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I TAKE THIS SHORT OPPORTUNITY TO FOCUS ON A FEW OF MANY 
ISSUES. 
 
THE URA REVIEW WENT ON FOR FAR TOO LONG, THIS ONLY 
ENCOURAGED REPETITION AND ENTRENCHED VIEWPOINTS RATHER 
THAN RESOLVED DIFFERENCES. 
 
UNDER THE URBAN RENEWAL AUTHORITY ORDINANCE, URA IS 
REQUIRED TO SET UP DISTRICT ADVISORY BOARDS THAT INCLUDE 
RESIDENTS, DISTRICT REPRESENTATIVES, PROFESSIONALS AND 
ACADEMICS.  HOWEVER RESIDENTS HAVE BEEN EXCLUDED FROM 
THESE BOARDS SINCE THEIR INCEPTION AND ALSO IN THE CURRENT 
DURF PROPOSALS.  MOST ALARMING IS THE EXCLUSION OF WOMEN 
FROM URA ADVISORY BOARDS AS BAD TOWN PLANNING HAS A 
GREATER IMPACT ON FEMALE RESIDENTS THAN MALE.  WOMEN ARE 
USUALLY THE CARETAKERS AND THEREFORE ENCOUNTER MORE 
DIFFICULTIES GETTING AROUND. 
 
I OBJECT STRONGLY TO THE POWER OF APPROVAL VESTED IN DISTRICT 
COUNCILS AS SOME OF THEM TAKE NO STEPS TO CONSULT THE 
COMMUNITY OR TO SUPPORT THEM WHEN THERE ARE PROBLEMS 
RELATED TO THE URA PROJECTS.  WHEN I COMPLAINED ABOUT 
IRREGULARITIES AT HANOI ROAD/K11  I RECEIVED A LETTTER FROM 
YAU TSIM MONG DC (2 MAY 2007 ATTACHED) THAT ADVISES 'TAKING 
INTO ACCOUNT THE TERMS OF REFERENCE OF DC, IT IS NOT THE ROLE 
OF DC TO MONITOR PROJECTS OUTSIDE THE CONSULTATIVE PROCESS'  
THIS MEANS THAT THE DC CAN RUBBER STAMP AND APPROVE 
WITHOUT ASSUMING ANY RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE CONSEQUENCES.  
DCS SHOULD THEREFORE HAVE NO POWER OF APPROVAL. 
 
I WAS ASTOUNDED BY HOW FEW DC AND LEGCO MEMBERS, WITH A 
FEW EXCEPTIONS, ATTENDED THE VARIOUS URSR FORUMS SEE THE 
ATTENDANCE RECORD. TO MY KNOWLEDGE NOT ONE MEMBER OF YTM 
DC ATTENDED.  OF THE FIVE KOWLOON WEST LEGCO 
REPRESENTATIVES ONLY JAMES TO APPEARED AT ONE FORUM, AND HE 
LEFT EARLY.  SOME PARTIES IN LEGCO, PARTICULARLY THE DAB, 
WERE CONSPICUOUS IN THEIR ABSENCE.  URBAN RENEWAL IS ONE OF 
THE MOST CONTENTIOUS ISSUES IN AFFECTED DISTRICTS SO HOW CAN 
DC AND LEGCO REPRESENTATIVES ABBROGATE THEIR DUTY TO FIND 
OUT WHAT THEIR CONSTITUENTS WANT AND THE PROBLEMS THEY 
FACE?  AS DCS HAVE AROUND 20 MEMBERS EACH ONE MEMBER IN 
ROTATION SHOULD HAVE ATTENDED EACH FORUM AND REPORTED 
BACK TO DC. 
 
IN VIEW OF THE CONTROVERSY SURROUNDING THE ISSUE OF OPEN 
SPACE AT TIMES SQUARE HOW COULD LEGCO MEMBERS HAVE 
NEGLECTED TO TAKE ANY INTEREST IN THE OPEN SPACE AT THE NEW 
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WORLD/URA HANOI ROAD REDEVELOPMENT, NOW CALLED K11. I 
WROTE TO OUR CURRENT LEGCO REPRESENTATIVES AND THEIR 
PREDECESSORS ABOUT THE MANY PROBLEMS WITH THIS OPEN SPACE 
BUT NOT ONE OF THEM RESPONDED. LOCAL RESIDENTS ARE STILL 
BATTLING FOR THEIR 1,200SQ.MTS. OF GENUINE OPEN SPACE.  WHAT 
WE HAVE IS A COVERED CORRIDOR BLOCKED BY A MULTI-STOREY 
FOOTBRIDGE WITH NO PEDESTRIAN FRIENDLY ACCESS TO THE LOCAL 
MTR STATION OR ACROSS STREETS.  WHEN IS LEGCO GOING TO CROSS 
THE HARBOUR FOR A SITE VISIT? URA MADE A LOT OF MONEY ON THE 
PROJECT SO THERE IS NO EXCUSE FOR SUBSTANDARD FACILITIES. 
 
THERE IS ALSO THE UNRESOLVED ISSUE OF THE COLLUSION BETWEEN 
URA/NEW WORLD AND THE ADMINISTRATION WITH REGARD TO THE 
FACT THAT THE 345 RESIDENTIAL UNITS IN THE DEVELOPMENT WERE 
PRESENTED TO THE PUBLIC AS SERVICE FLATS THROUGHOUT THE 
HISTORY OF THE DEVELOPMENT.  THIS ALLOWED A PLOT RATIO OF 12 
INSTEAD OF 9 (SEE PAGE 2 OF LETTER FROM DEVELOPMENT BUREAU OF 
6 NOV 2009). 
 
THE DEVELOPMENT WENT THROUGH A NUMBER OF TOWN PLANNING 
APPROVALS. BECAUSE OF THE MISREPRESENTATION MEMBERS OF THE 
PUBLIC WERE DENIED THEIR RIGHT TO MAKE OBJECTIONS TO THE 
DENSITY OF THE PROJECT.  WHY HAS THERE BEEN NO INVESTIGATION 
OF THIS MATTER?  NO LESSONS WERE LEARNT AS SOME OF THE 
TRICKS USED AT HANOI ROAD TO INFLATE DENSITY WERE ULITIZED 
AGAIN IN THE LEE TUNG STREET DEVELOPMENT. 
 
I HAVE BEEN ADVISED TO SHUT UP AND LOOK AHEAD.  HOWEVER THE 
URA HAS TO COME CLEAN AND ADDRESS HISTORICAL ISSUES BEFORE 
IT CAN MOVE FORWARD.  
 
FINALLY EMPHASIS MUST BE MADE ON THE CONSENSUS ARRIVED AT 
AMONG PARTICIPANTS IN THE FORUMS THAT LARGE COMPREHENSIVE 
DEVELOPMENTS ARE NOT COMPATIBLE WITH THE ASPIRATIONS OF THE 
GENERAL PUBLIC.  WE BELIEVE THAT A BLOCK BY BLOCK APPROACH 
IS MORE CONDUCIVE TO HARMONY AND FAIR PLAY AS IT PROVIDES 
OPPORTUNITES FOR TENANTS OF BUILDINGS BEING REDEVELOPED TO 
REMAIN IN THE NEIGHBOURHOOD AND RETAINS COMMUNITIES TIES 
AND SMALL BUSINESS OPPORTUNITIES.  LARGE CDAS BENEFIT ONLY 
DEVELOPERS AND LARGE RETAIL AND RESTAURANT CHAINS, CREATE 
A WALL EFFECT AND PRODUCE UNITS THAT ENJOY NO CROSS 
VENTILATION 
 
I HAVE DOCUMENTS TO SHARE WITH ANY LEGCO MEMBER WHO 
WOULD LIKE TO KNOW MORE. 
 
 
MARY MULVIHILL 
TST RESIDENT 
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Urban Renewal Strategy Review 

Public Engagement Events 

Attendance of Member of Steering Committee, Legislative Council and District Council 

 

Consensus Building Stage 

Date Event 

Steering 

Committee on 

URS Review 

Legislative 

Council 

Member 

District  

Council 

Member 

15 May 2010 Consensus Building 

Workshop 

8  3 

5 June 2010 Concluding Meeting 6  3 

(inc. 1 

representative*) 

* ‘Representative’ denotes representative from corresponding council member’s office. 

(Includes representative of council member who is present) 

 

Public Engagement Stage 

Date Event 

Steering 

Committee on 

URS Review 

Legislative 

Council 

Member 

District  

Council 

Member 

16 May 2009   Topical Discussion 1 2  1 

13 June2009   Topical Discussion 2 1 1 representative* 1 

27 June 2009   Topical Discussion 3 1   

4 July 2009  Topical Discussion 4  2 representatives*  

1 August 2009   Topical Discussion 5 2 1 representative* 1 

15 August 2009  Topical Discussion 6 2  1 

26 September 2009 Topical Discussion 7  2 

(inc. 1 

representative*) 

3 

31 October2009  Topical Discussion 8    

 

30 May 2009   

 

Public Forum 1    2 

18 July 2009   

 

Public Forum 2 1  3 

12 September 2009 

 

Public Forum 3 1 1 4 

24 October 2009  

 

Public Forum 4  1 2 

 

21 November 2009 

 

Public Forum 5 2  1 

* ‘Representative’ denotes representative from corresponding council member’s office. 
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(Includes representative of council member who is present) 

 

 

Envisioning Stage 

Date Event 

Steering 

Committee on 

URS Review 

Legislative 

Council 

Member 

District  

Council 

Member 

17 September 2008 Focus Group 1 3   

24 September 2008 Focus Group 2    

2 October 2008 Focus Group 3 5   

8 October 2008 Focus Group 4 1   

15 October 2008 Focus Group 5 4   

21 October 2008 Focus Group 6 3   

30 October 2008 Focus Group 7 3   

5 November 2008 Focus Group 8 2   

12 November 2008 Focus Group 9   19 

(inc. 3 

representatives*) 

18 November 2008 Focus Group 10 3   

25 November 2008 Focus Group 11 3   

27 November 2008 Focus Group 12 2   

3 December 2008 Focus Group 13    

8 December 2008 Focus Group 14    

9 December 2008 Focus Group 15 1  9 

(inc. 1 

representative*) 

17 December 2008 Focus Group 16 

(HKHA) 

   

18 December 2008 Focus Group 17 

(LBAC) 

   

18 December 2008 Focus Group 18 

(HKHS) 

   

14 January 2009 Focus Group 19    

15 January 2009 Focus Group 20 

(HKGCC) 

   

* ‘Representative’ denotes representative from corresponding council member’s office. 

(Includes representative of council member who is present) 
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