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(b) A chronology of events after the publication of tbe UDS report in 2011 
leading to the proposal on tbe reprovisioning of tbe Harcourt Road fresh 
water pumping station at a site near tbe Central Fire Station on Cotton 
Tree Drive, includillg the major decisions made and tbe works/studies 
undertaken by the relevallt departments; 

The chronology of key events leading to the proposal on the reprovisioning of 
Harcourt Road fresh water pumping station at a site a句acent to the Central 
Fire Station on Cotton Tree Drive is set out in the following table: 

Item 

2 

3 

Date 
March 
2007 

November 
2009 

August 
2010 

Event 
Commencement of UDS by Planning Department 
(PlanD) 

The LegCo Subcommittee on Harbourfront Planning 
under the Panel on Development was briefed on the 
r巳sults of the Stage 2 Public Engagement of the UDS 
and the revised design concepts and proposals for the 
key sites in th巳 UDS.
Para. 13 ofthe LegCo Brief(see extract in Appendix 1) 
巴巴:ts out that “an additional medium-scale office 
development site (approximately 21,000 m2 GFA) to the 
south 01 Site 5 now occupied by the Red Cross 
Headquarters and Harcourt Road jì'esh watel' pumping 
station, the relocation 01 which is being actively 
E耳plo.陀d."

To take forward the relocation of the fì'esh watel 
pumping station, PlanD and Water Supplies Department 
(WSD) had jointly searched for suitable sites. 

With the identification of a suitable site at the slope 
a句acent to the Central Fire Station on Cotton Tree 
Drive, Development Bureau (DEVB) requested WSD to 
complet巳 a technical feasibility statement for 
reprovisioning of the pumping station in the identified 
sit巳. The aim of the statement was to 巳stablish the 
technical feasibility of the project and identify the key 
issues which had to be addressed in delivering the 
project. WSD completed the statement which was 
subsequently approved by DEVB. 
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Item Date Event 
4 March 一 Th巳 Final Report, the Executive Summary and the 

July 2011 Information Digest of the UDS were issued. The 
documents summarise the final recommended planning 
and design proposals for the key sites under the UDS 
Paragraph 8.2 of the Final Repo此， paragraph 4.2 of the 
Executive Summary and the table on page 24 of the 
Information Digest respectively set out that "possible 
Gddittondfnl4olRGc且e development south 01 Site 5 01 approx. 
21,000 m" GFA being explored." (see extracts in 
Appelldices 2, 3 and 4) 

5 November WSD engaged a contractor to carry out th巳 ground

2011 investigation work and laboratory tests for the project. 

6 March WSD engaged a consultant to carry out the heritage 
2012 impact assessment for th巳 project.

7 h在ay 2013 WSD engaged a consultant to cany out the traffic impact 
assessment for the project. 

8 June 2013 WSD engaged a consultant to carry out the architectural 
and landscape design including tre巳 survey for the 
pr吋ect.

9 September WSD engaged a consultant to provide advisory services 
2013 on adopting New Engineering Contract for the pr句ect.

10 October The Developme肘， Planning and Transport Committee of 
2013 the Wan Chai District Council (WCDC) and the Food, 

Environment, Hygiene & Works Committee of the 
Central and Western District Council (C&WDC) were 
consulted. The Development, Plmming and Transport 
Committee of the WCDC supported the proposed works 
while the Food, Environme肘， Hygie~~ & Wor!<s I 
Committee of the C& WDC 巳xpressed no objection to the 
proposed works but requested the greening design of the I 
p控Jropos巴dp咒Jun帥n

Committee. The requested information was submitted 
to the Committee and the members generally suppOlied 
the revised greening design while no member indicated 
views other、'Ilse. The Committee subsequently made a 
brief rep01i of the item at the C& WDC meeting and a 
brief report of th巳 follow-up action of the item at the 
Committee meeting. No member !'aised comment on 
these reports. 
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Item Date Event 
11 March The Antiquities Advisory Board 仙也) was consulted 

2014 on 4 March 2014 in respect of the her加ge impact 
assessment of the project. Upon requ巴st by AAB, a 
supp1ementary pape1' on the proposed mitigation 
measure fo1' the old stone wall was submitted and was 
subsequently supported by a majority of the memb巳1's

oftheAAB. 

12 March A planning application (No. A汙14/93) for the proposed 
2014 pumping station site was submitted in Ma1'ch 2014 

under section 16 of the Town Planning O1'dinance. 
During the first three weeks of statutory publication 
period, one public comment supporting the application 
was recei耳red.The 5p3 laImins application was 
app1'oved with conditions J by the Metro Plmming 
Committee 。f the Town Planning Boa1'd on 
25 Ap1'il2014. 

13 扎1ay 2014 A LegCo Panel on D巳，velopment pape1' fo1' the pr吋ect

was submitt吋.

(c) The estimated vallle of the land premillm for the Site at 2014 price IInder 
the two following circllmstallces (i) existillg Harcollrt Road fresh water 
pllmping station is relocated to other site alld (ii) reprovisiollillg the 
pllmping statioll in-sitll; 

It would not be possible for the Government to provide an estimat巳 of sale 
price of a site at a particular time as the sale price would vary according to 
changes in market environment over time and is subject to market response at 
the tim巳 of sale. The site concerned is planned under the UDS to provid巴
approximately 21 000 mL GFA for office development after relocation of the 
existing facilities including the pumping station concerned. The presence of 
the pumping station and th巳 associated water mains, if not relocated elsewhere, 
will iInpose much constraint on the proposed office development and 
significantly reduce its development potential, particularly of the fact that 
there are already proposed Shatin to Central Link (SCL) tUlmels traversing 
unde1'l1eath the site. Moreover, demolishing the existing pumping station 

3 The conditions are (i) the submission and implementation of tree p1'ese1'vation (including protection 
me剖lIl'es fo1' the Old and Valuable T1'ee) and landscape p1'oposals to the satisfaction of the Directo1' of 
Planning 0 1' of the Town Pl削ning Boa1'd; and (ii) the provision of wate1' supplies 自01' fi 1'e fighting and fll'e 
se1'vice installations to the satisfaction ofthe Di1'ecto1' ofFi1'e Se1'vices or ofthe Town Planning Bo剖d
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and reconstructing a new one to co-locate with the office development in th巳
same site is not practical as pumping operation needs to be maintained at all 
tim郎 As such, in-situ reprovisioning of the pumping station is not 
considered. 

Alternative sites 

(d) Alternative sites that had been considered by the Admillistration for the 
reprovisionillg of the Harcourt Road fresh water pumping statioll alld the 
pros alld cons of each sitej 

A number of potential sites for relocation of the Harcourt Road fresh water 
pumping station had been consid巳red during the site searching exercise and 
are shown in Appendix 5. 

The choice of a suitable site for the reprovisioning of the Harcourt Road fresh 
water pumping station is subject to the following locational requirements: 

• Requirement 1 - The new pumping station will receive water transferred 
from the network on the Kowloon side. Its level should not be too high, 
otherwise water fÌ"om the Kowloon side will not have enough water 
pressure to reach the new pumping station; 

• Requirement 2 開 The new pumping station should be connected to the 
existing trunk mains in order to rec巳ive water and pump wat缸. to the 
existing service reservoirs, thus the new pumping station should not be 
too far from the existing trunk mains. 

Based on th巳 above requirements, the departments first looked for sites near to 
the existing Harcöurt Road fresh water pumping station. These include th巳
existing roaclside amenity area to th巳 east of the pumping station (Site A), the 
existing amenity area within Harcourt Garden (Site B), the site of the existing 
Hong Kong Red Cross Headquarters (Site C) and the existing amenity area 
within the Academy for Performing Atis (APA) (Site D). 

All these sites have the advantages of laying a shorter length of water mains 
for connection to the existing trunk mains due to proximity to the existing 
pumping st泌的几 and smaller scale of site forl11ation work and sholier 
construction period due to the sites being relatively f1at 

However each of th巳se sites has its own clisadvantages. For Site A, the SCL 
tunnels will traverse across the site. The proposed footbridge along Harcomi 
Road will also impose constraint on the proposed pumping station. Besicl巳且， it 
conf1icts with the “Las Ral11blas" (peclestrian zon巴) clesign concept of the 
future Road Dll as recol11mended under the UDS. 
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For Site B, the proposal will affect the visual amenity and open space 
provision. The amenity area in Harcourt Gard巳n will be greatly reduced 
permanently. Further, a section of the future water main will traverse across 
the Ha1'court Garden and adversely affect the operation and maintenance of 
the Harcourt Garden 

For Site C, the area occupied by the Hong Kong Red Cross Headquarters is 
too small fo1' construction of the proposed pumping station. B巳sides， the 
SCL tunnels will traverse across the site. There are also a number of existing 
high voltage transmission cables and cable tunnels from the 吋acent
electricity sub-station, and large diameter drain pipes within the drainage 
reserve ac\日 acent to the Hong Kong Red Cross Headquarters. The pr叩osed

footbridge along Harcourt Road will also impose constraint on the proposed 
pumping station. These technical constraints render the site unable to 
provide sufficient space to house the proposed pumping station. 

For Site D, th巳 site is occupied by an open space (with landscape area) of 
APA and part of it is within the privat巳 lot (No. IL 8587) owned by the APA. 
The proposed footbridge along Harcourt Road will also impose constraint on 
the proposed pumping station 

In view of the limitations of the potential sites near the existing pumping 
station, the departments then turned to sites at higher level and more distant 
from the existing pumping station. Thre巳 sites which could meet the above 
locational requirements were considered. These include a sit巳 at the public 
toilet within the Hong Kong Park (Site E), a site at the café within the Hong 
Kong Park (Sit巳 F) and the current selected site adjacent to the C巳ntral Fire 
Station. 

All thes巳 sites have the advantage oflaying a shorter length of water mains for 
connection to the existing trunk mains due to proximity to the existing tru l1k 
mains. Sites E al1d F have the additional adval1tages of smaller scale of site 
formation work al1d shorter cOl1struction period due to the sites beil1g 
relatively flat. However, Sites E and F have their OWl1 disadval1tag郎 For

Site E, the toilet facilities will have to be demolished al1d subsequent 
reprovisioning is required. The South Islal1d Lil1e (East) il1 the vicil1ity will 
also impose constraint on the proposed pumpil1g station. A section of th巳
future water main will also traverse across the Hong Kong Park, which will 
adversely affect the operation and maintenance of the park. For Site F, the 
site is located in the middle of the park and therefore construction of the 
pumping station would seriously affect th巳 existing café and th巳 nearby public 
piazza which ar巴 core facilities of the Hong Kong Park. A section of the 
future water main will also traverse across th巳 Hong Kong Park, wh趾1吐ich will 
adversely affì跆'ec“t the operation and ma剖11凶ltena缸拍nc巳 of t血he pa缸rk. Most 
impoωrt切加t切a倒n凶ltl抄y， construction of a pumping station in either of the two sites will 
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permanently occupy some amenity and open space in the Hong Kong Parl宜，
thus effectiv巳ly reducing the area of the park fo1' public use. 

Apart from th巳 advantage of laying a shorter length of water mains for 
connection to the existing trunk mains as mentioned abov巴， the cur‘l'ent 
selected site a句acent to the Central Fire Station has the clear advantage that 
there 、vill be no loss of amenity area nor area opened to the public as the site 
is located on an existing slope a句acent to the Central Fire Station which is 
inaccessible to the public. In addition, the fì.lture water mains are not 
required to traverse across the Hong Kong Park and the pumping station is 
proposed to be built below the ground level of the Hong Kong Park, thereby 
the operation and maintenance ofthe Hong Kong Park will not be affected. 

(e) Whether the Admillistratioll had cOllsidered reprovisiollillg the Harcollrt 
Road fresh water pumpillg statioll ill司situ or a t. a site Ilear the Ilew 
Central harbourfront, such as the site for the Celltral Military Dock; if 
not, the reasonSj 

As set out in (d) above, the four sites (i.e. Sites A, B, C and D) near the new 
Central harbourfront were explored and considered not suitable due to 
different considerations. Besides，的 pointed out in (c) above, th巳 presence
of the pumping station and the associated water mains together with the SCL 
tunnels will impose much constraint on the p1'oposed office development and 
significantly reduce its development potential. Moreover, demolishing the 
existing pumping station and reconstructing a new on巳 to co-locate with the 
offic巳 development in the same sit巴 is not practical. As such, reprovisioning of 
the pumping station in-situ is not conside1'ed. 

(1) Of the t l'ees transplanted under previous pnblic wor!{s projects, (i) the 
number of these trees which had survivedj (ii) the number of these trees 
which had died subsequentlyj and (iii) the successful rate of 
tl'ansplantatiollj 

Based on the available records, the numbe1' of tr巴巴s transplanted under public 
wo1'ks PI吋ects with commencement dates since 1 J anuary 2004 was about 
4350. The numbers oftransplanted trees that had survived and died by the end 
of the establishment period4 we1'e 3 730 and 620 respectively. Hence, the 
successful rate oftransplantation was about 86%. 

4 The establishment period is the period defined in the con訂 act that the contractor shall undertake 
hOlticultural maintenance work to ensure healthy growth and development of the plant a註er completion of 
plantin皂，
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(g) Criteria for considering whether trees affected by construction works 
should be felled or transplanted; 

The criteria for considering whether trees affecte吐 by construction works 
should be felled or transplanted are based on paragraphs 21 (d), 23 and 24 of 
Development Bureau Technical (Works) Circular No. 10/:丘2013
Pres巳rvat社ion"

1n general, felling of trees will only be considered under the following 
clrcumstances: 

(i) If both retaining and transplanting are considered not reasonably 
practicable; or 

(ii) The tr巴巴 has umecoverable health problem, structural problem or poor 
form; 01' 

(iii) The tree has low survival rate after transplanting/is not suitable for 
transplanting; or 

(iv) Other reasonable justifications provided by the project department. 

The factors to b巳 taken into account when determining if a tre巴 should be 
transplanted include: 

(i) conditions of the tree to b巳 transplanted (including form, health and 
structure which will affect success ofthe proposed transplanting); 

(ii) siz皂， species, and conservation status of the tree to be transplanted; 
(iii) availability and suitability of a perman巳nt receptor site, both within and 

outside the project site; 
(iv) adequate time for preparation of transplanting operation; 
(v) identification of a long-term maintenance party for the transplanted 

tree(s); 
(vi) 在ccess to the existing location and transportation to the receptor sit巳

(including availability of access to accommodate the tr巴巴， topography of 
the proposed route, engine巳ring limitations, etc.); and 

(vii) cost固自ffectiveness.

Trees with the following features should not be considered suitable for 
transplanting under normal circumstances: 

(i) low amenity value; 
(ii) irrecoverable form a丘er transplanting (e.g. if substantial crown and root 

pruning are necessary to facilitate the transplanting); 
(iii) low survival rate a玩er transplanting; 
(iv) very large size (unless the feasibility to transplant has been consid巳red

financially reasonable and technically feasible during the feasibility 
stage); 

(v) with evid巳nce of over-maturity and onset of senescence; 
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(vi) with poor heal銜， structure or form (e.g. imbalanced form, leaning, with 
major cavíty/cracks/splits); or 

(vii) undesirable species (巳.g. Leucaena leucocephala which is an invasiv巳
exotic tree). 

(h) Breakdowll of the 118 trees which had to be removed by age alld sizej 

We have employed tree specíalísts to conduct a survey of the affected tr巴巴S
and prepared a tree preservation plan vetted and approved by the Leisure and 
Cultural Services Department (LCSD). A total of 118 trees, none of which 
are valuable trees, will require to be removed. Out of these 118 trees, 87 
trees will need to be fe!led mainly because of poor health 0 1' low survival rate 
a丘er transplanting while 31 trees will be transplanted to suitable sites. In 
addition, 87 new trees (of which 83 are of native species for enhancing the 
ecological value ofthe site) and 3,310 sln'ubs will b巴 planted upon completion 
of construction of the proposed pumping station. This coupled with the 
provision of vertical greening and 270 m2 grassed area wiIl enhanc巳 the
greening effect of the site. 

The tree specialísts consider that wíthout a destructíve te哎， ít ís vely dífficult 
to estimate the ages of these trees with reasonable accuracy as the growth of 
trees is very much dependent on theír habitat conditions and clímate over the 
years. After consuIting the LCSD, the exísting 118 trees whích need to be 
removed (including felling and transplanting) has been grouped into age 
c1asses of 

Breakdowns ofthe 118 trees which need to be removed (íncludíng fellíng and 
transplanting) by age class and size respectively are given in the fo !lowing 
tables: 

No. oftrees to be 

Age Class 
No.oftrees No. of trees to be removed 
to be felled trallsplallted (i.e. felled + 

trallsplall_ted) 
Young 31 15 46 
Semí"mature 54 16 70 
Mature 1 。
Senescent 。 。 。
Dead 。

Total 87 
L一一一一

31 118 
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N o. of trees to be 
Tl'ee tl'unk N o. of tl'ees No. oftrees to be I'emoved 
diametel' to be feUed tl'ansplanted (i.e. felled + 

transplanted) 
150 mm 01' be!ow 32 15 47 
F1'om 151 mm to 47 14 61 
300mm 
From 301 mm to 7 8 
500mm 
Above 500 mm 2 

Tota! 87 31 118 

PubIic cOllsultation 

(i) 明'I'ittell records 01' cOllfil'mation fl'om tbe Celltral alld Westel'n District 
Coullcil indicatillg its SllppOl't for tbe p l'oposed W01'1的﹒

An ext1'act of the minut巳s of the meeting of the Food, Envi1'onment, Hygien巳
and Wo1'ks Committee unde1' the C&WDC held on 170ctobe1' 2013 is 
attached in Appelldix 6. Pa1'ag1'aph 32 ofthe minutes ofthe meeting shows 
that the Commi仕ee had no 0均ection to the p1'oposed wo1'ks but 1'equ巴sted the 
g1'eening design of the p1'oposed pumping station be 1'evised and submitted to 
the Committee. The 1'equ巴sted info1'mation was submitted to the Committee 
on 28 Novembe1' 2013 and membe1's gene1'aIly suppo1'ted the 1'evised g1'eening 
design while no membe1's indicated views otherwise. The Committee made 
a b1'ief 1'epo1't ofthe item at the C&WDC meeting on 9 Janua1'Y 2014 and a 
b1'ief 1'epo1't of th巴 foIlow-up action of th巳 item at the Committee meeting on 
16 Janua1'Y 2014. No membe1' 1'ais巳d comment on these 1'epo1'ts. Ext1'acts of 
these rep01is are attached in Appendices 7 and 8 回

Developmellt BUl'eau 
July 2014 



Extract ofLegCo Brief 

File Ref.: DEVB (PL開H) TC 18/09 

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL BRIEF 
URBAN DESIGN STUDY FOR THE 
NEW CENTRAL HARBOURFRONT 

INTRODUCTION 

Appendix 1 

At the meeting ofthe Executive Council on 3 November 2009, 
the Council took note of一

(a) the result of the Stage 2 Public Engagement of the Urban 
D 巴臼SI挖gn Study for the New Cent缸r百叫alHa訂rbour‘企on叫1t (the Stωudy吋);

(b) the revised design concepts and proposals for the key sites in 
the Study and the revised Master Layout Plan (MLP); and 

(c) the n巳xt steps we propose to take 

RESULT OF STAGE 2 PUBLlC ENGAGEMENT 

2. During the three-month Stage 2 Public Engagement ofthe Study 
from 11 April to end July 2008, public views were widely canvassed 
through a full range of public engagement activities including exhibitions, 
focUs group workshop, community engagement forum, comment car啦，
interviews and telephone polls. The public was also invited to submit 
written comments. 1n addition, w巳 hav巳 commissioned the Public 
Policy Research 1nstitute of th巳 Hong Kong Polytechnic University to 
analyse, both quantitatively and qualitatively, the responses fl.om various 
sources to provide an independent summary of the public opinions 
obtained. 

3. The public response gathered in the Stage 2 Public Engagement 
generally supported the overall urban d巳sign vision and the sustainable 
and balanced design approach 且， which is consistent with the public 
aspir叫ion for a vibrant, green and accessible new Central harbour企ont.

1 Our urban design vision is to create a vibrant, green 8nd accessible new Central harbourfront tha.t is 
symbo1ic of Hong Kong and that we are all proud of. The sustainability assessment indicates that 
the refined urban design framework would bring a range of benefits particularly in the economic, 
social and mobility aspects. 



surroundings and the development of the “CDA" site. 

Site 4 (“Other Specified Uses (“OU") (Waterfront related 
Commercial alld Leisure Uses)" site Ilorth of City Hall) 

11. Views expressed during the public engagement suggest that there 
is a strong preference for smaller open courtyard spaces that could create 
an intimate environment, be前er streetscape and more leisurely walking 
experience. We have accordingly revised the proposed building form, 
disposition and massing of development for Site 4 while maintaining the 
GFA as proposed düring the Stage 2 Public Engagement. 1n the revised 
concept, tlu'ee separate 2-storey blocks for waterfì'ont related dining and 
leisure uses set against a series of cour句rard spaces fronting Road P2, 
which will be designed as a tree-lined boulevard, are proposed. The 
cour句'ards will act as a landscape and visual buffer as viewed from City 
Hall while creating a more open and attractive harbourfront enviromnent. 

Site 5 (“G/lC" site Ilorth of CITIC Tower) 

12. We see merit in TGUDS's 1'ecommendation that the loss in 
commercial GFA in Sites 1 and 2 could be redistributed to Site 5. 1n 
recognition of the increasing prominence of Wan Chai North as an 
extension of the CBD, and be仕e1' connectivity betvveen Site 5 and 
Admiralty upon the completion of the Tamar Government Office 
Complex, Site 5 will be used _ for office and hotel development. It is 
estimated that about 58,000m' GFA fo1' hotel and office development 
(involving a maximum height of about 80mPD) can be p1'ovided on the 
site, replacing the originally plallned “G/IC" use (but with 110 specific 
designated use)3 and offsetting the loss of GFA in Sites 1 and 2. The 
site will need to be rezoned from “G/1C" to “C" 01'“CDA" on the Central 
District (Extension) OZP, which can be pursued at a later stage. 

13. The rezoning of Site 5 for commercial development wiU give rise 
to potential of further increasing the su_pply of Grade A offices in the 

3 Notwithstanding the change in land lIse of Site 5, two sites in the vicinity of Site 5 in the \Van Chai 
North area have been earmarked for the fllture expansioll of arts and cultural facilities, namely the 
Hong Kong Academy for Performing Arts Extension and the proposed Hong Kong Visual Arts 
Edllcatioll Centre. 
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vicinity. This would involve an additional medium-scale office 
development site (approximately 21 ,000m2 GFA) to the south of Site 5, 
now occupied by the Red Cross Headquarte1's and Wate1' Supplies 
Department's Harcourt Road Fresh Wate1' Pumping StatioJ1, the 1'elocation 
of which is being actively explored. Toget趴he位r Wl扯th t趴hi臼s s剖it忱e， the new 
Centra叫al ha創rbou肌I泣r企O叫nt will yi記eld a total of about 90,000m2 GF A fì臼01' Gr閃.羽acle
A offices. 

Site 6 (“OU (Watel'fl.ont related Commercial and Leisul'e Uses)" site 
north of CITIC Tower) 

14. While the design of the waterfront related commercial and 
leisure uses highlighting the ma1'ine theme of the area was generally 
supported by the public, there were' suggestions for further improving the 
pedestrian cOlmectivi可 in the area to the west of the Hong Kong 
Convention and Exhibition Centre. We have devised an integrated 
pedestrian walkvvay system to connect the hintel如ld to the waterfront 
through the proposed public open space, Hong Kong ' Academy of 
Performing Arts (HKAPA) extension and Hong Kong . Visual Arts 
Eclucation Centre in the a1'ts and cultu1'al p1'ecinct. It will be used for 
activities to e叫lance vib1'ancy and the pedestrian experience, as 
recommended by the TGUDS. 

Site 7 (Waterfront Promenade) 

15. A two-kilometre continuous water企ont promenade at the nevv 
harboU1'企ont and 11 hectares of public open space wiU be provicled. 
While there was g1'eater suppo1't f1'om the public fo1' a mo1'e natu1'al fo1'm 
of landscaping ancl more greene1'y at the waterfront, there were many 
1'equests fo1' adding more nodal attractions to make the wate1'front 
promenade more vibrant. Hence, we have consolidated the design 
merits in these two design concepts to provide more greenely (such as 
clifferent forms of green lawn and planting a1'eas) in the wate1'front 
promenade while bette1' defining the att1'action nocles inclucling plazas, 
viewing . platfonn, etc. To further er甘lance the vibrancy of the 
harboU1'企ont， an area within Site 7, to the no1'th of Site 4, has been 
designed to cater fo1' alfresco clining within the watel企ont promenade. 
We have also refined the promenacle design to be此er integrate the PLA 
be1'th 4 and various utility building structures such as unclergrouncl pump 

4 The PLA berth will be part of the watel'fl'ont promenade and open for public access when it is llot in 
militaly use. 
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Agreement No. CE 62/2006 (T.門
Urban Design Sludy for Ihe New Cenlral Harbourfronl 
Final Reoort 

(0.40 ha)@ . Extensive landscaped deck and public open 
space of 1.7 ha. for greening, open space and 
feslive evenls 

Sile 3 . Relail and office developmenls 

(4.76 ha)@ . Larger landscaped deck wilh enhancemenllo 
pedeslrian conneclions and visual permeabilily . More al-grade open space wilh slreel aClivities . Reconslruclion of Slar Ferry Clock Tower al 
originallocation 

Sile4 . Walerfront-relaled commercial and leisure uses 

(0.93 ha)@ wilh a Iheme of 'Harbour Place' . Small and separale building blocks wilh inlimale 
cou此yard spaces . Alfresco dining and reslauranls 

Sile5 . Two blocks for holel and office uses on a 

(1 .16 ha) landscaped podium . Possible addilional office qevelopmenl soulh of 
Sile 5 of approx. 21 ,000m2 GFA heing explored 

Sile 6 . Walerfronl-relaled commercial and leisure uses 

(0.35 ha)@ wilh a marine Iheme . Further improvemenl 10 pedeslrian conneclivity 

Sile7 . Walerfronl promenade 

(9.87 ha) 而申+ . A hybrid of .urban park' and 'urban green' 
concepls . Addilional alfresco dining wilhin the area 

Sile 8 . Reassembly of Queen's Pier by Ihe Harbour 

(0.14 ha)@ and refurbishment of Cenlral Piers No. 9 and 10 . Improve design of Ferry Plaza 

(inciuding exhibilion, galle巾，
relail, 

Ihealre, elc.) 

(+60mPD) 

157,400 m2 

(including 44,800 m2 

for office; 105,200 m2 

for relail; 3,600 m2 

for public Iranspo吋 facililies;
and 150 public car parking 

'、spaces ) 

(+501+401+30mPD) 

7,500 m2 

(+20mPD) 

58,000 m2 

(25,000 for office and 

33,000 for holel) 

(+80mPD) 

2,900 
(+15/+20mPD) 

480 m2 

(+10mPD) 

1,200 m2(*> 
(+11.24mPD) 

Table 8-1 Summary of Main Design Concepts and Major Planning Parameters of Key Sites 

且必盤i

# Eslimaled amounl of tolal GFA is subjecl to refinement upon delailed design 

@ Sile boundary and area of the subjecl siles have been refined in accordance wilh Ihe design concept in 
the Masler Layoul Plan in the process of preparing Ihe planning and design briefs for the key siles in the 
Sludy 

+ Only 9.23 ha under CRIII 

* Roof area of Queen's Pier 

^ Number of public car parking spaces reprovisioned 什om exisling Slar Ferry Car Park 

8 ,3 Design Concept of Sites 1 and 2 (Plans 1 to 5) 

8.3.1 From Stage 2 Public Engagement to Revised Design 

Taking into account the public views and the suppo吋 in the TGUDS for further 
reducing the development intensity of Sites 1 and 2 and redistr ibuting the GFA 

to other locations, the design concept for the two sites has been revised. 
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Extract ofUDS Infonnation Digest 
Appendix4 Final Recommended Planning and Design Proposals for the Key Sites 

24 Information Digest I 資料鄉要

• A civic node叩d a mixed use precinct primarily for public enjoyment 

. Two blocks of +25mPD for retail, restaurant and exhibition uses at Site 1 

• One iconic block of +60mPD for cultural, retail, restaurant, entertainment. 
tourism, GIC uses and festive activities at Site 2 

• Additional 1.5 commercial floors above Central Piers 4 to 6 

• Extensive landscaped deck and public open space of 1.7 ha. for greening, 
open space and festive events 

• Retail 缸ld office developments 

• Larger landscaped deck with enhancement to pedestrian connections and 
visu剖 permeability

• More at-grade open space with street activities 

• Reconstruction of Star Ferry Clock Tower at originallocation 

(including retail, restaurants, exhibition, 9剖le巾，
etc. and 12,600 m2 above Central Piers 4 to 6) 

(+25mPD) 

19,000 

(including exhibition, gallery， 的tail ， theatre, etc.) 

(+60mPD) 

157.400 m2 (including 44,800 m2 for office; 
105,200 m叮叮 retail; 3,600 m2 for public 
transport facilities; and 150 public car parking 
spaces^) 

(+501+40/+30mPD) 

• Wateriront-related commercial and leisure uses with a theme of 'Harbour Place' 17,500 m2 

• Small and separate building blocks with intimate courtyard spaces 1 (+20mPD) 

• Alfresco dining and restaurants 

• Two blocks for hotel 甜d office uses on a landscaped pOdium 158,000 

• Possible additional 。所ce development south of Site 5 of approx. 21 ,OOOm2 GFA I (including 25,000 m2 for office and 33,000 m2 

being explored 1 for hotel) 

• Waterfront-related commercial and leisure uses with a marine theme 

• Further imp的Ivement to pedestrian connectivity 

• Waterfront promenade 

。.87 h伊+1 ﹒ A hybrid of 'u巾叩開耿' and 'u伽n9倍en﹒∞ncepts
-Additional alfresco dining within the area 

(+80mPD) 

2 ,900 m2 

(+15/+20mP叫

480m2 

(+10mPD) 

• Reassembly of Queen's Pier by the Harbour and refu巾ishment of Central Piers 
NO.9 前ld 10 

1,200 m2" 

(+ 11 .24mPD) 
• Improve d晦sign of Ferry Plaza 

# Eslimated amount of total GFA is subject to refinement upα1 detailed design 

@ Site boundary and ar曹a of the subjecl sites have been refined in accordance 
with the design concept in the Master Layout Plan in the pr∞essofprepa巾9
the planning 前ld design briefs for the key sites in the Study 

+ Only 9.23 ha under CRIII 

^ Number of public car parking spaces reprovisioned 
from 以isting Star Ferry Car Park 

* Roof area of Qu閥門's Pier 
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增選委員

林振風先生 (下午 2 時 32 分至 5 時 33 分)

楊學明先生*

伍凱欣女士 (下午 2 時 32 分至 6 時 32 分)
關瑋瑩女士 (下午 4 時 20 分至 5 時 26 分)

蓋章

第1w項

葉銘波先生 食物環境衛生署 中西區環境衛生總監

黃耀華先生 路政署 總工程監督/西區

黃仁智先生 讓務署 工程師/香港中西區 5

張蔡淑玲女士屋宇署 屋宇測量師/ A3-SD 
羅恩翰先生 環境保護署 高級環境保護主任(區域南) 1 

第 4(ii)項

張浩賢先生 :義務署 工程管理部工程的

朱桂;青先生 艾奕康有限公司 駐地盤高級工程師

第 5 項

張敬勉先生 水務署 高級工程師/設計 (2)

馮煜明先生 水務署 工程師/設計 (9)

當裕文先生 規劃署 高級城市規劃師/特別職務 I

何尉紅女士 規劃署 高級城市規劃師/港島 4(署任)

林中偉先生 創智建築的有限公司 董事

陳俊輝先生 雅邦規劃設計有限公司 高級副董事/景觀設計師

吳兆基先生
萬利仕(亞洲)顧問有限公 項目工程師

第 6 項

勞月儀女士 食物環境衛生著 統籌主管(小販資助計劃)

第 8 項

梁中 1工先生 水務草草 總工程師/香港及離烏區

資立志先生 水務署 工程師/香港及離島亞(分配 2)

林向勤先生 水務署 工程師/顧問工程管理(1 5)

周文聰先生 水務署 駐地盤工程師

黃智豪先生 水務署 駐地盤工程師

黃國泰先生 水務著 駐地盤工程師

林偉全先生 土木工程拓展署 高級工程師 7 (港島發展部 1)

關東開先生 路政署 區域工程師/gs區
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第 4 項: Ciil常設事項一渠務改善工程進展躍報

(下午 2 時 44 分至 2 日寄 48 分)

15. 渠務著工程管理部工程師盟造豎起主表示，自上次匯報後已完成一項工

程，現時有十項工程正在進行，有十一項工程將在未來六個月內動工 z 並就上

次會議委員的提問回應如下:

(i) 回應盟呈藍藍且表示卑路乍街尾與加多近街交界的私人發展商工地傳

出渠臭問題，有關工程已經完成，渠臭問題亦得以解決。至於干諾道西

西行線近7.K街交界的 7.K浸情況，部門已與維修部門了解，並已在該位置

加上集水溝。署方亦已安排於本旱季進行清洗大型的排水渠以改善渠道

淤塞的情況。

(ii) 回應盟監畫蓋且表示皇后大道西一帶在下大雨時出現水浸的情況，著方

會加強巡查，如有需要會實施維修或改善工程。

(iii) 回應盟呈盤量且表示城西道西行方向於下橋位置附近的轉彎位在下雨

時水浸'署方維修部同事及路政署與陳學鋒議員已於十月十六日進行

了實地視察，路政署會跟進及直接回覆。

16. 玉皇詢問署方在上次文件上表示很多工程也預計於 2013 年完工，但今次文
件上卻表示預計於 2014 年第 l 季完工，是否工程有延誤致資料內容有更新。

17. 盡追星主主表示因要處理部份工程的地下設施，故要更改i罵道，令工程有

所延誤。現時設計問題基本上己解決，預計大部份工程可於 2014 年第 l 季完

工。

18. 主直表示署方及艾奕康有限公司在下次會議的文件上要清楚列明有修訂的

部份，以便各委員跟逛。

第 5 項:水路署工務計劃項目第 9347WF 號蔓戀道食水抽水站葷晉工程

(下午 2 時 48 至 3 時 44 分)

19. 水務署工程師/設計 (9)還盟盟主主以投影片向各委員簡介夏態道食7.K抽水

站重置工程，摘要如下:

( i) 規劃署在 2011 年完成了「中環新海演城市設計研究 J 建議可探討把

現時夏怒道的食7.K抽水站的用地改作其他發展，故此夏怒道的抽水站

需要搬遷。

(ii) 水務署指出新的抽水站將會於紅棉路中區消防局附近的現有斜坡上與

建，因為它不開放予公眾，故不會減少公眾用地，施工前後對香港公

園的影響較其他遺址低，效果亦較理想。
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(iii) 工程計劃的範圍包括:在紅棉路附近的斜坡上興建新的食水抽水站，

在紅棉路及金鐘道鋪設兩條食水喉及拆卸現有夏怨道食水抽水站。由

於部份工程會於灣仔甚至內進行，故部門在 10 月 15 日已諮詢灣仔區議會

並獲得其支持。施工期預計在 2014 年底開始及在 2019 年初完成。工程
一部份會於香港公園的苗圖進行，而另一部份則在綠化的斜坡進行。

施工期間，會先遷移苗圈，再興建臨時的擋土牆，然後再移走斜坡，

以騰出空地容納新的食水抽水站。最後，會在交房上蓋原位重建苗圈。

(i v) 在綠仕的斜坡上，共有 47 棵 150 毫米或以下的樹木受影響，有 66 棵

151 至 500 毫米的樹木受影響，有 3 棵 500 毫米以上的樹木受影響。其

中 1 棵直徑 570 毫米及高 18 米的木棉樹位於紅棉路的斜坡底，由於其

價值不高，故建議移走。另 l 棵直徑 750 毫米及高 16 米的芒果樹位於

紅棉路的斜坡I頁，由於樹木健康情況較差，故也建議移走。最後 l 棵

直徑 555 毫米及高 15 米的青果榕，由於只有樹冠在地盆範圖以內，故

會盡力保存。由於工程需要移平斜坡，故亦需要移走斜坡上的樹木。

著方會向分區地政處及康文署聯絡，擬議樹木草種計劃作為補償。

(v) 部門為工程進行了文物影響評估，發現在有關工地內有一幅超過 150

年歷史的石牆，有關石牆將在抽水站落成後於原址重建。

( vi) 為了減低對附近環境的影響，署方會在抽水站的天台及其四周加種樹
木，詳列於附件 III 及 IV 。

(vii)在工程建造的方法方面，橫跨紅棉路的水管敷設工程會採用明坑敷管

法在晚崗進行，而j佳品工棉路和金鐘道與皇后大道東交界的水管敷設工

程會採用無坑敷管法以盡量減少對交通造成影響。;合金鐘道的水管敷

設工程會採周明坑敷管法於 2015 年待西港島線及水管更換主程完工

後，分階段進行。部門己就金鐘道的交通進行評估，結果顯示，因應

工程需要而封閉一條行車線也可應付金鐘道的交通流壘。但警方亦會

在 2016 年施工前，再與有關政府部門代表組成的交通管理聯絡小組，

進行臨時交通測試以制定臨時交通的管理安排。

20.丰盛請委員作出提問及發表意見，各委員的發言重點如下﹒

(i) 盟童畫還且不反對新的食水抽水站遺址。他查詢有關石牆重建的具體

安排。他要求部門盡量在原址附近進行樹木補償計劃'而補種樹木的

比例應為 1: 1.5或 l 泣。

(i i) 盟監夏盞且詢問新的抽水站如何服務夏怒道居民及如何安排石牆能完

整地重置。他表示工程對樹木的影響頗大，希望部門能盡量重置一些

對工程影響不大的樹木及能在會後提交受影響的樹木詳細資料予各委

員。
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(i ii) 單單直選且詢問部門能否設立傳意牌以交代舊有石牆的歷史及設計抽

7)(站的天台時考慮加設休憩地方，開放供市民享用。

(iv) 蛙立盛道主反對現時的方案，因為在的高路附近建設了新的抽水站

後，會移走了現有的綠化斜坡。他詢問署方為何不把抽水站設置於地

底。他指出新的抽水站就霸估了香港公園的用地，又砍伐了不少樹木，

更令綠忱的斜坡變成石屎牆。他詢問署方為何不考慮、投放更多資源、去

保留現有的香港公圈，加人更多綠化的元素及開放抽水站予市民進

內。他表示擔心金鐘逅的交通在繁忙時間會受封路影響，詢問署方為

何不在金鐘道採取無坑敷管法。他亦詢問整個工程的費用及工程為何

需時 4 年。

(v) 主主藍藍且表示搬遷抽水站的方案是可以接受的，但他亦擔心金鐘道

的交通流量，詢問署方在金鐘道計劃分段的安排及工程需將多久。他

亦詢問署方為何不採用無坑敷管法敷設新的吸水管至抽水站，避免將

來要再次申請掘路。

(vi) 直覺量單且表示市民十分關注歷史保育問題，詢問署方會否諮詢古物

古蹟辦事處，如何安排原址重建古石牆。他亦詢問署方能否安排加設

綠他元素在新的抽水站設計及日後抽水站道作會否對香港公園有影

響。

(vii) 陸呈盤益且表示新抽水站的設計不美觀，與鄰近景觀有差異。他詢問

部門能否在設計上加人更多綠他空間，如擴大苗崗，增加公眾的休憩

空間。他建議部門先修改設計筒，令社區有所增值。

( viii)蓋丞盛道主主表示對搬遷抽水站沒有意見，然而因為抽水站的搬遷與南
港島綠的工程時間相若，詢問署方會否考慮、延後工程時間，以避免影

響區內交通。他表示部門應優他新抽水站的設計，預留部份地方予市

民使用。

21 水務署高級工程師/設計 (2)藍藍盟主主對委員的意見及提問綜合回應如

下﹒

(i) 設立新的抽水站可為中環、灣仔、半山及山頂帶來更大的效益及穩定

性。

(ii) 在苗圍的設施方面，辛辛方會按康文馨的要求安排更好的設施。

(iii) 在交通方面，署方己就這項工程計劃進行交通影響評估，認為在非繁

忙時間，在部份金鐘道可進行明坑敷管法。若採用無坑敷管法，由於

無坑敷管的兩端亦須封路建設工作井，以便敷管及遠走泥土，區此無

坑敷管法對交通的影響，與明坑敷管法分別不大。
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(i v) 因應運作上的需要，抽水站較難於地底興建。

(v) 抽水站的抽風系統將會加建滅音措施，對香港公園內的遊人不會造成

噪音的影響。

(vi) 有關石牆將在抽水站落成後於原址重建，古物古蹟辦事處對這項工程

計劃沒有異議。承建窩在工程開展前會先詳細記錄受影響的石牆，然

後才搬遷石牆及作原址重建。

(vii) 抽水站在可行範圍內都會加建樹木及在牆身採用垂直綠忱的設計。

22. 規劃署高級城市規劃師/特別職務 I 重設主主主補充有關「中環新海演城

市設計研究」的資料。他指出，該研究從 2007 年至 2011 年期間進行。有關逐

步騰出核心商業區內一些合適的政府土地改作商棠用途的建議，旨在進一步鞏

固核心商業區的未來發展和促進區內未來的經濟發展。他表示稍後會就改劃土

地用途的建議再諮詢區議會。

23. 藍藍盤矗立解釋工程需時 4年主要是由於在抽水站須興建擋土牆及抽水站

的地基。至於在金鐘道敷設的水喉，則大約需時 l 至 2 年。由於公眾是不能進

人現時的斜坡及苗圈，故有關工程對公眾鬧地方面沒有任何影響。工程費用預

計為五億。因運作需要，所有水務署的抽水站均設於地面。

24圖文革主護且詢問有關新抽水站的喉管敷設工程的內容。

25. 遇盟盟主主解釋舊有抽水站有兩組出水喉管，故新抽水站需要保留兩組出

水喉管。

26. 主主堇道且詢問為何署方安排新的吸水管道接駁至在車工棉道舊布的水

管，而不是敷設新的吸水管道豆豆新抽水站。

27. 通車盟主主解釋把新的吸水管道接駁至在紅棉道舊有的水管，只會對新抽
水站的水壓有輕微影響，但可減少在紅棉道敷設水管的工程。

28. 主主主盞蠱詢倚著方會否考慮直接敷設新的管道至新抽水站以便臼後的

擴充及避兔往後再申請搧路， j成低對公眾的影響。

29. 追星盟主主表示如果將來有擴充的需要，他們會再作整饒的規劃。

30. 主J#請委員作出提問及發表意見，各委員的發言重點如下:

(i) 噩噩噩益基詢問者方會否考慮將抬水站的天台加以修飾及研究把抽水

站連接香港公園或茶具博物館以供市民享用。她查詢署方工程的時間
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衰，了解現時的設計會否還有修飾的空間。她建議可興建一些傳意牌，

介紹石牆的歷史。

(ii) 甘乃威議員反對新抽水站的設計 ， 建議署方可優化工程，為設計加人

更多綠化元素 ，再把新的設計提交至環工會作討論。

(i ii) 陳財喜議員要求古物古蹟辦事處提供書面文件， 證明不反對有關石牆

在抽水站落成後於原址重建 。他建議以樹木建構一條綠道以連接香港

公園及抽水站，一方面優化環境，男一方面使香港公園有所延伸。他

希望部門能在會後提供樹木重置的計劃予環工會各委員參考。

(i v) 葉闕謙議員表示新的抽水站遺址可以接受 ， 但在其綠化設計方面 ，可

以考慮與公園渾成一禮。

31. 張敬勉先生解釋會與閻景顧問考慮各委員的意見，盡量引人綠化設計，採
用天然材料建構牆身，減低對周遭環境的影響。對於增加香港公園人 口 方面的

建議，他表示因附近也有一個路口 ， 加上會增加管理上的困難，他認為康文署

不會批准有關申請。他表示現有康文署的苗園並不開放供市民享用 ，水務署將

會按康文署的標準再重新建造新的苗圈，開放新建造的苗園 ，相信康文署不會

接受。另外，抽水站建築物前須跨出非綠化的空地 ，以便車輛出人抽水站。

32 . 主且總結委員會不反對搬遷夏憋道的抽水站至紅棉路中區消防局附近的

現有斜披上 ， 但對一新抽水站的綠化設計有開保留 ， 故希望部門能按各委員的意

見作出修改 ， 再把修訂的設計提交委員會。

第 6 項:食物環境衛生署小販資助計劃進展報告

(下午 3 時 44 分至 4 時 20 分 )

33 . 食物環境衛生署統籌主管 (小販資助計劃)勞月儀女士向委員會簡介文件內

容 ， 概述如下:

( i) 文件的第 3 -6 段主要交代與小販溝通的工作進程。 文件的第 7 段則交代

交回固定攤位小販牌照申請的數目 ，而第 7a 段為其分析。資助計割開

展至 9 月 1 9 日，中西區共收到 25 宗自願交回固定攤位小販牌照申請(其

中有 1 6 名 小販己交回牌照)。穢至 1 0 月 1 日 為止，共收到 29 宗自願

交回固定攤位小販牌照申請(其中有 1 8 名小販己交回牌照)。文件 7b

段則交代中西區小販排檔區搬遷重建的申請數字為 16 宗及原址重建的

申請數字為 4 宗。

(ii) 自資助計剖開展以來 ， 就小販排檔區搬遷及重建的情況 ，小販資助計

劉小組及食環署分區同事與中西區 9 條街道的販商一直保持密切的聯

絡 ， 在過去四個月以來 ， 署方與議員 、販商及其代表已舉行超過 1 0 次

10 
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11 88 強烈要求立即採取大型、滅鼠行動w1
保街市環境衛生

(中西區環工會文件第 8012013 號)

12 97 戶外燈光導責小組持份者及公眾參
與活動

(中西區環工會文件第 8112013 號)

中西區區議會秘書處

二零 凹年一月

關注中西區街市發 秘書處巳於十二，月

展工作小組、 二十七日把關注中

食物環境衛生署
西區街市發展工作

小組提交的第六次會

議筒錄(擬稿)、食物環

境衛生署(食環署)就

有關如何改善中西區

區內街市的鼠忌、問題

的書面自覆及食環署

在會後提交的補充草草

料電郵予各委員參

鬧。

秘書處 秘書處已於十 月

十二日把食物環境

衛生及工務委員會

的第十一次會議筒錄

(擬稿) (節錄)電郵

予戶外燈光專責小

組。




