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Ir Philip Chiu Association of Engineering Professionals in Society Ltd.
Mr. Kan Kwan HASSELL

Mr. Freddie Hai Hong Kong Institute of Architects

Mr. Jacky Cheung Hong Kong Institute of Architects

Ms. Heidi Chang Hong Kong Institute of Landscape Architects

Mr. Kenneth To Hong Kong Institute of Planners

Mr. Alvin Kan Hong Kong Institute of Urban Design

Mr. Ben Macleod Hong Kong Institute of Urban Design

Mr. Paul Zimmerman  Society for Protection of the Harbour
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Mr. Paul Zimmerman

He requested for better drawings to illustrate the locations and the increased
amount of shadowed area due to the provision of boardwalk.

He opined that if the provision of boardwalk was on the southern side of the IEC,
the additional impact was none because the water area behind the IEC was
already inaccessible.

He requested more information justifying the reclamation for the provision of
dolphins from technical perspective.

He opined that right of access to the waterfront was the public right recognized
around the world. Providing right of access to the waterfront was the most
important overriding public need. It will add value to the harbour.

He was concerned about the level of the boardwalk which would limit the public
access to the waterfront.

He opined that the boardwalk would be widened to the southward side as long
as the changes would not further affect the harbour. The proposed minimal
design of 5m width boardwalk unnecessarily restricted the uses of waterfront
and right of access. The provision of cycle track to the southern side of the
boardwalk would not affect additional water area.

He suggested that design improvements of the boardwalk should be made to
maximize the use. More access points between land and boardwalk should be
provided to allow more people to use it. The boardwalk would be wider so
that it could be shared with different users. The gradient of the boardwalk
should be minimized to make it convenient to use for children and people with

disabilities.
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Mr. Alvin Kan
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* He clarified the amount of boardwalk area sheltered by the IEC and affected

area.

Mr. Paul Zimmerman

*  He reiterated that the use of affected area was already restricted by the IEC. The
provision of boardwalk only changed the type of boats / vessels accessing the
affected area. It would not further reduce the effective use of the affected
area. He considered that the provision of boardwalk would allow more public

use of the water. It would increase the public right of access to the waterfront.

Mr. Peter Cheek [O]JE

*  He clarified that the digest aimed to present the amount of decked area for the

boardwalk above the sea. He agreed that the decked area do not increase the

amount of affected area, but it would further restrict smaller boats / vessels
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accessing the affected area.
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* He agreed to explore more access points to the boardwalk.
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Ms. Heidi Chang
*  She opined that, apart from vertical vegetation, trees must be provided along
the boardwalk.

o She considered that the elevated section of the boardwalk to the east was close

to the IEC. She was concerned about the impact of noise and air quality on the
cyclists and walkers. She would like to compare the difference of these impacts

at elevated section (12.5mPD) and low level section (5.5mPD) of the boardwalk.

Mr. Kan Kwan
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Mr. Ben Macleod
* He was concerned about the limited access to the boardwalk. He suggested to

explore more connection points, such as near ICAC Headquarters Building.

* He was also concerned about the elevated section at the eastern side of the
boardwalk. He suggested to negotiate with respective pier operators on the
access right to the piers so that it could be levelled down.

*  He also agreed that more activities should be provided along the boardwalk, e.g.

food and beverage.
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Agreement No. CE 41/2014 (HY)
Boardwalk underneath Island Eastern Corridor — Investigation
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Rundown for Focus Group Meetings

6:15 — 6:30pm *  Registration

6:30 — 6:40pm *  Welcoming Remarks and Study Background

6:40 — 6:45pm e Introduction of Programme Rundown

6:45 — 7:00pm *  Report on Progress of the Study and Preliminary
Proposal

7:00 — 8:20pm Discussion on:

*  Boardwalk Proposal,
e Implication of PHO;
e Impact of additional facilities on the extent of
reclamation;
*  Any other methods to demonstrate —
1) overriding public needs;
2) minimum extent of reclamation;
3) any alternatives to reclamation.

8:20 — 8:30pm e  Concluding Remarks & Vote of Thanks
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