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Questionnaire on the need for the Boardwalk underneath Island Eastern Corridor
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Background
The proposed Boardwalk underneath Island Eastern Corridor (IEC) will be a pedestrian walkway with the option of
a cycleway. It aims to provide a continuous pedestrian connection along the Island East harbourfront, which is
currently not accessible due to the presence of private lots immediately abutting the harbour. The proposed
boardwalk will be about 2km long. It will be a bridge structure mainly constructed on top of the existing foundations
of the IEC. The boardwalk will be connected to the future open space north of Oil Street at the western end and to
the promenade at Hoi Yu Street in Quarry Bay at the eastern end. The proposed alignment of the boardwalk is
shown on the map above; more details can be found in the accompanying Boardwalk underneath Island Eastern
Corridor - Investigation: Stage 1 Community Engagement Digest (for website viewers, click <here> to view the
Digest).

As the boardwalk will require reclamation in the form of some new IEC protection structures in the sea (see Fig 1
below), as well as deck structures that cross over the sea (see Fig 2 below), the Protection of the Harbour
Ordinance (PHO) (Cap. 531) provisions need to be considered. The Hong Kong courts® have ruled that the
presumption against reclamation in Victoria Harbour can only be rebutted by establishing on overriding public
need for reclamation, i.e. “the overriding public need test”. A need should only be regarded as overriding if it is
a compelling and present need”, and there should be no reasonable alternative to reclamation.

To realise the vision of building the boardwalk, Government has to establish an overriding public need for the
boardwalk. We are currently at the first stage in this process. This survey is only one part of the assessment to
demonstrate whether there is an overriding public need. Further technical assessments will be completed
following this stage of community engagement.

This feedback form is designed to assess the level of acceptance by the public as to whether there is a compelling
and present need for the boardwalk. It is intended to assess the needs across several aspects, including public
health, environment, accessibility, economic and social development. It also examines community response to
the scope ofthe development from a minimal walkway to one that includes a cycleway and other leisure options.
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Fig 1 - Artist’s impression of new protections
structures to pretectsl=EC-from shipimpact =

sion of the
boardwalk structure deeking over water

! The Court of Final Appeal’s Judgment in respect of the judicial review on the Draft Wan Chai North Outline Zoning Plan.

A compelling and present need goes far beyond something which is “nice to have”, desirable, preferable or beneficial. But on the other hand, it would be
going much too far to describe it as something in the nature of the last resort, or something which the public cannot do without. A compelling need must
have the requisite force to prevail over the strong public need for protection and preservation of the harbour. A present need takes into account the
timescale of planning exercises, and that the need would arise within a definite and reasonable time frame. Public needs are community needs and
include the social, economic and environmental needs of the community.



Questionnaire on the need for the Boardwalk underneath Island Eastern Corridor

Question 1

There is currently minimal public access to the harbour* along the Island East harbourfront from Causeway Bay to
Quarry Bay. The PHO'’s primary objective is that the harbour is to be protected and preserved as a special public
asset and a natural heritage of Hong Kong people. Government is committed to enhancing the harbourfront for
public enjoyment. It can be argued that access to the harbour is crucial to achieve the full value of this recognised
special public asset.

Do you agree that providing continuous, non-interrupted public access | [] U] ]
along the harbourfront from Causeway Bay to Quarry Bay is essential for | Yes No Don’t know
the public to enjoy the full benefit of the harbour as a public asset?

Reason/Comment:

* mainly at the North Point Ferry Piers

Question 2

Do you accept that there is a compelling and present need for the boardwalk in respect of the following community
aspects?

(Please choose the option “Insufficient information” if you do not think there is sufficient information yet to decide
whether you accept there is a specific need.)

Comment
(A) Promote public access to the harbourfront from | [] ] ]
Causeway Bay to Quarry Bay through a safe | Yes No Insufficient
and secure access which is otherwise currently information

dissected and hindered by private lots, roads,
utilities, jetties, as well as the IEC which is both
a physical and visual barrier to the harbour
along the Island East harbourfront

(B) Provide a better walking environment than the | [] ] L]
current pedestrian options in Eastern District Yes No Insufficient
information

(C) Attract people to walk more along the | [] ] ]
harbourfront and encourage residents to spend | Yes No Insufficient
more time in physical activities such as jogging, information

and thereby help adopt a healthier lifestyle

(D) Enable new leisure activities in Eastern District | [] ] L]
through better access to the harbourfront Yes No Insufficient
information

(E) Enhance positive social interaction between | [] L] L]
Hong Kong residents Yes No Insufficient
information

(F) The boardwalk will increase people flow, thus | [] ] ]
help sustain and promote the prosperity of the | Yes No Insufficient
local economy (e.g. food and beverage information

facilities and water-land interface activities) in
the Eastern District and Hong Kong at large.

(G) The boardwalk will attract people using it as an | [] ] U]
event venue. Yes No Insufficient
information




Questionnaire on the need for the Boardwalk underneath Island Eastern Corridor

(H) The boardwalk as an iconic structure would | [] ] ]
enhance the image of Hong Kong as a premier | Yes No Insufficient
tourist destination. information

() The boardwalk will provide an alternative route | [] ] ]
for pedestrians currently using the footpath | Yes No Insufficient
along King’s Road / Electric Road / Java Road information

which would relieve pedestrians from poor air
quality and noise pollution en route.

(J) The boardwalk as an iconic structure will | [] ] U]
improve the visual quality and landscape | Yes No Insufficient
character of the harbourfront in the District. information

Question 3

We now seek your views on what scope of the proposed boardwalk meets the compelling and present needs of the
community.

Please note that:

e The proposed boardwalk would involve the construction of new IEC protection structures in the sea, which
would be regarded as reclamation, and decking above the sea. It would restrict the access by boats to the
water area between the deck structures and the existing shoreline - the affected water area would be up to
about 43,000m?, along an approx. 920m length of harbourfront. All of the above would have implications under
the PHO.

¢ Inreturn, the boardwalk would enable public access to the harbourfront of about 2km in length.

¢ Individual components of the boardwalk would involve different areas of reclamation or decking above the sea,
as well as restriction of boat access to the shoreline, at various locations as set out below.

As well as the walkway which is a core component of the boardwalk, please indicate below which components you
accept address the needs mentioned earlier in Question 1.

More details and illustrations of these boardwalk components can be found in the accompanying Stage 1
Community Engagement Digest (for website viewers, click <here> to view the Digest).

Reclamation (IEC Protection
Structures) or Decking above Accept or Not? Reason/
the Sea or Restriction of Marine ’ Comment
Access to Shoreline

Boardwalk Component

Pedestrian walkway Reclamation in the form of ten | [] L] L]
¢ length approx 2km new protection structures, with | Yes No Don’t
e boardwalk width 5m total area of reclamation Know

approx 300m?

Area of decking above the sea
approx 8,250m°

Restriction of boat access to
approx 730m length of existing

shoreline

Cycleway Additional area of decking L] L] L]
e length approx 2km above the sea approx 4,550m” | Yes | No Don’t
¢ boardwalk widened to Know

7.5m over most of its

length to

accommodate the

cycle track
Viewing platforms Additional area of decking L] L] L]
o total four platforms above the sea for all four Yes No Don’t
e area of each platform viewing platforms approx 80m? Know

approx 20m”




Questionnaire on the need for the Boardwalk underneath Island Eastern Corridor

Fishing platform Part of the fishing platform will | [] L] L]

¢ on platform deck to be on the IEC foundations, Yes No Don’t
west of North Point additional area of platform Know
Ferry Pier decking that extends above the

« total area of platform | sea (beyond the IEC
approx 400m? foundations) approx 300m?

Cycle rental kiosk No reclamation or decking ] ] L]

e located on existing above the sea required Yes | No Don’t
land at Hoi Yu Street Know

Bicycle parking Additional area of decking L] L] L]

¢ on platform deck to above the sea approx 70m? Yes No Don’t
west of North Point Know
Ferry Pier

Food & beverage kiosks | No reclamation or decking L] [] []

e located on existing above the sea required Yes | No Don’t
land Know

Supplementary Questions

(A) If you do not accept that Question 2(A) to (J) present a compelling and present need, why do you not accept
this?

(B) If you think that there is insufficient information to respond to Question 2(A) to (J), what additional information
would be helpful to assess acceptance?

(C) Do you have any suggestions for other compelling and present needs that the boardwalk might address?

(D) If you believe that there are reasonable alternatives to the proposed boardwalk that have less impact on the
harbour, what are they?

(E) If you believe that there are other facilities or components of the boardwalk that should be considered to
meet a compelling and present need, what are they?

Any other comments?

Thank you
- End-




