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(Confirmed minutes) 

(Translation) 

Sai Kung District Council 

District Facilities and Works Committee 

Minutes of the Fifth Meeting in 2025 

Date : 9 September 2025 (Tuesday) 

Time : 11:15 a.m. 

Venue : Conference Room of the Sai Kung District Council 

 

Present 

Mr CHONG Yuen-tung, MH (Chairman) 

 

Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Mr CHAN Kai-wai, MH (Vice-Chairman) Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Ms FONG Kwok-shan, Christine Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Mr WANG Wen Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Mr WONG Shui-sang Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Mr LI Tin-chi Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Mr LI Ka-leung, Philip, MH Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Ms LI Ka-yan Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Mr CHAU Ka-lok Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Mr LAM Chun-ka Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Ms KI Lai-mei, MH Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Mr YAU Siu-hung, Kelvin, MH Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Mr YAU Ho-lun Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Ms YU Natasha Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Ms SZE Pan-pan Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Ms WU Suet-lin Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Mr CHEUNG Mei-hung, Chris Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Mr CHEUNG Chin-pang Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Mr CHEUNG Man-tim Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Ms CHONG Nga-ting, Angel Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Mr CHAN Chi-ho Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Mr CHAN Kin-chun, Ken Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Mr CHAN Kwong-fai Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Mr CHAN Kuen-kwan, MH Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Mr TSANG Kwok-ka Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Mr WAN Kai-ming Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Mr WONG Wang-to, MH Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Mr WONG Yuen-hong Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Ms KAN Tung-tung Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Mr LAU Kai-hong, MH Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Mr CHENG Yu-hei Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Ms TAM Chuk-kwan Member of Sai Kung District Council 

Ms WU Jia-xin Co-opted Member 

Mr WAN Pui-lun, Joe Co-opted Member 

Mr LEE Cheuk-yin, Norris (Secretary) Executive Officer (District Council)5, 

Sai Kung District Office  
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In Attendance 

 

Miss LAM I-ching Assistant District Officer (Sai Kung)1,  

Sai Kung District Office 

Miss LUI Tsz-kiu, Crystal Assistant District Officer (Sai Kung)2 (Designate), 

Sai Kung District Office 

Mr CHENG Chi-wing, Ken Senior Liaison Officer (1),  

Sai Kung District Office 

Miss WONG Wai-fong, Bonnie Senior Liaison Officer (2),  

Sai Kung District Office 

Mr NG Wai-ming Senior Liaison Officer (3),  

Sai Kung District Office 

Mr CHEUNG Man-wai Senior Inspector of Works (Sai Kung),  

Sai Kung District Office 

Mr HUI Chun-kwan, Simon  

 

Senior Executive Officer (District Management), 

Sai Kung District Office 

Mr CHUNG Kai-yin Senior Executive Officer (District Council),  

Sai Kung District Office 

Miss WONG Chui-ying, Erin Executive Officer I (District Council),  

Sai Kung District Office 

Ms LUI Tung-ni Architect (Works)7,  

Home Affairs Department 

Mr CHAU Chun-wing Chief Leisure Manager (New Territories East),  

Leisure and Cultural Services Department 

Ms LEE Lai-sheung, Susan District Leisure Manager (Sai Kung),  

Leisure and Cultural Services Department 

Ms LAI Ka-yee, Jenny Deputy District Leisure Manager (District 

Support) Sai Kung,  

Leisure and Cultural Services Department 

Mr HUNG Man-wai, Jonathan  Senior Executive Officer (Planning)22,  

Leisure and Cultural Services Department 

Miss LAM Ka-foo, Tiffany Executive Officer (Planning)22A,  

Leisure and Cultural Services Department  

Mr WONG Kwai-sun, Sunny Administrative Assistant/Lands,  

District Lands Office, Sai Kung 

Miss YEUNG Lok-kei, Kiki Senior Engineer/20(East),  

East Development Office, 

Civil Engineering and Development Department 

Mr YEUNG Wong-pan Senior Property Service Manager/Kowloon West 

& Sai Kung, Housing Department 
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Ms HO Wai-yan, Vivian Senior Project Manager (Technical Section), 

Leisure and Cultural Services Department 

Mr LAM Tsz-cheong, Andric Project Manager 1 (Project Team), 

Leisure and Cultural Services Department 

Ms Koren SIN Design Director,  

Kirin Plus Lab Limited 

Mr Kirin LEUNG Managing Director,  

Kirin Plus Lab Limited 

 

Welcome Remarks 

 

 The Chairman said a quorum was present and the meeting commenced officially.  

He welcomed all Members and representatives of government departments and 

organisations to the fifth meeting of the Sai Kung District Council (SKDC) District 

Facilities and Works Committee (DFWC) in 2025, in particular Ms Vivian HO, Senior 

Project Manager (Technical Section) of the Leisure and Cultural Services Department 

(LCSD), Mr Andric LAM, Project Manager 1 (Project Team) of LCSD, Ms Koren SIN, 

Design Director of the Kirin Plus Lab Limited (Kirin Plus Lab) and Mr Kirin LEUNG, 

Managing Director of Kirin Plus Lab.  

 

I. Confirmation of Minutes of the 4th DFWC Meeting in 2025 held on 

15 July 2025 

 

2. The Chairman stated that the Secretariat had not received any proposed 

amendment before the meeting.  There being no proposed amendment at the meeting, 

the Chairman declared that the above minutes were confirmed. 

 

II. Report Items 

 

(A) Report on management of recreation and sports facilities in Sai Kung District from 

July to August 2025 by the Leisure and Cultural Services Department 

(SKDC(DFWC) Paper No. 48/25) 

 

3. Ms Koren SIN, Design Director, Kirin Plus Lab introduced the works project at 

Man Yee Playground under the “Transformation of Public Play Spaces” plan. 

 

4. Members raised the following questions and views regarding the works project at 

Man Yee Playground: 

 

 In terms of the ancillary facilities, they suggested: 

 Enlarging the trampoline. 

 Providing more swings, seating and arbours, and using opaque arbour 

covers. 

 In terms of the safety of facilities, they suggested adding clear markings to: 

 Clearly indicate a safety zone around the swings. 

 Remind users of uneven ground surfaces. 

for agenda 

item II(A) 

https://www.directory.gov.hk/details.jsp?dn=cn%3D1242000944%2Cou%3DARCHSD%2Cou%3DPeople%2Co%3DGOVERNMENT%2Cc%3DHK&lang=eng
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 In terms of the overall planning and management of the playground, they 

suggested: 

 Installing fences at the entrance/exit to prevent cattle from going into the 

playground. 

 Regularly clearing branches and leaves from the drainage outlets in the 

playground so as to keep the drains clear. 

 Raising the playground floor to the same level as the adjacent footpath.  

They also enquired about the reasons for not including raising the 

playground floor in the current works. 

 They enquired about the project cost and the construction timetable. 

 

5. Mr Andric LAM, Project Manager 1 (Project Team), LCSD said that the project 

cost for Man Yee Playground would be funded by the provision under Subhead 3101GX 

of the Capital Works Reserve Fund.  As the project was currently at the preliminary 

design stage, the exact cost was yet to be confirmed.  The construction period for the 

project was expected to take place from the fourth quarter of 2026 to the fourth quarter 

of 2027. 

 

6. Regarding the works at Man Yee Playground, Ms Koren SIN of Kirin Plus Lab 

responded as follows: 

 

 In terms of the ancillary facilities: 

 Kirin Plus Lab would explore enlarging the trampoline as far as possible.  

However, the limited space of the venue had to be considered, and the 

safety distance of various play equipment must meet international 

playground safety standards. 

 The scope of works had already included the installation of one set of 

seating and an arbour.  The arbour cover would be made of opaque 

materials to provide shade for users. 

 In terms of the safety of facilities: 

 Kirin Plus Lab would explore using different patterns and colours on the 

ground surfaces, or using markings to indicate the safety zones of various 

play equipment at the playground. 

 Bright yellow tactile guide paths would be provided at the staircase of the 

entrance/exit of the playground, creating a sharp contrast with the adjacent 

footpath. 

 In terms of the overall planning and management of the playground: 

 Kirin Plus Lab would explore with the relevant works department the 

feasibility of raising the playground floor to the same level as the adjacent 

footpath.  However, since the cost involved might be relatively high, the 

current plan leaned towards focusing resources on enhancing the play 

equipment. 

 In addition to the existing fences, planter pots, seating and arbours at the 

entrance/exit of the playground, consideration would be given to placing 

more planters to prevent cattle from going into the playground. 

 

https://www.directory.gov.hk/details.jsp?dn=cn%3D1242000944%2Cou%3DARCHSD%2Cou%3DPeople%2Co%3DGOVERNMENT%2Cc%3DHK&lang=eng
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7. Members continued to raise the following questions and views regarding the works 

project at Man Yee Playground: 

 

 In terms of the ancillary facilities, they suggested: 

 Using more durable safety matting, and providing queue markings in both 

Chinese and English, as well as tactile guide paths for visually impaired 

persons. 

 Adding night-time lighting effects (for example, by installing ambient 

lights or spotlighting the octopus play tower). 

 In terms of the safety of facilities, they suggested: 

 Adding clear signs on the trampoline to remind that children must be 

accompanied by an adult when using it. 

 Ensuring that children’s fingers would not be stuck in the gaps of the 

octopus play tower. 

 In terms of the overall planning of the playground: 

 They enquired whether the entire playground area could be extended if the 

playground floor was raised to the same level as the adjacent footpath. 

 The expected construction period for the project was one year.  They enquired 

whether underground utilities were involved. 

 

8. Regarding the works at Man Yee Playground, Mr Andric LAM of LCSD 

responded as follows: 

 

 LCSD would explore with the works department the feasibility of raising the 

playground floor to the same level as the adjacent footpath.  It involved a 

number of considerations (such as the distribution of underground 

utilities/facilities, and the effect of additional loading from floor levelling 

materials on the underground facilities). 

 The entire project would require time for completion, as it involved multiple 

stages (including preliminary feasibility study, hire of design teams for the 

tender exercise and tender evaluation procedures, detailed design, etc.) to 

ensure that the project could fully implement the design concept and could be 

completed smoothly. 

 

9. Regarding the works project at Man Yee Playground, Ms Koren SIN of Kirin Plus 

Lab responded as follows: 

 

 In terms of the ancillary facilities: 

 For the safety matting, a seamless floor matting design would be adopted.  

Hence, there would be less uneven surfaces found, unlikely tile mats.  

Kirin Plus Lab would also explore including queue markings. 

 The tactile guide paths in the playground would be retained for use by 

visually impaired persons in the works project. 
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 Kirin Plus Lab would explore adding night-time lighting effects (for 

example, spotlighting the octopus play tower) with the relevant works 

department. 

 In terms of the safety of facilities: 

 All play equipment in the playground would be provided with safety 

markings. 

 Kirin Plus Lab would ensure that the gaps in the octopus play tower met 

international playground safety standards. 

 Efforts would be made to shorten the playground closure time as far as possible 

during the construction period to minimise the impact on the public. 

 

10. Members continued to raise the following questions and views regarding the works 

project at Man Yee Playground: 

 

 In terms of the ancillary facilities: 

 They suggested that the cover for the arbour could feature an angle-

adjusting function. 

 They enquired whether the selected safety matting had been used at other 

recreational venues, and if those mats were easy to clean. 

 In terms of the safety of facilities: 

 They suggested increasing the area of the playground to provide adequate 

space for users of different ages. 

 They suggested that the slides should not be positioned facing the swings 

to prevent accidents. 

 They suggested compressing the construction period as far as possible. 

 

11. Regarding the works project at Man Yee Playground, Ms Koren SIN of Kirin Plus 

Lab responded as follows: 

 

 In terms of the ancillary facilities: 

 The selected safety matting had been used in other projects under the 

“Transformation of Public Play Spaces” plan (such as Sham Shui Po Park 

and Quarry Bay Park). 

 The lower level of the octopus play tower could provide additional 

shading space.  Part of the tube slides could also protect users from direct 

sunlight.  However, under international playground safety standards, it 

was not recommended to install covers for the swings and the trampoline.  

Kirin Plus Lab would further explore ways to enhance the overall shading 

effect of the playground. 

 In terms of the safety of facilities: 

 The octopus play tower would have multiple entrances/exits at varying 

heights.  In addition, younger children might not be able to use the 

climbing net in the centre of the play tower to reach the higher levels.  

Hence, the design had already separated children of different ages to 

maintain a suitable safety distance. 
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 The trampoline would have an adequate and independent safety distance 

around it, which should not be shared by other play equipment. 

 Kirin Plus Lab would explore adjusting the orientation of the slides and 

swings, taking into account factors such as the playground’s actual space 

and the underground utilities/facilities. 

 

12. The Chairman suggested that LCSD should continue to report to DFWC regarding 

the works progress of Man Yee Playground in a timely manner. 

 

13. A Member suggested that a balance could be struck between the diversity and 

safety of the play equipment.  They also proposed swapping the locations of the 

octopus play tower and the swings.  Placing the octopus play tower in a more central 

location would enhance the playground’s overall appeal, while reducing the likelihood 

of users colliding with each other.  Additionally, they raised concerns about whether 

the trampoline, if not properly enclosed, might pose danger. 

 

14. Ms Koren SIN of Kirin Plus Lab noted Members’ views, and said that the 

trampoline was designed to be placed at ground level to allow easy access for wheelchair 

users.  Raising the trampoline above ground level could bring inconvenience to those 

users.  Kirin Plus Lab would continue to strive for a balance between the safety of the 

facilities and inclusiveness of the playground. 

 

15. The Vice-Chairman enquired whether the playground was “pet-inclusive”. 

 

16. Ms Koren SIN of Kirin Plus Lab said that the target users of the playground were 

mainly children. 

 

17. The Chairman asked LCSD to note Members’ views on the works project at Man 

Yee Playground.  He said that the representatives of Technical Section of LCSD and 

Kirin Plus Lab might leave the meeting first. 

 

18. Members raised the following questions and views: 

 

 Regarding the construction works at Tseung Kwan O South Park: 

 They suggested enhancing landscape maintenance to avoid temporary 

closures of certain areas of the park due to frequent repair works.  They 

also suggested planting more trees to provide shade for visitors. 

 They proposed properly storing and regularly replacing the squeegees 

(commonly known as “water scrapers”) beside the basketball courts to 

prevent them from wearing out and scratching the courts’ rubber ground 

surfaces.  If the squeegees were available for public use, they suggested 

providing illustrated instructions on their proper use. 

 They enquired about the progress of the installation works of safety 

padding on the walls near the children’s basketball backstops.  

 They enquired about the opening date of the remaining facilities at Tseung 

Kwan O South Park. 
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 They expressed concerns about the presence of illegal structures at Clear Water 

Bay Second Beach, and enquired about the department’s follow-up actions. 

 

19. Mr Jonathan HUNG, Senior Executive Officer (Planning)22, LCSD said the 

construction works for the remaining facilities at Tseung Kwan O South Park were 

expected to be completed by the end of 2025.  LCSD was maintaining close liaison 

with the Architectural Services Department (ArchSD) and other works departments, 

with a view to opening the remaining facilities to the public as soon as possible. 

 

20. Ms Susan LEE, District Leisure Manager (Sai Kung), LCSD responded as follows: 

 

 Regarding the construction works at Tseung Kwan O South Park: 

 In addition to the park lawn which required maintenance, some newly 

planted Purple Tabebuia trees from its both sides had collapsed earlier 

during the typhoon.  The areas involved had to be temporarily closed due 

to safety concerns. 

 Relevant works would be commenced later to install safety padding on the 

walls near the children’s basketball backstops to ensure users’ safety.  

 LCSD staff would be responsible for squeegeeing the basketball courts, 

and would pay more attention to the use of the squeegees. 

 Appropriate tree species had been planted in the park, and the trees would 

gradually grow and increase in size over time. 

 LCSD would conduct joint operations with the Lands Department to deal with 

the issue of illegal structures at Clear Water Bay Second Beach. 

 

21. The Chairman hoped that the remaining facilities at Tseung Kwan O South Park 

could be open to the public before the anniversary of the founding of the People’s 

Republic of China in 2025 (i.e. 1 October 2025).  He further suggested inviting 

Members to conduct a site visit before the official opening of the remaining facilities, 

and providing the floor plans for the facilities for reference.   

 

22. A Member continued to raise the following questions: 

 

 They enquired about the design plan for the works project at Tai Po Tsai Rest 

Garden under the “Transformation of Public Play Spaces” plan. 

 They enquired about the progress of the feasibility study on installing 

additional fans for the arbours at Sha Tsui Playground.  

 

23. Ms Jenny LAI, Deputy District Leisure Manager (District Support) Sai Kung, 

LCSD said Tai Po Tsai Rest Garden had already been included in the “Transformation 

of Public Play Spaces” plan.  A preliminary public consultation was underway (for 

example, by inviting parents and children to vote for their play equipment of choice).  

Members’ views would be relayed to the Technical Section of LCSD for follow-up after 

the meeting. 
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24. The Chairman asked LCSD to note Members’ views. 

 

25. Members noted the above report. 

 

(B) Report on community halls/ community centre/ activity centre in Sai Kung District 

(SKDC(DFWC) Paper No. 49/25) 

 

26. Members noted the above report. 

 

(C) Landslip Prevention and Mitigation Programme - Works progress in Sai Kung 

District 

(SKDC(DFWC) Paper No. 50/25) 

 

27. Members raised the following questions and views: 

 

 They enquired whether slope stabilisation works would be conducted in the 

vicinity of Clear Water Bay Road (above Pik Sha Road). 

 They enquired whether more natural hillsides would be included in the 

Landslip Prevention and Mitigation Programme, and how this would be 

implemented (for example, whether locations showing clear landslip signs 

would be prioritised and installed with additional drainage channels). 

 They suggested prioritising the handling of locations close to residential areas 

or those with a higher risk of flooding (such as the areas around Wong Chuk 

Wan Village and Tso Wo Hang Village, where water had surged into houses 

due to inclement weather recently). 

 

28. Miss Kiki YEUNG, Senior Engineer/20(East), East Development Office, Civil 

Engineering and Development Department (CEDD) said she would relay Members’ 

views to the Geotechnical Engineering Office of CEDD for follow-up after the meeting. 

 

29. Members noted the above report. 

 

III. Discussion Items Suggested by Members 

 

(A) Look into the situation of recreational and sports facilities in the district, and 

suggest implementing the construction of the Sai Kung Sports Centre as soon as 

possible 

 (SKDC(DFWC) Paper No. 51/25) 

 

30. The Chairman said that the discussion item was suggested by Ms Natasha YU, 

Mr LAM Chun-ka, Mr CHAN Chi-ho, Mr LI Tin-chi, Mr WANG Wen, Mr Chris 

CHEUNG, Mr WONG Yuen-hong, Mr CHAU Ka-lok, Ms TAM Chuk-kwan, Mr Philip 

LI, Mr CHAN Kwong-fai, Mr CHEUNG Chin-pang, Mr CHEUNG Man-tim, Mr WAN 

Kai-ming, Ms Christine FONG, Mr Kelvin YAU, Mr CHENG Yu-hei and Mr CHONG 

Yuen-tung. 
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31. Members noted the written reply from LCSD (SKDC(DFWC) Paper No. 54/25). 

 

32. Members raised the following questions and views: 

 

 They suggested providing more parking spaces at the sports centre in the future 

to alleviate traffic congestion and the shortage of public parking spaces in the 

district.  

 According to the Hong Kong Planning Standards and Guidelines (HKPSG), 

the standard ratio recommended for recreational and sports facilities to the 

population of the district should be one indoor sports centre for every 50 000 

to 65 000 persons.  Sai Kung, with a population greater than 60 000, still 

lacked a sports centre.  Therefore, they urged to expedite the provision of a 

sports centre in Sai Kung. 

 The current population of Sai Kung District had exceeded 500 000.  With 

approximately 50 000 residential units to be completed in “Tseung Kwan O 

Area 137” in the future, the population of the district would grow further to 

about 700 000.  They proposed relaxing the standard ratio for various 

recreational and sports facilities to the population of the district, in order to 

meet the increasing local demand. 

 They enquired about the long-term planning for the “Sports Centre-cum-

Indoor Heated Swimming Pool and Riverine Park in Area 65, Tseung 

Kwan O”, and whether the planning work was currently underway. 

 

33. Mr Jonathan HUNG of LCSD noted Members’ views and responded as follows:  

 

 During the planning of the works projects, LCSD would continue to monitor 

the development of Sai Kung District, taking into account various factors for 

comprehensive consideration.  LCSD would provide appropriate recreational 

and sports facilities for local residents in accordance with policy objectives and 

priorities, the utilisation of existing recreational and sports facilities, 

demographic changes in the district, demand for various facilities, HKPSG, as 

well as the views of SKDC and stakeholders. 

 Under the fiscal consolidation programme, the Government would review the 

priorities, necessity and importance of projects under planning, including how 

to make more effective use of public resources, and the cost-effectiveness of 

capital works expenditure.  The implementation programmes of individual 

projects at the preliminary planning stage would be adjusted based on the 

above considerations.  LCSD would continue to review the progress of 

various works projects in the district, including the implementation 

programmes for the “Sports Centre and Town Plaza at Sai Kung” and the 

“Sports Centre-cum-Indoor Heated Swimming Pool and Riverine Park in Area 

65, Tseung Kwan O”, and would suitably update the works timetables to ensure 

more effective use of public resources. 

 Regarding the proposal to provide public parking spaces at the “Sports Centre 

and Town Plaza at Sai Kung”, LCSD would review various factors with the 
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Transport Department (TD) and ArchSD when planning the works project for 

a comprehensive consideration. 

 Depending on the Government’s arrangements and timetables for the future 

planning and development of “Tseung Kwan O Area 137”, LCSD would timely 

take forward recreational and sports facility projects in the district, and consult 

the views of relevant stakeholders. 

 

34. A Member continued to raise the following questions and views: 

 

 They enquired when the number of recreational and sports facilities in Tseung 

Kwan O would meet the standards stipulated in HKPSG. 

 While resources were being devoted to the planning of “Tseung Kwan O 

Area 137”, which was still an uninhabited area, they suggested appropriately 

allocating resources to construct a sports centre in “Tseung Kwan O Area 86”, 

which had a population of over 100 000. 

 

35. Mr Jonathan HUNG of LCSD noted Members’ views and responded as follows: 

 

 LCSD was committed to providing quality and diverse recreational and sports 

facilities to meet public needs.  When planning new facilities and enhancing 

the existing ones, LCSD would not only make reference to HKPSG, but also 

take into account various factors, such as policy objectives, the utilisation of 

existing recreational and sports facilities, demographic changes in the district, 

stakeholders’ views, land availability, and technical feasibility.  The aim was 

to assess the priorities and urgency of different projects under planning, 

thereby providing appropriate recreational and sports facilities for residents in 

the district. 

 He reiterated that, under the Government’s fiscal consolidation programme, 

the implementation programmes of individual projects under planning would 

be adjusted accordingly.  LCSD would continuously review the 

implementation programme for the “Sports Centre in Tseung Kwan O Area 86” 

so as to make more effective use of public resources. 

 The Government would reserve part of the land for the development of 

recreational and sports facilities in the planning of “Tseung Kwan O Area 137”.  

 

36. The Chairman asked LCSD to follow up Members’ views. 

 

37. There being no other comments from Members, the Chairman declared that the 

discussion item would be deleted at the next meeting. 

 

(B) Enquire about the progress of the preliminary preparatory work and research for 

the indoor sports centre in LOHAS Park Area 86 (at the location of the “sea of 

flowers”) 

 (SKDC(DFWC) Paper No. 52/25) 

 

38. The Chairman said that the discussion item was suggested by Mr Chris CHEUNG, 
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Mr WAN Kai-ming, Mr LI Tin-chi, Mr CHAN Chi-ho, Mr CHAN Kwong-fai, Ms TAM 

Chuk-kwan, Mr CHEUNG Chin-pang, Mr CHAU Ka-lok, Mr LAM Chun-ka, 

Mr WANG Wen, Mr CHEUNG Man-tim, Mr CHENG Yu-hei, Ms Christine FONG, 

Mr Kelvin YAU, Mr WONG Yuen-hong, Mr CHONG Yuen-tung and Mr Philip LI. 

 

39. Members noted the written reply from LCSD (SKDC(DFWC) Paper No. 55/25). 

 

40. Members raised the following questions and views: 

 

 The population of LOHAS Park (including Shek Kok Road, The Beaumount, 

Manor Hill and LOHAS Park) had exceeded 100 000.  They hoped that the 

construction of the “Sports Centre in Tseung Kwan O Area 86” would be 

implemented promptly, and enquired about the progress of the planning work 

(for example, whether an underground car park would be included).  They 

also proposed conducting a questionnaire survey or organising district 

consultation sessions regarding the works design as soon as possible to 

understand the community’s needs. 

 They suggested that priority should be given to the construction of a covered 

footbridge connecting Shek Kok Road and LOHAS Park MTR Station, so as 

to facilitate access for the tens of thousands of residents in the vicinity of Shek 

Kok Road. 

 

41. Mr Jonathan HUNG of LCSD noted Members’ views and responded as follows: 

 

 As mentioned earlier, under the Government’s fiscal consolidation 

programme, LCSD would continuously review the implementation 

programme for the “Sports Centre in Tseung Kwan O Area 86” and suitably 

update the project timetable. 

 When planning the “Sports Centre in Tseung Kwan O Area 86”, LCSD would 

review various factors for comprehensive consideration, and follow the public 

works procedures to timely consult the views of district stakeholders, including 

the views of SKDC. 

 Regarding the proposed footbridge across Wan Po Road and the covered 

walkway serving other parts of “Tseung Kwan O Area 86”, LCSD would co-

operate if any organisation or government department had feasible alternative 

plans to construct the covered walkway in the district, provided that the future 

development of the sports centre would not be affected.  LCSD would also 

consider allocating a small portion of the land originally reserved for the works 

project for that construction purpose.  

 

42. The Chairman asked LCSD to follow up Members’ views. 

 

43. There being no other comments from Members, the Chairman declared that the 

discussion item would be deleted at the next meeting. 
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(C) Suggest providing seats on the pavements at Ngan O Road and Tan Cheung Road, 

and carrying out weed removal and paving works 

 (SKDC(DFWC) Paper No. 53/25) 

 

44. The Chairman said that the discussion item was suggested by Ms Christine FONG, 

Ms TAM Chuk-kwan, Mr WONG Yuen-hong, Mr CHONG Yuen-tung, Mr CHAN 

Kwong-fai, Mr CHAN Chi-ho, Mr CHEUNG Chin-pang, Mr Chris CHEUNG, 

Ms Natasha YU, Mr Philip LI, Mr WANG Wen, Mr LI Tin-chi, Mr CHEUNG Man-tim, 

Mr CHENG Yu-hei, Mr Kelvin YAU and Mr WAN Kai-ming. 

 

45. Members noted the written replies from TD and the Sai Kung District Office 

(SKDO) (SKDC(DFWC) Paper Nos. 56/25 and 57/25). 

 

46. A Member raised the following questions and views: 

 

 They suggested providing seats on the covered walkway along the pavement 

beside Ngan O Road (opposite Wo Ming Court) and sheltered seating on the 

Tan Cheung Road pavement (opposite Yee Hong Villa). 

 They asked SKDO about the frequency of weed trimming on the Tan Cheung 

Road pavement, and suggested resurfacing the pavement with concrete to 

avoid overgrown weeds. 

 

47. Mr CHEUNG Man-wai, Senior Inspector of Works (Sai Kung), SKDO responded 

as follows:  

 

 SKDO would arrange for Members to conduct a site inspection at the Tan 

Cheung Road pavement, in order to confirm the exact proposed locations for 

resurfacing the pavement and installing sheltered seating. 

 SKDO would conduct nine weed trimming operations annually, generally once 

every other month, and would increase the number of operations during the 

rainy season (between July and September every year) based on actual needs.  

Members were welcome to suggest other locations requiring weed trimming.  

 

48. A Member further suggested that before installing sheltered seating on the Tan 

Cheung Road pavement, the views of nearby residents should first be sought and 

considered (for example, whether the location of sheltered seating would affect the 

privacy of neighbouring residences). 

 

49. Mr CHEUNG Man-wai of SKDO noted and would follow up Members’ views. 

 

50. The Chairman asked TD and SKDO to follow up Members’ views. 

 

51. There being no other comments from Members, the Chairman declared that the 

discussion item would be deleted at the next meeting. 
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IV. Any Other Business 

 

52. No other business was raised by Members. 

 

V. Date of Next Meeting 

 

53. The next meeting was scheduled for 10:00 a.m. on 11 November 2025 (Tuesday). 

 

54. The meeting ended at 12:50 p.m. 
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