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Civil Society Declaration on Queen’s Pier

The preservation of Oucen’s Piet has come 10 a critical point. Des ite widcspread
concerns from civil society and the Legislative Council, HRSAR, Government is still
rcluctant to commit to serving the geen’s_Pier for the sake of ulturgl beritage.
Iis recent focus on the technical issues of cost and construction details has been an
attempt_to divert ublic_attention from the long-standin of its heritapge
conservation olicy. Careful examinations b rofession

rep resentatives have confirmed that {therc age 1o insurmountable iechnical hurdles in

the conservation of Queen's Pier.

The HKSAR Government has embraced the concept of sustainable development

development strate ince 1999, hould deniable
ity for_heritage conservatio

formulate the most desirable O

Ferrv_and the Queen s Pier during the ast few years. Thesc mistak:

used as EXCcuse: for makin further mi takes, ot for transferring the costs of polic
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A lapse of five years. The assessment of cultural value still unavailable
The Government should have conducted an assessment of colturgl value
the Star Ferry and the Queen’s Pier when the Antiguities Advisory Boatrd
discussed the issue of € niral reclamation in 2002. Yet no assessment report

thas been made available up 10 this date.

* ‘A delay of twenty months: Design review of the Central Reclamation has
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for the Conservation of Heritage Sites in China” (the “China Principles’) adopted
by the Central Government il 2000. These pringiples are the result of international
collaboration enca sulated in the Venice Charter 1964) and Burra Charter (1979
revised 1999 of the Australia section, Int rnational Council on Monuments & Sites
(“ICOMOS’). The “China Principles” thus represent the prevailing jnternational
best _practice ‘and_the four articles below are of particular relevance to the

conservation of Queen’s Pier:

Articlc 18 Conservation must_be updertaken in situ.  Only in the face of
uncontrollable natural_threats of when a_major development project of
national impartance is undertaken ang relocation is the sole means of

saving elements of a site_ may then be moved in their historic condition.

Article 19 Intervention should be minimal. Apart from_routing maintenance,
there should be 10 intervention on arts of a building or a site {hat_ar

not at impminent risk of seripus damage. Intervention should only be

at
andertaken when absolutely necessary and then should be kept to 8
nipimum.

T ——

Physical remains served in their historic_condition
without loss of evidence. Res ' —nificance of the ph sical
remains must ide an restoration, vestiges and traces of significant

events and persons must be prcscrved.

In light of 1he above provisions. the Government is clearly in violation of the “China
Principles” with proposal to chop Quexn’s Pier into pieces before relocation, Such a

pmmsal is simply not acccptable to us.

atives_in various LegCo
showed that there is_no
f national _im ortance is
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conservation of Queen’s P 2s S
the destruction of important historical ass eis.
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Co-sign atories:

Heritage Watch

Heritage Hong Kong

Community Cultural Concemn

Civig Act-u

Hong Kong People’s Council for Sustainable Development
SEE Network

Citizen Envisioning @ Harbour
Conservancy Association

The 30S Group

Designing Hong, Kong Harbour District
Central & Western Concern Group
Society for Protection of the Harbour
Dragon Garden Charitable Trust
LANTAUPOST

People's Democracy Foundation

Local Action

Green Sense
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