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Minutes of the 11th Meeting of 

Community Building Committee 
Yau Tsim Mong District Council (2012-2015) 
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Time:  2:30 p.m. 
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30 Luen Wan Street 
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Co-opted Members 
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Home Affairs Department 
 

Mr CHEUNG Kam-wai  
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(Kowloon West) 
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Ms WONG Sau-ling, Vicky Deputy District Leisure Manager 
(Yau Tsim Mong) 2 

Leisure and Cultural 
Services Department 



 - 2 - 

 
Miss CHAN Wai-chun  Assistant District Social Welfare 

Officer (Kowloon City/Yau 
Tsim Mong) 2 

 

Social Welfare Department 

Ms SZE Nga-wan, Wendy Sergeant, Police Community 
Relations Office (Yau Tsim) 

 

Hong Kong Police Force 

Mr WONG Sai-kit  Sergeant, Police Community 
Relations Office (Mong Kok)

 

Hong Kong Police Force 

 
Secretary 
Ms WONG Ka-wing, Glorious 
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Home Affairs Department 
 

In Attendance: 
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Services Department 

 

Dr LAM Kam-yuen Assistant Curator I (Intangible 
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Kong Heritage Museum 

 

Leisure and Cultural 
Services Department 

 

Ms LO Wa-ling, Frances   Research Fellow, South China 
Research Centre 

Hong Kong University of 
Science and Technology 

 
Dr Nelson WAT  Hospital Chief Executive, 

Kwong Wah Hospital and 
Tung Wah Group of Hospitals 
Wong Tai Sin Hospital 

 

Hospital Authority 
 

Ms Angela LI   General Manager 
(Administrative Services), 
Kwong Wah Hospital and 
Tung Wah Group of Hospitals 
Wong Tai Sin Hospital 

 
 

Hospital Authority 
 

Ms Winnie KAN   Senior Hospital Manager, 
Kwong Wah Hospital and 
Tung Wah Group of Hospitals 
Wong Tai Sin Hospital 

 

Hospital Authority 
 

Mr YEUNG Min Senior Engineer/Kowloon Transport Department 
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District Central 
 

Mr NG Tin-chi District Engineer/Yau Tsim  Highways Department 
 

Mr CHAN H.S.  Senior Project Manager Flying Snow Limited 
 

Mr Steve CHAN   Senior Deputy Project Manager  Flying Snow Limited 
 

Ms CHAN Miu-ling Manager (Kowloon Park) Leisure and Cultural 
Services Department 

 
Dr CHAN Man-wai Executive Director, Project 

Delivery 
West Kowloon Cultural 

District Authority 
 

Ms Bonny WONG Director, Chief Executive 
Officer’s Office 

 

West Kowloon Cultural 
District Authority 

Mr Derek SUN Head, Planning and 
Development   

 

West Kowloon Cultural 
District Authority 

 
Ms Wendy LAM Head, Communications and 

Public Affairs 
 

West Kowloon Cultural 
District Authority 

Mr YIP Chi-kwai, Tom Senior Town Planner/Yau Tsim 
Mong 

 

Planning Department 

Mr WU Kin-kwok, Worky Programme Manager, Youth 
Employment and Training 
Programme  

Labour Department 

 
 
Opening Remarks 
 

The Chairman welcomed all to the meeting.  He reported that Ms CHUNG Po-yuk, 
Senior School Development Officer (Yau Tsim and Mong Kok) 1 of the Education Bureau 
(“EDB”) attended the meeting on behalf of Mrs LING SO Ka-lan, Jacqueline, and Miss 
CHAN Wai-chun, Assistant District Social Welfare Officer (Kowloon City/Yau Tsim Mong) 
2 of the Social Welfare Department (“SWD”) stood in for Ms WONG Yin-yee.  Meanwhile, 
Ms Wendy SZE from the Yau Tsim District Police Community Relations Office of the Hong 
Kong Police Force stood in for Mr Mohammad Munir KHAN at the meeting, and Mr WONG 
Sai-kit from the Mong Kok District Police Community Relations Office attended the meeting 
on behalf of Ms HONG Yuen-kwan, Natalie. 
 
Item 1: Confirmation of Minutes of Last Meeting 
 
2.   Minutes of the last meeting were confirmed without amendment.  
 
Item 2: Matters Arising: 

– Request for Beautifying Park Lane, Tsim Sha Tsui 
  (YTMCBC Paper No. 41/2013)  
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3. The Chairman welcomed Mr CHUNG Siu-man, Maintenance Engineer/Yau Tsim of 
the Highways Department (“HyD”), to the meeting.  
 
4. Mr CHUNG Siu-man gave a Powerpoint presentation.  He explained that the roots 
of the old and valuable trees (“OVTs”) at Park Lane were close to the soil level.  If Park 
Lane were to be repaved, the existing paving blocks had to be removed first.  Then the 
ground had to be deepened for about 130 cm for placing bedding layers made of sand and 
cement before paving harder blocks.  As the excavation of soil and the placing of bedding 
layers would damage the roots of OVTs, the HyD and the Leisure and Cultural Services 
Department (“LCSD”) held a meeting on 8 October 2013 to discuss the matter, but failed to 
work out a feasible solution. 
 
(Mr KO Hiu-wing joined the meeting at 2:38 p.m.) 
(Mr Chris IP joined the meeting at 2:39 p.m.) 
(Mr CHAN Wai-keung joined the meeting at 2:42 p.m.) 
 
5. Mr Chris IP recalled that during the last term of the Yau Tsim Mong District Council 
(“YTMDC”), the HyD undertook to replace paving blocks at Park Lane, but it refused to 
carry out the works on technical grounds then.  He pointed out that the paving blocks at Park 
Lane had seriously worn out and would like to know how the HyD would handle the matter. 
 
(Mr KONG Pui-wai joined the meeting at 2:45 p.m.) 
 
6. Mr Barry WONG inquired how the HyD would address the current problem 
regarding the paving blocks at Park Lane, and whether government departments would 
regularly arrange for the washing of the paving blocks thereat. 
 
7. The Vice-chairman said the HyD should have advised the YTMDC earlier if it held 
the opinion that there was still no pressing need to replace the paving blocks at Park Lane, 
instead of waiting until the item was discussed at the meeting.  He further inquired whether 
the HyD would give consideration to the refurbishment of paving blocks if the replacement of 
which was technically unfeasible. 
 
8. Ms KO Po-ling said that if the road surface was damaged or had become uneven, the 
HyD would arrange for immediate replacement of paving blocks.  As the roots of OVTs at 
Park Lane had jutted out of the paving blocks and made the road surface become uneven, she 
wanted to know why the HyD failed to make replacement in accordance with the usual 
practice for the safety of pedestrians. 
 
(Mr Vincent LAU joined the meeting at 2:46 p.m.) 
 
9.  Mr HUI Tak-leung said although the HyD thought it was practically difficult to 
replace the paving blocks surrounding the OVTs at Park Lane, it should be able to replace the 
paving blocks bricks elsewhere along Park Lane.  He was dissatisfied that the HyD made a 
pledge to the YTMDC of the last term to replace the paving blocks at Park Lane but then 
refused to carry out the works on various grounds.  He thought that the HyD should provide 
an alternative proposal for Members’ consideration. 
 
10. Mr CHAN Siu-tong said that Park Lane was an important shopping and tourist spot 
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in the Yau Tsim Mong (“YTM”) District, and the replacement of the paving blocks thereat 
would not only ensure the safety of pedestrians but also beautify the environment, thus 
enhancing the attractiveness of the spot.  He thought that the HyD’s refusal to replace the 
paving blocks for technical reasons would only impede the progress of the beautification 
work at Park Lane. 
 
(Ms WONG Shu-ming joined the meeting at 2:49 p.m.) 
 
11. Mr CHUNG Siu-man responded as follows: 
 

(a) The current condition of the paving blocks at Park Lane were generally good 
and there was no pressing need for replacement.  

 
(b) The washing of paving blocks was beyond the purview of the HyD. 
 
(c)  The replacement of paving blocks at Park Lane would involve excavation of 

earth and such works were not on a par with the daily road maintenance work 
of the HyD.  

 
(d)  According to relevant guidelines, the area below the crown spread of OVTs at 

Park Lane fell within the tree protection zone and the roots had extended to the 
width of the whole Park Lane.  The HyD could not adopt the usual practice to 
replace the paving blocks bricks within the tree protection zone.  

 
(e) The existing road maintenance contract between the HyD and the contractor 

would expire in March 2014.  After the new contract had come into force, the 
HyD would ask the contractor to engage a consultant company to study 
feasible methods to replace the paving blocks at Park Lane.  

 
(Mr HAU Wing-cheong joined the meeting at 2:55 p.m.) 
 
12. The Vice-chairman inquired if it was possible to refurbish the paving blocks at Park 
Lane or remove the stains thereon. 
 
13. Mr CHUNG Siu-man replied that the refurbishment of paving blocks at Park Lane or 
the removal of stains thereon did not fall within the scope of duties of the HyD. 
 
14. Mr Chris IP was dissatisfied that the HyD had undertaken in the last term of the 
YTMDC to replace the paving blocks at Park Lane but refused to carry out the works in the 
current term.  He asked why the HyD did not require the contractor to engage a consultant to 
study the replacement of paving blocks at Park Lane within the current road maintenance 
contract period but had to wait until April 2014 when the new contract came into force.  
Meanwhile, he wanted to know when the consultant engaged under the new road maintenance 
contractor could complete the study report.  
 
15. Mr CHUNG Siu-man replied that upon commencement of the new road maintenance 
contract, the HyD would require the contractor to hire consultancy service to study the 
feasibility of replacing the paving blocks at Park Lane.  The HyD estimated that a 
preliminary proposal would be available for assessment by relevant departments by the end of 
2014 at the earliest.  
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16. Mr Chris IP pressed the HyD about the work it had done in the past few years 
regarding the replacement of paving blocks at Park Lane.  He thought that there was 
dereliction of duty on the part of the HyD. 
 
17. The Vice-chairman agreed with Mr Chris IP.  He pointed out that the HyD was too 
inefficient in the replacement of paving blocks at Park Lane and wanted to know if the HyD 
could expedite the process. 
 
18. Mr CHUNG Siu-man said that replacing paving blocks on ordinary pedestrian 
walkways was not complicated.  However, the tree collapse incidents happened earlier had 
made requirements for the preservation of OVTs more stringent.  All related works had to be 
assessed by tree experts, thus increasing the difficulties in the repaving works.  The HyD had 
for many times discussed the matter with the LCSD but no feasible solution had been worked 
out.  The HyD estimated that a preliminary proposal would be worked out by the end of 
2014 at the earliest for approval by relevant departments. 
 
19. The Vice-chairman asked if Members agreed that the HyD should regularly report on 
the progress of the repaving works at Park Lane after the new road maintenance contract had 
come into force.  There was no objection.  
 
20. There being no further comments, the Chairman closed the discussion on this item. 
 
 
Item 3: Financial Position of YTMDC Funds as at 4 October 2013 
 (YTMCBC Paper No. 42/2013)  
 
Item 4: Applications for 2013-2014 YTMDC Funds from Specified Organisations 
 (YTMCBC Paper No. 43/2013)  
 
Item 5: Applications for 2013-2014 YTMDC Funds from Non-specified 

Organisations/Mutual Aid Committees/Owners’ Corporations/Owners’ 
Committees (3rd Phase) 

 (YTMCBC Paper No. 44/2013)  
 
Item 6: Funding applications from Working Group (“WG”) on Care for the 

Community for Organising Community Care Activities 
 (YTMCBC Paper No. 45/2013)  
 
Item 7: Funding Applications from WG on Care for the Community for Organising 

Activities under Ching Chung YTM-2013 
 (YTMCBC Paper No. 46/2013)  
 
Item 8: Revised DC Funding Budget for Subsidising a District Group to Hire Coach 

Service for Visit to Happy Valley Racecourse   
 (YTMCBC Paper No. 47/2013)  
 
Item 9: Funding Applications from WG on Promotion of Tourism and Local 

Community Economy 
 (YTMCBC Paper No. 48/2013)  
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Item 10: Funding Applications from WG on Women’s Affairs for Organising Health 

Promotion Activities for Women Themed on “Women Wellness” 
 (YTMCBC Paper No. 49/2013)  
 
Item 11: Funding Application from WG on Women’s Affairs for Production of a 

Study Report on Women’s Affairs in Yau Tsim Mong District 
 (YTMCBC Paper No. 50/2013)  
 
21. The Vice-chairman proposed that papers in respect of Items 3 to 11 about DC 
funding be discussed together and there was no objection.  He reminded Members to fill in 
the Declaration of Interests form on the table if necessary. 
 
22. Members noted the financial position of the YTMDC Funds for Community 
Involvement Project as at 4 October 2013 and endorsed the allocation of funding for Items 4 
to 11 (YTMCBC Papers Nos. 43/2013 to 50/2013). 
 
23. In respect of Item 4, Members endorsed an allocation of $916,447 to ten specified 
organisations for holding 29 activities and recommended an allocation of $729,117 to five 
specified organisations for holding five activities. 
 
24. In respect of Item 5, Members endorsed an allocation of $991,569 to 67 
non-specified organisations and mutual aid committees/owners’ corporations/owners’ 
committees for organising 84 activities. 
 
25. In respect of Item 6, Members endorsed an allocation of $178,800 to the WG on Care 
for the Community for co-organising three community care activities with its appointed 
district groups. 
 
26. In respect of Item 7, Members endorsed an allocation of $46,511 to the WG on Care 
for the Community for co-organising four activities under Ching Chung YTM-2013 with its 
appointed district groups.  
 
27. In respect of Item 8, Mr HUI Tak-leung asked if applications for revising the 
expenditure of individual items of approved subsidised activities had to be reconsidered by 
the Community Building Committee (“CBC”). 
 
28. The Secretary responded that at the CBC meeting held on 25 July 2013, Members 
accepted the proposals put forward by the WG on Care for the Community and endorsed an 
allocation of $2,000 from the DC funds for the WG on Care for the Community to a district 
group for hiring a coach for carrying participants to visit Happy Valley Racecourse.  Since 
the visit had overrun, the hiring fee of coach exceeded the original estimate of $2,000.  The 
WG on Care for the Community then approved to allocate an additional $220 from the 
reserved funds to meet the excessive coach fee at the meeting on 12 September 2013.  Hence, 
the WG on Care for the Community submitted a revised funding application for CBC’s 
reconsideration. 
 
29. Mr HUI Tak-leung said that Item 8 should be retitled as “Application for Additional 
YTMDC Funds”. 
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30. Members endorsed an additional allocation of $220 from the DC for the WG on Care 
for the Community to cover the excessive expenditure incurred by the district group in hiring 
coach service for carrying participants to visit Happy Valley Racecourse. 
 
31. In respect of Item 9, Members endorsed an allocation of $123,200 to the WG on 
Promotion of Tourism and Local Community Economy to subsidise its appointed groups for 
organising three activities for the promotion of tourism and local community economy.  
 
32. In respect of Item 10, Members endorsed an allocation of $73,684 to the WG on 
Women’s Affairs for organising related activities with four district groups.  
 
33. In respect of Item 11, Members endorsed an allocation of $76,316 to the WG on 
Women’s Affairs for compiling the “Study Report on Women’s Affairs in Yau Tsim Mong 
District”. 
 
34. There being no further comments, the Vice-chairman closed the discussion on this 
item.   
 
Item 12： Revision of Guidelines on YTMDC Funds to Clarify Ways of Handling 

Questionable Invoices by YTMDC 
 (YTMCBC Paper No. 51/2013)  
 
35. The Vice-chairman said that Members agreed at the CBC meeting on 25 July 2013 to 
revise the “Guidelines on Yau Tsim Mong District Council Funds” (“the Guideline”) in order 
to clarify the arrangement concerning the handling of questionable invoices by the YTMDC.  
At that meeting, Members agreed that the WG on Community Funds should first discuss 
about relevant provisions of the Guideline and then draft a revised version for consideration 
by the CBC and for approval at the in-house meeting of the YTMDC, and that the newly 
revised provisions would only be applicable to subsidised activities held on or after 1 July 
2014. 
 
36. The Vice-chairman added that the WG on Community Funds, at its meeting held on 
24 September 2013, put forward two revised versions in respect of paragraph 6.17(b) of the 
Guideline for Members’ deliberation at the current meeting.  He continued that paragraph 
6.17(b) only specified the handling of funds “upon conviction” of the person concerned.  
The WG on Community Funds proposed that if inaccurate or questionable documents (e.g. 
receipts) were submitted in the application for YTMDC funds upon police investigation but 
nobody was so convicted, the case should be referred to the CBC for consideration.  He 
inquired if Members agreed to such an arrangement.  There was no objection. 
 
37. The Vice-chairman asked for Members’ views on the following two versions 
submitted by the WG on Community Funds in respect of paragraph 6.17(b) of the Guideline: 
 

Version 1 Upon conviction of a person for obtaining YTMDC 
funds by fraud, his organisation (irrespective of the 
category of the applicant organisation) shall be held 
fully responsible for any expenditure incurred for the 
project concerned and must return all the funds granted 
by the YTMDC.  Applications for reimbursement of 
funds in relation to that project will not be entertained. 



 - 9 - 

Moreover, any new applications for funds submitted by 
the organisation in question will not be entertained in 
the remaining funding exercises for YTMDC funds of 
the same financial year and within the next financial 
year. 
 

Version 2 Upon conviction of a person for obtaining YTMDC 
funds by fraud, his organisation (irrespective of the 
category of the applicant organisation) shall be held 
fully responsible for any expenditure incurred for the 
project concerned and must return all the funds granted 
by the YTMDC.  Applications for reimbursement of 
funds in relation to that project will not be entertained. 
Moreover, any new applications for funds submitted by 
the organisation in question will not be entertained 
within the next financial year. 
 

 
38. Mr CHAN Siu-tong recalled that at the CBC meeting held on 13 June 2013, 
Members discussed a relevant case and were then inclined to support the arrangement under 
version 2.  Therefore, he held that version 2 should be adopted.  
 
39. Mr HUI Tak-leung supported version 1.  He considered that version 2 unacceptable 
because the organisation convicted of an offence could still apply for funds in the remaining 
funding exercises of the same financial year although its funding applications would not be 
entertained by the YTMDC in the next financial year.  
 
40. The Secretary gave additional information on the subject.  At the meeting of the 
WG on Community Funds held on 24 September 2013, some Members had pointed out that 
whether the funding applications submitted by the convicted organisation in the remaining 
exercises of the same financial year would be entertained under version 1 would vary 
depending on the time of conviction. 
 
41. Ms KO Po-ling pointed out that according to version l, if the organisation in question 
was convicted at the beginning of the financial year, its funding applications for the coming 
nearly two years would practically not be entertained.  However, if the organisation was 
convicted right before the close of the financial year, its new funding applications would 
practically not be entertained in the next financial year only.  Hence, she queried about the 
fairness of version 1 and proposed to adopt version 2. 
 
42. Mr Chris IP said that version 2 was more appropriate as the penalty to organisations 
that had obtained YTMDC funds by fraud was more consistent and fair. 
 
43. Mr Barry WONG pointed out that it would be totally unacceptable for the YTMDC 
to approve funding applications for the remaining funding exercises of the same financial year 
if the organisations were convicted of obtaining DC funds by fraud. 
 
44. Mr CHAN Siu-tong said that the CBC might not be able to call a meeting right after 
the organisation was convicted of an offence to determine the effective date of penalty.  
Thus, he thought that the Secretariat might face practical difficulties when enforcing the 
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provision of version 1. According to version 2, the penalty to be imposed would not be 
affected by the date of conviction or the date of the ensuing CBC meeting to discuss the case.  
Version 2 was therefore considered to be more consistent and fair in treating organisations 
that had obtained YTMDC funds by fraud. 
 
45. Mr HUI Tak-leung said that in paragraph 6.17(b) of the Guideline, “upon conviction” 
implied that the case had been investigated and tried by the court and the organisation was 
convicted of an offence.  As the organisation was convicted of an offence, the YTMDC 
should be able to reject, with immediate effect, any funding applications submitted by that 
organisation in the remaining funding exercises of the current financial year and in the next 
financial year.  He continued that the number of funding exercise for YTMDC funds might 
vary from one financial year to another.  If there were four such exercises in a financial year, 
the organisation subject to penalty might apply during the 4th funding exercise for a fund with 
the highest possible amount allowed for the whole year.  Therefore, the YTMDC should not 
define the period of penalty by the number of funding exercise.  In addition, the revised 
provision would be incorporated into the Guideline, and the applicant organisation should 
come to know of such provision upon submission of funding applications, so there would not 
be any question about fairness. 
 
46. Mr SIU Hong-ping proposed to add a few words and amend version 2 to “any new 
applications for funds submitted by the organisation in question will not be entertained with 
immediate effect and within the next financial year”. 
 
47. The Vice-chairman requested Mr SIU Hong-ping to submit his revised proposal in 
writing. 
 
48. Mr Barry Wong inquired if the YTMDC should still process the funding applications 
submitted by the organisation upon conviction in the remaining funding exercises of the same 
financial year under version 2. 
 
49. The Secretary replied that according to the provision of version 2, the YTMDC 
should still process the funding applications submitted by that organisation in the remaining 
funding exercises of the same financial year.  She added that Members should submit 
amendment proposals to version 1 or version 2, if any, in writing.  
 
50. Mr SIU Hong-ping said that he would not submit amendment proposal in this 
respect. 
 
51. Mr HUI Tak-leung asked if the CBC would consider the amendment proposal put 
forward by Mr Barry Wong in the annex of Paper No. 51/2013. 
 
52. The Secretary added that Members would determine the number of funding exercise 
for the new financial year at the annual in-house meeting of the YTMDC.  As a result, there 
might not be necessarily three funding exercises for YTMDC funds every financial year. 
 
53. The Vice-chairman asked if Members had any further amendment proposals to 
version 1 and version 2.  No amendment proposals were raised.  The meeting then took a 
vote on version 1 and version 2. 
 
54. Mr CHOW Chun-fai, Mr HUI Tak-leung, Mr Barry Wong, Mr SIU Hong-ping, Ms 
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Leticia LEE, Mr KONG Pui-wai, Mr Vincent LAU and Mr KO Hiu-wing (8 votes in total) 
voted for version 1.  Mr CHUNG Kong-mo, Ms KO Po-ling, Mr CHAN Siu-tong, Mr 
CHAN Wai-keung, Mr Benny YEUNG, Ms KWAN Sau-ling, Ms WONG Shu-ming, Mr 
Chris IP, Mr LAU Pak-kei, Mr John WONG and Mr Ernest CHIU (11 votes in total) voted for 
version 2.  
 
55. The Chairman declared the adoption of version 2.  
 
56.  There being no further comments, the Chairman closed the discussion on this item.  
 
(Mr KO Hiu-wing left the meeting at 3:40 p.m.) 
 
Item 13： Territory-wide Survey on Intangible Cultural Heritage in Hong Kong 
 (YTMCBC Paper No. 52/2013)  
 
57. The Chairman welcomed the following representatives to the meeting: 
 

(i) Mr CHAU Hing-wah, Curator (Intangible Cultural Heritage) and Dr LAM 
Kam-yuen, Assistant Curator I (Intangible Cultural Heritage) 1 , Hong Kong 
Heritage Museum of the LCSD; and  

 
(ii)  Ms Frances LO, Research Fellow, South China Research Centre of the Hong 

Kong University of Science and Technology. 
 
58. Mr CHAU Hing-wah and Ms Frances LO gave a Powerpoint presentation on the 
contents of the paper.  
 
59. Ms KO Po-ling asked how the general public could propose to the LCSD the 
addition of items to the Draft Inventory of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Hong Kong (“Draft 
Inventory”). 
 
60. Ms KWAN Sau-ling asked about the criteria adopted by the LCSD in compiling the 
Draft Inventory.  She thought that some items on the Draft Inventory did not deserve to be 
called intangible cultural heritage (“ICH”) of Hong Kong at all. 
 
61. Mr CHAN Wai-keung wanted to know about the criteria adopted by the LCSD in 
compiling the Draft Inventory.  He inquired if the Mainland had also compiled an inventory 
of ICH.  He further pointed out that the items included in the Draft Inventory should reflect 
the uniqueness of Hong Kong, and he did not quite understand why the LCSD inscribed some 
dialects onto the Draft Inventory. 
 
62. Mr Vincent LAU inquired about the number of ICH items in such inventories of 
other countries. 
 
63. Mr KONG Pui-wai noted that a four-month public consultation in respect of the 
Draft Inventory was conducted by the LCSD between 10 July and 9 November, 2013.  
However, as the Chairman of Chinese Martial Arts Association, he had not heard that the 
LCSD had ever consulted the Association about the items of the Draft Inventory.  He asked 
if the LCSD would consult the associations of various sectors in respect of individual items of 
the Draft Inventory. 
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(Mr CHOW Chun-fai left the meeting at 4:10 p.m.) 
 
64. Mr CHAU Hing-wah responded as follows: 
 

(a) The LCSD started to conduct a survey on ICH in Hong Kong in August 2009 
and the survey report was completed in May 2013.  The LCSD would convey 
the comments of the general public to the Intangible Cultural Heritage 
Advisory Committee (“ICHAC”) for its consideration and would regularly 
update the inventory.  

 
(b) The ICHAC would prepare the Draft Inventory in accordance with the 

provisions of the Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural 
Heritage (“Convention”) adopted by the United Nations Educational, Scientific 
and Cultural Organisation in 2003. 

 
(c) The LCSD would consider classifying some items in the Draft Inventory as 

representative items of Hong Kong. 
 
(d) According to the Ministry of Culture, more than 1 200 items had been 

inscribed on the national list of ICH. 
 
65. Ms KO Po-ling said that although public participation was needed for a 
territory-wide survey, she wanted to know if the finalised items would be subject to further 
internal assessment. 
 
(Mr HUI Tak-leung left the meeting at 4:15 p.m.) 
 
66. Mr KONG Pui-wai pressed the LCSD to explain if it had consulted the relevant 
associations in respect of the Draft Inventory.  
 
67. Mr CHAN Wai-keung requested the LCSD to set out the criteria for shortlisting 
items for inclusion in the Draft Inventory.  He said that if the LCSD inscribed on the Draft 
Inventory all items that met the requirement of the Convention without any screening, there 
might be too many items and such items might not be representative enough as well. 
 
68. Mr CHAU Hing-wah responded that before conducting the survey, the LCSD had 
prepared a preliminary draft inventory with 200 to 300 items on the basis of documentary 
records for the purpose of conducting the survey, and had subsequently incorporated about 
800 survey cases gathered during the survey period into the preliminary draft for 
consideration by the ICHAC.  The ICHAC screened the items pursuant to the Convention 
and eventually shortlisted 477 items for the Draft Inventory.  The LCSD welcomed public 
comments on the Draft Inventory or suggestions on the addition of new items.  
 
69. Ms KWAN Sau-ling wanted to know if the LCSD had engaged volunteer workers or 
made use of public money in conducting the survey. 
 
70. Mr CHAN Wai-keung said that the LCSD still had not explained clearly the selection 
criteria of the Draft Inventory. 
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71. Mr CHAU Hing-wah responded that the LCSD had commissioned the South China 
Research Centre of the Hong Kong University of Science and Technology to conduct the 
survey.  He reiterated that the LCSD had made reference to the five domains and criteria of 
the Convention in compiling the Draft Inventory. 
 
72. There being no further comments, the Chairman closed the discussion on this item. 
 
Item 14： Annual Plan of Kowloon West Cluster and Kwong Wah Hospital 2013/2014  
 (YTMCBC Paper No. 53/2013)  
 
73. The Chairman welcomed Dr Nelson WAT, Hospital Chief Executive, Ms Angela LI, 
General Manager (Administrative Services) and Ms Winnie KAN, Senior Hospital Manager, 
of Kwong Wah Hospital and Tung Wah Group of Hospitals Wong Tai Sin Hospital of the 
Hospital Authority (“HA”) to the meeting. 
 
74. Dr Nelson WAT gave a Powerpoint presentation on the contents of the paper.  
 
75. Mr CHUNG Kong-mo hoped that Kwong Wah Hospital (“KWH”) would continue 
strengthening its liaison with the YTMDC and the community to let the public understand the 
importance of the redevelopment of KWH on the community.  He also hoped that KWH 
would ensure the uninterrupted provision of medical services during its redevelopment.  
Meanwhile, he was pleased to note that the Government had proposed to allocate funds to 
various public hospitals for improving hospital facilities and urged the Legislative Council to 
approve the allocation as soon as possible. 
 
76. Mr Benny YEUNG said KWH must ensure that all existing services would remain 
unaffected in the course of the redevelopment.  Mr Benny YEUNG, Mr CHOW Chun-fai 
and Mr TANG Ho-bun hoped that KWH could retain its free Chinese medicine service.  
Meanwhile, Mr Benny YEUNG hoped that KWH would, riding on the redevelopment project, 
cooperate with the Food and Environmental Hygiene Department (“FEHD”) in the planning 
of Dundas Street Refuse Collection Point (“RCP”) for the sake of improving the community 
environment. 
 
77. Mr Vincent LAU said that the piling works would affect operations which required 
the use of microscope, such as ophthalmic, cerebral and ENT (ear, nose, throat) operations, 
and hoped that the hospital would pay more attention in this respect. 
 
78. The Vice-chairman was pleased to know that the HA would continue to recruit 
nurses, front-line professional medical staff, patient care assistants in various fields of medical 
service, and to improve the career prospects of doctors and the nursing force with a view to 
boosting the morale of the medical team.  He referred to a recent incident involving the 
internal communication between an HA hospital and its specialist, and asked if the HA could 
improve the way of handling medical incidents involving specialists at the professor level.  
He said that the training of a specialist and the waiting time for specialist service were very 
long.  Such incidents might affect the service rendered to the general public by specialist 
medical staff and would be perceived by the public that there were problems in and 
mishandling of cases on the part of the management team and the administration. 
 
79. Ms KO Po-ling welcomed the Government’s proposal to allocate funds to public 
hospitals for improvement to hospital equipment.  She hoped that the HA would cooperate 
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with the FEHD to take the opportunity of redeveloping KWH in the planning of Dundas 
Street RCP to improve the health environment of the community. 
 
80. Mr CHAN Wai-keung requested for an increase in the daily number of quotas for 
out-patient service of KWH, and urged the HA to be patient-oriented in the expansion of 
KWH. 
 
81. Dr Nelson WAT responded as follows:  
 

(a)  KWH would continue to maintain effective communication with the YTMDC 
and the community. 

 
(b)  The HA noted the request of Councillors and the general public for retaining 

Chinese medicine service at KWH.  He would convey the message to the 
Tung Wah Group of Hospitals which provided such Chinese medicine service.  
He also noted Councillors’ concern over the planning of Dundas Street RCP in 
tandem with the redevelopment of the hospital.  The HA would follow up the 
request. 

 
(c)  The HA understood that the piling works would affect minimally invasive 

surgeries.  KWH would arrange the time of such operation sessions well in 
advance to minimise the effect on patients and doctors.   

 
(d)  Upon redevelopment, all consultation rooms in KWH would be enlarged with 

improved environment. 
 
82. There being no further comments, the Chairman closed the discussion on this item.  
 
(Mr Benny YEUNG and Mr Vincent LAU left the meeting at 4:45 p.m.) 
 
Item 15： Subway Connection to the Public Space of 1881 Heritage in Tsim Sha Tsui 
 (YTMCBC Paper No. 54/2013)  
 
83. The Chairman said that the joint written response of the Transport and Housing 
Bureau (“THB”), Transport Department (“TD”) and HyD (Annex 1) as well as the written 
response of the Lands Department (“Lands D”) (Annex 2) had been distributed to Members 
for perusal before the meeting.  He then welcomed the following representatives to the 
meeting: 
 

(i) Mr YEUNG Min, Senior Engineer/Kowloon District Central of the TD; 
 
(ii)  Mr NG Tin-chi, District Engineer/Yau Tsim of the HyD; and 
 
(iii) Mr CHAN H.S., Senior Project Manager and Mr Steve CHAN, Senior Deputy 

Project Manager of Flying Snow Limited. 
 
84. The Vice-chairman supplemented the contents of the paper.  The developer of 1881 
Heritage (“the developer”) reflected to his office in early August 2013 that it had already 
provided at 1881 Heritage two escalators and one lift to connect the Middle Road Subway 
with the grand piazza on the ground level of 1881 Heritage and the footpath of Salisbury 

----- 
----- 
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Road.  However, such facilities had not been approved by government departments to be 
opened for public use, thus wheelchair users heading for 1881 Heritage from the pedestrian 
subway must first go through the ramp.  He hoped that the developer and relevant 
departments would provide more information on this matter.  
 
(Mr LAU Pak-kei left the meeting at 4:50 p.m.) 
 
85. Mr YEUNG Min responded that the developer had proposed to the THB the 
demolition of the wall between 1881 Heritage and the Kowloon Park Drive Subway for 
opening the lift within the premises of 1881 Heritage to people going to the vicinity.  The 
elevator would also serve as a barrier-free access in replacement of the ramp inside the 
existing subway.  The THB had sent a written reply to the developer, indicating that it had 
no in-principle objection to the developer’s proposal of opening the lift in 1881 Heritage for 
public use, but did not agree to the demolition of the ramp inside the subway leading to 
Salisbury Road.  The Bureau suggested the developer revise its original proposal and retain 
the ramp as a barrier-free access so that wheelchair users did not have to access the 
neighbouring areas through 1881 Heritage.  
 
86. Mr NG Tin-chi said that the HyD and the TD shared the same view.  The HyD had 
no objection in principle to the provision of one more barrier free access by the developer for 
public use, provided that no alteration would be made to the ramp inside the existing 
pedestrian subway.  The department was ready to consider the feasibility of other new 
proposals submitted by the developer. 
 
(Mr SIU Hong-ping left the meeting at 4:55 p.m.) 
 
87. Mr CHAN H.S. responded as follows: 
 

(a) The developer submitted the master layout plan (“MLP”) in respect of 1881 
Heritage to the Planning Department (“Plan D”), HyD, Lands D and TD in 
2004 for the connection of Salisbury Road, Canton Road, Kowloon Park 
Drive and 1881 Heritage development, and did not receive any objection from 
government departments at that time.  

 
(b) Flying Snow Limited started to work with the MTR Corporation Limited 

(“MTRCL”) (the then Kowloon-Canton Railway Corporation) when it was 
planning the improvement works to the Middle Road Subway.  The MTRCL 
had retrofitted a ramp which was an easily detachable unit.  The revamped 
pedestrian subway would be connected with the lift and escalator of 1881 
Heritage on the same level.  The door of the lift would face Kowloon Park 
Drive on the ground level, thus lift users might go directly to Kowloon Park 
Drive without passing through the grand piazza of 1881 Heritage.  On the 
other hand, the general public could also go to Canton Road or Salisbury 
Road via 1881 Heritage by taking the escalator at the Middle Road Subway. 

 
(c)  The cover at the exit of the Salisbury Road Subway was currently obstructing 

the view of the monuments of 1881 Heritage.  It was also difficult for 
wheelchair users to climb the ramp inside the pedestrian subway.  Hence, the 
developer proposed to shorten the ramp and construct a staircase leading to 
the ground level.  
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(d)  The ramp was not in compliance with the current general standards of ramp 

because it was too long. 
 
(e)  If the Government approved the proposal concerned, the developer would 

reconstruct the ramp at its expense. 
 
(f)  The developer had attempted to discuss the matter with relevant departments 

but had not received any response.  
 
88. Mr HAU Wing-cheong noted the developer’s proposal to shorten the ramp inside the 
pedestrian subway, and open to the general public the escalator and lift of 1881 Heritage.  
He thought that such a proposal was worth consideration as it would bring convenience to the 
disabled and that the cover at the exit of the subway would not obstruct the view of the 
monuments as well. 
 
89. Mr CHAN Siu-tong said that the developer should not just construct a staircase to 
replace the ramp of the pedestrian subway, but also provide an escalator at the same time for 
the use of wheelchair users and others in need.  He also inquired if the developer would be 
fully responsible for the expenses in respect of the facilities without using public money. 
 
90. The Vice-chairman said that a newspaper reported the discussion of the item on 17 
October 2013 and quoted his remarks that the lack of communication between the developer 
and relevant departments had made the two escalators and a lift at 1881 Heritage unable to be 
put into public use for many years.  He further said that he had received letters from the 
general public, saying that it was very strenuous to move wheelchairs along the ramp of the 
Middle Road Subway to Salisbury Road.  He asked if the ramp was in compliance with 
existing standards.  He also inquired if the design of the retrofitted ramp at the escalator of 
1881 Heritage was included in the MLP submitted by the developer to the Government in 
2004.  Regarding the proposal to replace the ramp by staircase, he requested government 
departments or the developer to provide the daily utilisation figures of the ramp by wheelchair 
users.  If the figure was on the high side, he worried that the shortening of the ramp and the 
provision of only one lift might not be able to meet the demand of wheelchair users. 
 
(Post-meeting note: Flying Snow Limited submitted supplementary information on 27 

November 2013, pointing out that the consultancy report (Annex 3) 
submitted to the HyD on 22 May 2012 had set out the daily number of 
wheelchair users using the ramp and such figures supported that the 
provision of one lift was adequate to satisfy the needs of wheelchair 
users.) 

 
91. Mr CHAN Wai-keung held that the developer should keep count of the daily number 
of wheelchair users using that ramp.  He said that the developer might request for the 
shortening of the ramp with the excuse to offer convenience to the disabled and to avoid the 
monument being obstructed by the cover at the exit of subway while the genuine aim was to 
direct the pedestrian flow to 1881 Heritage.  Therefore, it might not be appropriate to discuss 
the item at YTMDC or its committees.  
 
92. Mr YEUNG Min responded that the ramp was in compliance with the standards in 
force at that time.  Meanwhile, the retrofitted ramp at the escalator of 1881 Heritage was 

----- 
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already in existence at the time of construction of the MTR.  The TD was for the time being 
waiting for the developer to provide more justifications and revised proposals.  He reiterated 
that the TD understood the merits of the developer’s proposal, but in considering the proposal, 
it must give the matter further thought and take into account all subway users and other 
factors. 
 
93. Mr CHAN H.S. said that the ramp was in compliance with the construction standards 
prevailing at that time but not quite with the current standards.  He further said that the 
developer had submitted the figures of daily utilisation of the ramp by wheelchair users to the 
HyD for reference.  The developer would also consider the possibility of providing an 
additional escalator apart from shortening the ramp and constructing a staircase. 
 
(Mr TANG Ho-bun joined the meeting at 5:20 p.m.) 
 
94. Ms KO Po-ling said that the developer’s proposal would enable users of the Middle 
Road Subway to access the Kowloon Park Drive by means of the shortened ramp, or go to 
Canton Road and Salisbury Road via the grand piazza of 1881 Heritage by taking the 
escalator, so the departments concerned should give serious consideration to the proposal.  
She further said that the developer must address the concerns of government departments.  
She hoped that the departments concerned and the developer would work out a solution from 
a people-oriented perspective. 
 
95. The Vice-chairman said that 1881 Heritage was not merely a conservation project, it 
also involved commercial elements.  According to the written response of the THB, the 
bureau had no objection to the demolition of the structural wall for a connection between 
1881 Heritage and the Middle Road Subway, but objected to the demolition of the ramp 
inside the subway.  He hoped that the developer would take into account the views of 
government departments and revise its proposal for the reconsideration of relevant 
departments. 
 
96. Mr CHAN Wai-keung wanted to know if the developer had made the aforesaid 
proposal to government departments when it initiated the 1881 Heritage project; and if so, 
what the response of relevant departments was at that time.  He said that if the developer had 
not made the proposal, it was unreasonable to propose making alteration to the ramp then. 
 
97. Mr HAU Wing-cheong said that it was quite difficult for wheelchair users to use the 
ramp and that relevant departments should be people-oriented as far as possible and give 
serious consideration to the developer’s proposal of shortening the ramp. 
 
98. Mr CHAN Siu-tong hoped that in shortening the ramp, the developer might consider 
providing an escalator at the same time for the convenience of the general public.  He 
wanted to know if the proposal was technically feasible. 
 
99. The Chairman said that the developer and the representatives of government 
departments seemed to have different standpoints and had not responded to each other’s 
concerns. 
 
100. Mr YEUNG Min indicated that the THB had set out in its written response that the 
developer should approach the TD and the HyD if it had any revised proposal and that the two 
departments would give their comments pertaining to technical issues to the THB. 
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101. Mr NG Tin-chi reiterated that the HyD had no objection to the proposed provision of 
an additional barrier-free access by the developer, but did not support the demolition of the 
existing ramp inside the pedestrian subway so that the general public would not be affected.  
He said that under the condition of not demolishing the said ramp, the HyD was ready to 
continue negotiating with the developer. 
 
102. Mr CHAN H.S. said that the THB had not responded to the developer’s proposal of 
connecting 1881 Heritage with the Middle Road Subway.  It was not until the item was 
raised for discussion at the CBC meeting that the THB gave the developer a written reply.  
He noted that the TD and the HyD had no objection to the opening of the lift and escalator in 
1881 Heritage for public use, but both departments held that the ramp inside the pedestrian 
subway should be retained; however, he believed that was technically unfeasible. 
 
103. Mr NG Tin-chi emphasised that the THB had no objection to the developer’s 
proposal as stated in its reply, but only requested the developer to consider revising the 
original proposal in order to retain the ramp in question as a barrier-free access. 
 
104. Mr YEUNG Min clarified what the developer submitted to the Town Planning Board 
(“TPB”) in 2004 was a concept plan and what the TPB endorsed was only the development 
project of 1881 Heritage itself, not the connection between 1881 Heritage and the pedestrian 
subway.  Hence, the developer had to further discuss with relevant departments in respect of 
the subway connection proposal. 
 
105. Ms KWAN Sau-ling wanted to know if the developer had, in 2004, submitted to 
government departments the proposal of connecting 1881 Heritage with the pedestrian 
subway.  Given the terms of reference of YTMDC, she also queried about the 
appropriateness of discussing such a controversial issue between the developer and 
government departments at the meeting of YTMDC.  She hoped that the developer would be 
people-oriented and submit revised proposals that comply with the requirements of 
government departments for their consideration. 
 
106. Ms KO Po-ling asked about the technical feasibility of replacing the ramp by 
escalator, lift and staircase. 
 
107. Mr CHUNG Kong-mo hoped that the developer and government departments would 
continue discussing the matter after the meeting with a view to reaching a consensus.  He 
suggested Mr Derek HUNG submit papers again, if necessary, in respect of the item to the 
YTMDC or its committees for discussion.  He also said that the YTMDC had no objection to 
the provision of more barrier-free facilities by the developer and government departments to 
benefit those in need. 
 
108. The Vice-chairman said that there was communication problem between the 
developer and government departments in the item.  He thought that the continued 
discussion of the matter at the CBC meetings might not yield any significant results, and 
suggested the developer continue negotiating with relevant departments after the meeting.  If 
necessary, he was pleased to participate in the discussion between the two sides, or to submit 
papers to the YTMDC or its committees for reconsideration.  He hoped that the developer 
and the administration would be people-oriented and provide various barrier-free facilities for 
those in need. 
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109. Mr NG Tin-chi said that the HyD had all along been in discussion with the developer 
about the matter, and requested the developer to submit proposals in accordance with existing 
legislation and procedures.  He disagreed with the developer that the Government had not 
responded to the proposal.  He thought that the developer could incorporate the provision of 
an escalator after shortening the ramp into the revised proposal for consideration by relevant 
departments. 
 
110. Mr CHAN H.S. said that Councillors’ comments would be taken into consideration 
and form the basis of negotiation with the THB and relevant departments. 
 
111. There being no further comments, the Chairman closed the discussion on this item. 
 
Item 16： Concern over Future Arrangements for Old Banyan Tree (LCSD YTM/97) 

Site Adjacent to Mini-soccer Pitch in Kowloon Park 
 (YTMCBC Paper No. 55/2013)  
 
112. The Chairman said that the written response of the LCSD (Annex 4) had been 
distributed to Members for perusal before the meeting.  He then welcomed Ms CHAN 
Miu-ling, Manager (Kowloon Park), to the meeting. 
 
113. Mr Chris IP supplemented the contents of the paper.  He hoped that the LCSD 
would arrange for compensatory planting of trees soon after removing the old banyan tree 
adjacent to the mini-soccer pitch, and would re-open to the general public the banyan court 
and the spectator stand that had been enclosed.  
 
114. Ms CHAN Miu-ling responded as follows: 
 

(a) The Tree Management Office (“TMO”) under the Development Bureau 
(“DEVB”) recently received proposals from various parties regarding the cure 
of the aforesaid old banyan tree.  The feasibility of such proposals was 
considered by the TMO and the Expert Panel on Tree Management (“Expert 
Panel”) of the DEVB.  However, it was believed that the chance of revoking 
the decision of removing the tree was slim.  The LCSD would make timely 
reports to the CBC about the latest condition of the tree and the disposal 
arrangement. 

 
(b) The removal of the old banyan tree would involve the removal of high crowns 

and branches with the help of aerial ladder platform, the metal frame that 
supported the tree and the remaining trunk, the digging up of the stump and 
roots, the carrying out of pest control and a thorough clean-up of the banyan 
court.  The whole process would take about one month to complete. 

 
(c) Only half of the seats of the spectator stand in the soccer pitch adjacent to the 

old banyan tree were open to the general public for the time being.  Upon 
completion of the tree removal and the clearance work, the closed area of the 
spectator stand would be renovated and fence would be re-erected.  Such 
works were estimated to take two months and the entire spectator stand would 
be opened for public use after that. 

 
(d) After the removal of the tree, the LCSD would make plans for and renovate the 

----- 
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banyan court.  It proposed to reserve the central part of the banyan court for 
the organisation of public leisure activities, and to provide pavilion, arbour, 
seats and garden beds on both sides of it, and to designate an area with elderly 
fitness facilities.  If the funding process went smoothly, the renovation works 
was expected to complete in about one year. 

 
115. Mr CHAN Siu-tong said that if there was no improvement to the condition of the old 
banyan tree, the LCSD should as soon as possible arrange for its removal.  He further 
inquired if the banyan court and the soccer pitch would be separated by fence; if so, he 
proposed that the fence should be high enough to prevent any balls from going over the fence. 
 
116. Ms CHAN Miu-ling replied that a two-metre high fence would be erected between 
the banyan court and the soccer pitch. 
 
117. There being no further comments, the Chairman closed the discussion on this item. 
 
Item 17: Concern over Proposed Increase of Plot Ratio of West Kowloon Cultural 

District (WKCD)   
 (YTMCBC Paper No. 56/2013)  
 
118. The Chairman said that the written responses of the West Kowloon Cultural District 
Authority (“WKCDA”), Lands D and TPB (Annexes 5 to 7) as well as the joint written 
response of the DEVB and the Plan D (Enclosure 8) had been distributed to Members for 
perusal before the meeting.  He then welcomed the following representatives to the meeting: 
 

(i) Dr CHAN Man-wai, Executive Director, Project Delivery; Ms Bonny WONG, 
Director, Chief Executive Officer’s Office; Mr Derek SUN, Head, Planning 
and Development and Ms Wendy LAM, Head of Communications and Public 
Affairs of the WKCDA; and 

 
(ii) Mr Tom YIP, Senior Town Planner/Yau Tsim Mong of the Plan D. 

 
119.  Mr CHAN Siu-tong supplemented the contents of the paper.   He said that there 
were media reports on the WKCDA’s intention to increase the plot ratio of the West Kowloon 
Cultural District (“WKCD”).  If such being the case, the WKCDA should ensure that the 
height of buildings within the WKCD would not exceed what was originally approved by the 
TPB. 
 
(Ms WONG Shu-ming left the meeting at 6:01 p.m.) 
 
120. The Vice-chairman added that he and Mr CHAN Siu-tong learnt from the media of 
the possible capital cost overrun of the WKCD of over $25 billion.  In a bid to increase 
revenue or reduce the injection of capital by the Government, the WKCDA was considering 
the increase of the existing plot ratio of 1.8 to 2.  Therefore, he and Mr CHAN submitted the 
captioned paper and hoped that the WKCDA and the Plan D would respond to the queries set 
out in the paper one by one. 
 
121. Mr Derek SUN responded that the West Kowloon Cultural District Development 
Plan was approved by the Chief Executive in Council in January 2013.  The WKCDA was 
considering the application for a minor relaxation of the development intensity restrictions of 

----- 
 
----- 
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the WKCD under Section 16 of the Town Planning Ordinance and would later on hire a 
consultant to carry out technical assessment.  The progress of the design and promotion of 
the first batch of core arts and cultural facilities would not be so affected.  He further said 
that the WKCDA would reflect Councillors’ concerns about the height of buildings within the 
WKCD to the consultant so that the height of buildings would be restricted to a level 
acceptable to surrounding areas. 
 
122. Mr Tom YIP replied that the WKCDA was studying if it would apply for a minor 
relaxation of the development intensity restrictions of the WKCD.  The TPB would consider 
whether such application, if submitted by the WKCDA, was sufficiently justified and would 
confirm whether the proposal would not create negative impacts in terms of air ventilation, 
landscape and transport. 
 
123. The Vice-chairman considered that significant commercial elements would be 
involved as a result of the increase in the plot ratio because the increased gross floor area in 
the WKCD might be used for the building of more retail, dining and entertainment facilities to 
increase the recurrent revenue of the WKCDA and to capitalise some of the revenue to 
subsidise the capital cost, as stated in the WKCDA’s written response.  He reiterated that the 
WKCDA should give prudent consideration to the possible impacts caused by the height of 
buildings within the cultural district on neighbouring housing estates.  He also requested the 
WKCDA, after hiring a consultant to conduct technical assessment, to explain to the CBC its 
proposal to be submitted to the TPB. 
 
124. Mr CHAN Siu-tong pointed out that the buildings in WKCD should not be higher 
than 100 metres.  He suggested the WKCDA consider raising the height of low-rise 
buildings and considered that the greenery and public sitting-out areas should not be reduced 
at the expense of the increased plot ratio.  He further proposed the provision of kiosks selling 
inexpensive snacks and drinks for the convenience of the general public. 
 
125. Mr CHUNG Kong-mo said that it was reasonable for the WKCDA to consider 
applying for minor relaxation of the development intensity restrictions to increase the gross 
floor area for the building of more retail, dining and entertainment facilities to increase the 
recurrent revenue of the WKCDA and to capitalise some of the revenue to subsidise the 
capital cost.  The height of buildings should be subject to the limit originally approved by 
the TPB, otherwise strong public reaction would be aroused. 
 
126. Mr Derek SUN said that Councillors’ comments would be taken into consideration. 
 
127. The Vice-chairman asked the WKCDA and relevant departments to confirm if the 
original plot ratio for residential use of 20% and the planned provision of the 23-hectare green 
area would be affected under the proposal regarding the minor relaxation of the development 
intensity restriction of the WKCD.  He said that any amendment proposal involving the 
change of the height of buildings beyond the maximum height limit designated for different 
subzones would not be accepted.  In addition, as the WKCD was close to the housing estates 
at the Kowloon Station, the WKCDA should maintain close communication with those 
housing estates in respect of its application for the relaxation of development intensity of the 
WKCD. 
 
128. There being no further comments, the Chairman closed the discussion on this item. 
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Item 18 : Request for Youth Policy Reforms and Redrawing of Blueprint for Youth 
Development 

 (YTMCBC Paper No. 57/2013)  
 
129. The Chairman said that the written response of the Constitutional and Mainland 
Affairs Bureau (Annex 9) and the joint written response of the Home Affairs Bureau (“HAB”) 
and the Commission on Youth (Annex 10) had been distributed to Members for perusal 
before the meeting.  He then welcomed the following representatives to the meeting: 
 

(i) Mr Worky WU, Programme Manager, Youth Employment and Training 
Programme of the Labour Department (“LD”); 

 
(ii) Mr Charlson CHIU, Assistant District Officer (Yau Tsim Mong) of the Home 

Affairs Department; 
 
(iii) Ms CHUNG Po-yuk, Senior School Development Officer (Yau Tsim and 

Mong Kok) 1 of the EDB; and 
 
(iv) Miss CHAN Wai-chun, Assistant District Social Welfare Officer (Kowloon 

City/Yau Tsim Mong) 2 of the SWD. 
 
130. Mr TANG Ho-bun supplemented the contents of the paper.  He proposed to create 
the post of Commissioner on Youth, widen the ambit of the Commission on Youth, set up a 
Youth Development Fund, promote the importance of small and medium district groups, 
assist the young people in solving their problems in studies, employment and housing, to 
promote diversified development of youth and to encourage them to participate in the 
discussion of political affairs. 
 
131. The Chairman was dissatisfied with the written response of the Constitutional and 
Mainland Affairs Bureau which said that the issue concerned fell outside its the policy area.  
He thought that the Bureau, being responsible for coordinating the affairs between the 
Mainland and Hong Kong, should participate in assisting the young people to find 
opportunities in the Mainland.  Meanwhile, he wanted to know the effectiveness of the 
Youth Employment and Training Programme of the LD. 
 
132. Mr Worky WU said that the LD introduced the Youth Pre-employment Training 
Programme (“YPTP”) in 1999 and the Youth Work Experience and Training Scheme 
(“YWETS”) in 2002 to provide young people with comprehensive pre-employment training 
and on-the-job training respectively.  As at August 2009, 90 000 young people have been 
trained under the YPTP, while over 60 000 have secured employment under the YWETS.  
Since September 2009, the LD had integrated the two schemes into the Youth Employment 
and Training Programme to provide through-train and diversified youth training and 
employment support services to the young people, and to help them seek suitable jobs. 
 
133. Ms CHUNG Po-yuk said that the diversified New Senior Secondary Curriculum 
provided a wide range of elective subjects and Applied Learning courses to cater for students 
with different interests, needs and abilities.  Students were no longer divided into arts, 
science, technical or commercial streams; they might elect subjects, including Applied 
Learning courses, according to their interests and abilities so that there would be more 
pathways for further studies and employment.  Applied Learning emphasised elements of 

----- 
 
----- 
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practical learning and was closely related to broad professional and vocational fields.  It 
complemented senior secondary subjects to provide students with various paths of 
development in studies and employment.  The EDB would review and revise the curriculum 
to meet the different areas of interest of students and the latest development of the society in a 
timely manner so as to allow more opportunities of further studies and employment for the 
young people. 
 
134. Miss CHAN Wai-chun responded that the comprehensive youth service and the 
policy of “one school social worker for each secondary school” introduced by the 
Government might provide youngsters with guidance and counselling on their emotion, 
studies and employment.  Meanwhile, under the “Hotline Service for Youth at Risk” 
operated by the Hong Kong Federation of Youth Groups, the young people might get 
professional guidance, counselling and referral service through direct dialogue with social 
workers. 
 
135. Ms KO Po-ling was of the opinion that the young people nowadays lacked the 
chance of upward social mobility and had become lethargic.  The HAB and the Commission 
on Youth should coordinate various policy bureaux and departments dealing with youth 
affairs to provide youth employment support and promote youth development.  In this 
connection, she urged the HAB to give serious consideration to the creation of the post of 
Commissioner on Youth. 
 
(Mr KONG Pui-wai left the meeting at 6:28 p.m.) 
 
136. The Chairman added that despite the substantial amount of resources spent on youth 
affairs, the Government had neglected the functions of small and medium district youth 
organisations in the promotion of youth development.  He hoped that the Government would 
promote the significance of such organisations.  He also requested the YTM District Office 
to reflect the opinions of Councillors and Members in respect of this item to the HAB. 
 
137. There being no further comments, the Chairman closed the discussion on this item. 
 
Item 19： Any Other Business 
 (A) Report on “Request for Provision of Self-study Rooms in Tai Kok Tsui” 
 
138. The Chairman said that the Secretariat had earlier on distributed to Members the 
report submitted by the LCSD in respect of this item. 
 
139. Ms Vicky WONG reported that the LCSD had confirmed the opening of the 
conference room on the 6th floor of Tai Kok Tsui Municipal Services Building to serve as a 
temporary self-study room from 7 p.m. to 10 p.m. daily from April to June, 2014.  A total of 
14 seats would be provided for the use of students with valid student identity card.  In order 
to convert the conference room to this purpose, the LCSD had asked the Architectural 
Services Department to enhance the lighting of that conference room, and would arrange for 
the provision of partition boards on the table.  The LCSD would later publicise the 
arrangement by posting notices regarding the opening hours and user guideline of the 
temporary self-study room in the Municipal Services Building. 
 
140. Mr John WONG was satisfied with the arrangements of the LCSD and agreed that 
such arrangements could address the requests of Tai Kok Tsui residents. 
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141. There being no further comments, the Chairman closed the discussion on this item. 
 
 (B) Inspection of Activities held by First-Year Applicant Organisations 
 
142. The Chairman said that CBC Members had the obligation to attend the activities held 
by first-year applicant organisations.  Among the funding applications in the current exercise, 
four activities belonged to this category.  He called upon Members to take part in such 
inspection activities. 
 
143. There being no further comments, the Chairman closed the discussion on this item. 
 
144. There being no other business, the Chairman closed the meeting at 6:40 p.m.  The next 
meeting would be held at 2:30 p.m. on 5 December 2013 (Thursday). 
 
 
 
 
Yau Tsim Mong District Council Secretariat 
November 2013 
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