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 U R G E N T 
Panel on Planning, Lands and Works, 
3rd Floor, Citibank Tower, 
3 Garden Road, Central, 
Hong Kong.  20th May 2006 
 
Attention:  Ms. Christina Shiu, Legislative Council Secretariat 
 
Dear Sir, 

 

Panel on Planning, Lands and Works Meeting on 23rd May 2006 at 2:30 p.m. 
Wan Chai Development Phase II Review – Harbourfront Enhancement Review – 

Wan Chai, Causeway Bay and Adjoining Areas:  
Outcome of Public Engagement at the Envisioning Stage 

 

We refer to the coming meeting on Tuesday, 23rd May 2006 to discuss the 
above matter (Item V). 

 
We are pleased to enclose herewith our letter (“the Letter”) dated 21st April 

2006 to the Chairman of the Harbourfront Enhancement Committee (“the Committee”) which is 
self-explanatory. 

 
Our Letter respectfully referred to the Consultant Report (“the Report”) 

prepared by Maunsell Consultant Limited (“the Consultant”) which is circulated and being relied 
upon by the Committee to justify the Committee’s recent recommendations.  In our Letter, we 
had duly set out the relevant requirements of the Court of Final Appeal Judgment (“the CFA 
Judgment”) in FACV 14/2003 (the Summary whereof in English and Chinese is hereto 
enclosed). 
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We respectfully point out, that as a matter of legal logic, the Report can only 

be relied upon as ‘cogent material’ if the Report itself complied with the requirements of the CFA 
Judgment.  Therefore it is vital to know what was in the Brief that instructed the Consultant to 
prepare the report.  The Brief itself must have instructed the Consultant to observe, comply with 
and apply the principles laid down by the CFA Judgment before the Report can be relied upon as 
‘cogent material’ to which the CFA Judgment referred. 

 
We enclose herewith the response dated 8th May 2006 we had received from 

the Committee which failed to respond to our aforesaid requests set out in our Letter, specifically 
our request for the opportunity to scrutinize the above mentioned Brief and Instructions to the 
Consultant. 

 
We shall therefore be grateful if, at the above mentioned meeting, you will 

give your consideration to the matters mentioned in our Letter and to ask for the opportunity to 
scutinise the Brief and instructions to the Consultant so that your Committee, the public and 
ourselves shall have the opportunity to scrutinize them. 

 

 Yours faithfully, 

 

 

 Dennis K.W. Li, Director 
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