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Bus routes serving the North District

Hon IP Wai-ming (Oral reply)

Some residents of the North District in the New
Territories have repeatedly relayed to me that due to a
serious lack of direct bus routes connecting the district
with Kowloon and Hong Kong Island, they need to
change to different means of transport several times in
order to go to and return from the urban area, taking as
long as 80 to 100 minutes on average to complete the
journey. They have also pointed out that there is no
direct overnight bus route running from Kowloon or
Hong Kong Island to the North District at present, and
there is only one “A” route to the airport area available
in the district, causing serious inconvenience to the
residents of the North District. In this connection, will
the Executive Authorities inform this Council:

(@) of the details of the bus routes connecting the
North District with Kowloon and Hong Kong
Island, including the route numbers, origins,
destinations, daily service hours, daily schedules
and journey durations of the bus routes and set
out such information in a table; whether the
authorities will increase the number of bus
routes connecting the North District with
Kowloon and Hong Kong Island; if they will, of
the details; if not, the measures put in place by
the authorities to address the issue of the North
District residents over-relying on rail transport
to go to and return from Kowloon and Hong
Kong Island due to the lack of bus routes to
other districts;

(b) whether the authorities will consider introducing
or running on a trial basis an overnight bus route
from Kowloon or Hong Kong Island to the
North District, so as to obviate the need for the
North District residents to change to other means
of transport at Sha Tin; if they will, of the
details; if not, whether the authorities will
review the policy on overnight transport for the
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North District in response to the geographical
location of the district; and

given that some residents of the North District
have indicated that the franchised buses serving
route A43 are their major means of transport to
and from the airport, but the bus frequency of
this route is low, fares are high, seats are not
sufficient, and a journey lasts more than one and
a half hours, whether the authorities will
introduce a new “E” route charging lower fares
to run between the North District and the airport
area; If they will, of the details; if not, the
measures put in place by the authorities to
address the issue of low frequency and high
fares of the franchised bus route running
between the North District and the airport?
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Hazards generated by rooftop transmitters
of telecommunications operators

Hon WONG Kwok-hing (Oral reply)

It has been reported that a large number of
telecommunications transmitters (“transmitters™) have
been installed at the rooftops of some residential
buildings by various telecommunications operators, and
some flats in these buildings have even been converted
into machine rooms which operate non-stop round the
clock. The residents concerned are worried that the
electromagnetic  radiation  generated by these
transmitters may pose health risks, and such
installations and machines may affect the structure and
electricity load of their buildings. In this connection,
will the Government inform this Council:

(@) whether the authorities compiles statistics on the
number of transmitters installed at the top floors
and the rooftops of residential buildings at
present; of the number of residential buildings
with more than one transmitter installed; of the
procedure for the authorities to vet and approve
applications for the installation of radio base
stations in residential buildings at present;
whether the authorities will consult the relevant
government  departments  (including  the
Electrical and Mechanical Services Department,
Home Affairs Department, Buildings
Department and  Architectural  Services
Department, etc.) and conduct on-site
inspections, consult the affected residents and
assess the impact of electromagnetic radiation on
the residents, etc. before approving these
applications; if they will not, of the reasons for
that;

(b) whether the authorities at present impose any
limit on the level of radiation generated by
transmitters in residential buildings; if they do,
of the limit on the level; if not, the reasons for
that; of the number of complaints received by
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the authorities in the past three years about the
electromagnetic radiation emitted from rooftop
transmitters and installations in residential
buildings; the follow-up actions taken by the
authorities upon receipt of such complaints,
whether they will take on-site measurement of
the radiation level and request removal of the
transmitters in question; if they will, of the total
number of transmitters and installations so
removed upon request in the past three years;
and

regarding the aforesaid case, why the authorities
approved more than one telecommunications
operator to install several transmitters at the
same location and expose the residents to
radiation over a prolonged period; whether the
authorities took into account the impact of the
installation of several transmitters on the
residents and their buildings when they vetted
and approved these applications; whether the
authorities will review the current mechanism
for vetting and approving these applications (e.g.
various relevant government departments
collaborating in handling these applications,
assessing the health risk posed by
electromagnetic radiation to the residents from a
medical perspective, enhancing transparency in
the vetting and approval of applications, as well
as consulting residents); if they will not, of the
reasons for that?
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Development of tourism in Lei Yue Mun

Hon Paul TSE Wai-chun (Written Reply)

It has been learnt that some representatives of the
commercial tenants in Lei Yue Mun (“LYM”) are
gravely dissatisfied with the extremely slow progress
made by the Government in the enhancement and
construction of ancillary tourism facilities in LYM
(“LYM  Waterfront Enhancement Project”) (“the
Project™), thus hindering the development of tourism in
LYM. Some members of the Kwun Tong District
Council (“KTDC”) have relayed to me that KTDC has
unanimously supported the works under the Project (e.g.
the pier works project approved in 2005 and the
waterfront development project approved in 2009), but a
member of another District Council, who is a member of
the Civic Party, has continuously raised questions at
different stages in respect of issues such as sewage,
water quality improvement, road base and fire
prevention, etc., and the works projects are yet to be
implemented. In this connection, will the Government
inform this Council:

@) whether it has assessed the additional
expenditure on works projects caused by the
delay in the Project; if it has, of the assessment
findings; if not, whether it can assess
immediately;

(b) whether it has assessed if the aforesaid political
party or other political parties would, by means
of seeking judicial review of environmental
impact  assessment  reports, hinder the
implementation of the Project; if it has, of the
assessment findings; if not, whether it can assess
immediately and give an account of its policy to
tackle this issue;

(c) whether it has assessed if the delay in the
development of the ancillary tourism facilities in
LYM waterfront (including the breakwater,
waterfront promenade, streetscaping and public
landing facility, etc.) will undermine the
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ancillary facilities in the district for the Kai Tak
Cruise Terminal which will commence operation
next year and the synergy effects to be brought
about by the terminal; if it has, of the assessment
findings;

given that the SAR Government of the new
term, which will commence on 1 July this year,
intends to expand the organization of the
Government  Secretariat to include five
Secretaries of Departments and 14 bureaux,
whether the Government of the new term will set
aside manpower resources to iron out the
controversies in the councils of various levels so
that the wvarious projects for upgrading the
tourism facilities in LYM will be implemented
as soon as possible; if it will, of the contents of
its plan; if not, whether it will immediately
formulate a plan for setting aside manpower
resources; and

in the face of the aforesaid new questions which
keep emerging, of the Government’s way of
compromise to avoid further delay in the various
enhancement works projects?
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Conservation of the Central Police Station Compound

Hon KAM Nai-wai (Written reply)

It was reported last month that the Hong Kong Jockey
Club (*HKJC”) discarded as garbage archaeological
discoveries excavated at the Central Police Station
Compound, including the foundation of a half double
cross building, which is of significant historical value,
and the incident has aroused strong dissatisfaction from
members of the Antiquities Advisory Board (“AAB”)
and heritage conservationists. In this connection, will
the Government inform this Council:

(a)

(b)
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of the commencement date of the archaeological
excavation at the Central Police Station
Compound, the number of items excavated since
then and the archaeological discoveries; whether
antiquities of foundations belonging to Hong
Kong’s first generation of prisons have been
excavated,;

whether it knows how HKJC deals with the
archaeological discoveries excavated; whether
HKJC has taken photographs of each item of
antiquities excavated and how HKJC decides
which antiquities are to be kept and which ones
are to be discarded,

whether the authorities have made a record of
each item of antiquities excavated;

whether it knows the qualifications of the
experts who assist HKJC in conducting this
archaeological excavation and preparing the
report; whether they are qualified to carry out
archaeological excavation in Hong Kong; and

whether the authorities have reported regularly
to AAB the progress of this archaeological
excavation; when the last report was made and
when the next report will be made?



