Responses to TD's Comments
Annex A
Review on Feasibility of Run-in/out and Internal
Transport Provision
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1. Aberdeen Street is too steep &X ©
i.e. gradient = 1:7, which is not
desirable for providing run-in/out
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1. The location of run-in / out is not acceptable. The separation
distance between run-in / out and adjacent is too short (i.e. 15m only),
which would affect the performance of priority junction with Aberdeen

Street and cannot comply with TPDM requirement of min. 30m
separation.

» |2. Swept path of 7m LGV is in conflict with core columns / structures
for residential tower.

3. Ingress and egress of LGV will have conflict with existing public light
bus terminus
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Responses to TD's Comments
Annex B
Indicative Temporary Traffic Management Scheme
During Construction Stage




Annex B

On-street L/UL Bay During Early Demolition' Works
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Indicative Temporary Traffic Management Scheme During Construction Stage

| ]
TEMPORARY ON-STREET L/UL BAY IS
PROPOSED DURING OFF-PEAK HOURS ONLY
FOR 7m LGV DURING EARLY PHASE DEMOLHION

—

Existing Premises Still Exist
(To Be Demolished)
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EXISTING FOOTPATH
TO BE MAINTAINED

MIN. 3M WIDE CARRIAGEWAY
TO BE MAINTAINED

Note:

NTS

With the aim to minimize the traffic impact due to construction works of the redevelopment, detail temporary

traffic management scheme would be submitted during implementation stage to the satisfaction of relevant
Government departments (such as TD, HyD, the Police).

After Construction Access and Internal Maneuvering
Space are Available

CONSTRUCTION ACCESS AND INTERNAL
MANOEUVRING SPACE ARE AVAILABLE FOR
CONSTRUCTION VEHICLE AT LATER STAGE

-
OF DEMOLITION AND CONSTRUGTION WORKS \

NO ON-STREET|L/UL IS REQUIRED AFTER
CONSTRUCTION ACCESS IS ACTIVATED

EXISTING FOOTPATH
TO BE MAINTAINED

UNDER SEPARATED HOARDING PLAN SUBMISSION,

NO OBJECTION FROM MINIBUS OPERATORS ON TEMPORARY
SUSPENSION-OF EXISTING MINIBUS TERMINUS
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