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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Background

111 In May 2009, the Planning Department (PlanD) commissioned the Hong Kong Island East
harbour-front Study (HKIEHS) to formulate a comprehensive plan for enhancing the Hong Kong
Island East Harbourfront. Among the various proposed harbourfront enhancement initiatives,
a preliminary conceptual plan of a pedestrian Boardwalk of about 2km long was proposed to
be constructed underneath the Island Eastern Corridor (IEC) from QOil Street to Hoi Yu Street to
enhance connectivity along the North Point waterfront. The proposed Boardwalk conceptual
plan was well received by the public during the HKIEHS public engagement exercise.

1.1.2 In January 2012, the Civil Engineering and Development Department (CEDD) commissioned a
topical study on the proposed Boardwalk underneath the existing IEC structure (Topical Study)
to establish the preliminary engineering feasibility of the proposal and to assess possible
implications of the Protection of the Harbour Ordinance (Cap. 531) (PHO) to facilitate further
project planning and implementation.

1.1.3 Based on the findings of the Topical Study, the proposed scheme under the HKIEHS was
refined (the Refined Scheme). It was assessed that some parts of the proposed Boardwalk
would fall within the definition of “reclamation” in the context of the PHO.

1.14 CEDD presented the Refined Scheme to the Task Force on Harbourfront Developments on
Hong Kong Island (HKTF) of Harbourfront Commission (HC) and highlighted relevant legal
advice sought in relation to the PHO. The Task Force endorsed the Refined Scheme and the
Government agreed to take forward the Project first by ascertaining its compliance with the
PHO.

1.15 In March 2015, AECOM Asia Co Ltd. was commissioned by CEDD to carry out an assignment
under “Agreement No. CE41/2014 (HY) Boardwalk underneath Island Eastern Corridor —
Investigation” (the Study). The Study is to conduct a more detailed review on the feasibility of
the proposed Boardwalk under the IEC, which includes a demonstration of its compliance with
the PHO before proceeding with the detailed design and construction of the Project, as well as
carrying out community engagement, as well as to suggest an appropriate alignment.

1.2 The Assignment
1.2.1 The scope of the proposed Boardwalk underneath the IEC (the Project) comprises:

€) provision of a Boardwalk of about 2 km long for a pedestrian walkway, a cycle track
including cycling facilities such as parking space and rental kiosks underneath the section
of IEC between Oil Street and Hoi Yu Street;

(b) beautification and revitalization of existing facilities that have interface with the
Boardwalk, such as the Tong Shui Road Pier and IEC structures;

(© provision of access points and/or connections with private or public developments along
the Boardwalk to ensure proper catchment of the population in neighbouring areas to
make use of new facilities including the Boardwalk;

(d) provision or beautification of landing facilities along suitable locations of the Boardwalk
for possible water transport connections;

(e) provision of associated activity spaces and facilities such as viewing platforms, fishing
platforms, art and other forms of display, lighting facilities and seating; and
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() associated geotechnical, structural, electrical and mechanical, marine, drainage,
sewerage, greening and landscaping works, waterworks, utilities and traffic engineering
works, environmental mitigation measures and other related works.

1.2.2 The main objectives of the Study are to:

(a) review the recommendations and findings of the Topical Study;

(b) produce a recommended scheme for the proposed Boardwalk through identification and
evaluation of alternative options for key elements of the Project, and updating the Refined
Scheme taking into account all latest changes and constraints;

(c) carry out assessment on the recommended scheme under the PHO and prepare the
cogent and convincing materials for the reclamation with reference to Environment,
Transport and Works Bureau Technical Circular No. 1/04 and the requirement for
“overriding public need test” as laid down in the judgement of the Court of Final Appeal
on 9 January 2004 in respect of the judicial review on the Draft Wan Chai North Outline
Zoning Plan (No. S/H25/1);

(d) collate opinions from stakeholders and the public on the Project;

(e) assist to gain support from stakeholders and the public through public engagement;

() check that the Project will meet all statutory requirements including but not limited to the
Roads (Works, Use and Compensation) Ordinance (Cap. 370) and the Town Planning
Ordinance(Cap. 131);

(9) produce details to enable the Government to demonstrate compliance with the PHO and
take forward the Project to the subsequent detailed design and construction stages,
including but not limited to the following:

(i) schematic design;

(i)  buildability considerations;

(iii) operation and maintenance considerations;
(iv) programme and cost estimates;

(v) plans and details required for initiating all necessary statutory processes; and

(h) carry out an environmental assessment for the Project on environmental implications.

1.3 Purpose and Objectives of Community Engagement

1.3.1 As the proposed Boardwalk appears to involve “reclamation” under the PHO, the Study adopts
a step by step approach in demonstrating satisfaction of the overriding public need test. The
community engagement (CE) exercise is a meaningful tool for collecting the public views and
for establishing a compelling and present need of the community for the proposed Boardwalk,
where appropriate.

1.3.2 The objectives of the Stage 3 Community Engagement (CE3) were three-fold:
. To present the Latest Scheme of the Boardwalk which sought to balance different views

received during Stage 2 Community Engagement (CE2) for building consensus on the
alignment of the Latest Scheme;
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. To solicit the views and needs of the community on the details and associated facilities
to be put forward for the Latest Scheme; and
. To engage the public and gain community support on the Latest Scheme.

1.3.3 CE3 was conducted from 25 February 2019 to 24 April 2019. The Latest Scheme of the
Boardwalk incorporated the diverse views received from the public in CE2. CE3 presented the
major views received during CE2, the Latest Scheme of the Boardwalk, and the major features
of the Latest Scheme. Public responses to the Latest Scheme are collected and will serve as
a reference in the detailed design stage.

1.4 Structure of the Report

1.4.1 This Section presents the background and the objectives of the CE for the Study. Details of
CE channels and activities during the CE3 are summarized in Section 2 of the Report. Views
received from the public and stakeholders during various CE activities are collated and
summarized in Section 3 of the Report. Section 4 and Section 5 lay out the way forward of the
Project.
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2 DETAILS OF CHANNELS AND ACTIVITIES

2.1 Introduction

211 As part of the CE3, various activities including meetings with the HKTF and the Planning, Works
and Housing Committee of the Eastern District Council (EDC), focus group meeting and
community forums were held. Progress of the Study, findings of CE2 and the Latest Scheme
of the Boardwalk were presented to the public and stakeholders via CE3 pamphlet, various
CES3 activities and project website. The public and stakeholders were invited to provide their
comments and opinions via project hotline, email, fax and mail. Highlights of the CE3 activities

and channels are summarized below.

2.2 CE Activities
2.2.1 A summary of the CE3 activities carried out are listed below:

Table 2.1- List of CE3 Activities

Date Activity Venue
19 Feb 2019 Consultation with the Planning, Conference Room,
Works and Housing Committee 11/F, Eastern Laws
of EDC Court Building
20 Feb 2019 Consultation with HKTF Conference Room,
15/F, North Point
Government Offices

Community Engagement 3 Activities (25 February 2019 to 24 April 2019)

Professional Institutions,
Academia, Green Groups and
Cyclist Group

25 Feb 2019 Commencement of CE3 -

2 Mar 2019 1st Community Forum Multi-purpose Hall
Causeway Bay
Community Centre

5 Mar 2019 Focus Group Meeting for Activity Room 1, Hong

Kong Central Library

9 Mar 2019 2" Community Forum

Dr Seaker Chan Shu
Kui Hall, The North
Point Kai-Fong
Welfare Advancement
Association, North
Point

24 Apr 2019 Completion of CE3

A=COM
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2.3 Channels for Enquiry, Comment and Opinion
23.1 During CE3, the public and stakeholders were invited to submit their enquiries or provide their
views via the following channels, which were the same as Stage 1 Community Engagement
(CE1) and CE2:
() Email: boardwalk@cedd.gov.hk
(i) Hotline:  (852) 2301 1418
(iii) Fax: (852) 2369 4980
(iv) Mail: South Development office
Civil Engineering and Development Department
7/F, Empire Centre, 68 Mody Road,
Tsim Sha Tsui, Kowloon, Hong Kong
2.3.2 To facilitate the public and stakeholders to provide opinions on the Boardwalk proposal, views
collection forms were distributed during the CE3 activities. Online submission was also
available on the website.
2.4 Project Website
241 A project website (www.boardwalk.gov.hk) was launched before CE1 to disseminate the
updated information and progress of the Study to the public and stakeholders. It was also used
for disseminating updated information for CE3. The CE1 Report, CE2 Report and photos have
also been uploaded to this project website.
25 Other Publicity Materials
251 CE3 Pamphlet
CES3 pamphlet was published on 25 February 2019. Apart from distribution during focus group
meeting, community forums and other meetings, as well as having them uploaded onto the
project website, the pamphlets were distributed to the residents in the vicinity of the proposed
project site between Hing Fat Street and Tai Koo Shing through circular service by Hong Kong
Post (see Figure 2.5.1).
The pamphlet presented the vision of the Project, summary of major views collected during
CE1 and CEZ2, the Latest Scheme and its major features including maximizing the space of the
Boardwalk, fully utilizing the shading of the IEC, enhancing connectivity with the hinterland and
providing diversified facilities for diversified needs. The schedule of CE3 activities was also
presented in the pamphlet. The pamphlet is shown in Appendix A.
25.2 Posters, Banners and Advertisements

Posters for promoting the CE3 activities were distributed to the owner incorporations and
cooperation committees in the vicinity of the proposed project site between Hing Fat Street and
Tai Koo Shing (see Figure 2.5.1). Also, banners were put up at several government facilities
for promoting the CES3 activities and showing channels for enrolment, enquiry, comment and
opinion. Photos showing the banners erected at different locations are shown in Appendix A.

Advertisements were placed in 3 newspapers, Headline Daily (F&{ H#i)(Chinese), Sing Tao
Daily (2 B H#F)(Chinese) and The Standard (English) on 22 February 2019 and 1 March 2019
to promote the CES3 activities. The newspaper advertisements are shown in Appendix B.
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2.6

26.1

2.6.2

2.6.3

3.1

3.1.1

3.1.2

Figure 2.5.1 — Coverage (hatched in blue) of the residential buildings that received the pamphlet and

owner incorporations, cooperation committees that received the poster
(]

e oy P

Media Coverage during CE3
During CE3 exercise, the project was featured on five newspapers and four online news
platform. Majority of the media coverage focused on the design detail of the Latest Scheme
including the width of the Boardwalk, utilisation of area underneath existing IEC and anticipated

construction programme. Some also mentioned the proposed facilities on the Boardwalk and
architectural design shown on the photomontage.

The five newspapers were Oriental Daily News (5875 H#R), Headline Daily (881% H#R), Ta Kung
Pao (KA%R), Appledaily (38R H#R) and wenweipo (X[E#R). The four online news platform
were orientaldaily.on.cc (on.cc 548), mingpao news website (BBZR#TREI4Y), The Stand News
(3B HE), HKO1 (F& 01).

Please refer to Appendix D for the list of media coverage during the CE3.

SUMMARY OF MAJOR COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

General
During CE3, one focus group meeting, two community forums, as well as consultation with
Planning, Works and Housing Committee of EDC and HKTF were held. We also received
written comments from the project’s official website and emails.

The detailed records of the CE3 activities and the views received in respect of the Latest
Scheme presented in CE3 are enclosed in the Appendices as follows:

Appendix C1 Gist of Meeting for Focus Group Meeting
Appendix C2 Gist of Meeting for Community Forum No. 1

Appendix C3 Gist of Meeting for Community Forum No. 2
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3.1.3

3.14

Appendix D Media Coverage during Community Engagement 3

Appendix E1 Meeting Minutes and Discussion Paper for the Meeting with Planning, Works
and Housing Committee of the Eastern District Council on 19 February 2019

Appendix E2 Meeting Minutes and Papers for the Meetings with the Task Force on
Harbourfront Developments on Hong Kong Island of the Harbourfront
Commission on 20 February 2019

The major comments received during various activities in CE3 are categorized and summarized
in the following paragraphs.

Provision and the Alignment of the Proposed Boardwalk

Comments from Focus Group Meeting

3.1.4.1 Majority of the participants expressed support to expedite the project progress and the
early implementation of the proposed Boardwalk.

3.1.4.2 Participants generally supported the increase of minimum width of the proposed
Boardwalk to 10m and the provision of more access points.

3.1.4.3 Participants generally supported the alignment shown in the Latest Scheme of the
proposed Boardwalk with part of the section located underneath IEC and part of it
located outside IEC. A participant commented that such arrangement would allow the
public to have a choice to decide whether they preferred to stay in the shade or in open
air.

Comments from Community Forums

3.1.4.4 Vast majority of participants in the two community forums were in support of the project
and expressed it would be beneficial to the local residents. The participants generally
supported early implementation of the proposed Boardwalk.

3.1.4.5 There were participants who expressed gratitude to CEDD for consulting EDC on the
proposed Boardwalk and modified the proposal in accordance with the comments of
EDC.

3.1.4.6 Some participants supported the general width of 10m for the proposed Boardwalk and
the provision of more access points. A few participants opined that the width should
be more than 10m.

3.1.4.7 A participant suggested the alignment and level of the proposed Boardwalk should be
close to the sea, located on the northern footings of the IEC and integrate with the
harbour.

Comments from Project’s Official Website and Emails

3.1.4.8 Majority of the comments received from official website and emails supported the
proposed Boardwalk. @ Some commenters expressed support to expedite the
implementation of the proposed Boardwalk.

Newspaper Report

3.1.4.9 According to the newspaper report, some members of the EDC expressed that the
project had been discussed for years. They urged for expedition of the project progress
and early implementation of the proposed Boardwalk. Legislative Councillor Hon Kwok

A=COM
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3.1.4.10

3.14.11

3.1.4.12

Wai Keung suggested implementing the proposed Boardwalk in phases so that it could
be opened for public enjoyment as soon as possible.

An EDC member reflected that although the project had been discussed for years, it
was a commendable practice that CEDD had constantly met with different stakeholders
to collect comments for forming consensus.

It was reported that HC members generally supported the Latest Scheme. Some HC
members were concerned about the long development period. It was recommended
that There may be room to shorten the construction time by early commencement of
detailed design and the use of precast parts.

It was reported that an EDC member suggested to increase the area of the Boardwalk
outside IEC, notwithstanding the need to fulfil the requirement of PHO.

K. Wah Centre

3.1.4.13

K. Wah stated that the NPVPP No. 55 is currently used by berthing pleasure vessels
which are owned by the management of the K. Wah and tenants of .K. Wah Centre.
The proposed Boardwalk would lower the clearance underneath IEC, and thus affect
the vessel operation.

3.1.5 Design of the Proposed Boardwalk

Comments from Focus Group Meeting

3.15.1

3.1.5.2

3.153

3.1.54

3.155

Some participants suggested to provide more greening and water-friendly design. One
participant suggested that the design of the proposed Boardwalk should respect the
local characteristics. Another participant suggested to beautify the area under IEC and
include it into the design of the proposed Boardwalk as a whole.

It was suggested to increase the flexibility of the Latest Scheme for future enhancement
in the detailed design stage. Lesson learnt from completed harbourfront projects in
Hong Kong such as the Avenue of Stars and Kwun Tong Promenade or from overseas
experience should be studied.

Some participants enquired about the implementation mechanism of the Project and
whether design-and-build procurement method should be adopted. A participant further
suggested that design merits should be an important assessment criteria in the tender
stage.

Some participants were concerned that the gradient of some sections of the proposed
Boardwalk was quite steep. In particular, a participant worried that the current scheme
with an 8% gradient was not feasible for both the handicapped and cyclists to use, and
considered that handrail had to be provided if the gradient was greater than 8%.

A participant suggested to consider the proposal of providing two alternative routes in
the eastern portion: One should be a shared use with the fire services pier at the North
Point Fire Station for daily use while another elevated route to be used in case of
emergency.

Comments from Community Forums

3.1.5.6

A participant suggested to make reference to the design of the Avenue of Stars and
incorporate more water-friendly elements in the design of railing and seats. Another
participant suggested following the practice of existing Kwun Tong promenade and
beautifying the environment with different artistic designs at the columns of IEC.
Railings could be designed in concave/convex to create a more vibrant appearance.

A=COM
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3.15.7

3.1.5.8

3.15.9

3.1.5.10

3.15.11

3.1.5.12

3.1.5.13

In addition, tempered glass or acrylic could be used to create a transparent floor and
seatings to enable users of the proposed Boardwalk to feel like walking on the water.
The design of the railing should meet the safety standards with minimum visual impact
to the surroundings.

Participants opined that the primary objective of the proposed Boardwalk was to allow
public to enjoy the view of the Victoria Harbour. Instead of adding space-consuming
sculptures, the design of facilities should remain simple. Some suggested the outer
portion of the proposed Boardwalk near Victoria Harbour should be designed for
pedestrians.

As for the width of the proposed Boardwalk, a participant recommended that one
boardwalk with 10m wide access would be more efficiently used than dividing it into
two separate 5m wide segments. Another participant requested that for sections with
separate alignment, the minimum clear width should be 2.8m for one-way cycle track
as stipulated in the “Hong Kong Planning Standards and Guidelines”. It was suggested
that the width of the proposed Boardwalk should be able to accommodate pedestrians,
wheelchairs and bicycles at the same time.

A participant mentioned that some sections of the proposed Boardwalk were located
outside IEC because of the insufficient headroom underneath IEC. It was suggested
that a minimum width of 3m to 4m covered area be provided as rain shelter throughout
the proposed Boardwalk. However, some participants considered it unnecessary and
expressed that covers/shelters were often covered with dust and unsightly. Other
participants commented if fence/shelters were to be provided, it should not block the
view towards Victoria Harbour. Another participant urged that any fence/shelters
provided should be designed in a way that would not hold water nor garbage to ensure
hygienic environment.

Lighting-wise, a participant commented that the existing lighting at Quarry Bay
Promenade was illuminated from the ground and caused discomfort to the pedestrians
and this should be avoided when designing the lighting of the proposed Boardwalk.

A participant suggested adding appropriate aesthetic lighting and background music to
enhance the ambience for jogging at night. Another participant enquired if clear
demarcation would be drawn on the proposed Boardwalk for the purpose of jogging.

A participant suggested using renewable energy design to achieve goals of sustainable
development. For example, installing solar panels in locations facing the western sun
and installing wind turbines at the seaside. Also, it was suggested to install energy-
generating pavement to convert the kinetic energy by pedestrians to power, by making
reference to cases in London.

A participant suggested that the design of the proposed Boardwalk should take into
account possible crowd control measures.

Comments from Project’s Official Website and Emails

3.1.5.14

A commenter requested more information on the green design of the proposed
Boardwalk. The commenter also recommended to provide simple lighting at the
footings of IEC.

Newspaper Report

3.1.5.15

A newspaper reflected that HC members welcomed the adoption of simplicity approach
for the Boardwalk design. They suggested that such design was more in line with the
expectation of the society and could reduce maintenance cost. They further opined
that more green design and open space should be incorporated.

A=COM

11 January 2020



Agreement No. CE 41/2014 (HY)
Boardwalk underneath Island Eastern Corridor — Investigation
Stage 3 Community Engagement Report (Final) (Ref. R42)

3.1.6 Construction Material of the Proposed Boardwalk

Comments from Community Forums

3.16.1

3.1.6.2

3.1.6.3

Some participants expressed concerns on the construction materials of the proposed
Boardwalk. A participant suggested that wood board would be moisture-prone and
caused maintenance problems. Another participant, in view of the damage of Super
Typhoon Mangkhut to the coastal area of Hong Kong, suggested to consider “Sponge
City” concept and use permeable materials to construct the proposed Boardwalk and
to cope with the impacts by extreme weather.

A participant pointed out that the existing wooden boardwalk in Quarry Bay Promenade
would not be easy to dry after rain and the material would become fragile afterwards.
It was suggested to select materials which were quick-drying and anti-skid for the
proposed Boardwalk.

Another participant suggested conducting tests on the slab for the proposed Boardwalk
for material selection to ensure different users, especially cyclists and wheelchair users
could use the proposed Boardwalk safely and comfortably.

3.1.7 Proposed Facilities and Activities — Cycling-related Facilities

Comments from Focus Group Meeting

3.1.7.1

3.1.7.2

3.1.7.3

3.1.7.4

3.1.7.5

3.1.7.6

Some patrticipants supported allowing cycling on the proposed Boardwalk and a
participant suggested that cycling on the proposed Boardwalk should be less restrictive.
A participant, on the other hand, expressed concerns on the safety of cyclists
commuting to the proposed Boardwalk from their home/workplace in the inland area,
where no cycle track was demarcated in the old urban area of North Point.

Some members of professional institutes and cyclist groups supported shared use of
the proposed Boardwalk between pedestrians and cyclists. Such concept should be
reflected in the design of the proposed Boardwalk. A participant further elaborated that
instead of hard and distinct demarcation, the design should minimize the conflicts
between different users while promoting the shared-use concept. It was suggested
that the outside portion near Victoria Harbour could be designed for pedestrians and
viewers while the inner portion could be designed for cyclists.

A participant supplemented that if there would be separate demarcation for pedestrian
walkway and a cycle track on the proposed Boardwalk, the level difference between
them should be minimal.

Participants expressed concern that only one bike rental kiosk was proposed and
cyclists had to ride back to return the rented bike. The participant also enquired
whether there would be single or multiple operators for the bike rental kiosk. Another
participant supported the provision of bike-sharing services on the proposed Boardwalk.

There were concerns about the integrity, continuity and connectivity of cycle routes. It
was suggested that cycling routes in the northern shore of Hong Kong Island should
be planned in a wider perspective where interfaces of cycling routes between different
government projects should be coordinated. The participant also enquired on the
communication between government bureau/departments on the establishment of a
continuous cycling routes in the northern shore of Hong Kong Island. Another
participant reflected that if the proposed Boardwalk would be less attractive to cyclists
if it could not be connected to the promenade in Central.

A participant enquired on whether the accesses were connected to public road that
banned cyclists.

A=COM
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Comments from Community Forums

3.1.7.7

3.1.7.8

3.1.7.9

3.1.7.10

3.1.7.11

Some participants expressed safety concerns on the concept of shared use of
boardwalk between pedestrians and cyclists, especially for elderly. They suggested to
clearly divide the area for pedestrians and cyclists. Some participants agreed to
designate a cycle track and opined that cyclists should be given priority to use the
proposed Boardwalk as they had a faster moving speed. Pedestrians should pay
attention to the road conditions and safety when using the proposed Boardwalk.

On the other hand, some participants supported the concept of shared use of the
boardwalk between pedestrians and cyclists. The concept had been adopted
worldwide and was in line with the concept of livable city. It should be the direction for
future development. It was suggested that the success of the concept relied on the
attitude of the users. Government was responsible to educate the public with the
shared used concept and to respect other users. One participant believed that the
shared use concept between pedestrians and cyclists was possible as currently electric
wheelchairs, baby carriages and baggage were sharing the walkway with pedestrians.
Another participant supported the shared use concept with the experience of Lamma
Island where different users, including pedestrians, wheelchair users, cyclists, pets and
rural vehicles could share the narrow roads of Lamma Island.

A participant welcomed cyclists to use the proposed Boardwalk, but bicycle parking
spaces should be provided for cyclists to rest or when accident occurred.

Another participant opined that the section of the proposed Boardwalk near Hotel Vic
where it connected with the Waterfront Promenade near North Point Ferry Pier was
relatively narrow. It was indicated that the cycling routes need to have a consistent
width to enable cyclists to pass smoothly.

There were concerns on providing only one cycle rental kiosk in Hoi Yu Street. A local
resident described that location was behind North Point Government Offices and was
far away from the residential areas. It was recommended to provide cycle rental near
each assess point. The participant also recommended to combine the bicycle parking
with cycle rental without having to setup a cycle rental kiosk. Another participant
suggested to setup cycle rental at the space between the footings of IEC. Some
participants enquired on the operation mode of the cycle rental kiosk and whether it
would be operated in self-service mode or an ordinary operation with staff.

Comments from Project’s Official Website and Emails

3.1.7.12

3.1.7.13

Some commenters supported cycling on the proposed Boardwalk. Another commenter
expressed concern that the overloaded cycle track would affect pedestrians.

A commenter suggested CEDD to work with the Leisure and Cultural Services
Department (LCSD) in arranging a continuous cycle track or access reaching
Causeway Bay in the west through Victoria Park and reaching Sai Wan Ho and Aldrich
Bay in the east through the existing harbourfront facilities.

Newspaper Report

3.1.7.14

According to a newspaper report, the concept of shared use of access between
pedestrians and cyclists had been tested in Kwun Tong Promenade, members of HC
suggested that the concept could be adopted on the proposed Boardwalk too.
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3.1.8

3.1.9

Proposed Facilities and Activities — Pet-related Facilities

Comments from Focus Group Meeting

3.1.8.1 Some participants reflected that there were many pet owners in the vicinity and
enquired whether the proposed Boardwalk would allow pets. If pets were allowed,
sufficient supporting facilities should be provided on the proposed Boardwalk and in
the vicinity to avoid any related hygiene and odour issue.

Comments from Community Forums

3.1.8.2 A participant suggested to provide a pet-friendly open space. The participant explained
that pets were not allowed in most of the open space in Hong Kong so the public was
less exposed to pets and feared them.

Comments from Project’s Official Website and Emails

3.1.8.3 A commenter reflected there were many pet-owners in the district and would support
the proposed Boardwalk only if pet-friendly areas were provided. Another commenter
expressed that there was a lack of pet facilities on Hong Kong Island and pointed out
that the nearby Quarry Bay Pet Park was kept clean and hygienic. Pets should be
allowed on the proposed Boardwalk.

Proposed Facilities and Activities — Fishing and Viewing Platforms

Comments from Focus Group Meeting

3.1.9.1 Some participants supported the provision of a fishing platform.

Comments from Community Forums

3.1.9.2 Some patrticipants recommended the viewing platforms could be moved towards the
Victoria Harbour enabling the public to enjoy a better view. Some participants
suggested to provide more viewing platforms. A participant enquired about the size of
the crowd that the proposed Boardwalk and viewing platform could accommodate
during fireworks displays and festivals.

3.1.9.3 A participant supported fishing on the proposed Boardwalk and recommended to allow
fishing along the entire proposed Boardwalk instead of confining it to the proposed
fishing platform.

3.1.9.4 There was participant concerned that the proposed fishing platform was located near
the Tong Shui Road drainage outfall and suggested relocating it to other location.
Another participant suggested to relocate the fishing area to the area between the
columns of IEC instead of by the side of the proposed Boardwalk to avoid the cyclists
from being hooked by the fishing equipment.
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3.1.10

3.1.11

Proposed Facilities and Activities — Others

Comments from Focus Group Meeting

3.1.10.1 A participant recommended to provide sufficient and clear wayfinding signage to
existing public toilets, and to provide new public toilets on the proposed Boardwalk
when necessary.

3.1.10.2 Another participant suggested to provide air-conditioned indoor venues for educational,
recreational and event purposes to enrich the experience of future boardwalk users.
Water sports activities in the “inner harbour” area between the Boardwalk and the sea
wall were proposed.

Comments from Community Forums

3.1.10.3 There were comments that users like elderly, anglers and children would need facilities
such as toilets, wash basins and drinking fountains on the proposed Boardwalk. A
participant suggested that operators within the Boardwalk could be required to provide
drinking water for free. These would enable the public to obtain free drinking water and
encourage the public to bring their own bottle. A participant was concerned that the
lack of toilet facilities would increase the usage of toilet in the nearby malls.

3.1.10.4 Some participants, on the other hand, suggested to avoid unnecessary duplicated
provision of public facilities and to make good use of the existing public facilities by
providing clearer signage.

3.1.10.5 A participant suggested to setup refreshment kiosk on the proposed Boardwalk and
allow food truck operation in designated area to promote local characteristics, similar
to the practice in Marina Bay, Singapore. Another participant referred to Darling
Harbour in Sydney and proposed to provide spaces for sitting-out, refreshment kiosks
and public toilets.

3.1.10.6 A participant enquired whether the activity nodes would have sufficient space to
accommodate diverse activities such as Tai Chi and dancing.

3.1.10.7 It was suggested to provide a jogging track along the proposed Boardwalk, with a
minimum width of 6m for pedestrians and joggers.

3.1.10.8 It was suggested to provide a pontoon to facilitate the berthing and boarding of small
pleasure boats onto the proposed Boardwalk.

Newspaper Report

3.1.10.9 It was reported that an EDC member supported the provision of viewing platforms, a
fishing platform, activity nodes and cycling facilities on the proposed Boardwalk. It was
reflected that Latest Scheme had responded to the aspiration of the public.

Security and Safety

Comments from Focus Group Meeting

3.1.11.1 A participant expressed concerns about the security issue as part of the proposed
Boardwalk would be located underneath IEC and would be dark and quiet. While
another participant suggested not to include too much lighting to avoid light pollution to
nearby residents, there would be a need to balance security issues.

3.1.11.2 It was enquired whether there would be Emergency Vehicle Access for ambulances or
first aid stations on the Boardwalk.
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Comments from Community Forums

3.1.11.3

3.1.11.4

3.1.115

3.1.11.6

3.1.11.7

A participant expressed concerns that the proposed Boardwalk would be slippery.
Besides, the steep gradient in some sections of the proposed Boardwalk might affect
safety and comfort of elderly and cyclists in using the proposed Boardwalk.

Participants were concerned about the proposed Boardwalk would have insufficient
lighting as it would be located underneath IEC. A nearby resident expressed concerns
on criminals might creep into the nearby housing estates due to their close distance
with the proposed Boardwalk. The participant suggested to install CCTV on the
Boardwalk.

There were concerns about the fallen debris from possible traffic accident on the IEC,
which might injure users of the proposed Boardwalk. The participant recommended to
setup relevant protective measures.

Another participant enquired if there would be design to prevent members of the public
from falling into the sea, and whether the public would be restricted from using the
proposed Boardwalk during typhoon.

It was concerned that vessels might hit the proposed Boardwalk by accident.

Newspaper Report

3.1.11.8

A newspaper reported concerns of the EDC members about the safety and provision
of emergency services on the proposed Boardwalk, including the management in case
of storm, the provision of rescue equipment such as automated external defibrillator
and the effective way to separate cycle tracks and pedestrian walkways.

3.1.12 Connectivity and Accessibility

Comments from Focus Group Meeting

3.1.12.1

3.1.12.2

3.1.12.3

Some participants were concerned about how the Waterfront Promenade near the
North Point Ferry Pier would be connected with the proposed Boardwalk for both
pedestrians and cyclists.

There were participants suggested to introduce more public open space. However, it
was reminded that green space was not the same as open space. Another participant
expressed the impression that the parks in Hong Kong used to be covered with large
area of bushes and the space available for activities was limited. It was suggested to
consider incorporating green fields as open space.

Some participants opined to increase the vibrancy of the proposed Boardwalk as the
public was looking forward for a more vibrant waterfront. More diverse or water-friendly
activities, in addition to viewing and walking, should be introduced.

Comments from Community Forums

3.1.124

3.1.125

Some participants suggested that the proposed Boardwalk could improve accessibility
of the district.

Some participants expressed concerns on whether the access points were sufficient.
It was suggested to provide more access points, especially for the section between the
Oil Street and Tong Shui Road access points due to its considerable distance. In
particular, a participant opined that the proposed access point at Oil Street was too far
for the residents from Fortress Hill. It was suggested to provide additional access
points at City Garden and near Hong Kong Baptist Church Henrietta Secondary School.
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3.1.13

The participant observed that the Oil Street and the podium garden of City Garden were
often crowded during lunchtime. Therefore, additional access points should be
provided nearby. Another participant suggested to utilize the back alley next to City
Garden to provide an extra access point.

3.1.12.6 A participant described that the proposed Boardwalk would connect the Wan Chai
North and North Point Harbourfront Area. The participant expressed concern that if the
completion date of the two was different, the public would not be able to reach the
proposed Boardwalk through the Wan Chai North and North Point Harbourfront Area.
The participant enquired whether there would be other accesses near Oil Street
connecting the proposed Boardwalk.

3.1.12.7 Another participant expressed concern that the access point at Provident Garden was
located at the podium garden of Provident Garden. It was suggested to provide a direct
access point at the Tong Shui Road Garden next to Block 17 of Provident Garden.

3.1.12.8 It was concerned that many access points were not in prominent location. The
participant suggested to use the adjoining open space as access points.

3.1.12.9 It was suggested that the existing entrance of Man Hong Street Playground next to
ICAC was very narrow. It was suggested to provide an access bridge connecting the
proposed Boardwalk to improve the usage of that open space.

3.1.12.10 Some participants suggested to connect the proposed Boardwalk with other
harbourfront areas in the northern shore of Hong Kong Island and enable pedestrians
and cyclists to walk/cycle all the way from Kennedy Town to Chai Wan.

3.1.12.11 It was noted in previous consultation that the traffic impact of the proposed Boardwalk
on Electric Road and Java Road would be assessed.

Comments from Project’s Official Website and Emails

3.1.12.12 A commenter suggested to provide an additional access point between City Garden
blocks 6 and 7 or between City Garden and the Hong Kong Baptist Church Henrietta
Secondary School. Another commenter expressed concerns on the lack of connection
between the proposed Boardwalk and the Wan Chai North and North Point
Harbourfront Area. It was suggested to provide elevated accesses to connect
Causeway Bay Typhoon Shelter Promenade and Victoria Park.

3.1.12.13 Another commenter enquired how could the public access the elevated section of
proposed Boardwalk through the access point at North Point Vehicular Ferry Pier.

Quality of Open Space

Comments from Focus Group Meeting

3.1.13.1 Some participants suggested to introduce more public open space. However, it was
reminded that green space was not the same as open space. Another participant
expressed the impression that the parks in Hong Kong used to be covered with large
area of bushes and the space available for activities was limited. It was suggested to
consider incorporating green fields as open space.

3.1.13.2 Some participants stressed the need to increase the vibrancy of the proposed
Boardwalk as the public was looking forward for a more vibrant waterfront. More
diverse or water-friendly activities, in addition to viewing and walking, should be
introduced.

A=COM

17 January 2020



Agreement No. CE 41/2014 (HY)
Boardwalk underneath Island Eastern Corridor — Investigation
Stage 3 Community Engagement Report (Final) (Ref. R42)

Comments from Community Forums

3.1.13.3

3.1.13.4

3.1.13.5

A participant reflected that North Point was a congested old district and the public space
proposed on the boardwalk would be very attractive to local resident and workers. The
proposed Boardwalk should be designed to cope with the diverse needs of different
users. It was suggested to develop an additional activity node near North Point Ferry
Pier. Reference could be made on the “Open Space Opinion Survey” by Civic
Exchange. The survey found that people in Hong Kong would like to carry out a variety
of activities when using open space. The participant further elaborated that the
proposed Boardwalk could function as a gathering point of the community apart from
improving accessibility to the harbour from the district.

A participant opined that there was no shading facility at the section of waterfront
promenade near the residential development, Victoria Harbour. It was recommended
to setup a viewing platform similar to that in the Tsim Sha Tsui Promenade and to
connect it with the deck of the North Point Ferry Pier.

Another participant enquired on the way that the proposed Boardwalk would
complement the facilities to be provided in the Wan Chai North and North Point
Harbourfront Area east of Oil Street and the waterfront promenade near North Point
Ferry Pier.

3.1.14 Environmental Impact

Comments from Community Forums

3.1.14.1

3.1.14.2

3.1.143

3.1.14.4

3.1.145

Some participants expressed concern on the air quality problem caused by the IEC. In
particular, a participant explained that LCSD used to discourage public to stay under
flyover due to air pollution caused by lead particles from car emission.

Some participants expressed concern about the dripping problem and the splashing of
rainwater from IEC which would affect the users of the proposed Boardwalk.

A participant enquired on the measures to alleviate the impact of odour in the
harbourfront on the users of the proposed Boardwalk.

Another participant reflected that currently some members of the public often sang and
danced near Tong Shui Road Public Pier and caused noise nuisance. As Provident
Centre was located nearby, the participant enquired whether the noise problem would
be managed so that different uses could coexist and the proposed Boardwalk could be
livelier and more energetic. A participant enquired about the mitigation measures to
reduce the impact on nearby residents during the construction of the proposed
Boardwalk.

It was enquired about the level of the proposed Boardwalk from sea level and whether
there would be measures to mitigate the impacts by climatic change.

Comments from Project’s Official Website and Emails

3.1.14.6

A commenter urged to improve the sea water quality in front of the waterfront
promenade outside Hotel Vic. The commenter also suggested to clear the metal
hoarding managed by the Food and Environmental Hygiene Department underneath
the Tong Shui Road Flyover between Hotel Vic and Wharf Road to beautify the
surrounding environment.
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3.1.15

3.1.16

Implementation Issues and Conformity with the Protection of Harbour Ordinance

Comments from Focus Group Meeting

3.1.15.1 Some participants supported the current scheme which had minimum impact on the
Victoria Harbour.

3.1.15.2 A participant expressed concerns that proposed link bridges would constituted
“reclamation” under the PHO. The participant opined to allow design and phasing
flexibility for the early commencement of the sections of boardwalk where fewer legal
dispute was anticipated. The participant also suggested the government should also
plan alternatives for the worst scenario.

Comments from Community Forums

3.1.15.3 Some participants enquired the timetable for the implementation programme of the
proposed Boardwalk. They expressed that past discussions and studies for consensus
had consumed much time. They also urged to reduce the time to be spent on the
design and construction work so that the proposed Boardwalk could be completed as
early as possible.

3.1.15.4 Some patrticipants expressed support to the early implementation of the related cycling
facilities.

3.1.15.5 Alocal resident suggested that the proposed Boardwalk could be developed in phases
so that the proposed Boardwalk could be completed for public enjoyment as soon as
possible. Another participant suggested that the recreational facilities such as fishing
platforms, viewing platforms and leisure pools could be provided after the completion
of the proposed Boardwalk. Another participant proposed to use a more water-friendly
pontoon design to help with speeding up the completion of the proposed Boardwalk.

3.1.15.6 There were enquiries about the cost of the proposed Boardwalk.

3.1.15.7 Some participants enquired on the holistic planning of the northern shore of Hong Kong
Island. It was suggested to consolidate all the studies related to the harbourfront
development in the northern shore of Hong Kong Island, as well as to clearly reflect its
future development to the public.

3.1.15.8 Itwas suggested to obtain legal advice on the planning of other locations in the northern
shore of Hong Kong Island in advance. This would avoid the risk of challenge by judicial
review and expedite the overall development of the northern shore of Hong Kong Island.

Comments from Project’s Official Website

3.1.15.9 A commenter considered that the proposal had been discussed for many years and
urged to expedite the implementation of the proposed Boardwalk.

Boardwalk Management

Comments from Focus Group Meeting

3.1.16.1 A participant enquired on whether the proposed Boardwalk would be managed by
LCSD or other NGOs.

Comments from Community Forums

3.1.16.2 A participant reflected that Victoria Harbour was an important asset of Hong Kong. It
was a common practice world-wide to develop the coastal areas for high value-added
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3.1.17

3.2

3.21

3.2.2

3.2.3

3.24

tourism, sports and recreational uses. It was suggested the proposed Boardwalk
should be comprehensively managed under a single organization.

3.1.16.3 Some participants preferred an alternative management agent for the proposed
Boardwalk in lieu of the LCSD. They considered that LCSD might be restrictive in the
activities to be allowed on the proposed Boardwalk.

Other Views

Comments from Focus Group Meeting

3.1.17.1 A participant suggested that the location plan and section diagram shown in the
pamphlet should be in the same scale.

3.1.17.2 A participant was concerned about the proposed Boardwalk would attract large amount
of mainland visitors under the Individual Visitor Scheme and affect the daily lives of
local residents.

Comments from Community Forums

3.1.17.3 A similar cycling route in Kowloon-side harbourfront was supported.

3.1.17.4 It was suggested in the long run, the IEC should be in tunnel form below the harbour
and enable the public to enjoy a more open view.

3.1.17.5 A participant opined that there was no direct pedestrian connection between Quarry
Bay Park Phase One and Two. It was suggested to connect Quarry Bay Park Phase
One and Two with a boardwalk to make it more convenient for the public.

3.1.17.6 A participant expressed concerns on mainland visitors under the Individual Visitor
Scheme would be attracted to disembark on the Tong Shui Road Public Pier.

3.1.17.7 The method used to consult the public during the planning processes of the proposed
Boardwalk was enquired. The participant also pointed that the views of the public had
to be responded to and followed up after the completion of consultation exercise.
Details should be provided to the public for further consultation.

Comments from EDC

During the meeting with EDC Planning, Works and Housing Committee (PWHC) held on 19
February 2019, Members generally welcome the new Boardwalk proposal of a 10-m wide
Boardwalk.

A number of Members expressed their concern about the implication to PHO and the chance
of the Boardwalk proposal being challenged by the juridical review.

Several Members were concerned about the implementation programme of the Boardwalk.
They considered that the current implementation programme need acceleration and they
suggested opening the Boardwalk in phases so that the residents of the district could enjoy the
facilities as soon as possible.

An EDC Member was concerned about the luminance of Boardwalk underneath IEC and hoped
that the department(s) concerned could provide sufficient lighting underneath the Boardwalk to
ensure the safety of pedestrian.
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3.2.5

3.2.6

3.3

3.3.1

3.3.2

3.3.3

3.34

3.35

3.3.6

3.3.7

Several EDC Members were concerned about the safety of Boardwalk users and suggested
the department(s) concerned to provide adequate safety and monitoring facility like safety
barrier, railing, CCTV, anti-extreme weather facilities, First-aid facilities, etc.

An EDC Member suggested provision of coach parking at nearby area of the Boardwalk to suit
potential sightseeing need of tourist.

Comments from HC

At the meeting held on 20 February 2019, members supported the proposed Boardwalk
alignment.

Several members asked about the implication to PHO and potential legal challenge to the
Boardwalk. They commented that the department(s) concerned should obtain independent
legal advice on the Boardwalk proposal.

Several members commented that the construction/ implementation programme of the
Boardwalk was too long and need to be fastened.

A member commented that there was still room to improve the alignment of the Eastern section
of the Boardwalk and the department(s) concerned should consult the stakeholders nearby.

Some members enquired about the aesthetic design and construction materials of the
Boardwalk. They considered that the schematic design of the Boardwalk could be more
creative.

A member considered that there was room to improve the gradient of a certain section of
Boardwalk to improve the accessibility of the Boardwalk.

Several members asked about the marine impact caused by the Boardwalk, and suggested
that there should be protection facilities to help resist extreme weather.
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4 CONCLUSION
41.1 During CE3, the Study had engaged a wide spectrum of stakeholders including relevant

4.1.2

4.1.3

4.1.4

4.1.5

4.1.6

4.1.7

4.1.8

4.1.9

professional institutes, local residents, Eastern District Councillors, cyclist groups, green groups
etc. Comments were also received via the on-line opinion collection form on the project website
and email.

The vast majority of the stakeholders were in support of the proposed Boardwalk and urged for
its early implementation. In general, stakeholders supported the current alignment of the
proposed Boardwalk with a general width of 10m between Oil Street and Hoi Yu Street. The
stakeholders also supported the provision of more access points along the proposed Boardwalk

It was generally accepted that a design theme of simplicity was more preferable. It was also
recommended to include more green, water-friendly and artistic design to improve the
ambience of the proposed Boardwalk. Some stakeholders were concerned about the width of
some sections of the proposed Boardwalk due to the presence of the IEC footings, as well as
the design of the possible barriers/shelters and lighting of the proposed Boardwalk. Design
concepts incorporating the use of renewable energy were suggested for achieving the goal of
sustainable development.

Regarding the selection of material for the construction of the proposed Boardwalk, it was
suggested that permeable, quick-drying, anti-skid and easy maintenance materials should be
used. Testing should be conducted to ensure the safety and comfort of different users.

Stakeholders had diverse views on cycling activities within the proposed Boardwalk; some
encouraged shared use by pedestrians and cyclists while others were worried about the
potential risk of collision and asked for separate cycle track. There was concern on level
differences which might have safety issues on cyclists and elderly. In general, members of
some professional institutes and cyclist groups supported the concept of shared use of the
proposed Boardwalk between pedestrians and cyclists. In addition, some were concerned that
the provision of a single cycle rental kiosk would be inconvenient to residents, and proposed
more rental kiosks at the access points.

Some stakeholders supported allowing pets on the proposed Boardwalk and to provide pet-
friendly area. Supporting facilities should be provided to ensure hygiene.

Some stakeholders supported the provision of a fishing platform while some suggested allowing
flexible fishing spots along the proposed Boardwalk. It was proposed to provide more viewing
platforms and to move them towards the harbour for a better view. However, there was concern
on the capacity of the viewing platforms in accommodating crowd during special occasions.

Stakeholders generally supported the provision of more open space for more diverse activities,
such as Tai Chi, dancing, water sport activities etc, on the proposed Boardwalk to enable the
boardwalk to meet the needs of the public and be energetic and vibrant. The provision of
viewing platform, fishing platform and refreshment kiosks along the proposed Boardwalk were
generally supported. Other facilities recommended by the participants include rain shelters,
toilets, wash basins, drinkers, jogging track and pontoon for the berthing of small pleasure boats.

Some stakeholders were concerned that the proposed Boardwalk might be slippery with
insufficient lighting as it would be located underneath IEC. Residents were concerned that
criminals might intrude into nearby private housing estate through the proposed Boardwalk.
Some expressed concerned that the proposed Boardwalk would be affected by extreme
weather.
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4.1.10

41.11

41.12

41.13

4.1.14

It was generally agreed that the Boardwalk could enhance connectivity between the
harbourfront and its hinterland and hoped the proposed Boardwalk would be connected to other
harbourfront area in the northern shore of Hong Kong Island under a holistic and
comprehensive plan and management. In this connection, some stakeholders urged for more
access points especially for the section between Oil Street and Tong Shui Road.

Some participants were concerned about the air quality problem, dripping and splashing of
rainwater from IEC, and noise nuisance to nearby resident by boardwalk users. Participants
also urged to alleviate existing odour problem in the harbourfront.

Generally, both members of EDC and HC supported the Latest Scheme and alignment of the
proposed Boardwalk. Both of the committees considered that the implementation programme
of the proposed Boardwalk should be accelerated. While noting the overriding public need in
the Boardwalk they were also worried about potential legal challenge to the Boardwalk under
PHO.

Several EDC Members were concerned about the luminance of the section of the proposed
Boardwalk underneath IEC, the provision of safety facilities, and requested for additional
provision of coach parking spaces.

HC members expressed their concerns in the aesthetic design, the greening proposal, the
accessibility, the gradient and marine impact of the proposed Boardwalk.
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5

5.11

51.2

5.1.3

WAY FORWARD

The CE3 was successfully completed with the views on the proposed Boardwalk scheme
collected from stakeholders including relevant professional institutes, local residents, Eastern
District Councillors, HC Members, cyclist groups, green groups, animal lovers, road safety
concern groups, etc.

The Latest Scheme presented in CE3 have received overwhelming support from the general
public and relevant stakeholders. Many urged to expedite its implementation. The comments
and suggestions received have shed light on the public need in relation to the boardwalk. As
part of the requirement of the PHO, the cogent and convincing materials would be compiled to
demonstrate the overriding public need for the proposed Boardwalk. The results of the 3 stages
of the Community Engagement Exercises would no doubt lay a solid foundation of the cogent
and convincing materials, which would be finalised upon the stage of detailed design.

Taking into account the views received in CE3, the project team will consolidate the comments
received and the proposed Boardwalk scheme will be further refined in the Detailed Design
Stage.

- 24 January 2020
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Pamphlet

BERARESR

Vision

Connecting the Missi

inks along the Harbourfront
The proposed Boardwalk is about 2 kilometres in length.

TR R 0 T 20 sy Itwll further enhance the connectivity between the open
space in Causeway Bay and Quarry Bay by linking up the
planned harbourfront open space at Oll Street and the

mA R promenade at Hoi Yu Street.

MATENRS TS MU ANREAELE - HTRBHEHE - BNES

& Enhancing Connectivity with the Hinterland
The proposed Boardwalk will provide access points at various

T locations to connect the harbourfront with the hinterland

sis ' R R BR T ER areas, bringing people to the harbour and the harbour to

BIRF2ERITIESRETDHAER

AR ES REDH AR EERANT -

the people.

Caring for the Community

There will also be a variety of facilties along the proposed
Boardwalk for carrying out different activities in the
harbourfront, catering for various needs of the community.

Summary of Stage 1 and Stage 2
Community Engagement Exercise

g : - B CBAAR SEATREE N U Malrviews on the roposed Boadwalk collcted o forcouldbe
(BBERARR A TR ) ‘Causeway Bay Community Centre. LETES, R EEBASESRMASE summarised as folloy
HERE 1 HERE 2 cmm s 6 14 46 2 48 8020 78 % ¢ Expedited implementation: the public generally supports
021032018 (1) 09/032019 (EH75) 1k i FOMmENAD - 7 constructing the Boardwalk as quickly as possible so as to open up the
14:30-17:00 14:30-17:00 TE L E 0 |5 @ harbourfront from North Point to Quarry Bay and enhance the

58 connectivity along the Hong Kong Island East waterfront
. BREEE WL TRE - + More access points: in addition to the four proposed access points
LUESS b

located at the planned open space north of Ol Street, Tong Shui Road,

- ? LT Tin Chiu Street and Hoi Yu Street, some stakeholders have requested
i ) i more access points from the hinterland to the Boardwalk to faciitate its
Stage 3 c""‘f“"“"’ E"!‘!""‘"F IR S  ATRINS ERAMIOMBRE - B public enjoyment
the latest scheme of the proposed boardwalk. DG ERER - SRS

* Supported proposals:the following suggestons are generally
supported by the public

Tegpeton). AREEUEN el sl the Boardwalk should provide sufficient space to cater for the needs
fra) ¥ A " ety of i
b > - . 113 89 and safety of pedestrians, cyclists and other user groups carrying out
ity 3 ty 3 o 1 %4 (B it 1 b A different activities therein;
anss, : TN paginan e il ! i
" s o : provide “viewing platforms” along the Boardwalk for the publicto
1430-17:00 14:30-17:00 * o % (R (%531 : enjoy the panoramic views of the Victoria Harbour between Tsim Sha
Dr Seaker a 2 # Tsui and Lei Yue Mun;
¢ it % .
‘Community Centre, “The North Point Kai-Fong Welfare o) to provide “activity nodes” at the four access points for different
7 Fook Yum Road, Advancement Association,

activities; and

Hong K BB Contact Us g N . -

N oo 10 5etup a“fishing platforn” next o the eising Tong Shui Road e
Office, . rmwr ging vi however, there were diverse views on the alignment
Civil| Joardwalk.
o RenTErt M S S ErenGl Epcyart ST

ERARLH R .mﬁ,mm 1418 majority of it was placed outside the footprint of Island Eas
CEMBRPDLTIE AR | Fax 2369 Corridor (IEC) structure. On the other hand, there had hccrv rcqurs(s
o that Shouid be gven to The Protecion of the

Harbour Ordinance (Cap.531). The space underneath the structure of
the IEC should be fully utilised so as to reduce the impact to the Victoria
Harbour.

Tsim Sha Tsui, Kowloon, HOng Kong st | Website: www boardwalk. gov.hk/

The Latest Scheme

Making reference to the various views above and after balancing the concerns of different stakeholders, a Latest Scheme is formulated
The exact length of the proposed Boardwalk would be about 1.7 km. Its western section would run from Oil Street to Tong Shui Road,
while s eastern section would run from Tin Chiu Street to Hoi Yu Street. These two portions would be connected by a 400 m long and
20 m wide promenade fronting the Ex-North Point Estate. Major features of the Latest Scheme are as follows -

+ Maximizing the sp

of the B

allow sufficient space for the safe and conflict-free shared use amang different users with
iferent nesds, the Boaralk wouki maintains, general width of 10 m throughout, providing pocket spaces which would allow various
social and recreational activities;

+ Fully utilizing the shading of the IEC: additional piled foundations and new protection dolphin structures would be required to support the
proposed Boardwalk, the moveable bridge and the link bridges, as well as to offer protection to the existing EC strucres from shipimpact
respectively. To minimise the impact to the Victoria Harbour and to utilize the shading of the IEC structur e Boardwalk
would be put entirely or partially underneath the existing IEC structure. The remaining 400 m long Boar ik enlue\/ outside
the footprint of the IEC due to limited headroom under the IEC structure;

i be bul

+ Enhancing connectivity

th the hinterland: to enhance the harbour and th besides the four exits at
both ends of the two sections of the Boardwalk, the Latest Scheme has introduced three additional access points, They are located outside
Provident Centre, K. Wah Centre and North Point Fire Station; and

#9118 A5 Outside Kodak House  Diversified facilties for diversified needs: activity nodes, viewing platform:

Boardwalk as in previous schemes.

d fishing platforn Id also be provided along the

£ A0 Access Point at Hoi Yu Street
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Poster

— = I G ty Forum No.1
% m&lTli -ngm ommuni y orum 0.

. 19 Multi-purpose Hall of
Stage 3 Community Engagement (£ (Saturday) Causeway Bay Community Centre,
-17:00 7 Fook Yum Road,
Causeway Bay, Hong Kong

We invite you to participate in our forums to
share your views on the latest scheme of the
proposed boardwalk. (Please contact us or
visit the study website for registration)

BREM Contact U

TARTEER

South Development Office,

Civil Engineering and Development Department

7th Floor, Empire Centre, 68 Mody Road,
Tsim Sha Tsui, Kowloon 3
Community Forum No.2 it
09/03/2019 g :
boardwalk@cedd.gov.hk (Saturday) Dr Seaker Chan Shu Kui Hall,
http://www.boardwalk.gov.hk 30 - 17:00 The North Point Kal-'Fo‘ng Welfare
Advancement Association,
210 Java Road, Hong Kong
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14 EL'”" E3d ] Friday, February 22, 2019
Boardwalk Underneath Island
Eastern Corridor - Investigation
Stage 3 Community Engagement
The proposed boardwalk aims 1o provide a continuous pedestrian connection along the
Iskand East harbourfront, which s currently not accessible cue (o the presence of private iols
immediately abuting the harbour,
We invite you 10 participate In our forums lo share your views on the lalest scheme of the
proposed wak.
Community Forum No.1
02/03/2019 (satursay n
14:30 - 17:00
Multli-purpose Hall {3/F) of
Causeway Bay Community Centre,
7 Fook Yum Road,
Causeway Bay, Hong Kong
Community Forum No.2
09/03/2019 (saasy
14:30 - 17:00
Dr Seaker Chan Shu Kul Hall,
The North Point Kal-Fong Weifare
Advancement Assoclation,
210 Java Road, Hong Kong
(Please contact us of wisit the study website for registration)
Contact Us
South Development Office,
o Developmert Deparment
Tth Focr, Empire Contre, 68 Mody Road,
Tsim Sha Tsul, Kowdoon s
® 23011418 ,m,
@ 23694060 7
© Ml e S Q0v.1K
January 2020

A=COM


xiayl
Text Box
(Ref. R42)

xiayl
Text Box
January 2020


Agreement No. CE 41/2014 (HY)
Boardwalk underneath Island Eastern Corridor — Investigation
Stage 3 Community Engagement Report (Final) (Ref. R42)

Headline Daily (1 Mar 2019)

ZITAREHRR
FEREERESR

HERE

02/03/2019 (=)

14:30 - 17:00
EAREREER VI
EERrEP LT

HERE2

09/03/201 9 (=m)

January 2020

A=COM


xiayl
Text Box
(Ref. R42)

xiayl
Text Box
January 2020


Agreement No. CE 41/2014 (HY)
Boardwalk underneath Island Eastern Corridor — Investigation
Stage 3 Community Engagement Report (Final)

(Ref. R42)

Sing Tao Daily (1 Mar 2019)

. ' Politics B

2EH#E A

INGTAO DAILY.

REERT
ZIT ARERFE
CECTTTITY

.

HERE 1

02/03/2019 (21~

14:30 - 17:00
B ERREAETNE
SRR E PO

HERE 2

09/03/2019 (zm»

14:30 - 17:00
Fhitmage

C/Eﬁ xracaw -
SR ASCOM

A=COM

January 2020


xiayl
Text Box
(Ref. R42)

xiayl
Text Box
January 2020


Agreement No. CE 41/2014 (HY)
Boardwalk underneath Island Eastern Corridor — Investigation
Stage 3 Community Engagement Report (Final) (Ref. R42)

The Standard (1 Mar 2019)

20 LOCAL ET ke Friday, March 1, 2019

Boardwalk Underneath Island
Eastern Corridor - Investigation

Stage 3 Community Engagement

The proposed boardwalk aims 1o provide a continuous pedestrian connection along the
Istand East harbourfront, which is currently not accessible due (0 the presence of private iots
immediately abutting the harbour.

We invite you to participate in our forums to share your views on the latest scheme of the
proposed boardwalk.

Community Forum No.1

02/03/2019 (s

14:30 - 17:00

Multi-purpose Hall {3/F) of
Causeway Bay Community Centre,
7 Fook Yum Road,

Causeway Bay, Hong Kong

Community Forum No.2

09/03/2019 (satursay

14:30 - 17:00

Dr Seaker Chan Shu Kul Hall,

The North Point Kai-Fong Welfare
Advancement Association,

210 Java Road, Hong Kong

(Please contact us or visit the study website for registration)

7 Contact Us
@ FEE South Development Office,
ot Engreaing et Crdl Engirecring and Development Depariment
A=COM 7th Floar, Empire Centre, 68 Mody Road,
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Boardwalk Underneath Island Eastern Corridor — Investigation
Stage 3 Public Consultation
Focus Group Meeting
Meeting Gists

Date 5 March 2019
Time 7:00pm to 8:45pm
Venue

Participants:

Activity Room 1, Central Library, 66 Causeway Road, Causeway Bay

Name

Organization

Ms. Sharon Liu

The Hong Kong Institute of Planners

Mr. Cheung Man Ching Anthony

The Hong Kong Institute of Architects

Mr. Cheung Hoi Fo Jacky

The Hong Kong Institute of Architects

Mr. Tam Po Yiu

Hong Kong Institute of Urban Design

S R I

Ir Lee Ping Kuen

Association of Engineering
Professionals in Society Ltd.

6. Mr. WONG Chun Joe

Association of Engineering
Professionals in Society Ltd.

7. Mr. Wendell Chan

Friends of the Earth (HK)

8.  Mr. Martin Turner

Hong Kong Cycling Alliance

9. Mr. Hew Yang Wahn

Hong Kong Cycling Alliance

10. Mr. Yu King Bon

Cyclist Club

11. Ms. Lee Kit Ching

Cyclist Club

Representatives from South Development Office, CEDD

Mr. Ma Hon Wing, Wilson

Chief Engineer / South Division 3

Mr. Ho Kwok Fai, Godfrey

Senior Engineer / South Division 3

Representatives from AECOM

Mr. Wong Kin Man Simon

Mr. Luk Win Kit Charles

Mr. Lau Yan Wing Jimmy

Mr. Cheung Ting Kwok Paul

Representative from ADO

‘ Mr. Karr Yip

Facilitator:

| Ms. Betty S.F. Ho

‘ PlanArch Consultants Ltd.

Note-taker

‘ Mr. Lam Ka Wai

‘ PlanArch Consultants Ltd.
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Gist of Comments

Support to the Proposed Boardwalk

Most of the participants expressed support to expedite the project progress
and the early implementation of the proposal. They also supported the
increase of minimum width of the proposed boardwalk to 10m and the
increase of accessibility by providing more access points.

Design of the Proposed Boardwalk

Some participants suggested to increase the flexibility of the current scheme
for future enhancement in the detailed design stage. Lesson learnt from
completed harbourfront projects in Hong Kong such as the Avenue of Stars
and Kwun Tong Promenade or from overseas experience should be studied.
One participant suggested the design of the proposed boardwalk should
respect the local characteristics.

Some participants suggested to provide more greening and water-friendly
design.

One participant suggested to beautify the area under IEC and include it into
the design of the proposed boardwalk as a whole.

Some participants enquired about the procurement mechanism of the project
and whether the design-and-built process would be adopted. If such

process would be adopted, the design merits should prevail.

The Alignment and Level of the Proposed Boardwalk

Alignment of the Proposed Boardwalk

Most of the participants supported the current alignment of the proposed
boardwalk with part of the section located underneath IEC and part of it
located outside IEC. A participant commented that such arrangement
would allow the public to have a choice to decide whether they preferred to
stay in the shade or in open air.

Level and Gradient

Some participants concerned that the gradient of some sections of the
proposed boardwalk was quite steep.

One participant was concerned that the current scheme with an 8% gradient
was not feasible for both the handicapped and cyclists to use. Handrail
must be provided if the gradient was at 8%.

One participant suggested to consider the proposal of providing two
alternative routes in the eastern portion: One should be a shared use with the
fire services pier at the North Point Fire Station for daily use while another
elevated route to be used in case of emergency.
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Proposed Facilities and Activities

Proposed Facilities

One participant suggested to provide sufficient and clear wayfinding
signage to existing public toilets, and to provide new public toilet within the
proposed boardwalk when necessary.

One participant suggested to provide air-conditioned indoor venues for
educational, recreational and event purposes to improve the experience of
future boardwalk users.

One participant supported the provision of a fishing platform.

One participant suggested to incorporate water sports activities in the “inner
harbour” area between the boardwalk and the sea wall.

Quality of Open Space

Some participants suggested to introduce more public open space.

A few participants reflected that green space was not the same as open space,
and the government should consider to incorporate green fields as open
space.

Some participants suggested to increase the vibrancy of the proposed
boardwalk as the public was looking forward for a more vibrant waterfront.
More diverse active or water-friendly activities, in addition to viewing and
walking, should be introduced.

Concerns on Pets

Some participants expressed that there were many pet owners in the vicinity
and enquired whether the proposed boardwalk would allow pets. If pets
were allowed, sufficient supporting facilities should be provided within the
proposed boardwalk and in the vicinity to avoid any related hygiene and
smell issue.

Security and Provision of Emergency Services

One participant was concerned about the security issue as part of the
proposed boardwalk would be located underneath IEC and would be dark
and quiet. The current scheme should incorporate security measures in
detailed design stage.

Another participant suggested not to include too much lighting to avoid
light pollution to nearby residents, although there would be a need to
balance security.

Another participant enquired whether there would be Emergency Vehicle
Access for ambulance or first aid stations situated in the boardwalk.

Waterfront Promenade near North Point Ferry Pier

Some participants enquired on how the waterfront promenade near the
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North Point Ferry Pier would be connected with the eastern and western
portions of the proposed boardwalk for both pedestrian and cyclists.

One participant enquired how the waterfront promenade near the North
Point Ferry Pier would be designed. The participant expressed the
impression that the parks in Hong Kong used to be covered with large area
of bushes and the space available for activities was limited.

Cycling-related Issue

Support to Cycling in the Proposed Boardwalk

Some participants supported to allow cycling in the proposed boardwalk.

Interface with nearby Road Network

One participant concerned that when more cyclists were commuting to the
proposed boardwalk from their home/workplace in the inland area, the
road/pedestrian network in the old urban area of North Point where did not
have cycling track and might have safety issue.

One participant enquired on whether the accesses connected to public road
that banned cyclists.

Share Use of Space between Pedestrian and Cyclists

Some participants enquired whether there would be a separate cycling track
or there would be a share use of the boardwalk between pedestrians and
cyclists. One participant suggested that the level difference between the
pedestrian walkway and cycling track could be minimal.

Some participants supported the concept of shared use of space between
pedestrians and cyclists, and such concept should be reflected in the design
of the proposed boardwalk.

One participant suggested if shared use of space between pedestrians and
cyclists was to be adopted, relevant design, but not hard and distinct
demarcation, should be incorporated to minimize the conflicts between
different users. It was suggested that the outside portion near Victoria
Harbour could be designed for pedestrians and viewers while the inner
portion could be designed for cyclists.

Design of Cycling Routes

One participant suggested that cycling on the proposed boardwalk should be
less restrictive.

One participant concerned about the integrity, continuity and connectivity of
cycling routes. It was suggested that cycling routes in the Northern part of
Hong Kong Island should be planned in a wider perspective where
interfaces of cycling routes between different government projects should
be coordinated. The participant also enquired on the communication
between government bureau/departments on the establishment of a
continuous cycling routes in the Northern part of Hong Kong Island.
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One participant expressed if the proposed boardwalk could not be connected
to the promenade in Central, it would be less attractive to cyclists.

Bike Rental Kiosk and Bike-sharing

One participant expressed concern that only one bike rental kiosk was
proposed and cyclists had to ride back to return the rented bike. The
participant also enquired whether the bike rental kiosk would contain single
or multiple operators.
Another participant supported the provision of bike-sharing services in the
proposed boardwalk.

Conformity with the Protection of the Harbour Ordinance

Some participants supported the current scheme which the impact on the
Victoria Harbour was minimized.

One participant concerned that proposed link bridges would constituted the
definition of “reclamation” under the Protection of the Harbour Ordinance.
The participant suggested to allow design and phasing flexibility for the
early commencement of the sections of boardwalk where fewer legal
dispute was anticipated. The participant also suggested the government
should also plan for the worse scenario for alternative scenario.

Management-related Issue

One participant enquired on whether the proposed boardwalk would be
managed by LCSD or other NGOs.

Others

One participant suggested that the location plan and section diagram shown
in the pamphlet should be in the same scale.

One participant was concerned about the proposed boardwalk would attract
large amount of mainland visitors under the Individual Visitor Scheme and
affect the living of local residents.

-End-
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34. Law Hung Bor*

35. EAT)
36. =4+ -
sEih A EEHE B LB BAERETREER -
TARTEEE:

i Bk fir
SRt PR R
FEESES RO R 48 T F2A
fa] BRE S AR P PR R e 4R AR
TR AR FAhERE TR2AT
XFELL FAhERE TR2AT
SRR 2L R R TR2AT
AR

i RFEERE i iA

wERERE ZRFEFARRAE] BTHES
[ERE ST ZRREFARRAE] BTHES
MIfRZES e VZRREFARRAE] HE
HREME — B ZE AR A E] TH H 4aEs
fal /NS 2 EEHEEMARAE | ERA
g 2ed EEHEEMARAE | isE
MR IR EEHEEMARAE | sE
TR
iS1E) k- =N
14:00-14:30 | B NZEEEATRAE]
14:30-14:35 | S 4RI AR B Al fal/ N2t
14:35-14:40 | Bz FEThEE R
14:40-15:00 | ARSI SE — Rt @S EE | mdhfER (o BlkE A

B RS T B ETINE T

15:00-16:15 | FEIEERER FEhEE b ~ SZEREATRAE]
FAm /N5t
16:15-16:20 | HR&E RS PP e S AR S AR




HEREE R

1

XFIE

g EH TN ST I Sl et SN ERAN - W RERE A S Db e
MHEATAE -

HEGHEUE BRI T - BRI 8 AR Rt A8
H -

AETEVS ~ EGNISRE

SRR Y
ﬁ" *}iLE’JiEZ%fu X AL N T R S E AL AR st LR E

Fect 5 ﬁkﬁﬁﬁ YRS B R AL AT/ IS -
ﬁ,\aﬁﬁw%ﬁﬁt SALE AT LR e T % — R - SR B AT DABREE 5 24
AR
HEEER R ET RIME SR O EZ SRR AN E 2S5 E
MAREZZ MRS > SR eat INELI AR T R E -
AR B B RSB R SRR - A B E E R B ANRE 5 2 S R
BHE - ARG EE PR R HE RSN  ERERS2E TN
P S M S ERRCEKEYIE R R E © [FRT - IR ] 5
TKEEBIHR - B R SR 2R -
BRI AR —(EERE T EN S - FEatica A M ER A TEA L+
5| - BEREERC & A FE A LIV EIRREE - SHNEEr I A iE s —
(&5 BB -

R E RS EER 2018 FEITAR & ARE MY AR E R HE - %
A E AT R AR s - 75 T SN AU SE) -
B 7R E & R 25 - JRa] DI ERAE R R I A A E R -
A EE BB R IOE R A TORRE » WA Lo i & R R & A8 R A&
Ty B T R T - B E 2/ A (EER SRR BAER]) Gyl
HH BRfm B EEL A 2.8 SRS - Bt iRl e e n] LS T A ~ wlar J B E
[EIRFEEHE o I B ol Ry FERS B R P 5 2 e oK -
BERA N EGE TS EIECT R E RV E R -
BERA IR T AT 2SR 2O IE 2 aeat » TR S BE fir st 5
JIVNEEZ 2V G s




AL T Ry st ] ISR AT -

HHEGER IO ADBEES 5 2R EZE I ALEE - FhlE
B /K Wl A L R — B - e K iE A = iR - Bl e
MIRE SR Z ] S ERR T EE SRS - Bl 2 —(EH AL -

B LA IS TR SOEEIR - iR AT N Fh 2] B A R R
it B AFIEERICERRGET T > T R A EOa IR A Az AMGE - (F
A OB T R — e s R A BRHRAT AL

T ARENEHE

B HRREEEEEEENERE GBI E T G SR ehy
(EHRAE ~ )RR > A RERICE S ERES AR L MR
e

BRI AR N IERS

FEUEBERNCE A 2/ DETE R RE TR It e S22 T HE T 2 T S Eh ( B A
BEgE) -

Pt AR A e i & DU A IR S8 5t S g A6 A AL e R B Ay
T LRI -

i EEER REEENCE T R BEHEEE RS - BB AL RN E
ST ~ e T B  BOKIE SR - Rl E L B Y AL R AL
REHEEIR - VA G E i BER I B B = P TR - S i
RS TR E R AE - HIE g E R A E REZ L EM At ER A Ak
st > AR E AR - D B A R N HE S R -

R R B RS E R T 1 S AL AT ATAY A FL 3t -

peRtcE TR AIRr e A e ERE TG ZIMITER G
Y o WAV ANE S FES 2 - AR AN - A9 e &0 bR
FIFRCF B BRI KB PR O R A A TR E R T 58
pegEtvE Ly NeT > BEERSH IR REREGT BRTRORER
HRTEEHEEE - A EEERERNT -

TS T R RV O(EE = S 0 BAG I R B B 2 D ik At e
g E R E SR G

HEEERE T RS EANE MR & TR ERIHBEICERX
i

A BLEE A E BRI ERES NI AR (R - A A 7 ORI AT AR 2b A

4




T -
BEIEBER I E R - KB A RS ARG | B BTk Bk -

H2ER

sH RGBT — S B A N R BRI E EEE  fEa e T A 5 R Y
HREST R EREERHENZ 2T EE -

EOT ANEREERE R HBES S L8 - iR AR EHEEH
=

AU E AR RERNCEA N, EAVIRZ R - TR AP R - BEEtUE 1
THTRE - O REGAN AN TIREBERICEC AMATRNRESEA -
PO E R E RS A SRS R AU R AT RE S B P B e BRI
F o EEE RO AERE (R R -

shl ] e R B R BT PR E 2 e AtE - A e BB R -

BREE

Sh T ] P M ST B R 5 [HEHY 22 R R R

A B O R AL TR R AR e 7K R R B30 P /KO S AR Y R 2
BEREN RS - TN O A RRGET -

EREEGERL /AR S — A R > IATIEER > RZHA
SN CREEE A HHmEELR - A BERIE -

s S A G bR R (B RSO E 55 Sk R AR A i s & -

TRERE

sh ] e R B P THYIRF IR > BLFREN TAISE LRI WA E Bl LI a4
FH GG R A o DUEF H TR -

7 S E B EE TR R TR e - i H e R R B A LRy HA & 7y - (5
1T AR AR B et — BEREE P T 2508 -

BB H T R R i R e TR RS RE I ] RORRE R TR
REZUEERENR O TV G IR R UK aakatRE S
PRI & iR ] -

Ao E RS RER I E T LU - RDBHGE TR -

sy [EH 7 DAL PR P 3t R T LA i AL A R B Fo s ] -

FoAt




¢ FHEgEEERENS  WEERESS MIIBEP - EEREG T
(< et R A2 EFARER A -



Agreement No. CE 41/2014 (HY)
Boardwalk underneath Island Eastern Corridor — Investigation
Stage 3 Community Engagement Report (Final) (Ref. R42)

Appendix C3
Gist of Meeting for Community Forum No. 2

January 2020

A=COM


xiayl
Text Box
(Ref. R42)

xiayl
Text Box
January 2020


Agreement No. CE 41/2014 (HY)
Boardwalk underneath Island Eastern Corridor — Investigation
Stage 3 Community Engagement Report (Final) (Ref. R42)

January 2020

A=COM


xiayl
Text Box
(Ref. R42)

xiayl
Text Box
January 2020


RIEERT N Z BERIRER R
FFEERtESH
LR 2
HE# 201943 A 9H
Rif] © T 283000
Higs © FAILAEEE 210 SHLAEEENERREFRERAEE

HEAL A | R

Yung Ma Shan Yee IbAEEDEHEB e EE

Ricky Fan HRRERE RS

Ginny Tsui HElER

Tracy Wong tAER

BPEES Rl S

SYh—2
RIRR

JEE

Bt

3+1 HAE

Mario Liu*

By
3+1 Gl

IO N g~ W NI

Fa](E*

ISNERE

[EEN
©

Elsie Fung -

[EEY
[EEY

. Cheung Yuk Wa -

[EEN
N

Peter Chu -

[EEN
w

Ben Shun -

[EEN
=

Loreen Chui -

[EEN
i

C.C. Lee -

[EEN
©

Matthew Wong -

[EEN
~

Emma Chen -

[EEN
o}

. Ysabelle Cheung -

[EEN
©

Hyde -

)
o

C. Chan -

N
[T

. Kwong Shan -

N
N

. Virginia Lin -

N
w

. William Yeung -

()
&

Choi Si Hong -

N
o

Choi Sai Ho -

N
(2]

. Yu Han Yui -

N
~

. FTIa -

)
o

BitETG -

[S)
©w

B :

30. D -

FES A N DE RS E LR B EmETHERER -
1



EARTREIEE:

i Bk Az

SRt PR A
FEESESE PO PR 48 T AZA
fal B A PO AR A0 T R2F
ENI I s P PR I e 4R AR
R e P PR I e 4R AR
(G Sias FAhIE R TAZAT
EpI & s FAhIE R TAZAT
FEA

i RFEERE i iA
=R ZRFFAIRAE] BUTHSE
PEzE s SRR RAE] BUTHSE
MR ZES A VZRREFARRAE HE
HERSAE —IEZERARAHE TH H 4aEs
fal /NS 2 AEHEEMARAE | EFFA
sRIlIGZL T EEHEFEMARAE | sE
MRIESAE BB ARAE | sE
TRIERR
iSE) k= BEAN | i
14:00-14:30 | &% ZEEAIRAE]
14:30-14:35 | 48 mIERAE AR R fal/ N2t
14:35-14:40 | Bz FEThEE R
14:40-15:00 | DAEHE B SR — RS S BE | Bt (n B A

B S MR RTIRE T
15:00-16:45 | FEIAIRE FAfhERE ~ ZEEEATRAE]
FeAal /N 2t

16:45-17:00 | 4845 R FAThIR R B SR e A




HEREE R

1 XRFITRE
o HIGEEFORTRE T  SEEZUEE AT B Wik e

BT
B BB 5 Tt B R B G P R R S S
K -

axaTEV - ERNSRE

WA E T A E R E N 2 S R AL PR e E BT 75 5 E S AE
BIRER A 2/ = FE VKRN A SH5E - FlRmR A -

shE R e EIHE g & SR E S et T R R e = A e oK -
AR E R ERGE TR TORIEE S B LM R TR i B RE A A
ZE[H] -

MFENERTFE - ERE RS B E R G G2 2HE -
EHEE SR TR R 1] A2 IR BRI BRI EUE  AERIEHIEE DL
A [FI R T AR S B IR

BEEACE RN ] LA ML ARG T fERAMEE AL - IR ] A NE
BOCEEHELET » A 58 EBE st 0 B R A Ayl i SRR AT - AT A
FEREENCE VB S /K ERIREE -

wo o TR IR SRURERE A B R R B E T R R INE A B2 E RIS
SRS B E RNV R R s A o EEAN > (E RIS Er TR
R e R A A SR T - SR FI(E A - TR e B R (5
o WLl e RETEER

me o T IR B SRR A BRI R AT EIRS  o17 NBERIIR - s
[ PR 2 s e o e [ O

EHEMAEE A REHE R FE% RfERIG EETACE §T AR
15 o

e e ] DM T A g TR AR aT - DU 22 Al sl AR - BT pe vy
FHI BEIERIGREM BRI R EEE - R ERS S Mz
Bl > SRR AR A T EE A Y B RE B LR ER T

RS R S L Y — BRSO E I AR U e T R E 58> LURT IR
EREENCE KT YRR

s ] & A 4R et ] AR X st i = B I - 30 HL 6 S 5= A

f -

R




NG EN

R EERBUA B SR EES S A O+ 5kzs B REEES SN
m Sl o RHASHEERGRICE - DISGE =R -

SRR IR AL EEN A TENE S LR R AR PR A= » ki Ik
%E¢%mwﬁmﬁﬁéﬁmﬁﬁg%ﬁ@ﬂWﬁﬁEﬁAﬁl%@AMF
RASFE RSS2 EEEearI I ECEECHE AL -
RS ER SR EE BN BN T RE RS E B IR AEH  SULE
TEMT TR A -

o AR BT E (EEN S B AL N BN & fEE (EHET %N
TR A BEEEBERE SN B EE T nIE KB EE R B A

BESEMCERT AL
HfREEENCE RS L R At AR B E R E > R

RE ST AL R AL AR RSN o e ACHEI IR —Bsa s sl g Be
75 {57 P LAt 268 2 P B R AR 2B -

PR E SR e T N S B SR R B AT B R

BERIEREE

s ] &2 B H L A WS BRI AT AR R RV U B0 S R A TR BR s ]

o B EHFONA T R RN E S SR B B R BB G B IR HI
R BRI THY ) -

HIFEEHE A T RHOHE/KE (AR — T A Bk 5% - A - 1 ik
T FEITRIE TR s B KB T R g e R > A E
{ERE AT LAY [FIRF R RERACE RS ORISR -

AT T A~ $YF A R B A o] DL RO - DURE S
G EERNCEEE A FERE A FEE A

5

EREA AR N IERS

ER: SN & N S o

*

AR B EE B R B 01T AR B Ik - B 0p NS SERESD - 40
RIEE NEHLHBERNGE - R AL EE > FERIED -
) ] B AR Iy AR AL -

ARG B i BB HAE - 38 Ry I WLT%&%%? LRESy
7 o BRI - S IELARE R - 1T A\ BRI R R R |
B FOEEZ S -

By BlgE e T L HmE | S 5 %%MAE%ﬁﬁ%kW$%%
H > ﬁ%ﬁifjﬂﬁFﬁﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁ§ZZ—~ nzﬂﬁFﬁf“EZ§*535775F? fett T A )

4




DREEATEEREENEHENRE BUNFEAE T REDHEERAHE
ML - oA BLE R0 T LA | AURESE FTTTHY R ER G S Bl e
BRGEEE ~ (TR FE A IMET N BT A3 F - MEEFIRA DL - FRA
B ETE AR BT A e - B~ 58V AN Bl e S A
Y BPRERVERS > R SR EREES -

¢ HGHEUEREITHEBEERNE TERESE hEEEHE RS X
B EESMNTEEEANE -

¢ RO bEINE AT Y — BRI RO R RIS Eei s - F5 B EER
it S U A RE R 7 R] DA B ER IR A i -

¢ RREARERTHAAEESE s BEEEAES e ItABITaE R
77 0 BEEERERGE - BERAGRA LT E > RS A DI 2 (E
EREEAH (B, - [RIF i & OF R B B a e S B R R i - T DAB R =]
A PR RSO B R RS - S (5 B & = 15 R BUG 8 2 el Je $ 2= ik
B HEFHAER > IR RS A LRE - HETHER -

¢ HEAREEEESAVEERS SOEM P ASER R AT

DI R S R

o RN SRR R RSEN - (H A RS PR A 5 [EUK ~ IRK R
HIRHY EERET - PAORFFE A -

s IVAHEGER RGN RSN — BB A B A A S -
TTAANE - EHEPEESERERDIHESE EENERE - WHRA
LA EaRY_ b - SRR R ERHRE 5 e g -

)
¢ HHEERACHEYET SRR BRI EEEG - RE S

A GBI ERESFTE  $IR AR MG fAIT$IE > 75
BIE ARG (5 F S TR R -

o (ERIEEER R E -8 B AR A 28 S 2 I e
t > HE T RE G R B - DR A FEAENZ 2 BN REE
e FEes Y RIS - N ERAERERIES 2 -

b

o ERIANER TR E MR BORT H B BB EaAoE DL S B S 5 5 Bl R LA
Z/VHR

¢ RABEREIRO I DUNS/ VI REEE ER L R R E R E AR
THRMEEES

ik AYNE]

o ERIEM (YIS IRE IR > 15 IR R S B T HET A A5

5



A PR B D e g A A RV

LA e i
¢ ERNREREN UK, BCEREER I E SRR N B e R R E

7K > ST R AT AR A B B A A o] DURUS- IR VK - 1 HL AT DS B B E (K
TEEOK -

s EFRSERMNESE > IATEMRETH T ~ NE=E SO FREIETREEA -

s IEHAMEERIE— ~ ISRV ARSHARA R MR TR -

s EEPIEGEREEE BIGHE 5 (E/ RS R 8 A -

6 ZRER

o HREESIGEMINEEER T o @6 REEA B MR RERE Hm P -

s CHMBEERER YA RGETI IR R - FReEIREERYE T T » SRR
B A REENCE -

s B ALGEEHE EH R ERGER MO EEE -

s A EBISCEN YR EERRN o S 20 e o i B S R B R AR
7 o

*  HR—E0 o AU REGRARGE AL R E RN BEE AN (n] i oo i B8 4 B s R
7 o

7 BRI

*  BEERIEER T ZERE R fE B R SCE Y RS TR S RS A
FEIM NS T R R TE A N EEE S SR CE NG TEAE N T
STREEEG N - SR E B st F RS A H R AN R 5L E -

o RGPS B S 45 R RS S R s 2 o

s  HMBEENREIEEEEEA X 0 A4 A EENRIEE LT RN -

8 TiREERE

s CHfEEEERENSEE -

o ESyELE AT AR B RE R SR L -

s EpHgEiE B AR INEEA S AVIGHRE £ E BEESITAE R
B B LA S ST WE MW A T R A B AL R AR R RS
E °

o HlmEEREEESILFEEMEEUBENREIEEEARER B ek
I E R - A DR B AL R B R AG SE -

s B TINHBESIGERERE  ER R EGEGE - 2R B RS EY

6




FOPE - BIREeMEKEE > SRER LIPS I ERE -

FLAh

B 5 4 75 2 N B BT D — BB B S S, 757 S 4 R
B — O B R M R DR TS » S B A B T LU 52
= o

ST 5 8 A PR A AR B AT BT B B e s
A SR TR S R T 7B TR 5L R BRI 3 FL 53T B
A A RIS -

TR 2 G A — 1 R — 07 e el e PR e g
WP - B TREA -

- 58 -







Agreement No. CE 41/2014 (HY)
Boardwalk underneath Island Eastern Corridor — Investigation
Stage 3 Community Engagement Report (Final) (Ref. R42)

Appendix D
Media Coverage during
Stage 3 Community Engagement

January 2020

A=COM


xiayl
Text Box
(Ref. R42)

xiayl
Text Box
January 2020


Agreement No. CE 41/2014 (HY)
Boardwalk underneath Island Eastern Corridor — Investigation
Stage 3 Community Engagement Report (Final) (Ref. R42)

January 2020

A=COM


xiayl
Text Box
(Ref. R42)

xiayl
Text Box
January 2020


Media Coverage during Stage 3 of the Community Engagement Exercise (Between
February 2019 and April 2019)

Name of Medium

Publishing Date

Title

1. Bk 18.22019 |THBLAMREEBITARERHAR K178 B 2025/26
FRERK
). EEHH 19.2.2019 |RETAREREZED 10 KFE KR 2025 FREA
3. EEFA® 19.2.2019 |RETEZREEEZ K
4. HERAR 19.2.2019 |REBIT AMEEEIEZ 10 K5 ¥l 2025/26 FRA
5. MIB¥HE 1922019 |REEBITAREFH SR HLE 10K RESPVATLE
6. RO 20.2.2019 |ERER{T AMREHREFIERE
X R 20.2.2019 |REFITAMEIEZE 10 KF8 2025 F£3E K
RA B 20.2.2019 |BR¥AER REBITARE BE&KL 10 X
9. &HHEO1 21.2.2019 [REHRE] REEZE 1.7 ABT ABESERER 2025 FRAH
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Eastern District Council
Planning, Works and Housing Committee Paper No. 2/19

Proposed Boardwalk underneath the
Island Eastern Corridor (IEC)

The Latest Scheme

PURPOSE

The purpose of this paper is to seek members’ views on the Latest
Scheme of the proposed Boardwalk underneath the Island Eastern Corridor
(IEC) (the Boardwalk).

BACKGROUND

2. The proposed Boardwalk is a major harbourfront enhancement initiative
proposed by the “Hong Kong Island East Harbour-front Study” completed in
2012. It is approximately 2 kilometre (km) in length!. Its completion will be
conducive to providing a continuous promenade of some 9 km long between
Central and Sai Wan Ho for public enjoyment.

3. Further to the inception of the Boardwalk proposal in 2012, we have
been pushing forward its implementation through the following key tasks —

(a) in March 2015, the Civil Engineering and Development Department
(CEDD) commissioned the “Boardwalk underneath Island Eastern
Corridor - Investigation” study to review the feasibility of the Boardwalk
and to study its compliance with the Protection of the Harbour
Ordinance (Cap. 531)(PHO);

(b) in early 2016, Stage 1 Community Engagement (“CE1”) was conducted
where a wide spectrum of stakeholders, including the Eastern District
Council (“EDC”), Task Force on Harbourfront Developments on Hong
Kong Island of the Harbourfront Commission (“TFHK”), academics and
professional institutes, green groups, cyclist groups, harbour concern
groups as well as local residents, was consulted. We also collected
public views through a questionnaire survey. Based on the 1 306
completed questionnaires and other comments received from roving
exhibitions, focus group meetings, and community workshops, there
was great support and strong public need for the proposed Boardwalk
which would open up the North Point waterfront to the public and

! The exact length of the proposed newly-constructed IEC Boardwalk would be about 1.7 km,
while some additional 0.4 km of the promenade in-between its different sections would be
constructed by the private developer of the residential and hotel development of the ex-North
Point Estate site, adding up to around 2.1 km in total.



(©)

4.

provide a continuous connection along the Island East harbourfront.
Over 90% of the respondents supported the provision of a continuous
waterfront connection, while around 80% and 70% of the respondents
supported the provision of a walkway and a cycle track respectively.
There were also views demanding more access points and a wider
boardwalk for more amenity space. The EDC was consulted in February
2016 and it was supportive of the proposed Boardwalk. Members also
supported the proposed entertainment facilities, such as cycle track on
the proposed Boardwalk; and

in response to the public views collated in CE1, a wider Boardwalk was
proposed in the Stage 2 Community Engagement (“CE2”) in November
2016 to January 2017. This aimed to meet the public demand for an
accessible and attractive public waterfront which could be shared
among various social and recreational activities. As compared with the
7.5m wide Boardwalk in CE1, the Boardwalk under CE2 has a general
width of 10m throughout, while the alignments and longitudinal profiles
of both proposals are largely the same. The EDC was consulted again
in November 2016 and it was supportive of the proposed Boardwalk with
a general width of 10m throughout.

Major views on the proposed Boardwalk collected so far could be

summarised as follows —

()

(b)

(©)

Expedited implementation: the public generally supports constructing
the Boardwalk as quickly as possible so as to open up the harbourfront
from North Point to Quarry Bay and enhance the connectivity along the
Hong Kong Island East waterfront;

More access points: in addition to the four proposed access points
located at the planned open space north of Oil Street, Tong Shui Road,
Tin Chiu Street and Hoi Yu Street, some stakeholders have requested
more access points from the hinterland to the Boardwalk to facilitate its
public enjoyment;.

Supported proposals: the following suggestions are generally supported
by the public -

® the Boardwalk should provide sufficient space to cater for the needs
and safety of pedestrians, cyclists and other user groups carrying
out different activities therein;

® to provide “viewing platforms” along the Boardwalk for the public to
enjoy the panoramic views of the Victoria Harbour between Tsim Sha
Tsui and Lei Yue Mun;

® to provide “activity nodes” at the four access points for different
activities; and

® to set up a “fishing platform” next to the existing Tong Shui Road

2



Pier; and

(d) Diverging views: however, there were diverse views on the alignment of
the proposed Boardwalk. Some stakeholders supported the proposed
alignment under CE2 where majority of it was placed outside the
footprint of IEC structure. On the other hand, there had been requests
that due consideration should be given to the PHO. The space
underneath the structure of the IEC should be fully utilised so as to
reduce the impact to the Victoria Harbour.

THE LATEST SCHEME -

5. Making reference to the various views above and after balancing the
concerns of different stakeholders, a Latest Scheme is formulated. The exact
length of the proposed Boardwalk would be about 1.7 km. Its western section
would run from Oil Street to Tong Shui Road, while its eastern section would
run from Tin Chiu Street to Hoi Yu Street. These two portions would be
connected by a 400 m long and 20 m wide promenade fronting the Ex-North
Point Estate. The proposed alignment of the latest scheme is shown at Annex A.
Major features of the Latest Scheme are as follows —

(a) Maximizing the space of the Boardwalk: to allow sufficient space for the
safe and conflict-free shared use among different users with different
needs, the Boardwalk would maintain a general width of 10m
throughout, providing pocket spaces which would allow various social
and recreational activities;

(b) Fully utilizing the shading of the IEC: additional piled foundations and
new protection dolphin structures would be required to support the
proposed Boardwalk, the moveable bridge and the link bridges, as well
as to offer protection to the existing IEC structures from ship impact
respectively. To minimise the impact to the Victoria Harbour and to
utilize the shading of the IEC structure, about 1.3 km of the Boardwalk
would be put entirely or partially underneath the existing IEC structure.
The remaining 400 m long Boardwalk would be built entirely outside
the footprint of the IEC due to limited headroom under the IEC structure;

(c) Enhancing connectivity with the hinterland: to enhance the connectivity
between the harbour and the hinterland, besides the four exits at both
ends of the two sections of the Boardwalk, the Latest Scheme has
introduced three additional access points. They are located outside
Provident Centre, K. Wah Centre and North Point Fire Station; and

(d) Diversified facilities for diversified needs: activity nodes, viewing
platforms and fishing platforms would also be provided along the
Boardwalk as in previous schemes.

6. The longitudinal profiles, landscape and architectural design for the
Boardwalk, as well as the architectural and beautification works for the IEC,

3



Tong Shui Road Pier, and North Point Vehicular Ferry Pier would be further
developed at the design and construction stage.

WAY FORWARD

STAGE 3 COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT (CE3)

7. To take forward the matter, we would launch the Stage 3 Community
Engagement (CE3) to consult the public on the Latest Scheme around Q1 2019.
Different stakeholders, including the EDC, the TFHK, academics and
professional institutes, green groups, cyclist groups, harbour concern groups as

well as local residents, have been/ will be engaged. Focus group meetings and
community workshops will also be held during the engagement period.

ADVICE SOUGHT

8. Members are invited to comment on the Latest Scheme of the Boardwalk
and take note of the way forward.

ATTACHMENT

Annex A - Alignment of the Latest Scheme of the Boardwalk (Layout Plan)

Civil Engineering and Development Department
February 2019
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Task Force on Harbourfront Developments
on Hong Kong Island

For discussion TFHK/01/2019
on 20 February 2019

Proposed Boardwalk underneath the
Island Eastern Corridor (IEC)

The Latest Scheme

PURPOSE

The purpose of this paper is to seek members’ views on
the Latest Scheme of the proposed Boardwalk underneath the
Island Eastern Corridor (IEC) (the Boardwalk).

BACKGROUND

2. The proposed Boardwalk is a major harbourfront
enhancement initiative proposed by the “Hong Kong Island East
Harbour-front Study” completed in 2012. It is approximately
2 kilometre (km) in length!. Its completion will be conducive to
providing a continuous promenade of some 9 km long between
Central and Sai Wan Ho.

3. Further to the inception of the Boardwalk proposal in
2012, we have been pushing forward its implementation through
the following key tasks —

(a) in March 2015, the Civil Engineering and Development
Department (CEDD) commissioned the “Boardwalk
underneath Island Eastern Corridor - Investigation”
study to review the feasibility of the Boardwalk and to
study its compliance with the Protection of the Harbour
Ordinance (Cap. 531)(PHO);

(b) in early 2016, Stage 1 Community Engagement (CE1)
was conducted where a wide spectrum of stakeholders,
including the Task Force on Harbourfront Developments
on Hong Kong Island of the Harbourfront Commission

' The exact length of the newly-constructed IEC Boardwalk would be about 1.7 km,
while some additional 0.4 km of the promenade in-between its different sections
would be constructed by the private developer of the residential and hotel
development of the ex-North Point Estate site, adding up to around 2.1 km in total.
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Task Force on Harbourfront Developments
on Hong Kong Island

For discussion TFHK/01/2019
on 20 February 2019

4.

(HKTF), the Eastern District Council (EDC), academics
and professional institutes, green groups, cyclist groups,
harbour concern groups as well as local residents, was
consulted. We also collected public views through a
questionnaire survey. Based on the 1 306 completed
questionnaires and other comments received from roving
exhibitions, focus group meetings, and community
workshops, there was great support and strong public
need for the proposed Boardwalk which would open up
the North Point waterfront to the public and provide a
continuous connection along the Island East
harbourfront. Over 90% of the respondents supported
the provision of a continuous waterfront connection,
while around 80% and 70% of the respondents
supported the provision of a walkway and a cycle track
respectively. There were also views demanding more
access points and a wider boardwalk for more amenity
space. The HKTF was consulted in February 2016 and it
was supportive of the proposed Boardwalk. Members
also suggested that a wider boardwalk would maximize
its benefits; and

in response to the public views collated in CE1, a wider
Boardwalk was proposed in the Stage 2 Community
Engagement (CE2) in November 2016 to January 2017.
This aimed to meet the public demand for an accessible
and attractive public waterfront which could be shared
among various social and recreational activities. As
compared with the 7.5 metre (m) wide Boardwalk in CE1,
the Boardwalk under CE2 has a general width of 10 m
throughout, while the alignments and longitudinal
profiles of both proposals are largely the same. The
HKTF was consulted in January and March 2017 and it
was of the view that the boardwalk scheme should utilise
the space underneath the IEC structure given the
implications under the PHO.

Major views on the proposed Boardwalk collected so far

could be summarised as follows —

(a) Expedited implementation: the public generally
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Task Force on Harbourfront Developments
on Hong Kong Island

For discussion TFHK/01/2019
on 20 February 2019

(b)

(c)

(d)

supports constructing the Boardwalk as quickly as
possible so as to open up the harbourfront from North
Point to Quarry Bay and enhance the connectivity along
the Hong Kong Island East waterfront;

More access points: in addition to the four proposed
access points located at the planned open space north of
Oil Street, Tong Shui Road, Tin Chiu Street and Hoi Yu
Street, some stakeholders have requested more access
points from the hinterland to the Boardwalk to facilitate
its public enjoyment;

Supported proposals: the following suggestions are
generally supported by the public -

® the Boardwalk should provide sufficient space to
cater for the needs and safety of pedestrians, cyclists
and other user groups carrying out different activities
therein,;

® to provide “viewing platforms” along the Boardwalk
for the public to enjoy the panoramic views of the
Victoria Harbour between Tsim Sha Tsui and Lei Yue
Mun;

® to provide “activity nodes” at the four access points
for different activities; and

® to set up a “fishing platform” next to the existing Tong
Shui Road Pier; and

Diverging views: however, there were diverse views on
the alignment of the proposed Boardwalk. Some
stakeholders supported the proposed alignment under
CE2 where majority of it was placed outside the footprint
of IEC structure. On the other hand, there had been
requests that due consideration should be given to the
PHO. The space underneath the structure of the IEC
should be fully utilised so as to reduce the impact to the
Victoria Harbour.
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Task Force on Harbourfront Developments
on Hong Kong Island

For discussion TFHK/01/2019
on 20 February 2019

THE LATEST SCHEME -

5.

Making reference to the various views above and after

balancing the concerns of different stakeholders, a Latest
Scheme is formulated. The proposed alignment of the latest
scheme is shown at Annex A. Major features of the Latest
Scheme are as follows —

(a) Maximizing the space of the Boardwalk: the exact

length of the proposed Boardwalk would be about 1.7 km.
Its western section would run from Oi Street to Tong
Shui Road, while its eastern section would run from Tin
Chiu Street to Hoi Yu Street. These two portions would
be connected by a 400 m long and 20 m wide promenade
fronting the Ex-North Point Estate. To allow sufficient
space for the safe and conflict-free shared use among
different users with different needs, the Boardwalk would
maintain a general width of 10 m throughout, providing
pocket spaces which would allow various social and
recreational activities;

(b) Fully utilizing the shading of the IEC: additional piled

(c)

foundations and new protection dolphin structures
would be required to support the proposed Boardwalk,
the moveable bridge and the link bridges, as well as to
offer protection to the existing IEC structures from ship
impact respectively. To minimise the impact to the
Victoria Harbour and to utilize the shading of the IEC
structure, about 1.3 km of the Boardwalk would be put
entirely or partially underneath the existing IEC
structure. The remaining 400 m long Boardwalk would
be built entirely outside the footprint of the IEC due to
limited headroom under the IEC structure;

Enhancing connectivity with the hinterland: to
enhance the connectivity between the harbour and the
hinterland, besides the four exits at both ends of the two
sections of the Boardwalk, the Latest Scheme has
introduced three additional access points. They are
located outside Provident Centre, K. Wah Centre and
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Task Force on Harbourfront Developments
on Hong Kong Island

For discussion TFHK/01/2019
on 20 February 2019

North Point Fire Station; and

(d) Diversified facilities for diversified needs: activity
nodes, viewing platforms and fishing platforms would
also be provided along the Boardwalk as in previous
schemes.

6. The longitudinal profiles, landscape and architectural
design for the Boardwalk, as well as the architectural and
beautification works for the IEC, Tong Shui Road Pier, and North
Point Vehicular Ferry Pier would be further developed at the
design and construction stage.

WAY FORWARD
STAGE 3 COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT

7. To take forward the matter, we would launch the Stage 3
Community Engagement to consult the public on the Latest
Scheme around Q1 2019. Different stakeholders, including the
HKTF, the EDC, academics and professional institutes, green
groups, cyclist groups, harbour concern groups as well as local
residents, have been/ will be engaged. Focus group meetings
and community workshops will also be held during the
engagement period.

ADVICE SOUGHT

8. Members are invited to comment on the Latest Scheme of
the Boardwalk and take note of the way forward.

ATTACHMENT

Annex A Alignment of the Latest Scheme of the Boardwalk
(Layout Plan)

Civil Engineering and Development Department
February 2019

Page 5



Annex A

Efl LEGEND

REEBSET 2T AMRE
Boardwalk underneath
IEC Footprint
REE MU ZT AR
Boardwalk outside
IEC Footprint

& ABEAD

Proposed Boardwalk Access

[ #RE Viewing Platform

HEIR B E
MASTER LAYOUT PLAN 4 |[Ps

T8

WRE
Viewing Platform

db&s,
=7 |[Ps iy

RT,
s G \EHIC ULAQﬁpo/ @t@-
S8 I

Bicycle Parking LTSS

f 43
Fishing Platform Bicycle Parking

wRE
Viewing Platform

S
Cycle Rental Kiosk
—_—

{7 ®EmE Activty Node

T RAIENEML
L_1  Major Existing Open Space

P

Bicycle Parking
Y 9

@ CRFIERIG AT TR TR
PHERAVTHARARR
Future Waterfront Open Space
under the Urban Design Study for
the Wan Chai North and
North Point Harbourfront Areas
REAREH
Existing Public Pier
BERNATE
Proposed Fishing Platform
JbARAIEEA

®
®
i @ North Point Ferry Pier
®
®
®

EREINEHRES
Planned Waterfront Promenade

AR
Existing North Point
Vehicular Ferry Pier

JEA GHRAIR) B R
North Point (Fire Services
Department) Pier

+5.5mPD Jifk b A3 LI RAO KA b i ; ) : | WERANRHEEEE ?i- A *’i ?E ﬁ ﬁ
7 HERTCE

To future open space north of Oil Street in North Point * Connect to planned waterfront promes
To existing Quarry Bay

HimiERNE iy ‘ L1 BOARDWALK
ELEVATION

(levels subject to change)

C I NS



hogkf
打字機文字
(levels subject to change)


