoting elderly participation in community affairs, and therefore considered participation in the accreditation scheme conducive to developing the district into an age-friendly community, so he was in support of the initiative.  He said that many community organisations and univerisities were in support of the district’s participation in the scheme, thus he was confident that the district would be granted accreditation by the WHO.  Moreover, he said that the C&WDC should step up promoting the message of “age-friendly community” upon accredition by the WHO.  In terms of resource allocation, Mr CHAN opined that the C&WDC should provide extra funding for the related pubilicity activities, and suggested that a day be reserved during the Fall/Winter Sheung Wan Promenade activity organised by the C&WDC for the ESWG to carry out promotion and publicity. 


	56. In response, Mrs Susanne WONG, District Officer (Central and Western), said that the elders constituted an important group in the district, and the C&WDO would strive to complement government policy and C&WDC’s work in promoting “age-friendly community” in the district.  Mrs WONG considered that apart from increased funding for education and publicity work, the C&WDC might also consider promoting the message of age-friendly community in its current activities.  Mrs WONG remarked that the C&WDC and the C&WDO had been committed to developing the Central and Western District into an elderly-friendly community.  The C&WDO would continue to complement the work of the C&WDC to further improving district environment, so as to meet the needs of the elders and encourage their participation in community activities.


	Item 9:
	Strengthening the Monitoring of Escalators at Centre Street

(C&W DC Paper No. 62/2016)

Harmful Consequences of Using Escalators for Delivery of Goods

(C&W DC Paper No. 62/2016 Annex)

	(5:42 pm – 5:50 pm)


	57. The Vice-chairman welcomed the representatives of the Electrical and Mechanical Services Department (EMSD) and the Transport Department (TD) to the meeting.


	58. Mr Stephen CHAN pointed out that after the accident in February, government department had issued circulars and posted notices, as well as installed bollards at the CML Escalator System.  He opined that given the particularly steep design of the Centre Street escalator which posed potential danger, bollards should have been installed long ago.  In addition, he suggested CCTV with recording function be installed in line with the practice at the CML Escalator System and notice be posted stating that the escalator was not for private use.  He added that after the accident, there were still delivery workers using the escalator for delivery of goods.  He enquired about the reason for not installing CCTV with recording function, and said that using the escalator for delivery of goods would continue even after bollards were installed in future. 


	59. Miss Shirley LEUNG, Engineer/Central & Western 3 of the TD, said that public views were being sought on the installation of bollards at the escalator, and the Highways Department (HyD) was arranging for the procurement of bollards and related accessories.  The works were anticipated to be completed by the end of July.  As regards the installation of CCTV with recording function, the TD considered this involved intrusion into individual privacy, and opined that installing bollards would be effective in preventing delivery of bulky goods by using the escalator.  Hence, it would not consider installing CCTV with recording function for the time being.


	60. Mr LEE Che-kit, Senior Engineer/Transport, Security & Central Services 3 of the EMSD, considered the installation of CCTV with recording function would deter workers from using the escalator for delivery of bulky goods, but it would not be able to stop such activities on time.  The EMSD suggested to install bollards first, followed by a review on its effectiveness before considering whether additional measure was necessary to prevent delivery of bulky goods by using the escalator.  In addition, he pointed out that the CML Escalator System was different from escalators in general, which was under 24-hour surveillance by caretaker from the control room.  Since caretaker also needed to use CCTV to help control the direction of escalator movement, plus that there were turning corners at the escalator, so it was necessary to install CCTV there. 


	61. Mr Stephen CHAN opined that the lack of surveillance at the Centre Street escalator had justified the need to install CCTV with recording function.  He explained that the Centre Street escalator was particularly steep because buffer space had been provided when the escalator was constructed, resulting in its relatively steep design.  He had no objection to wait and see the effectiveness of installing bollards, but considered it more appropriate to install CCTV with recording function in the long run.


	62. Mr Sidney LEE entrusted the Chairman to read out his comment.  Mr LEE said that he had sought the views of residents and owners’ corporations in the district on installing bollards at the escalator.  They held no objection to the measure, and hoped it would be effective in preventing abusive use of the escalator for delivery of bulky goods. 


	63. The Vice-chairman enquired whether the TD would consider installing bollards at all the escalators in the Central and Western District.


	64. Mr LEE Che-kit of the EMSD said that using escalator for delivery of bulky goods was not encouraged.  The EMSD had a priority list, covering the escalators along the MTR line, escalators involved in accidents and escalators without lift tower, etc.  The EMSD suggested the TD and the HyD consider installing bollards at escalators in accordance with the priorities set out in the above list.  While the EMSD was responsible for repair and maintenance of escalators, consent had to be obtained from the TD and the HyD for installation of bollards.


	65. Miss Shirley LEUNG of the TD said that the department would further consider the issue with reference to the prioirty list provided by the EMSD.


	66. The Vice-chairman thanked the representatives of the EMSD and the TD for attending the meeting.


	Item 10:
	Falling of a Sun Umbrella Stand at Holland Street on 21 February
(C&W DC Paper No. 63/2016)

	(5:50 pm – 6:07 pm)


	67. The Vice-chairman welcomed the representatives of the Hong Kong Police Force (HKPF), the Buildings Department (BD) and the Food and Environmental Hygiene Department (FEHD) to the meeting.


	68. The Chairman invited Members to express their views.  The main points of their comments were as follows:


	
(a)
	Mr CHEUNG Kwok-kwan said that on the day of the incident, a sun umbrella with base was blown off from the rooftop of a building by a sudden strong wind sweeping through Sai Wan, falling straight down from about 20 storey high into a private vehicle, making a big hole in the front part of the vehicle.  Mr CHEUNG said he passed by and witnessed the scene, and the sun umbrella would have fallen right down at the driver’s seat should the driver drove the vehicle one foot forward.  He noted that the Police had made an application to the court to prosecute the person concerned by way of summons, and would like to know the investigation result.  In addition, Mr CHEUNG said that according to the reply from the BD, sun umbrella was not subject to the control of the Buildings Ordinance (BO); while the FEHD in its reply said that restaurant licensees might consult an authorised person on the safety of sun umbrella installation.  He remarked that according to the information of the Hong Kong Observatory, areas along the waterfront of the Central and Western District would be exposed to sudden strong wind several times a year.  As many upstair restaurants or households had put up sun umbrellas on the rooftop of buildings, Mr CHEUNG enquired if there was any department or ordinance regulating this aspect.  And if not, was there any way to remind and educate restaurants or households to roll up sun umbrella and place it securely whenever leaving the premises to prevent it from turning into a lethal weapon. 


	
(b)
	The Vice-chairman, who was also present at the scene on that day, considered the incident scary as the entire base of the sun umbrella fell down and punctured the front part of the vehicle, whereas the umbrella landed on the opposite building.  He was not worried about sun umbrellas placed at grade as restaurants would see to it themselves.  The biggest pitfall was sun umbrellas placed on the rooftop of buildings as there was no government regulation on this aspect, thereby defying precautions.  This was especially so in the Central and Western District where sun umbrellas were put up on many rooftops, which had undergone alterations, for sunbathing, barbecue and leisure purposes.  The Vice-chairman said that although this was an isolated case, government departments were unable to regulate and just issued a summon for object dropped from building.  Hence, residents/occupants would not be aware of the possible consequences of not rolling up sun umbrella before leaving their premises, which might cause it to fall down from rooftop.  The Vice-chairman said that no precautionary measure was suggested in the departments’ replies, and government departments were always lacking awareness.  He said he understood that the incident was not really under the purview of the FEHD as the location involved was not a restaurant, but it was relevant to the BD’s functions.  He enquired whether the BD had any measures, such as publicity, education or regulation by legislation to ensure the safety of passers-by. 


	69. Mr Daniel CHENG, Senior Building Surveyor/A1 of the BD, said that the BO only covered building works on private land.  Sun umbrellas in general were available at outdoor furniture shops.  As sun umbrella installation involved no building works, the BD had no authority over it under the BO.


	70. Mr LIU Chi-wai, District Environmental Hygiene Superintendent (Central and Western) of the FEHD, said that restaurants wishing to provide outdoor dining services need to obtain approval from the FEHD.  If sun umbrella was to be erected during business operation, proper installation and maintenance of such facilities was required.  Restaurant licensees would also need to comply with other legislations of Hong Kong, and would be legally liable if objects or facilities inside their premises caused injuries to people.


	71. Ms CHAN Yee-lai, District Commander (Western) of the HKPF, said that a summon had been issued for the case to prosecute a male for the offence of allowing object to fall from height.  The case was pending judgment by the court.  As for precaution, Ms CHAN suggested publicity be targeted at owners’ corporations, such as distribution of printed leaflets with a view to alert households, in particular those residing at the top floor of buildings, about the safety issue and potential danger of sun umbrella installation and the importance of placing sun umbrellas safely before going out.  Regarding this case, the Police had given advice to the building’s management company in the hope that it would alert residents to relevant information and to prevent future occurrence of similar incidents.


	72. Mr YEUNG Hok-ming was unsatisfied with the reply from the BD, and opined that sun umbrella was related to building structure, but the BD had no authority to regulate its installation.  He said that if fences, plinths or metal cages were installed at the podium of buildings, the BD could issue order to the occupant concerned requiring demolition/reinstatement. In particular, for building that had installed metal fences or barbed wire for security reason to prevent people from climbing into the building, the BD would issue order to prohibit the construction of such structures.  Mr YEUNG said that he was also at the scene at the time of the incident, and had witnessed the bulkiness of the sun umbrella and its iron-made stand.  He considered sun umbrella highly dangerous and serious consequences would result from its falling.  He condemned the BD for evading its responsibility.


	73. The Vice-chairman said that pursuant to the ordinances of the BD, podium or roof structures with height of 1.1 meters above fences would normally be regarded as unauthorised building works.  He remarked that the C&WDC had previously handled many complaints.  Examples included cabinets with legs or assembly houses with height above fences placed on the podium or rooftop of buildings being considered as unauthorised building works and ordered for demolition by the BD.  The Vice-chairman said he could not understand why the BD claimed that it had no authority to regulate sun umbrella installation, and thus queried its regulatory standards.


	74. Mr Daniel CHENG of the BD indicated that fences, metal cages or railings involved building works, such as inserting metal dowels and welding.  As for assembly house mentioned by the Vice-chairman, though may be of legless type, it would still be regarded a structure so long as it was a “house”, and the BD would have the authority to order for its demolition.  Mr CHENG said that the BO covered both building works and buildings.  If assembly house fell within the interpretation under the BO, it would be subject to the regulation of the BD in accordance with the BO.  Meanwhile, each of the orders issued might be subject to legal challenge, and citizens receiving such order might appeal to the Appeal Tribunal for a judgment on whether the BD had enforced the legislation based on fair and reasonable legal principles.  Besides, the BD had to take into account the enforcement policy against unauthorised building works.  Mr CHENG emphasised that the BD had to follow statutory requirements and the enforcement policy against unauthorised building works in law enforcement and issuing demolition orders.


	75. Mr YEUNG Hok-ming said that according to the BD’s explanation, if there were any structure on building podium which would endanger life, the BD would just leave it and do nothing; and structures such as assembly house, fence or metal cage disguised as sun umbrella would be tolerated.  Mr YEUNG expressed regret towards government department’s claim about its inability to deal with those structures and toleration of their existence which endangered public safety.


	76. The Vice-chairman queried that as long as structures were modified into umbrella-shaped or being called “umbrella”, they could evade statutory requirements and liabilities under BD’s legislations.  While he considered it unlikely for a bulky assembly house to be blown away by wind, the BD regarded it a potential danger.  Now that a sun umbrella was blown off, leaving a big hole in the front part of a private vehicle, thus sun umbrella was considered more dangerous than assembly house.  However, the BD was at wit’s end about what to do, claiming that the issue was not under its purview and would not deal with it.  The Vice-chairman enquired whether the BD could stipulate guidelines to ensure persons in possession of such objects take proper safety measures.  For example, the BD could require distribution of guideline leaflets at the selling points of this kind of products, urging purchasers to follow specific procedures as stated in the guidelines when using the products and reminding them the potential risk of using such products in open areas.  Nonetheless, the BD just shirked its responsibilities without putting forward any relevant measures, thereby turning a blind eye to the possible reoccurrence of similar incidents.  In view of the reply given by the BD, the Vice-chairman opined that the BD had taken no action on dangerous object and paid no attention to public safety.  He therefore suggested the C&WDC write to the Director of the BD regarding this matter.


	77. The Vice-chairman closed the discussion on this item.


	Item 11:
	Concern over the Progress of Staunton Street/Wing Lee Street, Sheung Wan (H19 Project) and the Potential Safety Problem

(C&W DC Paper No. 64/2016)

	(6:07 pm – 6:20 pm)


	78. The Chairman welcomed the representative of the Urban Renewal Authority (URA) to the meeting.


	79. The Chairman invited Members to express their views.  The main points of their comments were as follows:


	
(a)
	Ms SIU Ka-yi said that residents in Bridges Street had relayed to her that some of the buildings under H19 project were old and dilapidated, and residents were unduly worried about the safety condition of these buildings.  She enquired how the URA would handle buildings with structural safety problem that were partly owned by it but also involved private ownership, and if the URA knew whether these buildings had any structural safety problem at all.  Moreover, she objected to increasing the plot ratio by the URA in the project’s revised design, for even though the newly constructed buildings would not be taller than the surrounding buildings, the proposal endorsed by the C&WDC should not be overturned. 


	
(b)
	Ms CHENG Lai-king said she also objected to increasing the plot ratio of H19 project.  She pointed out that the project was within the Mid-levels East area and would thus affect residents in the Mid-levels.  Besides, she enquired with the URA on the current percentage of “unidentified ownership” under the project.


	80. In response, Mr Wilfred AU, Assistant General Manager (Planning and Design) of the URA, said that the URA had submitted the master layout plan of the project to the Town Planning Board (TPB) three times consecutively since 2008.  The layout plan was approved by the TPB in 2013.  But for Site B, the URA had not been able to complete the acquisition of about 13% of property interests by the usual procedures due to various reasons (e.g. no successor in title to the deceased property owner).  In light of the existing poor building condition of Site B, the URA had, where technically feasible, demolished or started to demolish some of the buildings owned in entirety by it, as long as they were not linked together with buildings involving private ownership.  However, demolition of the remaining buildings was not possible as they were not owned in entirety by the URA or were privately owned.  The URA would continue to monitor the safety condition of buildings under its ownership, while the safety of those privately owned buildings would have to be gate-kept by relevant government departments.  As regards the progress of redevelopment, the URA’s works in Site B were underway and still being assessed.  The URA would keep the C&WDC informed of any update.


	81. Mrs Susanne WONG, District Officer (Central and Western), supplemented that if no Members objected, the relevant enquiries could be forwarded to the BD for follow-up in writing.


	82. The Chairman thanked the representative of the URA for attending the meeting.


	Item 12:
	Relaxing the Limit of Annual Rateable Value under the Integrated Building Maintenance Assistance Scheme to Assist Owners of Old Buildings in Improving Building Management

(C&W DC Paper No. 65/2016)

	(6:20 pm – 6:36 pm)


	83. The Chairman welcomed the representatives of the Urban Renewal Authority (URA) to the meeting.


	84. The Chairman invited Members to express their views.  The main points of their comments were as follows:


	
(a)
	The Vice-chairman pointed out that the rateable value limit of $120,000 under the Integrated Building Maintenance Assistance Scheme (IBMAS) had been in use for many years.  However, as property rentals kept on rising, many owners’ corporations previously eligible for IBMAS became no longer eligible.  He said that many owners’ corporations wished to participate in the scheme as flat owners lacked professional knowledge in maintenance works, and hoped the URA could assist in co-ordination and supervision of maintenance works.


	
(b)
	Mr YEUNG Hoi-wing said that many owners’ corporations of buildings had strong views about the rateable value.  Many owners’ coporations which were previously eligible for IBMAS were now ineligible owing to continuous property price hike in recent years.  According to the statistics complied by the Working Group on Concern Over Building Management (BM) in the Central & Western District, more than 100 buildings in the district which were previously eligible became ineligible last year.  He said that rehabilitation had become impossible for many old buildings as the rateable value did not keep pace with times.  Besides, though the URA launched the "Smart Tender" Building Rehabilitation Facilitating Services (Pilot Scheme) (Smart Tender Pilot Scheme), only 50 buildings would be benefited, which was utterly inadequate.  Although the rateable value limit under the Smart Tender Pilot Scheme had raised to $300,000, buildings with annual rateable value exceeding $120,000 still had to pay at least $50,000.  He hoped the threshold could be further lowered to benefit more owners’ corporations.


	
(c)
	Mr YEUNG Hok-ming said that the reply from the URA that 70% of buildings aged over 30 years were eligible for participation in the IBMAS was referring to the territory-wide level.  It did not reflect the specific condition of the Central and Western District, and the majority of old buildings in the district could not benefit from the scheme.  The URA was suggested to determine the rateable value limit according to the specific condition of each district.


	
(d)
	Ms SIU Ka-yi said she was disappointed at the URA’s written reply, for the URA had no intention to adjust the rateable value limit under the IBMAS.  She pointed out that too many buildings in the district had failed to meet the application criteria for IBMAS.  She said that there were many tenement buildings in the district, with each comprising relatively few units.  If these buildings were to participate in the Smart Tender Pilot Scheme, the amount to be borne by each household would be huge.  She hoped the URA would adjust the criteria on rateable value.


	
(e)
	Ms CHENG Lai-king said that there were great disparities between the rateable value limit of $300,000 under the Smart Tender Pilot Scheme and that of $120,000 under the IBMAS.  As the rateable value limit under the IBMAS had been in use for many years, she suggested adjusting the rateable value limit by making reference to the information of the Rating and Valuation Department (RVD) and increasing the quota under the Smart Tender Pilot Scheme.  Besides, she enquired if there was any anti-bid rigging measure to help private building owners.


	
(f)
	Mr Stephen CHAN said that both the above schemes of the URA had failed to benefit residents in the Mid-levels, thereby not conducive to building renovation in the area.  He remarked that some households in the Mid-levels consisted of elders with inadequate savings to pay the fees required for participation in the Smart Tender Pilot Scheme.  He suggested the URA adjust the rateable value limit under the IBMAS.


	85. Mr CHAN Chi-hung, Senior Manager, Building Rehabilitation of the URA, gave a consolidated response as follows:


	86. He reiterated that the URA had extended the scope of the IBMAS to cover the whole territory in July 2015, and had raised the amount of allowance to facilitate better utilisation of resources and scheme enhancement.  The URA hoped to align resources to old buildings which were less capable of organising repair works and required assistance from the URA.  In this connection, rateable value was used as one of the application criteria for IBMAS as it was in general a reflection of building management and maintenance quality.  According to the information of the RVD, about 50% of the buildings in the Central and Western District met the application criteria for IBMAS.  The URA understood that some buildings which had exceeded the rateable value limit were also in need of maintenance, so it had, on one hand, spent efforts in enriching the content of the Building Reha Info Net in the recent two years to provide building owners with more useful information on building rehabilitation, and had, on the other hand, launched the Smart Tender Pilot Scheme recently.  The services under the Smart Tender Pilot Scheme included a DIY tool-kit for building owners; provision of an estimate on building maintenance works and advice on building maintenance and repair by independent advisor; and an electronic tendering platform for building owners to issue tender documents to contractors under an interference-free environment as far as possible.  Besides, the Urban Renewal Resource Centre operated by the URA also served as tender collection point and arranged professionals such as auditor to monitor the tender opening process.  For the Smart Tender Pilot Scheme, the quota was set at 50 as it was of a pilot nature.  The URA would review its effectiveness in 12 to 18 months’ time and see if there were any inadequencies before considering whether the quota was sufficient.  The URA would review the scope of coverage of the rateable value limits of the urban area and the New Territories based on the information provided by the RVD.  The previous review showed that the scope of coverage was above 70%.  Upon completion of a new round of review on the rateable values, the result would be reported to the management for discussion in order to assess whether the relevant rateable value limits were at reasonable level.


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


	Item 13:
	A Female Worker was Struck to Death by Container Lift Truck

(C&W DC Paper No. 66/2016)

	(6:36 pm – 6:46 pm)


	88. The Chairman welcomed the representatives of the Hong Kong Police Force (HKPF), the Environmental Protection Department (EPD) and the Labour Department (LD) to the meeting.


	89. The Vice-chairman said that he had paid a visit to the refuse transfer station after the accident and noticed that improvement measures had been implemented by the EPD.  He opined that apart from ensuring safety inside the refuse transfer station, attention should also be paid to the ingress/egress points on Victoria Road.  He considered that Victoria Road offered a limited field of vision and the driver’s seat of large vehicles were too high.  Also, the road was winding and narrow, and there was not enough lighting at night.  He hoped consideration would be given to formulating measures or other improvement plans, such as widening the field of vision and regulating drivers’ behaviour, so as to safeguard pedestrians’ safety.


	90. Mr Joseph CHAN considered that there were many large vehicles travelling through the Central and Western District.  Besides, most of the roads in the Central and Western District and the Peak area, such as Old Peak Road, Magazine Gap Road and Peak Road, were winding and narrow, and were even graded as substandard by the Transport Department (TD).  He worried that drivers of large vehicles with undesirable driving behaviour or driving inattentively could easily lead to accidents.  He pointed out that many large vehicles had caused accidents by crossing double white lines.  He hoped the Police would step up publicity to give advice to relevant construction sites and drivers so as to prevent accidents.


	91. Mr Francis WONG, Senior Environmental Protection Officer (Waste Transfer & Development)1 of the EPD, said that the Island West Transfer Station (IWTS) mainly undertook waste compaction and containerisation for waste collected by vehicles of the Food and Environmental Hygiene Department (FEHD) or private vehicles.  The containerised waste was delivered by marine transport for disposal at the West New Territories Landfill.  While refuse collection vehicles travelling on roads would not be found inside refuse transfer stations, a safe speed limit had been set for vehicle operation inside these stations.  In response to Mr Joseph CHAN’s remark that most of the roads in the Central and Western District were winding and narrow, Mr WONG said he also noticed that Victoria Road had similar steep gradient problem.  At a meeting with the Private Refuse Collection Vehicles Association a few weeks ago, they had the opportunity to raise the issue about travelling speed of vehicles at the entrance of IWTS on Victoria Road, and suggested the Association to relay the relevant safety issue to its members.  The EPD would relay to the FEHD that drivers of large vehicles of the FEHD and contractors could drive slowly and watch out for road conditions when travelling along Victoria Road.  Besides, the EPD would closely monitor the traffic movement, in particular of large vehicles, in that road section.  It would relay problems, if any, to relevant government departments and request the departments concerned to consider more options to alert drivers on the issue.


	92. Ms CHAN Yee-lai, District Commander (Western) of the HKPF, said that she would explore with the TD the need to improve traffic signs and lighting at the ingress/egress points of the IWTS on Victoria Road.  In response to Mr Joseph CHAN’s remark that roads in the Central and Western District were winding and narrow and on the problem of heavy vehicle offences, she said that the HKPF had constantly taken enforcement actions at road sections with restriction on heavy vehicle entry/departure, and issued summons against law-breaching heavy vehicle drivers.  She indicated that the HKPF would also communicate with stakeholders of construction sites and urge them to remind relevant drivers to observe traffic signs, so as to enhance road safety.


	93. Mr Stephen CHAN said that lighting and whether workers had worn fluorescent-coloured clothing would also affect safety of construction sites.


	94. In response, Mr Francis WONG of the EPD said that the accident took place at 4 pm, so it should still be within daylight time.  He added that the female worker was a weighbridge operator responsible for controlling the entry and departure of refuse collection vehicles.  Investigation of the incident by the LD was still in progress.


	95. Mr WONG Ho-kuen, Division Occupational Safety Officer (Operations Division) (Hong Kong & Islands-3 District Office) of the LD, remarked that the LD would take follow-up actions should the incident be found in violation of the Occupational Safety and Health Ordinance.  He added that in addition to taking enforcement actions, the LD had also stepped up education and publicity to promote safety of construction workers, in the hope to enhance the safety standard of the industry.


	96. The Chairman considered life precious and was sad to see accident occurred.  He hoped all government departments could strictly adhere to occupational safety in future and realise the goal of zero accident.  The Chairman thanked the representatives of government departments for attending the meeting.


	Item 14:
	Members’ Written Reports

	(6:46 pm – 6:47 pm)


	97. The Chairman indicated that the District Fight Crime Committee (Central and Western District) held its first meeting for 2016-17 on 29 April 2016, and would convene its second meeting for 2016-17 on 5 August 2016.


	98. Members had nothing to add.


	Item 15:
	Work Reports of the Committees under C&WDC

	(6:47 pm)


	99. The Chairman referred Members to the following papers.


	
(a)
	Cultural, Leisure & Social Affairs Committee

(C&W DC Paper No. 67/2016)


	
(b)
	District Facilities Management Committee

(C&W DC Paper No. 68/2016)


	
(c)
	Finance Committee

(C&W DC Paper No. 69/2016)


	
(d)
	Food, Environment, Hygiene & Works Committee

(C&W DC Paper No. 70/2016)


	
(e)
	Traffic & Transport Committee

(C&W DC Paper No. 71/2016)


	Item 16:
	Reports of the Working Groups under C&WDC (2016-17)

	(6:47 pm – 6:48 pm)


	100. The Chairman referred Members to the paper and asked whether chairmen of the working groups had anything to add.


	101. Miss LO Yee-hang said that the Working Group on Concern Over Building Management in the Central & Western District would hold seminars for building owners and owners’ corporations on 22 and 29 July 2016.  She hoped Members could help promote the event.


	Item 17:
	Report on the 198th  Meeting of the Central & Western District Management Committee
(C&W DC Paper No. 72/2016)

	(6:48 pm)


	102. The Chairman referred Members to the paper.


	Item 18:

	Reports on the Meetings of the Area Committees of the Central & Western District

(C&W DC Paper No. 73/2016)

	(6:49 pm)


	103. The Chairman referred Members to the paper.


	Item 19:
	Any Other Business

	(6:49 pm)


	104. There was no other business.


	Item 20:
	Date of the Next Meeting

	

	105. The Chairman announced that the fifth meeting would be held on 7 July 2016.  The paper submission deadline for government departments would be 15 June 2016, while that for Members would be 21 June 2016.


	106. The Chairman declared the meeting closed and thanked the guests and Members for attending the meeting.  The meeting was adjourned at 6:50 pm.



	The minutes were
	confirmed on 7 July 2016

	Chairman: 
	Mr YIP Wing-shing

	Secretary: 
	Ms WONG Ming-wai
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