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Background

1.1

1.2

1.3

On 12.4.2019, the footpath widening proposals submitted by the applicant in compliance
with approval condition (j) of the planning permission for application No. A/H4/94 was
considered by the Metro Planning Committee (the Committee) of the Town Planning
Board. The Committee decided not to agree to the applicant’s submission on consideration
that the applicant had not fully explored the alternatives on widening the pedestrian
footpath. The Committee considered that the applicant could further liaise with the
concerned government departments, and to take into account the Committee’s discussion
at the meeting to further refine the submission for the Committee’s consideration.

At that meeting, while the Committee noted the difficulties to widen the pedestrian
footpath given the need for retaining the lay-bys as requested by the Transport Department
(TD), some Members considered that the applicant could explore other means to widen the
footpath such as recessing the glass folding doors proposed to be installed at the entrances
of Central Market along Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street, and some suggested the
applicant to further liaise with the relevant departments to explore possible alternative
arrangements on the existing lay-bys along Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street.

A copy of MPC paper No. 3/19 is at Appendix II and the minutes is at Appendix III.

The Refined Footpath Widening Proposals

2.1

2.2

On 10.5.2019, 22.5.2019 and 24.5.2019, taking into account the Committee’s comments
and after further liaison with the concerned government departments, the applicant
submitted refined footpath widening proposals (Appendices I, Ia and Ib).

According to the applicant, to meet the demand for loading and unloading activities in the
area, TD has requested the existing 99m long kerbside lay-bys be maintained along Queen
Victoria Street and Jubilee Street (the existing lay-bys are shown on Drawing AA-1 of
Appendix II). Noting the Committee’s concern, the applicant has further liaised with TD
to explore possible alternative arrangements on the retention of existing lay-bys, and TD
has finally accepted the proposal to shorten the existing yellow line along Jubilee Street in
order to increase the length of footpath widening at Jubilee Street in front of the Central
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Market entrance-by4#, while keeping a total of 99m long kerbside lay-bys along the two
streets.

2.3 The refinements to the footpath widening proposals include the following:

(a) for the western side of Queen Victoria Street, it is proposed to extend the footpath
widening by 4m up to a total length of about 40m, while the length of the lay-by is
reduced accordingly to 30m. The reduced lay-by length of 4m will be reprovisioned
at Jubilee Street (Drawings AA-1 and AA-5); and

(b) for the eastern side of Jubilee Street, it is proposed to convert part of the road
carriageway of about 6m in length fronting the entrance of Central Market into
footpath such that the total width of that section of the footpath is increased by 1.5m,
without compromising a two-lane traffic along Jubilee Street as per TD’s advice.
While the lay-by along Jubilee Street would be split into two sections of 39m and
30m, the total length of lay-by along Jubilee Street is increased by 4m from about
65m to 69m for reprovisioning of the reduced lay-by length at Queen Victoria Street
(Drawings AA-1 and AA-4).

2.4 The relevant plans and drawings of the refined proposals are at Drawings AA-1 to AA-6.

2.5 With regard to Members’ suggestion to recess the glass folding doors at the entrances of
Central Market along Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street, the applicant indicates that
the proposed setting back of the glass folding doors would jeopardize the conservation
intention of the two facades facing Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street, being one of
the important Character Defining Elements (CDEs) of the Central Market, which is a
proposed Grade 3 historic building. The proposed glass folding doors follow the external
wall alignment of the existing Central Market and span at interval between the preserved
columns. While recessing the glass folding doors without altering the preserved columns
would only widen the footpath in an intermittent manner and at the same time disrupt the
continuity and horizontality of the streamlined elevation preserved (i.e. one of the CDEs of
Central Market), altering these preserved columns would jeopardize the preservation of the
column grid (which is also one of the CDEs of Central Market).

3. Comments from Relevant Government Departments

3.1 The following government departments have been consulted and their views on the
applicant’s submission are summarised as follows:

Heritage Conservation Aspect

3.1.1  Comments of the Antiquities and Monuments Office (AMO):

(a) No in-principle objection to the applicant’s refined proposals from cultural
heritage conservation viewpoint. Nevertheless, the applicant should be
advised of the following:

(1) the proposed footpath widening works shall not cause any adverse
impacts on the proposed Grade 3 historic building;
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(i) any works affecting the historic fabrics or architectural features of the
proposed Grade 3 historic building shall be explicitly submitted for
AMO’s comments before commencement of works;

(ii1)) necessary protection and mitigation measures for the proposed Grade
3 historic building shall be provided in order to avoid any damages or
disturbances;

(iv) the proposed material used and colour of the footpath widening works
should be compatible with the facade of the proposed Grade 3 historic
building. The applicant should submit latest fagade design proposal
for AMO’s information and record;

(v) it is noted that Polyspora axillaris (KHEZY) will be planted on the
footpath on Queen Victoria Street. The applicant should ensure the
mature tree spread and tree roots would not adversely affect the
proposed Grade 3 historic building; and

(b) the submission of Conservation Management Plan (CMP) under approval
condition (a) was considered acceptable by AMO and the condition was
partially discharged on 2.5.2017. The Authorized Person should duly
observe and implement the accepted CMP accordingly.

Land Administration Aspect

3.1.2

Comments of the District Lands Officer/Hong Kong West & South, Lands
Department:

The site is held by URA under Short Term Tenancy No. NHX-807 (the STT).
Special condition 37(a) of the STT states that “the Tenant shall at his own expense
within six calendar months from the date of this Agreement or such other period
as may be approved by the District Lands Officer, submit proposals on widening
of the footpaths of Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street including an
implementation programme for prior agreement by the Commissioner for
Transport before submitting the same to the Town Planning Board under the
planning permission”. TD’s comment should be sought. So long as prior
agreement has been given by TD, he has no adverse comment on the submission.

Traffic Aspect

3.1.3

Comments of the Commissioner for Transport:
No further comments on the refined proposals from traffic engineering viewpoint.
Comments of the Chief Highway Engineer/Hong Kong, Highways Department:

The applicant should be responsible for relocating the affected roadside gullies.

Environmental Hygiene

3.1.5

Comments of the Director of Food and Environmental Hygiene (DFEH):

No comment on the applicant’s refined proposals.



Urban Design Aspect

3.1.6  Comments of the Chief Town Planner/Urban Design and Landscape, Planning
Department (CTP/UD&L, PlanD):

No comment on the refined proposals subject to TD’s comment that the footpath
are of sufficient width to cater for pedestrian flow at a satisfactory level of service.

Landscape Aspect

3.1.7 Comments of CTP/UD&L, PlanD:
No comment on the refined proposals from landscape planning perspective.
3.1.8  Comments of the Director of Leisure and Cultural Services:

No particular comment on the refined proposals as there is no change of tree
planting proposal.

District Officer’s Comments

3.1.9  Comments of the District Officer (Central & Western), Home Affairs Department
(DO(C&W), HAD):

(a) No further comment on the refined proposals; and

(b) URA has reported this development at the Central and Western District
Council (C&WDC) meeting on 16.5.2019. C&WDC members have not
made any specific comments on the issue. DO(C&W) trusts that URA

would continue to keep the C&WDC members informed of the project
progress.

Other Aspect
3.1.10 Comments of the Commissioner of Police:

No objection in principle to the refined proposals.

4. Planning Considerations and Assessment

4.1

When application No. A/H4/94 was considered by the Committee, there was no objection
to the proposed widening of entrances and elevation treatment at Queen Victoria Street and
Jubilee Street. Members’ concern was mainly to explore the feasibility of further widening
the footpath on the two streets with traffic mitigation measures, with a view to creating a
more comfortable pedestrian environment. On 12.4.2019, in considering the submission
for compliance with the approval condition on the footpath widening proposals, the
Committee in general considered that the applicant had not fully explored the alternatives
in fulfilling the approval condition and could further liaise with the concerned government
departments to further refine the proposals.
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4.2 To address the Committee’s concerns raised on 12.4.2019, the applicant has further liaised
with TD on the alternative arrangements on the retention of existing lay-bys. With the
agreement of TD, the applicant proposes to extend the footpath widening on Queen
Victoria Street by 4m up to a total length of 40m, and to convert an additional section of
road carriageway (of about 6m long and 1.5m wide) to footpath on Jubilee Street fronting
the entrance of Central Market. These widened footpaths will complement the entrances of
Central Market along Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street (Drawing AA-6), and
enhance the accessibility and vitality of the two streets. All government departments have
no comment on/no objection to the proposals.

4.3  As for the suggestion to recess the glass folding doors proposed at the entrances of Central
Market along Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street, the applicant considers that the
proposal would disrupt the continuity and horizontality of the streamlined elevation
facades and jeopardize the preservation of the column grid of Central Market, both of
which are CDEs of the proposed Grade 3 historic building.

4.4 In view of the above, it is considered that the applicant has exhausted the possible options
given the site constraints, in particular the need to maintain 99m long kerbside lay-bys
along Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street. As such, PlanD considers the submission
to fulfil approval condition (j) acceptable.

5. Decision Sought

5.1 The Committee is invited to consider whether the applicant’s current submission is
acceptable for compliance with approval condition (j) of Application No. A/H4/94.

5.2 Should the Committee consider the applicant’s submission acceptable for compliance with
approval condition (j), the applicant should be advised accordingly.

5.3 Alternatively, should the Committee consider the applicant’s proposals not acceptable, the
applicant should be advised to further revise the footpath widening proposals to comply
with approval condition (j) of Application No. A/H4/94.

Attachments

Appendix I Applicant’s submission received on 10.5.2019
Appendix Ia Applicant’s submission received on 22.5.2019
Appendix Ib Applicant’s submission received on 24.5.2019
Appendix II MPC Paper No. 3/19

Appendix III Extract of the minutes of the MPC meeting on 12.4.2019
Drawings AA-1 to AA-6 Plans and drawings submitted by the applicant

Plan AA-1 Location plan

Plan AA-2 Site plan

Plans AA-3 to AA-6 Site photos
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MAY 2019
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URBAN RENEWAL

AUTHORITY
Our Ref.: PDD/CWDR/CO0/19041487 By Post and E-mail
Your Ref.: TPB/A/H4/94
8 May 2019

Town Planning Board

15/F., North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point

Hong Kong.

Dear Sir/Madam,

Central Market Revitalization Project (Application No. A/H4/94)
Submission of Footpath Widening Proposal in Connection to the Entrance
Widening Proposals of Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street
for Compliance with Approval Condition (j)

We refer to the decision of the Metro Planning Committee (MPC) on 12.4.2019
regarding the subject approval condition (j), that the MPC did not agree with the footpath
widening proposal submitted by the Urban Renewal Authority (URA) and considered that
URA should further liaise with the concerned government departments to further refine
the submission.

Taking into account MPC’s comments, further liaison meetings have been held with
Highways Department (HyD), Transport Department (TD) and Planning Department
(PlanD) on 25.4.2019 and 29.4.2019 to work out the possible refinements of the footpath
widening proposal.

We submit herewith 70 copies of the replacement drawings (Figures 2.1A, 2.2A
and 3.3A) and supplementary drawings (Figures 2.4 — 2.7) in conjunction with our
previous submission dated 18.2.2019 (ref. PDD/CWDR/CO/19020650) for MPC’s
further consideration and approval. The refinements to the proposal are highlighted as
follows:

1. Aportion of pavement in front of G/F entrance facing Jubilee Street is proposed
to be further widened (purple area on Figure 2.1A). The provision of on-street
lay-by on Jubilee Street remains unchanged at 65m. In response to TD’s
concern, there is no adverse impact for bus (12.8m) right turning from Jubilee
Street to Queen’s Road Central as shown on the swept path analysis attached
for (Figure 2.4).

2. A portion of the on-street lay-by in front of G/F entrance facing Queen Victoria
Street is proposed to be demarcated for part-time pedestrian use during non-
busy hour (7pm to 7am tentatively) (hatched blue area on Figure 2.1A), with
the following implementation mechanism:

a) During busy hours (7am to 7pm tentatively), removable bollards would
be installed along edge of footpath. The on-street lay-by would be used
for loading/ unloading. Crash gate would be removed during this period
(illustration in Figure 2.5).

Canngorgamsatlon
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b)

c)
€)

g)

In

During non-busy hours (7pm to 7am tentatively), removable crash gates
would be installed on carriageway. The on-street lay-by (carriageway)
would be used by pedestrians and the bollards would be removed during
this period (illustration in Figure 2.6).

URA would provide space for storage of the bollards and crash gates.
Design of bollards and crash gates shall follow HyD’s standard drawings.
Level difference between footpath and carriageway would be addressed
with drop kerb design at appropriate locations to facilitate pedestrian use.
Detailed drawings for the proposed street furniture such as removable
bollards, crash gates and traffic signs as well as the construction details of
interface between footpath and carriageway would be submitted for HyD/
TD’s approval in detail design stage upon the approval of the footpath
widening proposal.

Relevant government departments including TD and HyD would be
responsible for the removal and installation of bollards and crash gates at
designated times.

In response to public’s aspiration for early opening of Central Market, we request TPB to
expedite the hearing of the current submission at its meeting on 31.5.2019. We also
request to attend the meeting so as to have direct dialogue and immediate response to any
further questions on the subject from Members. Should you have any query or require
further information, please contact the undersigned at 2588 2330 or Mr. Jackey Chan at

2588 2748.

Encl.

c.C..

Yours faithfully,
For and on behalf of
URBAN RENEWAL AUTHORITY

W""‘_

Lawrence Mak
General Manager, Planning and Design

District Planning Officer/ Hong Kong, Planning Department (Attn.: Mr. J. J. AUSTIN)

Project Authorized Person/ AGC (Attn.: Mr. Vincent NG)
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Appendix Ia of
MPC Paper No. 9/19

MEE EB
Our Ref.: PDD/CWDR/CQ/19051797 URBAN RENEWAL

Your Ref.: TPB/A/H4/94 AUTHORITY
By Post and E-mail

Town Planning Board

15/F., North Point Government Offices 21 May2019
333 Java Road, North Point

Hong Kong.

Dear Sir/Madam,

Central Market Revitalization Project (Application No. A/H4/94)
Submission of Footpath Widening Propesal in Connection to the Entrance Widening
Proposals of Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street
for Compliance with Approval Condition 1)

We refer to our submission of footpath widening proposals dated 18 Feb 2019
(Our Ref. PDD/CWDR/CO0/19020650) and 8 May 2019 (Our Ref. PDD/CWDR/CO0/19041487).

Comments from Transport Department (TD) were received via email on 17 May 2019
(attached) and a coordination meeting was held between TD and URA on the same day.

Taking into account TD’s comment and advice on the operation of the proposed part-time
pedestrianization, we submit herewith further refined proposal of footpath widening with
omission of the proposed part-time pedestrianization for the TPB’s consideration. The
refinements to the proposal are highlighted as follows:

1. The extent of pavement widening in front of G/F entrance facing Queen Victoria Street is
further increased by 4m (purple area on Figure 2.1B), as compared with the proposals dated
18 Feb 2019 and 8 May 2019, resulting in a total length of about 40m widened pavement
along Queen Victoria Street. No part-time pedestrianization is proposed.

2. Pavement widening is provided in front of G/F entrance facing Jubilee Street about 11m
long (purple area on Figure 2.1B).
3. Total length of existing 99m kerbside lay-by is maintained to cater for the demand for

loading/ unloading activities at Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street as required by TD.
4, Please refer to attached replacement drawings (Figures 2.1B, 2.2B, 2.4A, 2.7A and 3.3B)
and supplementary drawing (Figure 2.8).

70 copies of the further refined proposal are provided. We would appreciate if arrangement
of MPC Meeting for deliberation of the submission could be expedited and URA could attend
for presentation of the proposal. ‘

Should you have any query or require further information, please contact the undersigned
at 2588 2330 or Mr. Jackey Chan at 2588 2748.
Yours faithfully,
For and on behalf of
URBAN RENEWAL AUTHORITY

A

Lawrence Mak
General Manager, Planning and Design

Encl.{

c.c.: .

District Planning Officer/ Hong Kong, Planning Department (Attn.: Mr. J. J. AUSTIN) ~ - TS

Project Authorized Persor/ AGC (Attn.: Mr. Vincent NG) carirlgqrganisition
BRSO AWNIBIH DR RME260  £52509 2222 11 2827 0176 72827 0085 75 www.waong bk P

26/F COSCQA Towes, 183 Queen's Road Cential, Hong Kong el 2588 2222 iax 2827 0176 7 2827 0085 website wwwira org hk



Chan, Jackey

From: Clarence KN CHENG <clarencecheng@td.gov.hk>

Sent: 17 May 2019 12:53

To: hli@pland.gov.hk

Cc: Eddie LEUNG; Wai Yan FUNG,; Ikhkau@pland.gov.hk; jjaustin@pland.gov.hk;

sdehnw.u@hyd.gov.hk; dec.u@hyd.gov.hk; jwylui@amo.gov.hk;
: thomaslau@police.gov.hk; Au, Wilfred; Mak, Lawrence; Chan, Jackey
Subject: Re: Application No. A/H4/94 - Submission of Central Market's Footpath Widening

Proposals for Approval Condition (j)
Attachments: 20190510_Footpath Widening Proposal_supplimentary_r2.pdf
Dear Haniel

Our comments on the proposal submitted by URA as follows:

1. Vehicles may illegally parked at the proposed part-time pedestrianisation zone which may affect
the daily installation of crash gate and formation of pedestrainisation zone. As far as we
understand, HyD, the works agents for installation and removal of the crash gates, is not

- authorised to remove such vehicles. Daily assistance from Police may need to be sought.

2. Moreover, the photomontage of applicant's proposal has not reflected the real appearance of
the pedestrainsation zone as traffic signs of pedestrianisation zone and no-stopping restriction
(NSR) are missing, and the crash gates should be in red according to HyD's standard.

3. In order to maintain smooth traffic, 24-hour NSR should be designated at the portion of Jubilee
Street near the widened footpath, i.e. the purple area on Figure 2.1A.

In view of the above concerns, URA further met with us this morning and they are working on a
revised proposal taking account of the above comments and our further advice.

Regards

Clarence Cheng
SE/C&W| TE(HK)
Transport Department
1 2829 5407 T 2824 0399

From: Haniel LI/PLAND/HKSARG@PLAND

Ta: Clarence KN CHENG/TD/HKSARG@TD, Richard KK LO/HYD/HKSARG@HYD, Yun Yee CHAN/HYD/HKSARG@HYD, Jason
Kin Yiu FUNG/LAO/LANDSD/HKSARG@LANDSD, Janny WY LUI/AMO/DEVB/HKSARG@DEVB, Samantha KW
CHOW/LCSD/HKSARG@LCSD, Fiona Hiu Nam CHEUNG/PLAND/HKSARG@PLAND, Gigi Wai Chi
NG/PLAND/HKSARG@PLAND, ip-sip-rmo-e-c-hki/T-HKI/STATION/POLICE/HKSARG@HPF, Crystal SY
TSANG/FEHD/HKSARG@FEHD, Grace WS YEUNG/HAD/HKSARG@HAD

Cc: JJ AUSTIN/PLAND/HKSARG@PLAND .

Date: 10/05/2019 06:46 PM

Subject: Application No. A/H4/94 - Submission of Central Market's Footpath Widening Proposals for Approval Condition (j)

Dear all,

Thank you for your previous comments on URA's footpath widening proposals along Queen

1



N

Victoria Street and Jubilee Street in relation to the proposed alternation and modification
works of Central Market (planning application No. A/H4/94). On 12.4.2019, the footpath
widening proposals were considered by the Metro Planning Committee of the Town
Planning Board but considered not satisfactory to the Board.

Earlier today, URA has submitted a revised footpath widening proposal. I should be grateful
if you could give us your comments on URA's latest proposal by 20 May 2019 (Monday).

Regards,

Haniel LI

for District Planning Officer/Hong Kong
Tel: 2231 4938

From: "Choy, Edwin"

To: "pbpd@pland.gov.hk™, “jjaustin@pland.gov.hk' (jjaustin@pland.gov.hk) (jjaustin@pland.gov.hk)" , "hli@pland.gov.hk" ,
Cc: "Au, Wilired" , "Mak, Lawrence" , "Chan, Jackey" , "Ku, Kasia" , "AGC Design Ltd(Central Oasis)"

Date: 10/05/2019 17:47

Subject: Application No. A/H4/94 - Submission of Footpath Widening Proposal for Approval Condition (j)

Dear Sir,
I refer to the subject Application (No. A/H4/94) which was approved on 18.3.2016.

Please find attached the submission to discharge planning condition (j) in relation to the submission of
footpath widening proposal for Town Planning Board’s consideration. 70 hard copies of the same
submission will be dispatched to you shortly.

Should you have any query, please contact Mr. Lawrence Mak at 2588 2330 or Mr. Jackey Chan at 2588
2748.

Regards,
Edwin Choy

Manager (Planning & Design), URA
Tel. 2588 2345

This email and any attachments are for the addressee only and may contain confidential information. If you
are not the intended recipient, you must not use, retain, disseminate, or copy this email or any attachments.
If you have received this email in error, please notify the sender immediately by reply email and delete this
email and all attachments from your system immediately. Email transmission may not be completely secure
or error free as information could be intercepted, corrupted, lost or destroyed or may contain viruses. Please
consider the environment before printing this e-mail.
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Our Ref.: PDD/CWDR/CO/19052192 URBAN RENEWAL
Your Ref.: TPB/A/H4/94 AUTHORITY
By Post and E-mail
Town Planning Board
15/F., North Point Government Offices 24 May 2019
333 Java Road, North Point '
Hong Kong.
Dear Sir/Madam,
Central Market Revitalization Project (Application No. A/H4/94)
Submission of Footpath Widening Proposal in Connection to the Entrance Widening
Proposals of Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street
for Compliance with Approval Condition (j)
Further 1o our submission of footpath widening proposals dated 18 Feb 2019
(Our Ref. PDD/CWDR/C0/19020650), 8 May 2019 (Our Ref. PDD/CWDR/CO/1 9041487) and
21 May 2019 (Our Ref. PDD/CWDR/CO/19051797), please find our response to Town Planning
Board (TPB)’s concerns as raised in the 625" Meeting of the Metro Planning Committee on 12 April
2019 as follows.
1. Recessing the entrances along Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street
Setting back of the G/F glass folding doors facing Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street will
jeopardize the conservation intent of the two facades which is one of the important Character
Defining Elements (CDEs) of the Grade 3 Historic Building. The proposed glass folding doors
will follow the external wall alignment of the existing Central Market and span at interval
between the existing columns preserved. Therefore, setback of glass doors without altering
those columns will only widen the pavement in an intermittent manner and at the same time
disrupt the continuity and horizontality of the streamlined clevation preserved (i.c. CDE of
Central Market). On the other hand, altering these preserved columns will jeopardize the
preservation of the column grid (which is also a CDE agreed to be preserved).
2. Need/alternative arrangements for retaining existing lay-bys along Queen Victoria Street
and Jubilee Street
Transport Department (TD) requires the provision of 99m long kerbside layby along Queen
Victoria Street and Jubilee Street to meet the demand for loading and unloading activities.
URA has explored with TD and TD accepted the further shortening of existing yellow line
along Jubilee Street in order to provide further footpath widening along Jubilee Street in front
of the entrance while keeping the existing total 99m long kerbside layby, without
compromising the traffic. The widening at Jubilee Street is 1.5m in order to maintain a 2-lanc
traffic as per TD’s advice.
Should you have any query or require further information, please contact the undersigned at
2588 2330 or Mr. Jackey Chan at 2588 2748.
Yours faithfully,
For and on behalf of
URBAN RENEWAL AUTHORITY
Z7a
Enc':l. e
e . . . ~ — GETEE
District Planning Officer/ Hong Kong, Planning Department (Attn.: Mr. J. J. AUSTIN) caringorganisation
Project Authorized Person/ AGC (Attn.: Mr. Vincent NG) ey bRyt s
BREBREPISIT 00 Kt 2ol miE2588 2222 112827 0176/ 2827 0085 34t www.uta.org hk
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Metro Planning Committee on 12.4.2019

Submission for Compliance with
Approval Condition (j) of Application No. A/H4/94

Proposed Alteration and Modification Works to the Building
and External Facade for Cultural/Leisure/Retail/Food &
Beverage Uses/Open Space/Ancillary Support, for the Central Market
Revitalization Project in “Other Specified Uses” annotated
“Building with Historical and Architectural Interests Preserved for
Commercial, Cultural and/or Community Uses” Zone,
The Former Central Market, 80 Des Voeux Road Central, Central, Hong Kong



MPC Paper No. 3/19

For Consideration by

the Metro Planning Committee
on 12.4.2019

Submission for Compliance with
Approval Condition (j) of Application No. A/H4/94

Proposed Alteration and Modification Works to the Building
and External Facade for Cultural/Leisure/Retail/Food &
Beverage Uses/Open Space/Ancillary Support, for the Central Market
Revitalization Project in “Other Specified Uses” annotated
“Building with Historical and Architectural Interests Preserved for
Commercial, Cultural and/or Community Uses” Zone,

The Former Central Market, 80 Des Voeux Road Central, Central, Hong Kong

The Purpose

The Metro Planning Committee (the Committee) of the Town Planning Board (the Board) is
invited to consider whether the submission made by the applicant, the Urban Renewal Authority
(URA), on the footpath widening proposals in connection to the entrance widening proposals of
Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street is acceptable for compliance with approval condition (j)
of the planning permission granted on 18.3.2016 for the proposed alteration and modification
works to the building and external fagade of the Former Central Market at 80 Des Voeux Road
Central, Central, Hong Kong (the site) under Application No. A/H4/94.

Background

2.1

2.2

The site is zoned “Other Specified Uses” (“OU”) annotated “Building with Historical and
Architectural Interests Preserved for Commercial, Cultural and/or Community Uses” on
the approved Central District Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) No. S/H4/16 (Plans AA-1 and
AA-2). The planning intention is primarily for preserving the building facades and special
architectural features of the existing Central Market building, and revitalising the building
for commercial, cultural and/or community uses with public open space to provide leisure
space and greenery in Central.

On 11.12.2015, the applicant submitted an application (No. A/H4/94) seeking planning
permission for proposed alteration and modification works to the building and external
facade of the former Central Market as part of the revitalization project. The proposed
alteration and modification works which required planning permission included the
following:

(a) widening of two existing openings on the lower part of the external walls so as to
enhance the visual permeability and accessibility;

(b) demolition and re-construction of the end bay facing Des Voeux Road Central
(DVRC) with transparent materials so as to enhance the visual permeability of the
building;
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2.5

2.6

2.7

.

(c) demolition of the toilet block at the junction of Queen’s Road Central and Jubilee
Street and provision of a small entrance plaza/gathering place with E&M facilities
underneath;

(d) widening of the internal footbridges on 1/F and 2/F of the building to enhance the
connection between the two sides of the building; and

(e) demolition of market stalls on G/F, 1/F and 2/F with conservation of a minimum of
one number of intact market stall for each type of market stall.

The application was considered by the Committee on 18.3.2016. After deliberation,
Members decided to approve the application with conditions. An extract of the minutes of
the Committee meeting on 18.3.2016 and the planning approval letter dated 8.4.2016 for
Application No. A/H4/94 are at Appendices II and III respectively. The Committee also
decided that the submissions for compliance with the following three approval conditions
should be considered by the Board:

(a) the submission of a detailed design proposal for the new facade facing DVRC
demonstrating the compatibility of interface between the new and old fagades and the
new facade and the existing footbridge (approval condition (b));

(b) the submission of footpath widening proposals in connection to the entrance
widening proposals of Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street (approval condition

(4)); and
(c) the submission of a market stall preservation plan (approval condition (1)).

The applicant has already submitted information for compliance with approval conditions
(b) and (1) and they were considered acceptable by the Committee on 14.9.2016.

Regarding approval condition (j), the concern of the Committee on 18.3.2016 can be
summarised as follows:

While there is no objection to the proposed widening of entrances and elevation treatment
at Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street, there is opportunity to consider widening the
footpath on the two streets with traffic mitigation measures to create a more comfortable
pedestrian environment (site photos at Plans AA-3 to 6). The applicant should be advised
to liaise with the concerned government departments to explore the feasibility of these
works.

In relation to the footpath widening proposals in connection to the entrance widening
proposals of Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street to comply with approval condition
(j), the applicant has submitted the following documents:

(a) Submission received on 8.8.2018 (Appendix I)

(b) Submission received on 8.10.2018 (Appendix Ia)
(¢)  Submission received on 21.12.2018 (Appendix Ib)
(d) Submission received on 20.2.2019 (Appendix Ic)

The relevant plans and drawings of the proposals are at Drawings AA-1 to AA-9.



3.

The Footpath Widening Proposals

3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

3.5

After having further liaised with the relevant government departments, there was no scope
to further widen the existing footpath on Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street without
sacrificing the Transport Department (TD)’s requirements on the length of lay-bys to be
provided. The footpath widening proposals submitted by the applicant, which were more
or less the same as those proposed in their original submission, can be summarised as
follows:

(a) conversion of a section of road carriageway on the western side of Queen Victoria
Street (about 26m) to pedestrian pavement with a width of about 4.95m including
planting (Drawings AA-1 and AA-2 and photo 4 on Plan AA-4);

(b) extension and conversion of an existing 28m long lay-by reserved for the Food and
Environmental Hygiene Department (FEHD) vehicles on Queen Victoria Street
(Drawing AA-1) to a 34m public lay-by for loading/unloading activities (Drawing
AA-2). The FEHD lay-by is proposed to be reprovisioned separately at Eastern
Street North (21m) and Pier Road (7m) respectively (Drawings AA-8 and AA-9);

(c) widening of pedestrian pavement at the junctions of Jubilee Street/DVRC and
Jubilee Street/Queen’s Road Central respectively (Drawing AA-2 and photos 2 and
3 on Plans AA-3 and AA-4);

(d) to retain an existing lay-by of about 65m on the eastern side of Jubilee Street
(Drawing AA-1);

(e) to plant four trees (Polyspora axillaris KHEZY) along the widened pavement of
Queen Victoria Street and to retain the existing two trees on the pedestrian pavement
along Queen’s Road Central (Drawings AA-2, AA-4 and AA-5 and photo 4 on Plan
AA-4); and

(f) re-paving of the pedestrian pavement surrounding the Central Market (i.e. sections of
Queen Victoria Street, DVRC, Jubilee Street and Queen’s Road Central) with the
Highways Department (HyD)’s standard concrete paver blocks (Drawing AA-3).

The proposal will maintain the existing length of lay-bys on Queen Victoria Street (34m)
and Jubilee Street (65m), with the proposed footpath widening works and relocation of the
FEHD lay-by.

The proposed share use of on-street lay-by between the public and the tenants of Central
Market is considered technically feasible as the loading/unloading activities of the tenants
of Central Market will be restricted to non-peak hours under the tenancy agreements.

The widened pedestrian pavement complemented by tree plantings along Queen Victoria
Street and the widened entrances along both Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street
(Drawings AA-6 and AA-7) would create a more comfortable pedestrian environment.

The ownership, management and maintenance of the pedestrian pavement surrounding the
Central Market will be handed back to the Government after the footpath widening and
associated works.
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3.6 The proposed footpath widening and associated works are scheduled to be completed by
Q3 2021.

4. Comments from Relevant Government Departments

4.1

The following government departments have been consulted and their views on the
applicant’s submission are summarised as follows:

Heritage Conservation Aspect

4.1.1

Comments of the Antiquities and Monuments Office (AMO):

(a)

(b)

No in-principle objection to the applicant’s submission for compliance with
approval condition (j) from cultural heritage conservation viewpoint.
Nevertheless, the applicant should be advised of the following:

(1)

(i)

(iii)

(iv)

(v)

the proposed footpath widening works shall not cause any adverse
impacts on the proposed Grade 3 historic building;

any works affecting the historic fabrics or architectural features of the
proposed Grade 3 historic building shall be explicitly submitted for
AMO’s comments before commencement of works;

necessary protection and mitigation measures for the proposed Grade
3 historic building shall be provided in order to avoid any damages or
disturbances;

the proposed material used and colour of the footpath widening works
should be compatible with the facade of the proposed Grade 3 historic
building. The applicant should submit latest fagade design proposal
for AMO’s information and record;

it is noted that Polyspora axillaris (JHE%Y) will be planted on the
footpath on Queen Victoria Street. The applicant should ensure the
mature tree spread and tree roots would not adversely affect the
proposed Grade 3 historic building; and

the submission of Conservation Management Plan (CMP) under approval
condition (a) was considered acceptable by AMO and the condition was
partially discharged on 2.5.2017. The Authorized Person should duly
observe and implement the accepted CMP accordingly.

Land Administration Aspect

4.1.2

Comments of the District Lands Officer/Hong Kong West & South, Lands
Department (DLO/HKW &S, LandsD):

The site is held by URA under Short Term Tenancy No. NHX-807 (the STT).
Special condition 37(a) of the STT states that “the Tenant shall at his own expense
within six calendar months from the date of this Agreement or such other period
as may be approved by the District Lands Officer, submit proposals on widening
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of the footpaths of Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street including an
implementation programme for prior agreement by the Commissioner for
Transport before submitting the same to the Town Planning Board under the
planning permission”. TD’s comment should be sought. So long as prior
agreement has been given by TD, he has no adverse comment on the submission.

Traffic Aspect

4.1.3

Comments of the Commissioner for Transport (C for T):

No comment on the footpath widening proposals from the traffic engineering
point of view, provided that 34m and 65m long lay-bys are maintained at Queen
Victoria Street and Jubilee Street respectively.

Comments of the Chief Highway Engineer/Hong Kong (CHE/HK), HyD:

(a) The existing paving on the adjacent Jubilee Street, Queen Victoria Street
and the section of Des Voeux Road Central is generally concrete paving
blocks in red and grey. The project proponent is suggested to make
reference to the above. The overall paving colour could be in dark grey and
mix with small portion of red;

(b) according to the growing characteristics of the proposed tree species, there
will be low branches which require frequent pruning works in the
maintenance period and may also create obstruction to the pedestrian flow
and sight line problem. According to the DEVB Technical Circular No.
6/2015, it is presumed that the maintenance department (i.e. Leisure and
Cultural Services Department (LCSD)) of the proposed roadside trees will
provide further comment; and

(c) the project proponent should be reminded to seek comments from AMO on
the paving proposal.

Environmental Hygiene

4.1.5 Comments of the Director of Food and Environmental Hygiene (DFEH):
No comment on the applicant’s proposal.
Urban Design Aspect
4.1.6  Comments of the Chief Town Planner/Urban Design and Landscape, Planning

Department (CTP/UD&L, PlanD):

No comment on the proposal should TD consider the width of footpath sufficient
to cater for pedestrian flow at a satisfactory level of service, particularly footpath
at the junction of Queen Victoria Street and Des Voeux Road Central.



Landscape Aspect

4.1.7 Comments of CTP/UD&L, PlanD:

No comment on the submission from landscape planning perspective as it is
acknowledged that agreement has been sought from relevant department, i.e. HyD
in relation to the ownership, management and maintenance for the enhancement
of pavement surrounding the site. In addition, it is noted that the future vegetation
maintenance agent, i.e. LCSD, had no comment on the proposed tree planning
along Queen Victoria Street; and

4.1.8  Comments of the Director of Leisure and Cultural Services (DLCS):
No comment on the submission in this stage.

District Officer’s Comments

4.1.9  Comments of the District Officer (Central & Western), Home Affairs Department
(DO(C&W), HAD):

URA keeps on reporting the project progress to the C&WDC members as the
project is a standing item in C&WDC. So far no objection was received from DC
members on the widening of the captioned footpath. We trust that URA would
continue to keep the C&WDC members informed of the project progress.

Other Aspect

4.1.10 Comments of the Commissioner of Police (C of P):

C of P has no objection in principle to the footpath widening proposals in
connection to the entrance widening proposals of Queen Victoria Street and
Jubilee Street. The applicant should submit Temporary Traffic Arrangement with
full details of works for C of P’s further comment before commencement of
works.

5. Planning Considerations and Assessment

5.1

5.2

The planning application No. A/H4/94 for proposed alteration and modification works to
the building and external fagade of Central Market was approved with conditions by the
Committee on 18.3.2016. Three of the approval conditions should be to the satisfaction of
the Board. The submissions for compliance with approval conditions (b) and (1) were
considered acceptable by the Committee on 14.9.2016. This submission is to address the
remaining condition, i.e. approval condition (j) in relation to the submission of footpath
widening proposals in connection to the entrance widening proposals of Queen Victoria
Street and Jubilee Street.

At the s.16 application stage, the Committee had no objection to the proposed widening of
entrances and elevation treatment at Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street. Members’
concern was mainly to explore the feasibility of further widening the footpath on the two
streets with traffic mitigation measures, with a view to creating a more comfortable
pedestrian environment.



5.3 The applicant has proposed to convert a section of road carriageway along Queen Victoria
Street to pedestrian pavement with tree plantings, and to widen the pedestrian pavement at
the junctions of Jubilee Street/DVRC and Jubilee Street/Queen’s Road Central. These
measures formed part of the submission that was considered and approved by the
Committee on 18.3.2016. Complementing with the widened entrances along Queen
Victoria Street and Jubilee Street (Drawings AA-6 and AA-7), the applicant’s footpath
widening proposals will enhance accessibility and vitality of the two streets. URA has
explored the feasibility of further widening the footpath of the two streets. However, due
to TD’s requirements on the length of lay-bys to be provided along the streets, i.e. a 34m
long lay-by at Queen Victoria Street and a 65m long lay-by at Jubilee Street, no further
widening of the footpath could be made. All government departments have no comment
on/no objection to the footpath widening proposals.

5.4 The applicant has also proposed to relocate the existing FEHD lay-by on Queen Victoria
Street to Eastern Street North and Pier Street separately and FEHD has no objection to the
proposed relocation (Drawings AA-8 and AA-9).

5.5 In view of the above, PlanD considers the submission to fulfil approval condition (j)

acceptable.

6. Decision Sought

6.1 The Committee is invited to consider whether the applicant’s current submission is
acceptable for compliance with approval condition (j) of Application No. A/H4/94.

6.2 Should the Committee consider the applicant’s submission acceptable for compliance with
approval condition (j), the applicant should be advised accordingly.

6.3 Alternatively, should the Committee consider the applicant’s proposals not acceptable, the
applicant should be advised to further revise the footpath widening proposals to comply
with approval condition (j) of Application No. A/H4/94.

Attachments

Appendix I Applicant’s submission received on 8.8.2018

Appendix Ia Applicant’s submission received on 8.10.2018

Appendix Ib Applicant’s submission received on 21.12.2018

Appendix Ic Applicant’s submission received on 20.2.2019

Appendix II Extract of the minutes of the MPC meeting on 18.3.2016
Appendix III Approval letter dated 8.4.2016 for Application No. A/H4/94

Drawings AA-1 to AA-9 Plans and drawings submitted by the applicant

Plan AA-1 Location plan

Plan AA-2 Site plan

Plans AA-3 to AA-6 Site photos
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

APRIL 2019
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TEREZERB
URBAN RENEWAL

Our Ref: PDD/CWDR/CO/18072687 AUTHORITY

Your Ref.: TPB/A/H4/94

By Hand
Town Planning Board 8 August 2018
15/F., North Point Government Offices

333 Java Road, North Point

Hong Kong.

Dear Sir/Madam,
Central Market Revitalization Project (Application No. A/H4/94)
Submission of Footpath Widening Proposal in Connection to the Entrance Widening

Proposals of Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street
for Compliance with Approval Condition (j)

We submit 70 copies of the Footpath Widening Proposal for compliance with
approval condition (j).

Please note that the proposal was submitted to TD prior to the current submission,
which received no objection on 30.7.2018. The relevant email correspondent is enclosed for
your reference. '

Should you have any query or require further information, please contact our
Mr. Jackey Chan at 2588 2748.

Yours faithfully,

For and on behalf of
Urban Renewal Authority

v/
Wilfred AU

Director, Planning and Design
Encl.
c.c.: by email

District Planning Officer/ Hong Kong, Planning Department (Attn.: Mr. J. J. AUSTIN)
Project Authorized Person/ AGC (Attn.: Mr. Vincent NG)

~ .~ R
caringorganisation

EEERAEP183FPIEAE264 ®i52588 2222 R 2827 0176/ 2827 0085 B3 www.ura.org.hk
26/F COSCO Tower, 183 Queen's Road Central, Hong Kong tel 2588 2222 fax 2827 0176 / 2827 0085 website www.ura.org.hk



Choy, Edwin

From: Hiu Ping LAI <rexhplai@td.gov.hk>

Sent: 30 July 2018 02:10 PM

To: Choy, Edwin

Cc: Clarence KN CHENG; dec.u@hyd.gov.hk; dew.u@hyd.gov.hk;

eshkchf@landsd.gov.hk; 'Gordon Cheng’; 'AGC Design Ltd(Central Oasis)’; Chan,
Jackey; 'Kenneth Wong'; Mak, Lawrence; Nelson Tang

Subject: RE: Central Market_Footpath Widening Proposal Submission for Compliance with
Special Condition 37(a) of STT

Attachments: 20180717 _Footpath Widening Proposal.pdf

Dear Edwin,

Thank you for your update.

We have no comment at this stage and héve no objection for you to submit the Proposal to
PlanD/Town Planning Board for consideration.

Regards,

Rex Lai

E/CW1, TEHK, TD
Tel.: 2829 5426

From: "Choy, Edwin"

To: "Hiu Ping LAI',

Co: "dec,u@hyd.gov.hk" , "dew.u@hyd.gov.hk” , "eshkehi@landsd.gov.hk” , “"Gordon Cheng™ , “AGC Design Lid(Central Qasis)" , "Chan, Jackey",
"Kenneth Wong' , "Mak, Lawrence" , "Clarence KN CHENG", Nelson Tang

Date: 17/07/2018 11:67

Subject: RE: Central Market_Footpath Widening Proposal Submission for Compliance with Special Condition 37(a) of STT

Dear Rex,

We would like to submit a revised Footpath Widening Proposal attached in this email for your comuments.
After obtaining your approval, we will submit the proposal to Town Planning Board to discharge the
relevant planning condition planning approval (No. A/H4/94). As such, your early reply is highly
appreciated.

Thank you for your attention.

Regards,

Edwin Choy

URA
Tel. 2588 2578

From: Hiu Ping LAl [mailto:rexhplai@td.gov.hk}
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TEEER

URBAN RENEWAL

N - - AUTHORITY
OwrRef.: PDD/CWDR/CO/18092233 |
Your Ref.: TPB/A/HA4/94 o _ , :
o By Post and E-mail
- 4. October 2018

Town Planning Board o -
15/F., North Point Government Offices’ : :
333 Java Road, North Point

" Hong Kong.

Dear Sir/Madam,
Central Market Rev1ta11zat10n PI'OJ ect (Appllcatlon No. A/H4/94)

‘ Further Informatlon for
Submission of Footpath Widening Proposal in Connection to the Entrance
Widening Proposals of Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street
for Compliance with Approval Condition (j)

We refer to the departmental comments received on 13.9.2018 and 17.9.2018
respectively. Please find enclosed our response for your consideration.

Should you have any query or require further information, please contact our
Mr. Edwin Choy at 2588 2345.

L

N ' | : :
0 PO Yours faithfully,
f,_{m ~ 2 . For and on behalf of
o 5 ' Urban Renewal Authority
i & ' ‘ ’
WL o .
s
o o ’

C gy ' :
e Lawrence Mak

General Manager, Planning and Design

Cc.C..

District Planmng Officer/ Hong Kong, Planning Department (Attn.: Mr. J. J. AUSTIN).
Project Authorized Person/ AGC : ~ (Attn.: Mr. Vincent NG)

5+

. Carmgorgamsahon

Awardied by The Hong Korg Coured
wmﬂﬂmﬁﬂﬂ .

CEBBEERET183RPEKRE 261 B:52588 2222 BHE 2827 0176/ 2827 0085 ik www.ura.org.hk
26/F COSCO Tower, 183 Queen's Road Central, Hong Kong tel 2588 2222 fax 2827 0176 / 2827 0085 website www. ura.org.hk-
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AUTHORITY

Our Ref.: PDD/CWDR/CO%?@’Z%&QMNG BOARD By Post and E-mail
Your Ref.: TPB/A/H4/94

18 February 2019
Town Planning Board
15/F., North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point
Hong Kong.

Dear Sir/Madam,

Central Market Revitalization Project (Application No. A/H4/94)
Submission of Footpath Widening Proposal in Connection to the Entrance Widening
Proposals of Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street
for Compliance with Approval Condition (j)

Further to the inter-departmental meeting on 12.2.2019 with PlanD, HyD, LandsD and
URA, and a separate meeting between LCSD and URA on the same day, we submit 70 copies
of the revised Footpath Widening Proposal for compliance with approval condition (j). The
salient points of differences are as follows for your reference:

. The ownership, management and maintenance of the pavement surrounding the
application site will be handed back to Government in accordance with HyD’s
comment;

. HyD standard concrete paver block is proposed in accordance with HyD’s comment.

AMO has been consulted on 12.2.2019 regarding the materials and colors and had no
further comment from conservation standpoint; and

. Regarding the proposed tree planting along Queen Victoria Street, 4 nos. of Polyspora
axillavis (KFEZL) are proposed in accordance with the recommendations in the
“Guiding Principles on Use of Native Plant Species in Public Works Project”
promulgated by the Government. The choice of species, soil space and tree spacing
were discussed with LCSD separately on 14.2.2019 and LCSD had no further comment.

Should you have any query or require further information, please contact our
Mr. Edwin Choy at 2588 2345.

Yours faithfully,
For and on behalf of
URBAN RENEWAL AUTHORITY
W@————‘
Lawrence Makt
General Manager, Planning and Design
Encl. -
c.Cc.:
District Planning Ofﬁcer/ Hong Kong, Planning Department (Attn.: Mr. J. J. AUST
Project Authorized Person/ AGC (Attn.: Mr. Vincent N PR
gﬁl'nlgorgamsatlon
snemAnVeG s e xmoe w2586 2222 mm2s27 01 76 /2827 0085 4 www.ura.org.hk TR

26/F COSCO Tower, 183 Queen's Road Central, Hong Kong tel 2588 2222 fax 2827 0176 / 2827 0085 website www.ura.org.hk
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Section 16 Application

[Open Meeting (Presentation and Question Sessions Only)]

A/H4/94

Proposed Alteration and Modification Works to the Building and
External Facade for Cultural/Leisure/Retail/Food & Beverage Uses/Open
Space/Ancillary Support, for the Central Market Revitalization Project in
“Other Specified Uses” annotated “Building with Historical and
Architectural Interests Preserved for Commercial, Cultural and/or
Community Uses” Zone, The Former Central Market, 80 Des Voeux
Road Central, Central, Hong Kong

(MPC Paper No. A/H4/94A)

73. The Secretary reported that the application was submitted by the Urban Renewal

Authority (URA).

AGC Design Limited (AGC), Ove Arup & Partners Hong Kong Limited

(ARUP), AECOM Asia Company Limited (AECOM), Earthasia Limited (Earthasia) and
CKM Asia Limited (CKM) were five of the consultants of the applicant. The following

Members had declared interests in the item:;

Mr K.K. Ling \
(the Chairman)

as the Director of Planning

> being non-executive directors of the

Dr Lawrence W.C. Poon Board of URA

Mr Laurence L.J. Li J

Mr Simon S.W. Wang - being an alternate member of the
as the Assistant Director non-executive director of the Board of

(Regional 1) of the Lands URA;

Department
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Mr Stephen H.B. Yau - being a member of the Wan Chai
District Advisory Committee of URA;

Professor P.P. Ho - having current business dealings with
ARUP, AECOM and CKM;

Mr Patrick H.T. Lau - being the Board Chairman of Earthasia;
and having current business dealings

with URA, AGC, ARUP and AECOM;

Ms Julia M.K. Lau - having past business dealings with
AECOM,;
Mr Dominic K.K. Lam - having past business dealings with

ARUP, AECOM and Earthasia; and

Ms Bonnie J.Y. Chan - her rented company office was near to
the site.
74. The Committee agreed that as the interests of Mr K.K. Ling, Dr Lawrence W.C.

Poon, Mr Laurence L.J. Li, Mr Simon S.W. Wang and Mr Patrick H.T. Lau were direct, they
should be invited to leave the meeting temporarily.  As Mr Stephen H.B. Yau, Professor P.P.
Ho, Ms Julia M.K. Lau and Mr Dominic K.K. Lam had no involvement in the application and
Ms Bonnie J.Y. Chan’s company office did not have a direct view of the application site, they
could stay in the meeting. ~As the Chairman had to leave the meeting, the Committee agreed
that Mr Roger K.H. Luk, the Vice-chairman, should take over and chair the meeting for the

item.

[Mr K.K. Ling, Dr Lawrence W.C. Poon, Mr Laurence L.J. Li, Mr Simon S.W. Wang and Mr
Patrick H.T. Lau left the meeting temporarily at this point.]

Presentation and Question Sessions

75. The following representatives from the Planning Department (PlanD) and the
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Antiquities and Monuments Office (AMO), Leisure and Cultural Services Department

(LCSD) were invited to the meeting:

Ms Ginger K.Y. Kiang - District Planning Officer/Hong Kong

(DPO/HK), PlanD;

Mr J.J. Austin - Senior Town Planner/Hong Kong

(STP/HK), PlanD;

Mr Kenneth S.W. Tam - Chief Heritage Manager (Antiquities &

Monuments) (CHM(A&M)), AMO; and

Mr Leo C.K. Lee - Senior Heritage Officer 4 (SHO 4),
AMO.
76. With the aid of a PowerPoint presentation, Mr J.J. Austin, STP/HK, presented the

application and covered the following aspects as detailed in the Paper:

The Proposal

(a)

(b)

the application was submitted for the proposed alteration and modification
works to the building and external fagcade of the Central Market in “Other
Specified Uses” (“OU”) annotated “Building with Historical and
Architectural Interests Preserved for Commercial, Cultural and/or

Community Uses” zone;

the previous scheme (application No. A/H4/92 approved with conditions by
the Committee on 19.7.2013) had an estimated cost of about $1,500 million
and required a construction time of about 8 years. In view of its
complexity, URA indicated that refinements to the approved scheme were
required. The proposed alteration and modification works of the revised

scheme that required planning permission included:

(1)  widening of two existing openings on the lower part of the external



(i)

(iii)

(iv)

(v)
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walls, without interventions to the upper part of the external fagade,

fronting Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street at G/F ;

demolition and re-construction of the end bay facing Des Voeux
Road Central to provide a pair of escalators connecting G/F to 2/F, a
steel staircase leading from 2/F to the roof floor, a public toilet and
links to the two existing footbridges connecting the Hang Seng Bank

Headquarters;

demolition of the toilet block at the junction of Queen’s Road Central
and Jubilee Street and provision of a small entrance plaza/gathering

place with electrical and mechanical (E&M) facilities underneath;

widening of the internal footbridges (separated by the atrium) on 1/F
and 2/F of the building; and

demolition of market stalls on G/F, 1/F and 2/F with conservation of
a minimum of one number of intact market stall for each type of

market stall;

Departmental Comments

(¢) departmental comments were set out in paragraph 10 of the Paper and

summarised as follows:

@)

AMO had no comment on the proposed demolition of the facade
facing Des Voeux Road Central from the heritage conservation
perspective as the end bay of the existing building adjoining Des
Voeux Road Central was a later-addition structure reconstructed in
1990s together with the addition of escalators connecting G/F to 2/F,
re-provision of lift, staircases and public toilets as well as the
connection footbridges to the Hang Seng Bank Headquarters. The
applicant should refine the design and provide further information to

AMO for comment at the detailed design stage. Also, AMO
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(iii)

(iv)
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considered that the conservation of a minimum of one number of
intact market stall for each type was in line with the five principles of
conservation established, but welcomed more market stalls to be

retained;

the Director of Environmental Protection (DEP) had no in-principle
objection to the proposed works, but her office was concerned about
noise from possible musical performances which might be allowed in
the open core area or other not centrally air-conditioned area of the
compound as part of the cultural events. Those activities would be

subject to control under the Noise Control Ordinance;

the Director of Food and Environmental Hygiene advised that the two
existing public toilets would not be re-provisioned as URA had
ensured the provision of 24-hour toilet facilities with unrestricted
public access within the Central Market. URA should advise the
Central and Western District Council (C&WDC) regarding the
provision of 24-hour toilet facilities during the construction stage
since the existing public toilet service would be terminated once the
former Central Market was handed over to URA for redevelopment.
Also, URA should ensure the re-provisioning of the designated
parking space for the Food and Environmental Hygiene Department
(FEHD)’s vehicles with similar scale in Central District before
deletion of the parking space in order to maintain FEHD’s operation
needs and not to affect FEHD’s daily vehicle deployment

arrangement;

the Director of Leisure and Cultural Services considered that the
provision of a lawn at the atrium was not feasible due to insufficient
sunlight; the provision of a lawn with seating facilities at the entrance
at street level was not feasible because the turf would unlikely
tolerate the high pedestrian flow at Central; and the opening hours of
the public open space should not be less than the operating hours

from 7 am. to 11 p.m.;
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(v) the Chief Architect/Central Management Division 2, Architectural
Services Department considered that the Central Market
Revitalization Project was a valuable opportunity to provide visual
relief and better pedestrian linkage in the existing crowded urban
context. More diversity of use particularly in arts and cultural
facilities were expected. The content and design quality of the
proposed development from the view of place making, conservation,
accessibility and connectivity, availability for public use/enjoyment

should not be compromised; and

(vi) other concerned departments had no objection to or no adverse

comment on the application;

Public Comments

(d)

(e)

®

during the first three weeks of the two statutory publication periods, 105
public comments were received, of which 8 were in support of (including
part of comment No. 5-88 was in general support of the ‘minimal
intervention’ approach); 21 objected to (including the remaining part of
comment No. 5-88); and the remaining 77 expressed comments and

concerns on the application;

the main supporting views were that it was a ‘Minimalist Intervention’
approach; last chance to realise the revitalisation of the former Central
Market; would transform the market building into a valuable
community-oriented heritage place; and the proposal appeared to be

realistic and would enhance street frontage and provide public open space;

the major grounds of objection/concerns were mainly from the aspects of
conservation, land use, traffic and technical issues. The main issues
included URA’s proposal to demolish the fagade facing the Des Voeux
Road Central was unreasonable and violated the requirement of the Town

Planning Board (TPB) and conservation principles; more market stalls
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should be retained; the application did not meet the international heritage
conservation standards; Central Market should be restored to its original
market use and should not be developed as a shopping mall; the public
toilet amenities were a feature of the original buildings and should be
retained; consideration should be given to the traffic capacity of the area
and to avoid further deteriorating the traffic and pedestrian problems in the
Central area; and there should be greater public supervision over the

management and operation of the future Central Market;

an email was received from an individual on 16.3.2016, which was out of
time and should be treated as not having been made under s.16(2H)(a) of

the Town Planning Ordinance;

Comments from the District Officer (Central & Western) (DO(C&W)), Home

Affairs Department

(h)

DO(C&W) noted that the application was discussed at the meeting of the
C&WDC on 9.7.2015. C&WDC Members had given different views on
the redevelopment of the Central Market as detailed in Appendix IV of the
Paper; and

PlanD’s View

(©

PlanD had no objection to the application based on the assessments set out

in paragraph 12 of the Paper and summarised as follows:

Planning Intention

(1) the application was in line with the planning intention of “OU”
annotated “Building with Historical and Architectural Interests
Preserved for Commercial, Cultural and/or Community Uses” zone.
The effort to conserve the key architectural features and revitalize the
Central Market for public enjoyment could provide spatial relief in

the existing congested urban core;
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(iv)
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Conservation

the proposed scheme was generally in line with the conservation
principles adopted by AMO for the application site. There would be
no intervention to the upper portion of the external facade that was
required to be preserved by AMO. While there was concern from
the general public on the demolition of the facade facing Des Voeux
Road Central, the proposed demolition was considered acceptable by
AMO as the fagade was a later-addition structure reconstructed in
1990s. With reference to the study of Conservation of Character
Defining Elements of the Central Market, AMO agreed to the
conservation of a minimum of one number of intact market stall for
each type and welcomed retention of more market stalls. An
approval condition requiring the submission of a Conservation

Management Plan and the implementation of the Plan was suggested;

Provision of public open space (POS)

while the size of the proposed POS was in compliance with the
requirement of not less than 1,000m2 POS under the outline zoning
plan (OZP), there was concern that the proposed lawn at the atrium
and the proposed turf at street level facing Queen’s Road Central
might not be practicable. In that regard, an approval condition
requiring the applicant to submit and implement landscape proposal

was recommended;

URA agreed to take up the responsibility for the operation and
maintenance of the proposed POS and indicated that the POS would
be open to public at reasonable hours during the operating hours of

the building;

Other Technical Aspects

regarding DEP’s concern on the possible noise arising from the
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cultural events/musical performances, the applicant responded that
the detailed arrangement could only be determined at the
implementation stage. In that connection, DEP advised that no
musical performance should be undertaken outside the centrally
air-conditioned area between 11 p.m. to 7 a.m. and the applicant
should conduct real-time noise monitoring and implement effective
noise mitigation measures to avoid violation of Noise Control
Ordinance. An advisory clause in that regard was recommended.
Other concerned departments had no objection to or no adverse

comment on the application; and

Public Comments

(vi) regarding the public comments, the assessments above were relevant
and for the future operation, the applicant stated that it would follow
the Operation Principles derived from the public engagement process

and endorsed by the Central Oasis Community Advisory Committee.

Authority of the Committee

71. In response to a Member’s query, Ms Ginger K.Y. Kiang, DPO/HK, recapitulated
the addition, alteration and modification works of the revitalisation scheme that required
planning permission from TPB. She further said that other features of the revitalisation
scheme including the proposed uses were in compliance with the concerned OZP and did not
require planning permission. Nevertheless, the entire revitalisation scheme was submitted

to the Committee for Members’ reference.

78. In response to a Member’s query on the lack of comprehensiveness of the
proposal as only piecemeal elements of addition, alteration and modification works were
involved in the application and not the entire revitalisation scheme, Ms Ginger K.Y. Kiang
said that the planning permission for the revitalisation project was made in accordance with
the development requirements stipulated on the OZP. The planning intention of the “OU”
annotated “Building with Historical and Architectural Interests Preserved for Commercial,

Cultural and/or Community Uses” zone was primarily for preserving the building facades and
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special architectural features of the Central Market building and such works required
planning permission from TPB. The permitted uses (i.e. Column 1 uses) and uses requiring
planning permission from TPB (i.e. Column 2 uses) were stipulated in the Notes of the OZP.
All of the proposed uses of the current scheme were Column 1 uses that did not require
planning permission and the applicant intended to revitalise the building based on the current

scheme.

79. In response to the Vice-chairman’s question on the status of the Central Oasis
proposal (application No. A/H4/92) approved with conditions by the Committee on
19.7.2013, Ms Ginger K.Y. Kiang said that as the previously approved scheme involved a
more extensive new addition to the Central Market building which was completely different
from the current scheme which adopted a “Minimal Intervention” approach, they were not
directly comparable. She added that the applicant could choose to implement either the
previously approved scheme (which was still valid) or the current scheme should the subject

application be approved.

Widening of entrances and elevation treatment facing Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee

Street

80. A Member asked whether the applicant had considered pedestrianization of
Queen Victoria Street to enhance the greenery and widen the public space, in addition to the
current proposal of widening of the entrances at Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street only.
In response, Ms Ginger K.Y. Kiang said that portion of the pavements of the two streets,
though not forming not part of the application, was proposed for widening with the planting

of trees to enhance the greenery.

81. In response to a Member’s question on the future tfransport arrangement,
especially the provision of loading/unloading bays at Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street,
Ms Ginger K.Y. Kiang said that the prime objective of opening up the facades facing Jubilee
Street and Queen Victoria Street was to enhance the vitality of the two adjacent streets and
provide an opportunity to enhance pedestrian circulation at street level. Although some of
the existing loading/unloading bays would be used for footpath widening, the
loading/unloading activities would continue to be carried out on the remaining on-street

lay-bys located at the western side of Queen Victoria Street and the eastern side of Jubilee
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Street. The future operator of the revitalization scheme would be requested to liaise with its
tenants to restrict the carrying out of loading/unloading activities to non-peak hours during
the busy period or the non-busy periods through the licensing and tenancy agreements. The

Commissioner for Transport (C for T) had no comment on the proposed traffic measures.

Demolition and re-construction of the end bay facing Des Voeux Road Central

82. In response to a Member’s request for elaboration of the design of the curtain
wall at the end bay facing Des Voeux Road Central, Ms Ginger K.Y. Kiang said that while
the detailed design of the facade was yet to be confirmed, the design intent of the new facade
was to differentiate the new and old structures by using transparent materials to enhance
visual permeability into the building, as well as to recapture the horizontality characteristic of
the original Streamline Moderne architecture of Central Market in 1930s by reconnecting the
original key architectural features of the horizontal windows and fins to the facade. As
detailed building design for the facade was not yet available, the applicant had provided
illustrative materials to demonstrate the transparent design concept to be adopted. Mr
Kenneth S.W. Tam, CHM(A&M), AMO of LCSD, supplemented that the existing facade of
the building facing Des Voeux Road Central was considered as late additions, which was not
a “Character Defining Elements” that needed to be conserved. According to the expert
advice on the proposed fagade design approach, the 1990s remodelled fagade, together with
the addition of escalators connecting G/F to 2/F, reprovision of lift, staircases and public
toilets as well as the connection footbridges to the Hang Seng Bank Headquarters, were to
provide a functional connection to the Mid-Levels Escalator Link bearing no relation to the
original Streamline Moderne architecture. Considering that some of the elements in the
existing facade could not be removed, AMO of LCSD had no comment on the proposed
reconfiguration of the fagade but had advised the applicant on the crucial factors of designing
the fagade including, inter alia, the interfaces among the new and old facades as well as the

existing footbridges, the materials used, the colour and the scale of the new facade.

83. A Member asked whether the public toilet facing Queen’s Road Central could be
conserved or adaptively reused to enhance the utilisation of the existing structures/spaces.
In response, Ms Ginger K.Y. Kiang said that during the extensive public consultation
exercise conducted for the revitalisation project between 2009 and 2011, there was a general

public consensus for demolition of the public toilet. Besides, the toilet was a late addition
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which did not have any connection with the original architectural elements of Central Market.
Demolition of the public toilet would have no adverse implication from heritage conservation
perspective. Moreover, toilet facilities would be provided within the premises in the

revitalisation project.
Conservation of market stalls

84. A Member was concerned about the requirement to conserve a minimum of one
number of intact market stall for each type of market stall only and asked whether the
conservation of the number of market stalls could be increased to create a cluster of each type
of stalls. In response, Mr Kenneth S.W. Tam said that while conservation .of more market
stalls was supported from heritage conservation perspective, flexibility should be allowed on
the conservation of market stalls as the adaptive reuse of the premises, the design and cost of
the revitalisation scheme were not finalised at the current stage. Nevertheless, in view of
the comments supporting conservation of more market stalls, the applicant had preliminarily
examined the feasibility of such proposal and the findings revealed that the structures and
conditions of the market stalls, which were built over 70 years ago, were in dilapidated
condition which required substantial technical and financial inputs for conservation purpose.
Subject to the finalisation of the detailed design and the approved cost of the revitalisation
proposal, the number of market stalls to be conserved could be finalised with a hope to

increasing the number of stalls to be conserved.

85. The same Member continued to ask whether the proposal could restore the
function of a market in either traditional or modern form, considering there were numerous
overseas examples of successful revitalisation of historic and monumental markets (e.g. the
market at Mercado de San Miguel in Madrid, Spain). In response, Ms Ginger K.Y. Kiang
said that while the future operation mode of Central Market was yet to be confirmed, it would
follow the operation principles of the Central Market as generally agreed among the public,
District Council and professionals in the public consultation exercise for the revitalisation

project conducted by the applicant between 2009 and 2011.
Technical issues

86. In response to the Vice-chairman’s queries on the potential noise to be generated
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by future uses within the building, Mr Ken Y.K. Wong, Principal Environmental Protection
Officer (Metro Assessment), Environmental Protection Department (PEPO(MA), EPD) said
that while DEP had no in-principle objection to the subject application, there were concerns
on the proposed curtain facade and enlarged entrances which might weaken the containment
of noise from musical performances, such as band shows and Chinese orchestra, which might
be allowed in the open core area or other not centrally air-conditioned area inside the
compound as part of the cultural events, thus affecting the surrounding residential buildings.
The situation would be similar to the former Hollywood Road Police Married Quarters
(PMQ), another revitalisation project approved several years ago and was currently in
operation. While the need for holding such performances to enhance the vibrancy and
viability of the project was noted, the applicant of PMQ revitalisation project had submitted
environmental assessment demonstrating that the noise of the proposed development would
be subject to control under the Noise Control Ordinance. However, upon its implementation,
there were numerous complaints received about the noise nuisance generated from such
performances and there were also enquiries from the Ombudsman. In the process of
handling the PMQ case, it was found that, on top of the enforcement controls by the relevant
authorities, some self-regulating measures such as real-time noise monitoring at
representative noise sensitive receivers by the applicant (or his future venue management
agency) whenever there was a noisy performance and deployment of noise mitigation
measures based on the real-time monitoring results, such as immediate lowering the sound
level of the sound amplification system, were effective in minimising the noise nuisance to
nearby residents at PMQ and should be considered for similar development.  In view of the
above, Mr Ken Y.K. Wong suggested that appropriate approval conditions should be
stipulated in the planning permission should the subject application be approved. In
response, Ms Ginger K.Y. Kiang said that cultural use within the site was always permitted
on the OZP and did not require planning permission. In that regard, DEP’s concerns were
noted and appropriate advisory clauses were suggested should the application be approved.
The applicant had also committed that the future operation of the premises would comply

with the Noise Control Ordinance.

87. The Vice-chairman asked the rationale for cancelling the requirement of
providing a footbridge connecting the Central Market and the adjacent IL.8827 (“The Center”)
upon government’s request as stated in the comments of the District Lands Officer/Hong

Kong West & South, Lands Department, i.e. in paragraph 10.1.2 of the Paper. In response,
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Ms Ginger K.Y. Kiang said that the requirement incorporated in the lease of IL8827 was
intended to facilitate the pedestrian connection between The Center and the originally
proposed redevelopment at the Central Market site. Since a new revitalisation scheme
involving preservation of the facade of the building was proposed for the site, the proposed
pedestrian connection would no longer be necessary and the applicant, who was also
responsible for complying with such requirement under 118827, advised that it would liaise
with relevant departments to cancel such requirement.  The Vice-chairman queried whether
it was pre-mature to cancel the requirement as there might be a need for the proposed
pedestrian connection upon the development/redevelopment of the site in future. In
response, Ms Ginger K.Y. Kiang said that the requirement for providing a footbridge
connection under the lease was not related to the subject application, and the issue could be

separately considered by relevant departments.

Deliberation Session

88. The Secretary summarised that the current application requiring permission from
TPB was the proposed alteration and modification works to the building and external facade
of the Central Market. The development of the building for commercial, cultural and/or
community uses were alwéys permitted and did not require planning permission from TPB.
The specific alteration and modification works requiring planning permission were listed in
paragraph 1.2 of the Paper. The Secretary then recapitulated the individual elements of the
proposed alteration and modification works. With reference to the illustrative materials
contained in Appendix Id of the Paper, the Secretary explained to Members the proposed
reconfiguration of the end bay facing Des Voeux Road Central. The fagade design of the
Central Market built in 1939 was characterised by the streamlined modern style influenced
under Bauhaus and the simple geometry expressed through the emphasis on the horizontality
of the fagade design. In the 1990s, the end bay of the Central Market facing Des Voeux
Road Central was completely demolished and rebuilt to facilitate the connections to
Mid-levels escalator and the Hang Seng Bank Headquarters. The continuity of horizontality
was disrupted by the rebuilt facade. The current application would modify the facade of the
end bay by adopting the Bauhaus Design concept using transparent materials. The
horizontal lines exemplified by the architectural fins, windows and parapets of the original
facade to be preserved would be maintained at the new structure in the form of architectural

features or window frames subject to detailed design. As to the future operation of the
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Central Market, the Secretary explained with reference to figure 2.16 at Appendix Ia of the
Paper that the applicant had listed out the operation principles of the Central Market.
Although the operator was yet to be identified, the Operation Principles adopted would be
adhered to. With regard to the transport arrangement of Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee
Street, the applicant had submitted traffic review study which was attached at Appendix C of

Appendix Ia of the Paper for Members’ reference and consideration.

89. Members agreed to deliberate the application following the sequence of the

proposed alteration and modification works as listed in paragraph 1.2 of the Paper.

Widening of entrances and elevation treatment facing Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee

Street

90. A Member had no objection to the proposed widening of entrances and elevation
treatment at Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street but considered that, given the
opportunity, the footpath on the two streets should be widened with traffic mitigation
measures to create a more comfortable pedestrian environment. The same Member
suggested that the applicant should be advised to liaise with the concerned government
departments to explore the feasibility of those works. Referring to Figure 4.4 at Appendix C
of Appendix Ia of the Paper, Members noted the pedestrian circulation improvement works of
the project in association with the proposed widening of the entrances at Queen Victoria
Street, which included the conversion of some of the existing lay-bys along the street to
pavement with planting. The Secretary said that according to the Traffic Review Study
submitted by the applicant, the footpath at the two corners of Jubilee Street would also be
widened and road level at junction of Queen Victoria Street and Queen’s Road Central would
be raised to enhance pedestrian circulation. The same Member further suggested to reduce
the number of lanes of Queen Victoria Street from two to one, releasing more area for
footpath widening. Mr W.L. Tang, Assistant Commissioner for Transport (Urban),
Transport Department (AC for T(U), TD) had reservation over such proposal as the traffic
flow at Queen Victoria Street was already heavy with bus stops and lay-bys. Also, the
applicant had not submitted any detailed assessments on the proposed raising of road level at
junction of Queen’s Road Central and Queen Victoria Street. Together with the concerns on
the loading/unloading activities with reduced lay-bys, TD suggested to impose an approval

condition on the requirement for traffic measures to the satisfaction of C for T.
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91. After deliberation, Members agreed to the proposed widening of the two existing
openings and to stipulate an approval condition requiring the submission of footpath
widening proposals in connection to the entrance widening proposals of Queen Victoria
Street and Jubilee Street to the satisfaction of TPB and to modify approval condition (i)
recommended in the Paper by adding a requirement on the implementation of the footpath

widening proposals to the satisfaction of C for T or of TPB.
Demolition and re-construction of the end bay facing Des Voeux Road Central

92. A Member considered that the prime objective of the revitalisation project was to
- create a landmark and a vibrant place in Central instead of the creation of a functional space
or a shopping mall. Under that circumstance, the Member weighted architectural design
more than the functionality of the building, which could be compromised if the design of the
building could help revitalise the place. Another Member considered that from heritage
conservation perspective, the entire Central Market building should be preserved per se as far
as possible. While the planning intention of the site for preserving building facades and
special architectural features of the existing Central Market building, and revitalising the
building for commercial, cultural and/or community uses was agreed, a Member was
concerned about the current alteration and modification works, even with strong architectural
merits and public planning gains (e.g. enhancing pedestrian connectivity), might compromise
the objective of heritage conservation. The same Member suggested that a balance among

heritage preservation, public interest and intended use of the site should be sought.

93. A Member had no objection to demolishing the end bay facing Des Voeux Road
Central but considered that the design of the reconstructed facade should be improved.
Specifically, the Member considered that the use of glass curtain wall for the entire new
fagade was not compatible with the original Bauhaus design of the Central Market facade
which was made up of stripes of concrete and glass.  Another Member considered that the
use of glass curtain wall for the cultural facilities would induce high operation cost as the
indoor space would rely heavily on air-conditioning for ventilation and noise insulation.
Qubting the Youth Square at Chai Wan as an example, the management and maintenance
costs of the glass curtain wall of the building were so high that they had created heavy burden

on the operator. Without details on the future operation of the Central Market, the Member
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doubted the viability of such design and considered that the detailed design of the facade of
the end bay should be submitted to TPB for consideration. Another Member shared the

same concerns. A Member however supported the use of glass curtain to replace the facade.

94. A Member raised concern on the interface of the new facade design might not be
compatible with the existing footbridges connecting to the Hang Seng Bank Headquarters,
which was considered not visually pleasant, and asked if the footbridges could be
reprovisioned. A Member concurred and suggested that consideration could be given to
modifying the design of the existing footbridges. Another Member shared the same view
and further suggested that the modern-style of the existing footbridges could be modified to
tie in with the original style of the Central Market building. In response, the Vice-chairman
explained that the footbridge connecting the Hang Seng Bank Headquarters and the Central
Market to the waterfront were stipulated in the lease conditions of the lot where the Hang
Seng Bank Headquarters was situated. The current footbridges were an extension of the
existing building design of the Hang Seng Bank Headquarters, and the intention was to
provide pedestrian connections to the Central Market site, the surrounding commercial

building and the Mid-level escalator.

95. The Vice-chairman summarised that Members generally agreed to demolish and
reconstruct the end bay facing Des Veoux Road Central but had concerns on the design of the
facade which should be compatible with the original Bauhaus design details of the Central
Market building. Members were also concerned about the interface of the reconstructed
facade with the existing footbridges connecting to the Hang Seng Bank Headquarters. In
response to the Members’ concerns, the Secretary said that Members could consider requiring
the applicant to submit further information on the detailed design of the facade for Members’
further consideration before making a decision on the application; or stipulating an approval
condition requiring the applicant to submit the same to TPB for Members’ consideration

should the application be approved.

96. After deliberation, Members agreed to modify the approval condition (b)
recommended in the Paper by requiring the applicant to submit a detailed design proposal for
the new facade facing Des Voeux Road Central to the satisfaction of TPB and to add a new
condition requiring the implementation of the design proposal for the new fagade to the

satisfaction of the AMO. Members also agreed to add an advisory clause to advise the
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applicant to explore measures to better integrate the design of the facade with the two

existing footbridges connecting to the Hang Seng Bank Headquarters.
Demolition of the toilet block at the Junction of Queen’s Road Central and Jubilee Street

97. A Member supported demolishing the toilet block to provide an enlarged POS for
public enjoyment. Another Member shared the same view and considered that the provision
of POS was a planning gain. A Member, while agreeing to the demolition proposal, was
concerned about the future use of the demolished toilet block site. A Member was also
concerned about the design of the small entrance plaza in that if substantial modification was
involved for commercial purpose, it would defeat the purpose of heritage conservation of the
project. In response, the Secretary said that the proposed demolition of toilet block and the
provision of POS formed part of the application and the applicant should implement the
scheme, on the terms of the application as submitted, should the application be approved.
Furthermore, Members agreed that the proposed small entrance plaza could be more open and

inviting to the public.

98. After deliberation, Members agreed to the proposed demolition of the toilet block
and the proposed demolition of the toilet block and modifying approval condition (h)
recommended in the Paper to the effect that the public open space, including the small
entrance plaza at the junction of Queen’s Road Central and Jubilee Street, would be designed

and implemented to the satisfaction of the Planning Department or of TPB.
Widening of the internal footbridges

99. Members generally agreed to the proposed widening of internal footbridges

within the Central Market building.
Conservation of Market Stalls

100. A Member considered that more market stalls should be preserved as the various
type of stalls had different distinct characteristics worthwhile for protection and the
preservation of only one of each type was not desirable. A cluster of each type of market

stalls should be preserved to restore their function and enhance vibrancy. Two other
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Members shared the same view and considered that preservation of a cluster of each type of

market stalls could help recreating the ambience of the old wet market.

101. After deliberation, Members agreed to add new approval conditions requiring the
submission of a market stall preservation plan to the satisfaction of TPB, and the
implementation of the plan to the satisfaction of AMO. Members also agreed to add an
advisory clause to advise the applicant to preserve a cluster of each type of market stalls in

the preservation plan.
[Mr Stephen H.B. Yau left the meeting at this point.]
Technical Issues

102. With regard to the noise aspect, Mr Ken Y.K. Wong reiterated his concerns that
the proposed alteration and modification works for, inter alia, cultural use might create noise
nuisance to the surrounding residents. He suggested the Committee to stipulate suitable
approval conditions on noise control to address the problem. In response, the
Vice-chairman said that the current application was for alteration and modification of the
design of the building only and the proposed cultural use of the building were always
permitted on the OZP. It might not be appropriate to stipulate approval conditions on
aspects that did not require planning permission. The Secretary supplemented that in
response to DEP’s concerns, an advisory clause requesting the applicant to note the
comments of DEP was proposed. Besides, future uses of the building would be subject to
control under the Noise Control Ordinance. A Member considered that the proposed
cultural use of the building should be acceptable and would be regulated under the prevailing

legislation, including the Noise Control Ordinance.

103. After further deliberation, the Committee decided to approve the application, on

the terms of the application as submitted to the Town Planning Board (TPB). The
permission should be valid until 18.3.2020, and after the said date, the permission should
cease to have effect unless before the said date, the development permitted was commenced

or the permission was renewed. The permission was subject to the following conditions:

“(a) the submission of a Conservation Management Plan prior to
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®
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commencement of any major works and implementation of the Plan to the
satisfaction of the Antiquities and Monuments Office, Leisure and Cultural

Services Department or of TPB;

the submission of a detailed design proposal for the new fagade facing Des
Voeux Road Central demonstrating the compatibility of interface between
the new and old fagades and the new facade and the existing footbridge to

the satisfaction of TPB;

in relation to (b) above, the implementation of a detailed design proposal
for the new fagade facing Des Voeux Road Central to the satisfaction of the
Antiquities and Monuments Office, Leisure and Cultural Services

Department or of TPB;

the submission and implementation of a landscape proposal to the

satisfaction of the Director of Planning or of TPB;

the submission of a sewerage impact assessment to the satisfaction of

Director of Environmental Protection or of TPB;

the implementation of sewerage upgrading/connection works as identified
in the sewerage impact assessment to the satisfaction of the Director of

Drainage Services or of TPB;

the design and provision of the 24-hour pedestrian passageway to the

satisfaction of the Commissioner for Transport or of TPB;

the design and provision of the public open space (including the small
entrance plaza at the junction of Queen’s Road Central and Jubilee Street),
at no cost to the Government, as proposed by the applicant, to the

satisfaction of the Director of Planning or of TPB;

the provision of fire service installations and water supplies for firefighting

to the satisfaction of the Director of Fire Services or of TPB;

the submission of footpath widening proposals in connection to the entrance

widening proposals of Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street to the
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satisfaction of TPB;
(k) the implementation of footpath widening proposals in relation to (j) above

and traffic measures on loading/unloading activities, as proposed by the

applicant, to the satisfaction of the Commissioner for Transport or of TPB;

(1)  the submission of a market stall preservation plan to the satisfaction of TPB,;

and

(m) in relation to (1) above, the implementation of the market stall preservation
plan to the satisfaction of the Antiquities and Monuments Office, Leisure

and Cultural Services Department or of TPB.

104. The Committee also agreed to advise the applicant to note the advisory clauses as

set out at Appendix VI of the Paper and as follows:
“(k) to note.the comments of TPB that:

6] the applicant should explore measures to better integrate the design
of the fagade facing Des Voeux Road Central with the existing
footbridges connecting to the Hang Seng Bank Headquarters; and

(ii)  a cluster of market stalls for each type of market stall should be

preserved.”

[The Vice-chairman thanked Ms Ginger K.Y. Kiang, DPO/HK, Mr Kenneth S.W. Tam,
CHM(A&M), and Mr Leo C.K. Lee, SHO4, for their attendance to answer Members’

enquiries. They left the meeting at this point.]

[Mr K.K. Ling, Dr Lawrence W.C. Poon, Mr Laurence L.J. Li, Mr Simon S.W. Wang
returned to join the meeting, Professor P.P. Ho and Dr Wilton W.T. Fok left the meeting and
Ms Bonnie J.Y. Chan, Mr W.L. Tang and Mr Martin W.C. Kwan left the meeting temporarily
at this point.] |
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B i 7e 2231 4810
W/ Your References

RERSTEL RN .
(n teply please quote this ref.: TPB/A/H4/94 8 April 2016

Urban Renewal Authority
26/F Cosco Tower

183 Queen’s Road
Central, Hong Kong
(Atn; Wilfred Au)

Dear SiMadam,

Proposed Alteration and Modification Works to the Building
and External Facade for Cultural/Leisure/Retail/Food &
Beverage Uses/Open Space/Ancillary Support, for the Central Market
Revitalization Project in “Other Specified Uses” annotated “Building with Historical and
Architectural Interests Preserved for Commereial, Cultural and/or Comxunity Uses”

Zone, The Kormer Central Market, 80 Des Voeux Road Central, Central, Hong Kong

1 refer to my letter to you dated 19.2.2016.

After giving consideration to the application, the Town Planning Board (TPB)
approved the application for permission wnder section 16 of the Town Planning Ordinance on
the terms of the application as submitted to the TPB. The permission shall be valid until
18.3.2020; and after the said date, the permission shall cease to have effect uniess before the
said date either the development hereby permitted is commenced or the permission is renewed.
The permission is subject to the following conditions

(2)  the submission of 2 Conservation Managemient Plan prior to commencement
of any major works and implementation of the Plan to the sati sfaction of the
Antiquities and Monuments Office, Leisure and Cultural Services
Department or of TPB;

(b)  the submission of a detailed design proposal for the niew fagade facing Des
Voeux Road Central demonstrating the compatibility of interface between
the new and old fagades and the new fagade and the existing footbridge to the

satisfection of TPB;

(¢) inrelation to (b) above, the implementation. of a detailed design:proposal for
the new fagade facing Des Voewx Road Central to the satisfaction of the
Antiquities and Monuments Office, Leisure and Cultural Services
Department or of TPB;

(d) the submission and implementation of a landscape proposal to the
satisfaction of the Director of Planning or of TPR;
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(e) the submission of a sewerage impact assessment to the satisfaction of
Director of Environmental Protection or of TPB;

(®) the implementation of sewerage upgrading/connection works as identified in
the sewerage impact assessment to the satisfaction of the Director of
Drainage Services or of TPB;

(2) the design and provision of the 24-hour pedestrian passageway to the
satisfaction of the Commissioner for Trensport or of TPB;

() the design and provision of the public open space. (ocluding the small
cnirance plaza at the junction of Queen’s Road Central and Jubilee Street), at
no ¢ost to the Government, as proposed by you, to the satisfaction of the
Director of Planning or of TPB;

() theprovision of fire service installations and water supplies for firefighting to
the satisfaction of the Director of Fire Services or of TPB;

@  the sybmission of footpath widening proposals in connection to the entrance
widening proposals of Qusen Victoria Streét atid Jubilee Street to the
satisfaction of TPB;

(&) the implementation of footpath widening proposals in relation to (j) above
and traffic measures on loading/unloading activities, ag proposed by you, to
the satisfaction of the Commissioner for Transport or of TPB;

()  the submission ofa market stall preservation plan to the satisfaction of TPB;
and - '

(m) in relation to (@) above, the implementation of the market stall preservation
plan to the satisfaction of the Antiquities and Monuments Office, Leisure and
Cultural Services Department or of TPB.

The TPB also agreed to advise you to note the advisory clauses as set out at the
Appendix attached.

If you wish to seek an extension of the validity of this pemmission, you may submit
an application to the TPB for renewal of the permission no less than six weeks before jts expiry.
This is to allow sufficient time for processing of the application in consultation with the
concemmed departments. The TPB will not consider any application for renewal of permission

- if the time limit for commencement of development specified in the permission has already
expired at the time of consideration by the TPB. Please refer to the TPB Guidelines No. 358
and 36A. for details. The Guidelines and application forms are available at the TPB’s website
(www.info.gov.hkApb/), the Planning Enquiry Counters (PECs) of the Planning Department
(Hotline : 2231 5000) at 17/F, North Point Govemnment Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point;
14/F, Sha Tin Govemnment Offices, 1 Sheung Wo Che Road, Sha Tin; and the Secretariat of the
TPB at 15/F, North Point Goverament Offices. '

For amendments to the approved scheme that may be permitted with or without
application under section 164, Pplease refer to TPB Guidelines No. 36A. for details.
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A copy of the TPB Paper in respect of the application (except the supplementary
planning statement/technical report(s), if any) and the relevant extract of mimres of the TPB
———— meeting held on 18.3.2016 are enclosed herewith for your reference. -

Under section 17(1) of the Town Planning Ordinance, an applicant aggrieved by a
decision of the TPB may apply to the TPB for a review of the decision, If you wish to seek a
review, you should inform me within 21 days from the date of this Jetter (on or before
29.4.2016). 1will then contact you to arrange a hearing before the TPB which you and/or your
authorized representative will be invited to attend. The TPB is required to copsider a review
application within three months of receipt of the application for review. Please note that any
review application will be published for three weeks for public comments.

- This permission by the TPB under section 16 of the Town Planning Oxdizance
should not be taken to indicate that any other government approval which may be needed in
connection with the development, will be given. You should approach the appropriate
government departments on any such matter,

. If you have any queries regarding this planning permission, please contact Mr. J. J.
Austin of Hong Kong District Planning Office at 2231 4932. In case you wish to consult the

relevant Government departments on matters relating to the above spproval conditions, a list of
—— the concerned Government officers is attached herewith for your reference,

Yours faithfully,

-

( Raymond KAN )
for Secretary, Town Planning Board

RK/DY/syl



Appendix
(Application No. A/H4/94)

Advisory Clauses

(a) the approval of the application does not imply that the proposed building design
elements could fulfil the requirements under the Sustainable Building Design
Guidelines and the relevant requirements under the lease, and that the proposed gross
floor area (GFA) concession for the proposed development will be approved/granted by
the Building Authority. The applicant should approach the Buildings Department and
the Lands Department direct to obtain the necessary approval. If the building design
elements and the GFA concession are not approved/granted by the Building Authority
and the Lands Authority and major changes to the current scheme are required, a fresh
planning application to the Board may be required;

(b) to note:the comments of CBS/HKE&H, BD that the proposal should: be in compliance
with the relevant B(P)R 41(1), 41A, 41B, 41C, 41D regarding means of escape, fire
resisting construction and means of access for firefighting and rescue; B(P)R 72 and
Design Manual: Barrier Free Access 2008 regarding access and facilities for persons
with disability and PNAP APP-151 and APP-152 regarding granting GFA Concessions
and APP-117 regarding structural requirements for alteration and addition works in
existing buildings;

(c) to note the comments of DEP that no musical performance outside the certrally
air-conditioned area shall be allowed in night time (i.e. 1lpm to 7am); the future
operator of the proposed development shall be required to conduct real-time noise
monitoring at-representative noise sensitive receivers whenever there is a musical -
performance outside the centrally air-conditioned areas; and an effective and practicable
mechanism is required to ensure proper implementation of the measures to avoid the
potential noise problems arising from the cultural events;

(d) to note the comments of CE/HK &I, DSD that it is the applicant’s responsibility to bear
the costs and undertake improvement and upgrading works to the existing public
sewerage systems;

(e) to note the comments of DFEH that C& WDC should be consulted on the re-provision
of the toilet facilities during the corstruction stage and that a designated parking space
for FEHD vehicles with similar scale in Central District should be provided before
deletion of the parking space;

(f)  to note the comments of CA/CMD?2, ArchSD that the content and design quality of the
proposed development from the view of place making/identity, conservation,
accessibility and connectivity, diversity of use/vibrancy and availability for public
use/enjoyment should not be compromised;

(g) to note the comments of D of FS that the proposed scheme should comply with the
Code of Practice for Fire Safety in Building 2011

(h) to note the comments of CHE/HK, HyD that the proposed removal of the existing
staircase and other ancillary works should be carried out by URA at their own cost and
the requirement of gazettal under the Roads (Works, Use and Compensation) Ordinance
and the proposed footpath widening and tree planting works, if acceptable to relevant
departments including TD and LCSD, will be carried out by URA at their own cost;



(1)  to note the comments of DLCS that the opening hours of the public open space should
not be less than the operating hours from 7amto 1 1pm; and

() to note the comments of CTP/UD&L regarding the need to review. the feasibility of
© . providing a lawn in shaded areas and to allow sufficient soil depth and volume for the
proposed landscape planting, especially these on structures.

(k) to note the comments of TPB that:
() the applicant should explore measures to better integrate the design of the fagade
1. facing Des. Voeux, Road €entral with the-existing footbridges connecting to the -
. - Hang Seng Bank Headquarters; and . : B Y

(ii) | a cluster-of market stalls for.-éach type of market stall should be preserved.
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Appendix III of

MPC Paper No. 9/19
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Extract From Minutes of 625th MPC Meeting Held On 12.4.2019

Agenda Item 12

[Open Meeting (Presentation and Question Sessions Only)]

Submission for Compliance with Approval Condition (j) of Application No. A/H4/94.
Proposed Alteration and Modification Works to the Building and External Facade for
Cultural/Leisure/Retail/Food & Beverage Uses/Open Space/Ancillary Support, for the
Central Market Revitalization Project in “Other Specified Uses” annotated “Building with
Historical and Architectural Interests Preserved for Commercial, Cultural and/or Community
Uses” Zone, The Former Central Market, 80 Des Voeux Road Central, Central, Hong Kong
(MPC Paper No.3/19)
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59. The Secretary reported that the application was submitted by the Urban Renewal
Authority (URA), with AGC Design Ltd. (AGC), Ove Arup & Partners Hong Kong Ltd.
(Arup) and AECOM Asia Co. Ltd. as three of the consultants. The following Members had

declared interests on this item:

Mr Raymond K.W.Lee - being a non-executive director of the URA

(the Chairman) Board and a member of the Planning,

as Director of Planning Development and Conservation Committee of
URA;

Mr Lincoln L.H. Huang - being the Deputy Chairman of Appeal Board

(the Vice-Chairman) Panel of URA;

Dr Lawrence W.C. Poon - being a non-executive director of the URA

Board, a member of the Lands, Rehousing and
Compensation Committee and the Planning,
Development and Conservation Committee,
and a director of the Board of the Urban
Renewal Fund of URA;

Mr Wilson Y.W. Fung )
being a director of the Board of the Urban

Renewal Fund of URA;

Ms Lilian S.K. Law

Mr Thomas O.S. Ho - having current business dealings with URA,
Arup and AECOM;

Mr Alex T.H. Lai - his firm having current business dealings with

URA, AGC, Arup and AECOM,;

Mr Stephen H.B. Yau - being a past member of the Wan Chai District
Advisory Committee of URA;
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Mr Daniel K.S. Lau - being an ex-employee of the Hong Kong
Housing Society which had current business

dealings with URA; and

Mr Franklin Yu - having past business dealings with Arup and
AECOM.
60. The Committee noted that Mr Alex T.H. Lai and Ms Lilian S.K. Law had

tendered apologies for being unable to attend the meeting and Mr Thomas O.S. Ho had
already left the meeting. As the interests of the Chairman, Messrs Lincoln L.H. Huang (the
Vice-chairman) and Dr Lawrence W.C. Poon were direct, the Committee considered that they
should leave the meeting temporarily for the item. According to the procedure and practice
adopted by the Town Planning Board, as a matter of necessity, the Chairman or the
Vice-chairman should continue to assume the chairmanship. As the interest of the
Vice-chairman was comparatively less direct than the Chairman, the Committee agreed that
the Vice-chairman should take over the chairmanship for the item but a conscious effort
should be made to contain his scope of involvement in an administrative role to minimise any
risk that he might be challenged. As the interests of Messrs Wilson Y.W. Fung and Stephen
H.B. Yau were indirect, and as Messrs Daniel K.S. Lau and Franklin Yu had no involvement
in the application, the Committee agreed that they could stay in the meeting. The

Vice-chairman took over the chairmanship at this point.

[The Chairman and Dr Lawrence W.C. Poon left the meeting temporarily at this point.]

Presentation and Question Sessions

61. With the aid of a PowerPoint presentation, Mr J.J. Austin, STP/HK, presented the

applicant’s submission and covered the following main points as detailed in the Paper:
Background
(a) the Committee approved with conditions a planning application (No.

A/H4/94) for proposed alteration and modification works to the building and
external facade of the former Central Market. Approval condition (j)
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required the applicant to submit footpath widening proposals in connection
to the entrance widening proposals of Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee
Street. The Committee was invited to consider the applicant’s submission

for fulfilment of approval condition (j) of the application at this meeting;

The Footpath Widening Proposal

(b) the applicant had further liaised with the relevant government departments
regarding the above, and came to the view that there was no scope to further
widen the existing footpath on Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street
without sacrificing the Transport Department (TD)’s requirements on the
length of lay-bys to be provided. Main features of the footpath widening
proposals, which were more or less the same as those proposed in their

original submission, were as follows:

i.  conversion of a section of road carriageway on the western side of
Queen Victoria Street (about 26m) to pedestrian pavement with a

width of about 4.95m including planting;

it.  extension and conversion of an existing 28m long lay-by reserved for
the Food and Environmental Hygiene Department (FEHD) vehicles
on Queen Victoria Street to a 34m public lay-by for

loading/unloading activities;

iii.  widening of pedestrian pavement at the junctions of Jubilee
Street/Des Voeux Road Central and Jubilee Street/Queen’s Road

Central respectively;

iv.  retaining an existing lay-by of about 65m on the eastern side of

Jubilee Street;

v. planting four trees along the widened pavement of Queen Victoria
Street and retaining the two existing trees on the pedestrian pavement

along Queen’s Road Central; and



62.

(c)
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vi. re-paving the pedestrian pavement surrounding the Central Market
with the Highways Department (HyD)’s standard concrete paver
blocks;

the proposed shared use of on-street lay-by between the public and the
tenants of the Central Market was considered technically feasible. The
proposed footpath widening and associated works were scheduled to be

completed by Q3 2021;

Departmental Comments

(d) departmental comments were set out in paragraph 4 of the Paper.

Concerned government departments had no objection to or no adverse

comment on the current proposal; and

Planning Department (PlanD) 's Views

(e)

PlanD had no objection to the submission made by the applicant to fulfil
approval condition (j) as set out in paragraph 5 of the Paper.
Complementing with the widened entrances along Queen Victoria Street and
Jubilee Street, the applicant’s footpath widening proposals would enhance
accessibility and vitality of the two streets. The applicant had explored the
feasibility of further widening the footpath of the two streets. = However,
due to TD’s requirements on the length of lay-bys to be provided along the
streets, i.e. a 34m long lay-by at Queen Victoria Street and a 65m long
lay-by at Jubilee Street, no further widening of the footpath could be made.
All government departments have no comment on/no objection to the

footpath widening proposals.

Two Members enquired about the adoption of ‘standard concrete paver blocks’

and reasons for planting Polyspora axillaris (KEE#%) at footpath on Queen Victoria Street.

Mr J.J. Austin, STP/HK, made the following responses:



(2)

(b)
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while the applicant had considered using other types of material for the
pavement surrounding the Central Market, ‘standard concrete paver blocks’

were adopted as per request from HyD; and

the planting of Polyspora axillaris at the location was considered suitable by
the Leisure and Cultural Services Department (LCSD) in view of the
characteristics of the footpath on Queen Victoria Street, where sun

penetration was not high and there were busy vehicular traffic.

63. Two Members enquired about the purpose of the approval condition, and whether

the Committee had previously discussed the need of retaining the lay-bys. In response, Mr

J.J. Austin made the following responses:

(a)

(b)

the Committee did not raise concern over the provision of lay-bys, and TD
considered the provision of the lay-bys necessary in view of the inadequacy

of provision in the area; and

the approval condition was imposed to request the applicant to explore and
liaise with concemed government departments including HyD and TD on

the feasibility of further widening the pedestrian footpath.

64. Noting that further widening of the pedestrian footpath might not be possible, a

Member considered that the applicant could explore other means to widen the footpath such

as recessing the entrances along Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street, where glass folding

doors were proposed, to create more space for pedestrian circulation. In relation to the

Member’s enquiry, the Vice-chairman also asked about the proposed uses on ground floor of

the Site. Mr J.J. Austin made the following responses:

(2)

(b)

according to the approved scheme, the G/F of the Site was proposed for
commercial, cultural and community uses, with the provision of an open

space of about 1000m? at the centre;

at the previous meeting, the Committee did not have any discussion on

recessing the entrances for widening the pedestrian footpath. As the
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Central Market was a Grade 3 historic structure, the building facade had to

be preserved; and

(c) should the applicant be required to consider recessing the entrances to
enhance the pedestrian walking environment, there would be implications on

the agreed layout of the revitalization scheme.

Deliberation Session

65. A Member noted the difficulties to widen the pedestrian footpath given the need
for retaining the lay-bys as requested by TD and HyD. The Member also noted that the

facade of the Central Market should be protected as it was a Grade 3 historic structure.

66. The Secretary supplemented that the discussion of the Committee at the previous
meeting only focused on exploring the possibility of widening the footpath, and had not
requested setback or recess of the entrance on G/F. In this submission for compliance with
approval condition (j), the applicant had taken into account the request by TD and HyD to
retain the lay-bys. As a result, according to the applicant, there was no room for further

widening of the footpaths on both Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street.

67. A Member clarified that the suggestion on recessing G/F entrances along Jubilee
Street and Queen Victoria Street would not affect the facade of the building, as the recess
could be limited to the installation of glass folding doors only in order to provide a more
spacious ambience to facilitate pedestrian circulation. In relation to the Member’s
suggestion, the Vice-chairman enquired if, as illustrated on Drawing AA-7 of the Paper, the
opening of the glass folding doors during operation hours would be sufficient to address the
Member’s concern on enhancing the circulation space. The Member expressed that should
the installation of glass folding door be recessed, the delineation of public space would be
different which would create different experience for users of the space. Another Member
said that if the recessed area on G/F of the Site was dedicated for public passage, it would

have implications on land grant, the liability of the applicant might not be the same.

68. The Committee noted that there were four entrances to the Site, and the existing

staircases at the entrances fronting Jubilee Street and Queen Victoria Street could not be
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altered. Therefore, even if the entrance was recessed, it might not help in widening the

circulation space along the pavement because of the level difference.

69. A Member pointed out that the retention of existing lay-bys along Jubilee Street
and Queen Victoria Street had posed constraint on footpath widening and the applicant
should further liaise with the relevant departments to explore the possible alternative

arrangements.

70. The Committee in general considered that the applicant had not fully explored the
alternatives in fulfilling approval condition (j) on widening the pedestrian footpath. The
Committee considered that the applicant could further liaise with the concerned government
departments, and to take into account the Committee’s discussion at this meeting to further

refine the submission for the Committee’s consideration.

71. After deliberation, the Committee decided not to agree to the applicant’s

submission for compliance with approval condition (j).
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Appendix [ of
MPC Paper No. 3/19

mEEZEB
URBAN RENEWAL
Our Ref:  PDD/CWDR/CO/18072687 AUTHORITY
Your Ref.: TPB/A/H4/94
: By Hand
Town Planning Board 8 August 2018
15/F., North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point
Hong Kong.

Dear Sir/Madam,
Central Market Revitalization Project (Application No. A/H4/94)
Submission of Footpath Widening Proposal in Connection to the Entrance Widening

Proposals of Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street
for Compliance with Approval Condition (j)

We submit 70 copies of the Footpath Widening Proposal for compliance with
approval condition (j).

Please note that the proposal was submitted to TD prior to the current submission,
which received no objection on 30.7.2018. The relevant email correspondent is enclosed for
your reference.

Should you have any query or require further information, please contact our
Mr. Jackey Chan at 2588 2748.

Yours faithfully,
For and on behalf of
Urban Renewal Authority

Gt

Director, Planning and Design
Encl.

c.c.: by email
District Planning Officer/ Hong Kong, Planning Department (Attn.: Mr. J. J. AUSTIN)
Project Authorized Person/ AGC (Attn.: Mr. Vincent NG)

“ e ._: -
CEERE

caringorgamsatlon )

BR 1837 PR KE261E W3 2588 2222 Mma 2827 0176 ¢ 2827 0085 www.ura.org.hk

26/F COSCO Tower, 183 Queen's Road Central, Hong Kong tel 2588 2222 iax 2827 0176/ 2827 0085 wehsite www.ura.oro.hk



Choy, Edwin

From: Hiu Ping LAI <rexhplai@td.gov.hk>

Sent: 30 July 2018 02:10 PM

To: Choy, Edwin

Cc: Clarence KN CHENG; dec.u@hyd.gov.hk; dew.u@hyd.gov.hk;

eshkchf@landsd.gov.hk; 'Gordon Cheng'; 'AGC Design Ltd(Central Oasis)’; Chan,
Jackey; 'Kenneth Wong'; Mak, Lawrence; Nelson Tang

Subject: RE: Central Market_Footpath Widening Proposal Submission for Compliance with
Special Condition 37(a) of STT

Attachments: 20180717_Footpath Widening Proposal.pdf

Dear Edwin,

Thank you for your update.

We have no comment at this stage and have no objection for you to submit the Proposal to
PlanD/Town Planning Board for consideration.

Regards,

Rex Lai

E/CW1, TEHK, TD
Tel.: 2829 5426

From: "Choy, Edwin"

To: 'Hiu Ping LAI',

Cc: "dec.u@hyd.gov.hk" , "dew.u@hyd.gov.hk" , "eshkchf@landsd.gov.hk" , ""Gordon Cheng™ , ""AGC Design Ltd(Central Oasis)" , "Chan, Jackey" ,
'Kenneth Wong' , "Mak, Lawrence" , "Clarence KN CHENG" , Nelson Tang

Date: 17/07/2018 11:57

Subject: RE: Central Market_Footpath Widening Proposal Submission for Compliance with Special Condition 37(a) of STT

Dear Rex,

We would like to submit a revised Footpath Widening Proposal attached in this email for your comments.
After obtaining your approval, we will submit the proposal to Town Planning Board to discharge the
relevant planning condition planning approval (No. A/H4/94). As such, your early reply is highly
appreciated.

Thank you for your attention.

Regards,

Edwin Choy

URA
Tel. 2588 2578

From: Hiu Ping LAl [mailto:rexhplai@td.gov.hk]
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LIST OF FIGURES
FOOTPATH WIDENING PROPOSAL

Figure 2.1 Proposed Footpath widening.

Figure 2.2 Pavement Details. 1 INTRODUCTION
Figure 2.3 Proposed Typical Tree Pit Section (without existing railing)
Figure 3.1 Existing On-street Lay-bys at The Western Side of Queen Victoria Street and Eastern 14 The Purpose

Side of Jubilee Street.

1.1.1 The purpose of this submission is to discharge the planning condition (j) for the approved S.16
Application No. A/H4/94. (refer to Appendix A)
LIST OF APPENDICES

1.2  Background
Appendix A Planning conditions of approved s.16 planning application (No. A/H4/94)

Appendix B Minutes of Central & Western District Council Meeting dated 16.6.2011. 1.2.1 Inthe Chief Executive’s 2009/10 Policy Address, the Urban Renewal Authority (URA) was tasked
Appendix C  Proposed Roadside Planting and Tree Pit Details . with revitalisation of Central Market. The Central Oasis Community Advisory Committee (COCAC)
Appendix D Details of Food and Environmental Hygiene Department (FEHD) Lay-bys Relocation was set up to take the project forward. Under the advice and guidance of COCAC, a bottom-up

Arrangements. and people-oriented Public Engagement exercise was conducted between 2009 to 2011. With
Appendix E  Tree Pits Layout Plan Overlaid With Underground Utility Layout Plan over 10,000 collected surveys, forums, professional and public charrettes, roving exhibitions,

meetings with Central and Western District Council (C&WDC) and other community groups, the
mainstream public aspirations on the revitalisation of Central Market was established.

1.2.2 One of the mainstream public aspiration is to open up the external walls at ground floor facing
Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street so as to enhance visual permeability and pedestrian
accessibility. In this connection, the notion of street widening is also agreed in the professional
and public charrettes.

1.2.3 URA presented a preliminary road enhancement proposal in June 2011 to C&WDC with the
intention to partly widen the pedestrian pavements of Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street,
and provide roadside plantings on part of Queen Victoria Street, subject to further feasibility
studies. The idea was generally accepted in the meeting (refer to Appendix B).

1.2.4 Drawing reference from the said preliminary road enhancement proposal, traffic improvement
measures outside of the site boundary was proposed in the S.16 submission (No. A/H4/94) in
2015. The Town Planning Board (TPB) approved the S.16 application on 18 March 2016 with
approval condition (j) requiring the submission of footpath widening proposals in connection to
the entrance widening proposals of Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street to the satisfaction
of TPB.

1.2.5 The current footpath widening submission proposes traffic improvement measures that are found
viable after consultation with relevant stakeholders including C&WDC, Transport Department
(TD), Highways Department (HyD), Food and Hygiene Department (FEHD), Commissioner of
Palice, Home Affairs Department (HAD), and bus operators.

Revitalization of Central Market e
Footpath Widening Proposal AGG N~ LLA Consuitancy Ltd.
Aug 2018 DESIGN LTD TImE Bagtees and Pamens
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FOOTPATH WIDENING PROPOSAL

2 THE PROPOSAL
2.1 Footpath widening (Figure 2.1)

2.1.1 The area shown coloured green on Figure 2.1 is proposed to be widened to enhance pedestrian
environment.The associated traffic signs and road marking shall be provided and the obsolete
traffic signs are removed.

2.1.2 The existing 28m FEHD lay-bys on Queen Victoria Street would be relocated to provide space
for on-street lay-by for loading/unloading. FEHD lay-bys will be re-provided at Eastern Street
North (21M) and Pier Road (7m) respectively (refer to Appendix D for details). The length of
the on street lay-by is proposed to further extend 6m to about 34m by modifying the kerbline as
per Figure 2.1.

2.2 Landscaping

2.2.1 The portion at northern half of Queen Victoria Street pavement is proposed to be landscaped.
4 nos Ficus benjamina ‘Variegata'({£#:7#4) with 3m Height and 1.5m Spread is proposed to
be planted to enhance the street greening effect. Ficus benjamina ‘Variegata’ is a tree species
commonly planted in Hong Kong, with its character in pollution and shade tolerance, it is chosen
to tolerate the heavy fraffic character at Central area. (refer to Figure 2.3 and Appendix C).
Underground utility survey was conducted to ensure tree pit would not clash with the existing

underground utilities (refer to Appendix E).

2.2.2 2 nos Existing trees on the footpath along Queen’s Road Central will be retained.

2.3 Pavement Enhancement

2.3.1 The pedestrian pavement surrounding Central Market site is proposed to be re-paved in granite
tiles.

2.3.2 The paving pattern, materials and details is designed to be consistent to the approved landscape
proposal within the site. The building is highlighted by the colour tone of pavement proposed,
which creates contrast with the building fagade. (refer to Figure 2.2).

Revitalization of Central Market o
Footpath Widening Proposal AGc -mw L LA Consultancy Ltd.
Aug 2018 DESIGN LTD TUM Eapleons W Fimevss
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FOOTPATH WIDENING PROPOSAL
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322
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JUSTIFICATIONS
Responding the Public Aspiration

This proposal is a response to the mainstream public aspiration established from the 2-year
Public Engagement exercise. C&WDC supported the footpath widening in its meeting in June
2011.

No Change to the Existing Lay-by Provision

The current available length for on street L/UL activities at Jubilee Street and Queen Victoria
Street are 65m and 34m respectively (refer to Figure 3.1).

After the implementation of the pavement widening proposal and the relocation of the existing
FEHD lay-by at Queen Victoria Street, the available length of on street L/UL activities at Queen
Victoria Street will be remained at 34m long. The available length at Jubilee Street will remin at
65m.

The L/UL activities for the Central Market shall be carried out at Queen Victoria Street and
Jubilee Street and share with public as accepted in the S.16 planning application no. A/H4/94.

Effective Use of Lay-by Through Management Arrangement

As mentioned in the Traffic Study Final Report in the approved S.16 of the Revitalisation Project,
the share use of the on-street lay-bys with the public is technically feasible. In addition, during
operation the tenants’ L/UL activites shall be controlled and restricted by the terms of tenancy
such that the tenants’ L/UL activiteis should only be carried out during non-peak hours. Awarning
shall be issued to the non-complied tenant and the tenancy may be cancelled in repeated cases.

3.4

341

41

42

43

44

Enhanced Pedestrian Environment

The widening portion of pavement at QueenVictoria Street enhances the accessibility to the
Central Market and is complemented by the trees proposed at the widen pavement on Queen
Victoria Street, providing a comfortable pedestrian environment (refer to Figure 2.2 ).

Implementation

The proposed works are outside the site of Central Market and fall within government land.
Excavation permits should be applied for the proposed works subject to the approval of this
footpath widening proposal.

To facilitate wholistic revitalisation of the site, the footpath widening, landscaping and pavement
enhancement (as detailed in 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3 respectively) are proposed to be carried out by
URA, and URA is prepared to take up the ownership and provide management and maintenance
of the pavement.

The works at Eastern Street North and Pier Road for the reprovision of FEHD lay-bys (as detailed
in Appendix D) are proposed to be carried out by URA via excavation permit and handed over
to Highways Department upon completion.

All the proposed works are planned to complete by Q3 2021 to dovetail the revitalization works
of Central Market, subject to approval of phasing plans and site conditions. The tentative
implementation programme is shown as follows:

Tentative Implementation Programme

Approval of footpath widening proposal by Town Planning Board (TPB) Q4 2018

Submission of detailed drawings for government approvall comment Q12019-Q2 2019

Application for Excavation Permit (XP) and Temporary Traffic Measures (TTA) | Q12019 -Q2 2019

Bl Kl Bl el

Pavement widening and reprovision of FEHD laybys enhancement works (sub- [ Q3 2019 - Q3 2021
ject to XP and TTA arrangement), which may be implemented by phase

Revitalization of Central Market
Footpath Widening Proposal
Aug 2018
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APPENDIXA (1/3)

08-APR-2016 10:22 FROM TOWN PLANNING BOARD TO 25882517 P.001
HERAEBEAR TOWN PLANNING BOARD
FReAmANE=F=+=8 1S/F., North Point Gavernment Offices

AABRNEE+ES 333 Java Road, North Paint,
‘ Hong Kong.

By Registered Post & Fax (25882517)

w3 rec 2877 0245 /2522 8426
m  Te 22314810
RBER Your Relerencs:

RAFTHFaaR
in eaply please quote this ref.:  TPB/A/H4/94 8Apn'12016

Urban Renewal Authority
26/F Cosco Tower

183 Queen’s Road
Central, Hong Kong
(Attn: Wilfred Au)

Dear Sir'Madam,

Proposed Alteration and Modification Works to the Building
and External Facade for Cultural/Leisure/Retail/Food &
Beverage Uses/Open Space/Ancillary Support, for the Central Murket
Revitalization Project in “Other Specified Uses” annotated “Building with Historical and
Architectaral Interests Preserved for Commercial, Cultural and/or Community Uses”

80 Des

. SO AL UODE D

1 refer to my letter to you dated 19.2.2016.

Aﬂnrgivingmﬂdaiﬁantoﬂnqpﬁﬂdnn,ﬂmTowthingBmdm)
approved the application for permission under section 16 of the Town Planning Ordinance on
the terms of the application as submitted to the TPB. The permission shall be valid tntil
18.3.2020; and afier the said date, the permission shall cease to have effect unless before the
said date cither the development hereby permitted is commenced or the permission is renewed.
The permission is subject to the following conditions :

(2) the submission of 2 Conservation Management Plan prior to commencement
of any major works end implementation of the Plan to the satisfaction of the
Antiquiies and Monuments Office, Leisure and Cultural Services

08-APR-2016 10:23

©

®

)

@

(&3]

@

(m)

The

FROM TOWN FLANNIKG BOARD TO 25882817 P.002

=

the submission of a sewerage impact assessment to the satisfaction of
Director of Environmental Protection or of TPB;

the implementation of sewerage upgrading/connection works as identified in
the sewerage impact assessment 1o the satisfaction of the Director of
Drainage Services or of TPB;

th.cduignmdpmviﬁonofth:i#bnmpednsuimpm-gmywﬂn
satisfaction of the Commissioner for Transport or of TPB;

the design and provision of the public open space (including the small
mmmphnalhnjuncﬁanon\m‘sRdeemn]uﬂJubﬂneSmlu
no cost to the Government, as proposed by you, to the satisfaction of the
Director of Planning or of TPB;

the provision of fire service installations end water supplies for firefighting to
the satisfaction of the Director of Fire Services or of TPB;

the submission of footpath widening proposals in connection to the entrance
widening proposals of Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street 1o the
satisfaction of TPB;

mshnplememﬁonoffomhndd:ningminmhﬁmmﬁ)abow
mdmﬁcmmuuonloﬁ!inglmlwdingmiviﬁn.umpomdbymm
the satisfaction of the Commissioner for Transport or of TPB;

the submission of a market swall preservation plan to the satisfaction of TPB;
and

in relation 1o (1) above, the implementation of the market stall preservation
plan to the satisfaction of the Antiquities and M ats Office, Leisure and
Cultural Services Department or of TPB.

I?Bdwageedwmheyuummméadvimdmumomnttbe

Appendix attached.
lfywuidam:ukmmﬁohoﬂhnwﬁdityoﬁhispcmision,mmy:ubmh

Department or of TPB;

(b)  the submission of a detailed design proposal for the new fagade facing Des
Voeux Road Central demonstrating the compatibility of interface betweea
the new and old foades and the new fagade and the existing footbridge to the
satisfaction of TPB;

(¢}  inrvlation to (b) above, the implementation of a detailed design proposal for
the new facade facing Des Voeux Road Central to the satisfaction of the
Antiquities and Monuments Office, Leisure and Cultura! Services
Depertment or of TPB;

(d) the submission and impl jon of a landscape proposal to the
satisfaction of the Director of Plarming or of TPB;

mappliuﬁoninthe'I‘PBformwduﬂh:?mﬁmonnolmm:ixwmhbcfmium.
This is to allow sufficient time for processing of the application in consultation with the
concemed departments. The TPB will not consider any application for renewal of permission
if the time limit for -ement of develoy pecified in the permission has already
expired at the time of consideration by the TPB. Please refer to the TPB Guidelines No. 35B
and 36A for details. The Guidelines and application forms are available at the TPB's websits
(www.info.gov. hik/tpby), the Planning Enquiry Counters (PECs) of the Planning Department
(Hotline : 2231 5000) at 17/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point;
14/F, Sha Tin Government Offices, 1 Sheung Wo Che Road, Sha Tin; and the Secretariar of the
TPB at 15/F, North Point Government Offices.

For amendments to the epproved scheme that may be permitted with or without
application under section 16A, please refer to TPB Guidelines No. 36A for details.

Revitalization Ohf Cem{al Elarketl Aﬁc
O DESTGEN LTD

==-' LLA Consultancy Ltd.
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APPENDIX A (2/3)

0B-APR-2016 10:23 FROM TOWN PLANFING BOARD TO 26882517 P.003

A copy of the TPB Paper in respect of the application (except the supplementary
planning statement/techaicel report(s), if any) and the relevant extract of minwes of the TPB
——— meeting held on 18.3.2016 are enclosed herewith for your reference.

Under section 17(1) of the Town Planning Ordinance, an applican: aggrieved by 2
decision of the TPB may apply to the TPB for a review of the decision. If you wish to seek a
review, you should inform me within 21 days from the date of this letter (on or before
29.4.2016). 1will then contact you to arrange a hearing before the TPB which you and/or your
authorized representative will be invited to attend. The TPB is required to consider a review
application within three months of receipt of the application for review. Please note that any
 review application will be published for three weeks for public comments.

This permission by the TPB under section 16 of the Town Planning Ordinance
should not be taken to indicate that any other government approval which may be needed in
connection With the development, will be given. You should approach the appropriate
government departments on any such matter,

If you have any queries regarding this planning permission, please contact Mr. J. .

Austin of Hong Kong District Planning Office at 2231 4932. In case you wish to consuit the
1 G ent depart: on matters releting to the above approval conditions, a list of
——  the concerned Govemment officers is attached herewith for your reference.

Yours faithfully,
P

Raymond KAN )
for Secretary, Town Planning Board

Appendix

Advisory Clanses

(@)

®)

()

(d)

(®

0

()

)

the approval of the application does not imply that the proposed building design
clements could fulfil the requirements under the Sustainable Building Design
Guidelines and the rel qui under the lease, and that the proposed gross
floor area (GFA) ion for the proposed development will be approved/granted by
the Building Authority, The applicant should approach the Buildings Department and
the Lands Depariment direct to obtain the necessary approval. If the building design
clements and the GFA concession are not approved/granted by the Building Authority
and the Lands Authority and major changes to the current scheme are required, a fresh
planning application to the Board may be required;

to note the comments of CBS/HKE&H, BD that the proposal should be in compliance
with the relevant B(P)R 41(1), 41A, 41B, 41C, 41D regarding means of escape, fire
resisting construction and means of access for firefighting and rescue; B(P)R 72 and
Design Manual: Bamricr Free Access 2008 regarding access and facilities for persons
with disability and PNAP APP-151 and APP-152 regarding granting GFA Cc ions
and APP-117 regarding structural requirements for alteration and addition works in
existing buildings;

to note the comments of DEP that no musical performance outside the centrally
air-conditioned area shall be allowed in night time (i.c. lipm to 7am); the future
operator of the proposed development shall be required to conduct real-time noise
monitoring at representative noise sensitive receivers whenever there is a musical
performance outside the centrally air-conditioned arcas; and an effective and practicable
mechanism is required to ensure proper implementation of the measures to avoid the
potential noise problems arising from the cultural events;

to note the comments of CE/HK&I, DSD that it is the applicant’s responsibility to bear
the costs and undertake improvement and upgrading works to the existing public
sewerage syslems;

to note the comments of DFEH that C&WDC should be consulted on the re-provision
of the toilet facilities during the construction stage and that a designated parking space
for FEHD vehicles with similar scale in Central District should be provided before
deletion of the parking space;

to note the comments of CA/CMD2, ArchSD that the content and design quality of the
proposed development from the view of place making/identity, conservation,
accessibility and connectivity, diversity of use/vibrancy and availubility for public
use/enjoyment should not be compromised;

to note the comments of D of FS  that the proposed scheme should comply with the
Code of Practice for Fire Safety in Building 2011

to note the comments of CHE/HK, HyD that the proposed removal of the existing
staircase and other ancillary works should be carried out by URA at their own cost and
the requirement of gazettal under the Roads (Works, Use and Compensation) Ordinance
and the proposed footpath widening and tree planting works, if pteble to relevam

departments including TD and LCSD, will be carried out by URA &t their own cost;



APPENDIX A (3/3)

(i) 1o note the comments of DLCS that the opening hours of the public open space should
not be less than the operating hours from 7am to 11pm; and

(i) 1o note the comments of CTP/UD&L regarding the need to review the feasibility of
providing a lawn in shaded areas and 10 allow sufficient soil depth and volume for the
proposed landscape planting, especially those on structures.

(k) to note the comments of TPB that:
(i)  the applicant should explore measures to better integrate the design of the fagade

facing Des Voeux Road Central with the existing footbridges connecting to the
Hang Seng Bank Headquarters; and

(i)  acluster of market stalls for cach type of market stall should be preserved.
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Fl Family: #R¥ Moraceae
EA Scientific Name: Ficus benjamina ‘Variegata’
W4 Common Name: Variegated Weeping Fig

th37 & Chinese Name: JEIEEM
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FiftER Technical Information

FEFRMEIF Applications
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Relocation of Food and Environmental Hygiene Department (FEHD) Lay-by

With FEHD’s agreement (Annex A), the existing 28m FEHD lay-by on Queen Victoria Street is proposed
to be located to the following sites:-

Eastern Street North (21m):
Located outside Sun Yat Sen Memorial Park Sports Centre (Figure D-1).

Pier Road (7m):
Located north of the Harbour Building, abutting resident shuttle bus stop (Figure D-2).

The associated works required at these two sites (i.e. madification of traffic signs and road markings) are
also indicated in the figures.

As advised by TD, Central and Western District Council (DC) members and Hong Kong Police Force
(HKPF)'s comments should be sought. In addition, for the site on Pier Road, Transport Officer (HK) and
bus operator’s comments should also be sought. In this regard, there were no adverse comments from
these stakeholders. Summary of their comments are tabulated below and their responses are attached
at Annex B.

Summary of comments

Pier Road Eastern Street North
DC Members No Objection 2 Supports, 1 No Objection
HKPF No Objection No Objection
Transport Officer (HK) No Objection Not Applicable as there is no bus stop
Bus Operator (Rotarybus) No Objection in the vicinity
Bus Operator (Sunbus) No Objection

 ABOUT 85m ON-STREET LAY-BY

THE

SUBJECT
SITE |
! | 5B
E i gy
\ ‘ | RY
Al s é
L EXISTINGFEHDLAVEY ] il
1 —- —— 5
34 9 —p— 0 // QUEEN VICTORIA STREET
; T i / S .
- ABOUT 34m ON-8TREET LAY-BY/ | 3
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Annex A

Choy, Edwin

From: sullee@fehd.gov.hk

Sent: 03 April 2017 04:51 PM

To: Choy, Edwin

Subject: RE: Central Market - Relocation of Exsiting FEHD lay-by at Queen Victoria Street
Attachments: location at Pier Road.dac; location at Eastern Street North.doc

Dear Edwin,

1 refer to previous email. We have no objection to the suggested 21m parking space as stated at
attachment at the kerbside of Eastern Street North.

In addition of the above location, I would like to confirm that one 7m parking space at Pier
Road had been reserved for FEHD as stated in attachment subject to no objection was received
from concerned parties.

Should you have any enquiry, please feel free to contact me.

Best Regards,
LEE Suet-luen
SHI(H)CW
2853 2536

From  “Choy, Edwin" <EYFChoy@ura.org.hk>

To. “sullee@fehd.gov.hk" <sullee@fehd gov.hk>

Ce gov hk™ <ch gov hk>, "Yip, Christine” <CWMYip2@ura.org hk>, Gordon Wang Yu YIP <gordenwangyuyip@1d.gov.hic>,
“Chan, Jackey" <JCCChan@ura.org hk>, “Chan, Martin" <MKChan@ura org hk>, “penny_sy_weng@had gov. hk™
<penny_sy_wong@had gov.hk>, "Au, Wilfred" <WCHAu@ura.org hk>, Ching Yee LOU <chingyeelou@!td gov. hk>, 'Maggie Ka Ki MAK'
<maggiemak@td gov. hk>

Date 270312017 17 24

Subject RE® Central Market - Relocation of Exsiting FEHD lay-by at Queen Victoria Street

Dear Ms. Lee

Eastern Street North to the west of Sun Yat Sun Memorial Park was suggested by TD. As advised by Mr. Gordon Yip of TD, the
lay-bys are suggested to be located at the kerbside of Eastern Street North, which is currently marked as no-stop zone (double-
yellow line). In your endeavour to search for relocation sites for the lay-bys at Central Market, please also seriously take the
Eastern Street North site into consideration.

To facilitate your search, the location of Eastern Street North is attached for your easy reference. Your reply before 30 April
2017 is greatly appreciated.
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Annex B
Eastern Street North - DC Members Eastern Street North - HKPF
; ; : . - 18-MAY-2017  B83:26 HK POLICE ESC THKI +852 2803 4733 P.18/11
O 1965 8) NOILYH0 + 5 S55-INC  ORATOEAITHORAAS [P0, PR Vum] 60060 L. SULIOE LY (A 11 08 ’
By Fax . [By Fax Only
MEMO . _ S
Commissioner of Police
From  District Officer (Central & Western) 7o  Traffic Engineering (HK) Division, From  : RMO E&C T HKI Ta : ACfor T(U)
Transport Department Ref.  :(07)inTHKIE&C 234/150 Pr5 |Attm s Mewyye o
rof, () 1 HADC&WGR/16/2/4 (am:  Mr. YIP Wang-yu (E/C&W5; J Tel No. 136601894 |YourRef ¢ ()inTDHR146/192/5A1-2
Tel. No. 2852 3498 YourRef () i TDHRI46/192/SAI-2 FaxNo. :28034783 ~~~~ [|Dated ¢ AONPOLM i o
Fax. Ne. 2851 9554 dated ___24.04.2017  rFax no. __ 28240399 E-Mail :ip-sip-rmo-e-chki@police.gov |TotalPages = ___
Dats 05.06.2017 Total Pages - 1+3encl, Date  :200705-09  [|FaxNo.  : 28240399
Proposed Parking Spaces for Food & Environmental Hygiene Department(FEHD) ll=EH od & Environmental Hygiene Departmen
- i -
Vehic astern Street North D) Vehicles at Eastern Street North
1 refer to your memo under reference. Please be informed that this Office has no objection in principle to the proposed
parking for Food & Environmental Hygiene Department (FEHD) vehicles at Eastern
2. In responseé to your above memo, this Office has consulted the District Council Street North as highlighted in Drawing No. H170192.00.
member of the subject constituency; Chairmen of Sheung Wan & Sai Ying Pun Area
Committee (SW&SYPAC) and their Working Group on Traffic & Transport
(WGTT/SW&SYPAC). Their comments are summarized as follows:
Subject I Chairmen of SW&SYPAC, e
erson Consulted DC member , WGTT/ ! ..4-"—"'1"6 ——
Results of SW&SYPAC /-/C‘ (LO Man-chun )
Consultation or ommissioner of Police
Analysis of response received
® No. indicating support 1 1 c.c. CHE/HK, HyD
@ No. indicating objection 0 0
@®  No. indicating no comment 0 1
No. not responded 0 0
[Total | 1 2
3 Please take the above views into consideration on your proposal and take any action
as appropriate.

[

(Candace MAK)
for District Officer (Central & Western)

PAGE 10711 * RCVD AT 2017/5110 £ 09:25:31 [China Standard Time] * SVR-OAUFAXOIIW/1 * DIS:S56 # CSID:4352 2803 4783 # DURATION (mm-ss)0236
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Pier Road - DC Members

06-DEC-2017 12:859 FROM TRANSPORT DEPT TO 28310003 P.001
[H6BIX] By Fax
2831 0003
e
Transport Department

EFIEE  OuRert : (H6QAH) in TD HR146/192/PIE-1
HEERE  YourRel : 40439/LA5343NKT
T2 5 T 12829 5426
BNCHR P 12824 0399
T ¥ emu :
5 December 2017
LLA Consultany Limited
Unit 610, 6/F,
Island Place Tower, 510 King’s Road,
North Point, Hong Kong
(Attn: Mr Nelson Tang)

Dear Sir/Madam,
Central Market Revitalisation P
Proposed P aces for FEHD Vel at Pier Road

I refer to your above quoted letter dated 19 October 2017 and our reply in letter ref.
(H6DHD) in TD HR 146/192/PIE-1 dated 30 October 2017,

2. Please be informed that the local consultation regarding your proposal of relocating
the FEHD parking space at Central Market to Pier Road was completed. There was no
objection received, As such, we have no strong view on your proposal and have the
following comments:

i) Itisnoted that the proposed location at Pier Road is currently a parking space for
authorized vehicles only. Please consider carrying out a survey to identify the
vehicles using the cxisting parking spaces and consult them as necessary.

ii) Please advise your proposed programme of construction and relocation. If the
works would commence long time later and the whole traffic saturation has
changed, you may have to conduct the local consultation afresh.

iii) The works should be completed in accordance with HyD's standards.

Yours faithfully,

m f

for Commi for Tralp

\

TR ENEE
Urban Regional Office (Hong Kong)
ERMFEHTHCHARBHAE= 18
37th floor Immigration Tower 7 Glousester Road Wan Chai Hong Kong.
55 Web Site: hitp:/fwww td.gov.hk

27-0CT-2817 89:27

HK POLICE ERC THKI

Pier Road - HKPF

+852 2803 4783 P.81-01

1By Fax Onl
AEAERR: (26) in T HKI E&C 234/30 HONG KONG POLICE
Qur Ref : Pre Traffic Hong Kong Island
AR ST 40439/ 145343/ NKT Enforcement & Control Division
Your Ref: 3/F, 60 Sing Woo Road,
BE/{ETT: 3660 1894 / 2803 4783 Happy Valley Police Station,
Tel/Fax: Hong Kong
E-Mail : ip-sip-rmo-e-c-hki@palice.gov.hk

Date: 2017-10-26

LLA Consultancy Limited
Unit 610, 6/F, Island Place Tower,
510 King's Road,

Hong Kong
Atm: Mr, Nelson TANG (fax: 2831 0003)

Dear Sir,

Central Market Revitalisation Project
Proposed Parking Spaces for Food & Environmental Hygiene Department (FEHD)
Vehicles at Pier Road

1 refer to your latter dated 2017-10-19 pertaining the captioned project works at
Pier Road.

Please be informed that this Office has no objection in principle to the proposal
of relocation of parking spaces for FEHD at Pier Road.

Yours faithfully,

( LO Man-chun )

for Commissioner of Police

c.c. AC for T(U) (Atin: Mr, Rex H.P. LAI)
HE/HK, HyD

Revitalization of Central Market AGG

i
Footpath Widening Proposal et LLA Consultancy Ltd.
Aug 2018 DESIGN LTD VR ENPE b0t Dot
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Pier Road - Transport Officer (HK) Pier Road - Bus Operator (Rotarybus)

Choy, Edwin Milk Lag
kot HVETSL <Pt i gow He i e
Sent: 20164:10715E & 7% 5:16 PM B ¥ikln
To: Choy, Edwin ER: Re:devimbmative ofCentald aker - Poposad FEAD nediing mose 1Py Resd
Ca Leander YY TSANG
Subject: Fve: REMINDER: Central Market - Relocation of existing FEHD layby on Queen NOTED WITH THANKS.

Victoria Street to Pier Road
Attachments: Pier Road - Location 10.pdf

From: “Milk Lam" <milk@Ila.com hk>

Follow Up Flag: Follow up To: rotarybus@biznetvigator.com
Flag Status: flagged Ce:

Sent: Thursday, November 9, 2017 12:16:00 PM
Subject: Revitalization of Central Market - Proposed FEHD parking space at Pier Road

Dear Edwin, Dear Mr. Chong,

In view that the four RS routes having stops at Pier Road could still use the layby for picking up/ As discussed this altemoon, we are the traffic consultant of the revitalization of Central Market.

setting down passengers, we have no adverse comment for the proposed FEHD layby relocation

provided that public transport services operating on Pier Road would not be affected. Under the captioned revitalization project, it is proposed that part of the existing lay-by for the residents’ services at Pier Road will be shortened for the
relocation of FEHD parking space (7m long).

Further comment should be sought from our traffic engineer. As the residents’ services route no NR10, NR97, NR926 of your company are using the existing lay-by, we would like to seek your comment regarding the
captioned proposal.

Regards,

Stan TSUI Attached please find the proposed scheme for your comment. Should you have any queries, please feel free to contact me at 2831-9191.

Transport Department

Tel: 2204 2582 Thanks & Regards

—— Forwarded by HW TSUUTDWHKSARG on 181020168 1707 — Milk Lam

TET W TS A o | oaner YY TEANG' <Handte v he> LLA Consultancy Ltd.

i e org hic>, “Au, Withed” SWiCHALGara o e Unit 610, B/F., Island Place Tawer,

Subjet f existing FEHD layby on Queen Victorie Sireel 1o Prer Road 510 King's Road, North Point, Hong Kong

Tel - (852) 28319191 Fax: (852) 2831 0003
Web Site : hitp://www.lla.com.hk

Dear Stan,
12m writing to follow up on my email below dated 30.9.2016 and 27.9.2016.
1 understand from our telephone conversation on 5.10.2016 that you had a lot onyour plate these days with the E-formula

event. With the successful conciusion of E-formula, | would be grateful if you can let me know your views on the oroposed
relocation of FEHD lay-by to Pier Road.

To refresh your memory, clease see hed the notional pl. o the location of the progosed FEHD lay-by on Pier Road

Sent: Friday, September 30, 2016 2:29 PM
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Pier Road - Bus Operator (Sunbus)

Nilk Lan

WEE: LeoToSE boand sanhesam He)

#EAE: ANENENEEW= 2120

W Hikln

Bk Nelva Targ'

xh: RE:Revizlzaton of CantalM aket - Poposed FEHD medorg sece 2:Perie
Dear Milk,

no adverse comment.

Regards,

Leo

M:ﬁil.‘a;g”-iw e =N — e
Sent: Monday, November 13, 2017 2:38 PM

To: Leo To SB

Cc: "Nelson Tang'

Subject: Revitalization of Central Market - Proposed FEHD parking space at Pier Road
Dear Mr. To,
As discussed this afternoon, we are the traffic consultant of the revitalization of Central Market.

Under the captioned revitzlization project, it is proposed that part of the existing lay-by for the residents’ services at Pier Road will be shartened for the
relocation of FEHD parking space (7Tm long).

As the residents’ services route no NR345 of your company are using the existing lay-by, we would like to seek your comment regarding the captioned
proposal.

Attzched please find the proposed scheme for your comment. Should you have any queries, please feel free to contact me at 2831-9191.

Thanks & Regards
ilk Lam

i
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Our Ref.: PDD/CWDR/CO/18092232

Your Ref.: TPB/A/H4/94

Town Planning Board

15/F., North Point Government Offices

333 Java Road, North Point
Hong Kong.

Dear Sir/Madam,

Appendix Ia of
MPC Paper No. 3/19

]
J

URBAN RENEWAL
AUTHORITY

He
o]

By Post and E-mail
4 October 2018

Central Market Revitalization Project (Application No. A/H4/94)

Further Information for

Submission of Footpath Widening Proposal in Connection to the Entrance
Widening Proposals of Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street

for Compliance with Approval Condition (j)

We refer to the departmental comments received on 13.9.2018 and 17.9.2018
respectively. Please find enclosed our response for your consideration.

Should you have any query or require further information, please contact our

Mr. Edwin Choy at 2588 2345.

Enc/@

P
C.C.

Yours faithfully,
For and on behalf of
Urban Renewal Authority

Lawrence Mak
General Manager, Planning and Design

District Planning Officer/ Hong Kong, Planning Department (Attn.: Mr. J. J. AUSTIN)

Project Authorized Person/ AGC

Mr. Vincent NG)

J Ay p———————_
- L3 o
caringorganisation

ARG ARG



Response to Comments
on Footpath Widening Proposal
for Compliance with Approval Condition (j) under Application no. A/H4/94

(Contact Person:
Ms. Fiona CHEUNG;
Tel: 2231 4914)

Member’s concern on creating a more
comfortable pedestrian environment in relation to
the proposed widening of entrances at Queen
Victoria Street and Jubilee Street. Having
reviewed the submission, there is no indication on
the location of the widen entrances, and how it
would relate to the areas proposed to be widened
to create a more comfortable pedestrian
environment and improved accessibility to the
application site. More information and
justification on the widening proposals in relation
to the captioned approval condition should be
provided.

3.  Besides, it is noted that the northern part of Queen
Victoria Street would be subject to heavy usage
by pedestrian travelling to and from the escalators
leading to the 1/F of the development, you may
wish to ask the applicant to consider further
widening the northern portion of Queen Victoria
Street to enhance the pedestrian environment.

‘No. | Department | Comments Responses

1 Chief Town i Nil
Planner/Urban Design | 2.  With reference to the minutes of meeting held on |2. The Footpath Widening Proposal includes pavement widening,
& Landscape 18.3.2016 on the captioned application, approval roadside plantings, usage of granolithic paving material and
(1% batch) condition (j) was imposed in response to a widening of entrances fronting Queen Victoria Street and

Jubilee Street to create a more comfortable pedestrian
environment in the vicinity of Central Market Building. The
location of the widened entrances in relation to the widened
pavement is shown on the attached Figures Al and A2, which
shows the pavement widening is located to the entrance of
Central Market as far as practicable.

3. As indicated on Figure A2, 34m kerbside on Queen Victoria
Street and 65m kerbside on Jubilee Street are reserved for
loading/unloading activities as required by Transport
Department (TD). Besides, sufficient space is required to allow
buses safe left turning into Queen Victoria Street. Taking into
account of the above factors, the extent of pavement widening
at Queen Victoria Street had been maximised to the satisfaction
of TD. TD also has no further objection to the extent of
footpath widening in the comment received on 17.9.2018.

On the other hand, the government has proposed to widen the
pedestrian crossing at Queen Victoria Street near Des Voeux
Road Central as indicated on Figure 2.1 (Rev.1) which helps
easing the heavy pedestrian traffic.




No. | Department Comments Responses

2 Chief Town For Proposed Footpath Widening
Planner/Urban Design | o To enhance the pedestrian environment, the | Ditto.

& Landscape applicant is suggested to explore the feasibility of
(2™ batch) extending the footpath widening to the junction
with Des Voeux Road.
(Contact Person:
Ms. Gigi NG; Tel: . The applicant is reminded that comments from the |e Noted
2231 4854) future maintenance agents i.e. TD and HyD
should be sought on the proposed road work.

For Proposed Tree Planting

. It is noted that 4 nos. of tree pit will be proposed | Noted. It is proposed that URA shall take up the ownership,
on the paved footpath along Queen Victoria management and maintenance responsibility for the proposed
Street. While we support improving the urban trees and existing trees.
street with more trees, the applicant should also
seek agreement from the future vegetation
maintenance agent i.e. LCSD on the proposed tree
planting.

. For the proposed tree species, it is suggested that [¢ Noted. The tree species would have an attractive yellowish
the applicant can make reference to the tree white-margined leaves, which is in line with the “Heart of
species recommended in the Greening Master Gold” theme adopted for Central in GMP.

Plan (GMP) for Central. Alternatively, reference
can be made to the species of existing trees in the
surrounding.

3 Chief Highway (i)  We note that the project proponent would like to | (i) The Central Market Revitalisation Project an integral part of
Engineer/Hong Kong, take up the ownership, management and the Government’s “Conserving Central” initiative. More than
Highways maintenance responsibility of the pavement just creating a functional space, the prime objective of the
Department outside the lot boundary of the Former Central revitalisation project is to create a landmark and a vibrant place

(Contact Person:
Ms. CHAN Yun Yee;
Tel: 2231 5619)

Market under the proposed footpath widening
proposal as shown in Figures 2.1-2.3. We have
reservation on the project proponent’s proposal
for taking up the ownership, management and
maintenance responsibility of the pavement

in Central as remarked in the Town Planning Board (TPB)
meeting to approve the relevant planning application on
18.3.2016. To achieve this objective, a holistic approach to
improve the city block occupied by Central Market is adopted.
Under this circumstance, it is vital to provide upgraded paving
material to the pavement surrounding Central Market. Since the




.| Department

i Gomments s i it iReig T

| Responses

0uts1de the lot boundary Apart frorn the
pavement, the highways structures, lamp posts,
street furniture, traffic signs and roadside
drainage system at the concerned area are
maintained by this office currently.  This
proposed arrangement would induce great
difficulty in our routine maintenance works for
these features. The project proponent should also
seek comments from all relevant management and
maintenance parties of this area including
LandsD, TD and LCSD.

proposed granohthlc materlal is not a standard materlal used by
Highways Department (HyD), the Urban Renewal Authority
(URA) is eager to take up the ownership, management and
maintenance responsibility of the pavement surrounding Central
Market.

To clarify, URA proposes to take up the ownership,

management and maintenance responsibility on the paving,

tree pits, proposed trees, and the existing trees as shown on

Figure 2.1 (rev.1) only. All other highway structures, lamp

posts, street furniture, traffic signs and underground utilities

such as roadside drainage systems etc. shall be maintained by

HyD. The scope of works of this Footpath Widening Proposal

consists of:

e Widening the pavement as shown on the attached Figure
2.1 (rev.1);

e Repaving the pavement with the proposed materials as
shown on Figure 2.2

e Provision of tree pit and the planting of trees as shown on
Figures 2.2 and 2.3; and

e Provision of necessary traffic signs / traffic lights / road
markings / crossing lines, and the removal of obsolete
signs as shown on the attached Figure 2.1 (rev.1), which
shall be handed over to government after completion.

The subject pavement surrounding the Central Market site
shall be open for access at all times so as to ensure there is no
difficulty for government departments to carry out necessary
routine maintenance works.

Details of the ownership, management and maintenance
responsibility can be worked out in the lease conditions during
land grant stage adopting similar approach as “brown area”
concept if appropriate subject to lease conditions.




No.

Department

Comments

Responses

(ii)

(111)

Please note that precast concrete paving blocks
had been adopted at the footpath in the vicinity of
the Central Market at Queen Victoria Street, Des
Voeux Road Central, Queen’s Road Central and
Jubilee Street.  Please review the paving
materials and pattern at footpath surrounding the
site taking into account the existing pedestrian
pavement design at Queen Victoria Street, Des
Voeux Road Central, Queen’s Road Central and
Jubilee Street in the vicinity of the site.

TD proposed to widen the pedestrian crossing at
Queen Victoria Street near Des Voeux Road
Central which falls within the area of the footpath
widening proposal. Please review to incorporate
this pedestrian crossing widening works in the
footpath widening proposal to minimize
disturbance to the public and abortive works.

Granite blocks (similar to the proposed pavement material)
were used on Queens Road Central (QRC) (see Figure A3).
As part of the place making initiative, the same pattern and
material of the entrance plaza facing QRC approved on
23.11.2016 was applied at the pavement area surrounding
Central Market to ensure design consistency to strengthen the
local identity and create a better streetscape and comfortable
pedestrian environment.

(11) URA shall make reference to government’s work programme

when available to minimize disturbance to the public. As the
concerned area is outside of the scope of current footpath
widening proposal, there should be no duplicated / abortive
works.

(iv) Regarding the proposed trees planting at Queen | (iii)Noted. It is proposed that URA to maintain the existing and
Victoria Street, please seek comments from proposed trees.

LCSD.

(v)  The proposed tree pits should be constructed in | (iv)Noted.
accordance with highways standard drawings.

(vi) All the associated traffic signs, road making, | (v) The relevant traffic signs / traffic lights/ road markings/
street furniture, lamp post and roadside gullies crossing lines to be provided and obsolete signs to be removed
should be relocated in conjunction with your are shown on Figure 2.1 (rev.1).
footpath widening proposal.

4 Commissioner for 1.  Nil
Transport 2 We have no comment on the footpath widening 2. Noted

(Contact Person:
Mr. Ryan FUNG; Tel:
2829 5426)

proposal from traffic engineering point of view,
provided that 34m and 65m long lay-bys are
maintained at Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee
Street respectively.




No.

[ Department

Comments

| Responses

Antiquities and
Monuments Office

(Contact Person:
Ms. Janny LUI;
Tel: 3910 6632)

1L

Nil
The former Central Market is a proposed Grade 3 |
historic building. Please be informed that the
Antiquities and monuments Office (“AMO”) has
no objection in-principle on applicant’s
submission for compliance with approval
condition (j) cultural heritage conservation
viewpoint, subject to the following conditions
please:-

o The proposed footpath widening works shall
not cause any adverse impacts on the proposed
Grade 3 historic building;

» Any works affecting the historic fabrics or
architectural features of the proposed Grade 3
historic building shall be explicitly submitted
for AMO’s comments before commencement
of works;

¢ Necessary protection and mitigation measures
for the proposed Grade 3 historic building
shall be provided in order to avoid any
damages or disturbances:

e It is noted the Ficus Benjamina ‘Variegata’
({LEEERS) will be planted on the footpath on
Queen Victoria Street. Please ensure that the
mature tree spread and tree roots should not
adversely affect the proposed Grade 3 historic
building; and

* The proposed material used and colour of the
footpath widening works shall be compatible
with the facade of the proposed Grade 3
historic building. Please submit latest fagade

AcBrr Andaemny my An T T maner mm

pXOP -
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No. | Department Comments Responses
3.  Please be reminded that the submission of [3. Noted.
Conservation Management Plan (“CMP”) which
is one of the approval conditions of the planning
application of the captioned URA project, was
considered applicable by AMO and discharged by
your Department on 2 May 2017. The Authorized
Person should duly observe and implement the
accepted CMP accordingly.
6 Commissioner of 1. Nl
Police 2 Please be informed that this office has no (2. Noted
objection in principle to your footpath widening
(Contact Person: proposals in connection to the entrance widening
Mr. LAU Chun-ho; proposals of Queen Victoria street and Jubilee
Tel: 3660 1887) Street. Please submit your Temporary Traffic
Arrangement (TTA) with full details of work for
our further  comment  before work
commencement.
7 Director of Food and | 1. Nil
Environmental 2. Please be advised that we have no comment on the [2. Noted
Hygiene applicant’s proposed alteration.
(Contact Person:
Ms. LEE Suet-luen;
Tel: 2853 2536)
8 District Officer 1. Nl
(Central & Western) 2 Please note that the item was discussed at the |2. Noted

(Contact Person:
Ms. Penny WONG;
Tel: 2852 3469)

Central and Western District Council (C&WDC)
meeting in 2011 and members generally
supported the widening of the captioned footpath.
We trust that URA would keep the C&WDC
members informed of the project progress as

necessary as the project is a standing item in
C&WDC.
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Our Ref.: PDD/CWDR/CO/19020650

Appendix Ic of
MPC Paper No. 3/19

A FEERE
URBAN RENEWAL
AUTHORITY

By Post and E-mail

Your Ref.: TPB/A/H4/94

18 February 2019

Town Planning Board
15/E., North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point

Hong Kong.

Dear Sir/Madam,

Central Market Revitalization Project (Application No. A/H4/94)

Submission of Footpath Widening Proposal in Connection to the Entrance Widening

Proposals of Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street
for Compliance with Approval Condition (j)

URA,

Further to the inter-departmental meeting on 12.2.2019 with PlanD, HyD, LandsD and
and a separate meeting between LCSD and URA on the same day, we submit 70 copies

of the revised Footpath Widening Proposal for compliance with approval condition (j). The
salient points of differences are as follows for your reference:

The ownership, management and maintenance of the pavement surrounding the
application site will be handed back to Government in accordance with HyD’s
comment;

HyD standard concrete paver block is proposed in accordance with HyD>’s comment.
AMO has been consulted on 12.2.2019 regarding the materials and colors and had no
further comment from conservation standpoint; and

Regarding the proposed tree planting along Queen Victoria Street, 4 nos. of Polyspora
axillavis (FHEZS) are proposed in accordance with the recommendations in the
“Guiding Principles on Use of Native Plant Species in Public Works Project”
promulgated by the Government. The choice of species, soil space and tree spacing

were discussed with LCSD separately on 14.2.2019 and LCSD had no further comment.

Should you have any query or require further information, please contact our

Mr. Edwin Choy at 2588 2345.

Encl.

C.C.0

Yours faithfully,
For and on behalf of
URBAN RENEWAL AUTHORITY

W/@-’—
Lawrence Mak
General Manager, Planning and Design

District Planning Officer/ Hong Kong, Planning Department (Attn.: Mr. J. J. AUSTIN)

Project Authorized Person/ AGC

THELAD L‘W@c R K206 1%

Wik 2588 2222 {4
26/F COSCO Tower, 183 Queen's Road Central, Hong Kong

a2827 0176

2827 0085 #H

(Attn.: Mr. Vincent NG) ™ -
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INTRODUCTION
The Purpose

The purpose of this submission is to discharge the planning condition (j) for the approved S.16
Application No. A/H4/94. (refer to Appendix A)

Background

In the Chief Executive’s 2009/10 Policy Address, the Urban Renewal Authority (URA) was tasked
with revitalisation of Central Market. The Central Oasis Community Advisory Committee (COCAC)
was set up to take the project forward. Under the advice and guidance of COCAC, a bottom-up
and people-oriented Public Engagement exercise was conducted between 2009 to 2011. With
over 10,000 collected surveys, forums, professional and public charrettes, roving exhibitions,
meetings with Central and Western District Council (C&WDC) and other community groups, the
mainstream public aspirations on the revitalisation of Central Market was established.

One of the mainstream public aspiration is to open up the external walls at ground floor facing
Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street so as to enhance visual permeability and pedestrian
accessibility. In this connection, the notion of street widening is also agreed in the professional
and public charrettes.

URA presented a preliminary road enhancement proposal in June 2011 to C&WDC with the
intention to partly widen the pedestrian pavements of Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street,
and provide roadside plantings on part of Queen Victoria Street, subject to further feasibility
studies. The idea was generally accepted in the meeting (refer to Appendix B).

Drawing reference from the said preliminary road enhancement proposal, traffic improvement
measures outside of the site boundary was proposed in the S.16 submission (No. A/H4/94) in
2015. The Town Planning Board (TPB) approved the S.16 application on 18 March 2016 with
approval condition (j) requiring the submission of footpath widening proposals in connection to
the entrance widening proposals of Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street to the satisfaction
of TPB.

The current footpath widening submission proposes traffic improvement measures that are found
viable after consultation with relevant stakeholders including C&WDC, Transport Department
(TD), Highways Department (HyD), Food and Hygiene Department (FEHD), Commissioner of
Police, Home Affairs Department (HAD), and bus operators.

Revitalization of Central Market
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Feb 2019
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2.1.1
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2.1.3

2.14
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THE PROPOSAL

Footpath widening

The Footpath Widening Proposal includes pavement widening, roadside planting, and
repaving in connection with the widening of entrances fronting Queen Victoria Street
and Jubilee Street to create a more comfortable pedestrian environment in the vicinity of
Central Market Building.

The area shown coloured green in Figure 2.1 is proposed to be widened to enhance pedestrian
environment.The associated traffic signs and road marking shall be provided and the obsolete
traffic signs are removed.

The existing 28m FEHD lay-bys on Queen Victoria Street would be relocated to provide space
for on-street lay-by for loading/unloading. FEHD lay-bys will be re-provided at Eastern Street
North (21M) and Pier Road (7m) respectively (refer to Appendix D for details). The length of
the on street lay-by is proposed to further extend 6m to about 34m by modifying the kerbline as
per Figure 2.1.

URAwill undertake the footpath modification works at both sides of footpath at the two pedestrian
crossings on Jubilee Streets including dropped kerbs and tactile. Furthermore, URA is aware of
the two pedestrian crossing widening works at Des Voeux Road Central and Queen Victoria
Street by the Government. URA will undertake the works at the side of these pedestrian crossings
that falls within the proposed repaving area.

Landscaping

The portion at northern half of Queen Victoria Street pavement is proposed to be landscaped.

4 nos Polyspora axillaris (AHH45) with 3.5m height, 2m spread and DBH 80mm is proposed to
be planted with 5m (centre to centre) spacing at the locations shown in Figure 2.1 to enhance
the street greening effect. Soil Volumnis 1.2m x 1.2m x 1.2m minimum in accordance with Street
Tree Selection Guide published by the Government and shown in Figure 2.3.

222

2.3

2.9.1

242

Polyspora axillaris is an evergreen native species commonly planted in Hong Kong, it has
high roadside pollution tolerance and moderate shade tolerance (refer to Appendix C). It is
recommended to be planted at roadside in the “Guiding Principles on Use of Native Plant Species
in Public Works Project” published by the Government. It also has large yellow stamen, which
is in line with the “Heart of Gold" theme adopted for Central area in the Government's Greening
Master Plan. Underground utility survey was conducted to ensure the proposed planting would
not affect the existing underground utilities (refer to Appendix E).

DBH = Diametre of tree trunk measured at breast level (1.3m)

Pavement Enhancement

The pedestrian pavement surrounding Central Market site is proposed to be paved in concrete
paver block in accordance with HyD standard.

The paving pattern, materials and details is designed to be consistent to the approved landscape
proposal within the site. The building is highlighted by the colour tone of pavement proposed,
which creates contrast with the building facade. (refer to Figure 2.2).
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3.1
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3.2

3.2.1
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3.23

3.3

3.3.1

3.4

3.4.1

JUSTIFICATIONS
Responding the Public Aspiration

This proposal is a response to the mainstream public aspiration established from the 2-year
Public Engagement exercise. C&WDC supported the footpath widening in its meeting in June
2011.

No Change to the Existing Lay-by Provision

The current available length for on street L/UL activities at Jubilee Street and Queen Victoria
Street are 65m and 34m respectively (refer to Figure 3.1).

After the implementation of the pavement widening proposal and the relocation of the existing
FEHD lay-by at Queen Victoria Street, the available length of on street L/UL activities at Queen
Victoria Street will be remained at 34m long. The available length at Jubilee Street will remain at
65m.

The L/UL activities for the Central Market shall be carried out at Queen Victoria Street and
Jubilee Street and share with public as accepted in the S.16 planning application no. A/H4/94.

Effective Use of Lay-by Through Management Arrangement

As mentioned in the Traffic Study Final Report in the approved S.16 of the Revitalisation Project,
the share use of the on-street lay-bys with the public is technically feasible. In addition, during
operation the tenants’ L/UL activites shall be controlled and restricted by the terms of tenancy
such that the tenants’ L/UL activities should only be carried out during non-peak hours. A warning
shall be issued to the non-complied tenant and the tenancy may be cancelled in repeated cases.

Enhanced Pedestrian Environment

The widening portion of pavement at QueenVictoria Street enhances the accessibility to the
Central Market and is complemented by the trees proposed at the widen pavement on Queen
Victoria Street, providing a comfortable pedestrian environment.

3.4.2 The location of the widened entrances in relation to the widened pavement is shown on the

4.1

4.2

4.3

4.4

45

attached Figures 3.2 and 3.3. The widened pavement proposed is located to the widened
entrances of Central Market as far as practicable. 34m kerbside on Queen Victoria Street and 65m
kerbside on Jubilee Street are reserved for loading/unloading activities as required by Transport
Department (TD). Furthermore, sufficient space is required to allow buses safely left turning into
Queen Victoria Street. Taking into account of the above factors, the extent of pavement widening
at Queen Victoria Street had been maximised to the satisfaction of TD.

Implementation

The proposed works are outside the site of Central Market and fall within government land.
Excavation permits shall be applied for the proposed works subject to the approval of this footpath
widening proposal.

The works for footpath widening will be carried out by URA, its management and maintenance
will be returned to the Government upon acceptance by relevant Departments.

The proposed trees on Queen Victoria Street will be provided by URA. Trial pit would be
excavated to verify the actual location of underground utilities and ensure sufficient soil space.
The ownership, management, and maintenance of the proposed trees will be returned to the
Government upon 12 month establishment period and acceptance by relevant Departments.

The works at Eastern Street North and Pier Road for the reprovision of FEHD lay-bys (as detailed
in Appendix D) are proposed to be carried out by URA via excavation permit and handed over
to Highways Department upon completion.

All the proposed works are planned to complete by Q3 2021 to dovetalil the revitalization works
of Central Market, subject to approval of phasing plans and site conditions. The tentative
implementation programme is shown as follows:

Tentative Implementation Programme

Approval of footpath widening proposal by Town Planning Board (TPB) Q12019

Submission of detailed drawings for government approval/ comment Q12019-Q2 2019

Application for Excavation Permit (XP) and Temporary Traffic Measures (TTA) | Q2 2019 - Q3 2019

LI —

Pavement widening and reprovision of FEHD laybys enhancement works (sub- [ Q3 2019 - Q3 2021
ject to XP and TTA arrangement), which may be implemented by phase
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FIGURE 3.3
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APPENDIXA (1/3)

08-APR-2016 10:22 FROM TOWN PLANNING BOARD TO 25882517 F.001

B THABEAR TOWN PLANNING BOARD
FRitpmEMESEF=+=8 15/F., North Puint Government Offices
EABHEEE+EE 333 Java Road, North Point,

’ Hong Kong.

By Registered Post & Fax (25882517)

® X Fac 28770245 /2522 8426
& e 22314810
BN Your Reference:

RaAsvrene
in toply plense quote this ref.: 1 PB/A/H4/94 8 April 2016

Urban Renewal Authority
26/F Cosco Tower

183 Queen’s Road
Central, Hong Kong
(Attn: Wilfred Aw)

Dear Sir'Madam,

Proposed Alteration and Modification Works to the Building
and External Facade for Cultural/Leisure/Retail/Food &
Beverage Uses/Open Space/Ancillary Support, for the Central Murket
Revitalization Project in “Other Specified Uses” annotated “Building with Historical and
Architectural Interests Preserved for Commercial, Cultural and/or Community Uses”
Zone, The F 3 ] 3 Road Central, Cer Hong Kong

et, §U Dres D€ 2 A0

1 refer to my letter to you dated 19.2.2016.

After giving consideration to the application, the Town Planning Board (TPB)
approved the application for permission under section 16 of the Town Planning Ordinance on
the terms of the application as subwitted to the TPB. The permission shall be valid until
18.3.2020; and after the said date, the permission shall cease to have effect unless before the
said date either the development hereby permitted is commenced or the permission is renewed.
The permission is subject to the following conditions :

(2) the submission of 2 Conservation Management Plan prior to commencement
of any major works and implementation of the Plan to the satisfaction of the
Antiquities and Monuments Office, Leisure and Cultural Services
Department or of TPB;

08-APR-2016 10:23

(€

®

@

®)

(k)

®

(m)

FROM TOWN FLANNIKG BOARD TO 25882617 P.0C2

the submission of a sewerage impact assessment to the satisfaction of
Director of Environmental Protection or of TPB;

the implementation of sewerage upgrading/connection works as identified in
the sewerage impact asscssment 10 the satisfaction of the Director of
Drainage Services or of TPB;

the design and provision of the 24-hour pedestrian passugeway to the
satisfaction of the Commissioner for Transport or of TPB;

the design and provision of the public open space (including the small
entrance plaza at the junction of Queen’s Road Central and Jubilee Street), at
no cost to the Government, as proposed by yom, to the satisfaction of the
Director of Planning or of TPB;

the provision of fire service installations and water supplies for firefighting to
the satisfaction of the Director of Fire Services or of TPB;

the submission of footpath widening proposals in connection to the entrance
widening proposals of Queen Victoria Street and Jubilee Street to the
satisfaction of TPB;

the implementation of footpath widening proposals in relation to (j) above
and traffic measures on loading/unloading activities, as proposed by vou, to
the satisfaction of the Commissioner for Transport or of TPB;

the submission of a market stall preservation plan to the satisfaction of TPB;
and

in relation to (1) above, the implementation of the market stall preservation
plan to the satisfaction of the Antiquities and Monuments Office, Leisure and
Cultural Services Department or of TPB.

The TPB also agreed to advise you to note the advisory clauses as set out at the

Appendix attached.
If you wish to sukmmﬁonofthevﬂidiwofthispmnission,ywmy submit

(b) the submission of a detailed design proposal for the new fagade facing Des
Voeux Road Central demonstrating the compatibility of interface between
the new and old fagades and the new fagade and the existing footbridge to the
satisfaction of TPB;

{¢) imrelation to (b) above, the implementation of a detailed design proposal for
the new fagade facing Des Voeux Road Central to the satisfaction of the
Antiquities and Monuments Office, Leisure and Cultural Services
Department or of TPB;

(d) the submission and implementation of a landscape proposal to the
satisfaction of the Director of Planning or of TPB;

an application 1o the TPB for renewal of the permission no less than six weeks before its expiry.
This is to allow sufficient time for processing of the application in consultation with the
concerned departments. The TPB will not consider any application for renewal of permission
if the time limit for commencement of development specified in the permission has alrcady
expired at the time of consideration by the TPB. Please refer to the TPB Guidelines No. 358
and 36A for details. The Guidelines and application forms are available at the TPB’s website
(www.info.gov.hk/tpb/), the Planning Enquiry Counters (PECs) of the Planning

(Hotline : 2231 5000) at 17/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Jave Road, North Point;
14/F, 8ha Tin Government Offices, 1 Sheung Wo Che Road, Sha Tin; and the Secretariat of the
TPB at 15/F, North Point Government Offices.

Foramcndmznistoﬂ:cappmveds&mﬁmmybepcrmiﬁcdwithorw&tbom
application under section 16A, please refer to TPB Guidelines No. 36A. for details.

italization | Market s
Rena! Footpa?:\fc\fg{e]rttli?g Proposal AGc b LLA Consultancy Ltd.
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APPENDIX A (2/3)

08-APR-2016 10:33 FROM TOWN FLANNKING BOARD TO 26882817 P.003
. Appendix
ication No. A/H4,
=8 5
dvi lause
(a) the approval of the application does not imply that the proposed building design

A copy of the TPB Paper in respect of the application (sxcept the supplementary
planning statement/technical report(s), if any) and the relevant extract of minuwes of the TPB
meeting held on 18.3.2016 are enclosed herewith for your reference.

Under section 17(1) of the Town Planning Ordinance, an applicant aggrieved by 2
decision of the TPB may apply to the TPB for a review of the decision. If you wish to seek 2
review, you should inform me within 21 days from the date of this letter (on or before
29.4.2016). 1will then contact you to arrange a hearing before the TPB which you and/or your
authorized representetive will be invited to attend. The TPB is required to copsider a review
application within three months of receipt of the application for review. Please note that any
review application will be published for three weeks for public comments.

This permission by the TPB under section 16 of the Town Planning Ordinance
should not be taken to indicate that any other government approval which may be needed in
connection with the development, will be given. You should approach the appropriate
government departments on any such matter,

If you have any queries regarding this planning permission, plcase contact Mr. J. J.

Austin of Hong Kong District Planning Office at 2231 4932, In case you wish to consult the
relevant Government departments on matters relating to the above approval conditions, a list of

—— the concerned Govemment officers is attached herewith for your reference.

Yours faithfully,
e

( Raymond KAN )
for Secretary, Town Planning Board

(b}

(c)

(d)

(e)

(0]

()

(h)

elements could fulfil the requirements under the Sustainable Building Design
Guidelines and the relevant requirements under the lease, and that the proposed gross
floor area (GFA) concession for the proposed development will be approved/granted by
the Building Authority. The applicant should approach the Buildings Department and
the Lands Department direct to obtain the necessary approval, If the building design
elements and the GFA concession are not approved/granted by the Building Authority
and the Lands Authority and major changes to the current scheme are required, a fresh
planning application to the Board may be required;

to note the comments of CBS/HKE&H, BD that the proposal should be in compliance
with the relevant B(P)R 41(1), 41A, 41B, 41C, 41D regarding means of escape, fire
resisting construction and means of access for firefighting and rescue; B(P)R 72 and
Design Manual: Barrier Free Access 2008 regarding access and facilities for persons
with disability and PNAP APP-151 and APP-152 regarding granting GFA Concessions
and APP-117 regarding structural requirements for alteration and addition works in
existing buildings;

to note the comments of DEP that no musical performance outside the centrally
air-conditioned area shall be allowed in night time (i.c. 1lpm to 7am); the future
operator of the proposed development shall be required to conduct real-time noise
monitoring at representative noise sensitive receivers whenever there is a musical
performance outside the centrally air-conditioned areas; and an effective and practicable
mechanism is required to ensure proper implementation of the measures to avoid the
potential noise problems arising from the cultural events;

to note the comments of CE/HK&I, DSD that it is the applicant’s responsibility to bear
the costs and undertake improvement and upgrading works to the existing public

sewerage systems,;

to note the comments of DFEH that C&WDC should be consuited on the re-provision
of the toilet fagilities during the construction stage and that a designated parking space _
for FEHD vehicles with similar scale in Central District should be provided before
deletion of the parking space;

to note the comments of CA/CMD2, ArchSD that the content and design quality of the
proposed development from the view of place making/identity, conservation,
accessibility and connectivity, diversity of usefvibrancy and availability for public
use/enjoyment should not be compromised;

to note the comments of D of FS  that the proposed scheme should comply with the
Code of Practice for Fire Safety in Building 201 1;

to note the comments of CHE/HK, HyD that the proposed removal of the existing
staircase and other ancillary works should be carried out by URA at their own cost and
the requirement of gazettal under the Roads (Works, Use and Compensation) Ordinance
and the proposed footpath widening and tree planting works, if acceptable to relevam
departments including TD and LCSD, will be carried out by URA at their own cost;



APPENDIX A (3/3)
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(i)  to note the comments of DLCS that the opening hours of the public open space should
not be less than the operating hours from 7am to 11pm; and

j) to note the comments of CTP/UD&L regarding the need to review the feasibility of
providing a lawn in shaded areas and to allow sufficient soil depth and volume for the

proposed landscape planting, especially those on structures.
(k) to note the comments of TPB that:
(i)  the applicant should explore measures to better integrate the design of the fagade

facing Des Voeux Road Central with the existing footbridges connecting to the
Hang Seng Bank Headquarters; and

(i)  acluster of market stalls for each type of market stall should be preserved.
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APPENDIX C

A AlBJCPDE E GEE G
ikl 2| B ;] C ] D]

General Information

[Native| |Evergreen | | Partial Shade| Fulisun |

Family: THEACEAE Heat Tolerance: Moderate
Speclal Propertles : Fruits, seeds and flowers attractive 1o wikdlife;
Larval food plant of butterflies

ot F’“’ “ng,
- > &,
RS '-".-j ,0

@ 8

o7
mny ub ",?9\“

Fruits W Fruit Flower M Foliage Change

Propagation to Seedling
B Sapling to Semi-mature
B Mature

W Sencscence
Feature Special Maintenance
o Requirements
‘ ‘ Needs 1o be trained 1o haws single trunk

Shrubby form may requlne formative praning

Ecological Value Omamental Shade Cast

Tolerance
Drought Roadside Pollution Soil Compaction
o A8
7’ 1 N
Low Moderate High Low Moderate High Low High
Waterlogging Pest & Disease Resistance
Low Moderate High Low Moderate High Aggressive Moderate Manageable
Wind Pruning Soil Volume pH of Sail
-22 o
Low Moderate High Low Moderate High Large Medium  Small Adaptability
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APPENDIX D (1/8)

Relocation of Food and Environmental Hygiene Department (FEHD) Lay-by

With FEHD's agreement (Annex A), the existing 28m FEHD lay-by on Queen Victoria Street is proposed
to be located to the following sites:-

Eastern Street North (21m): - "
Located outside Sun Yat Sen Memorial Park Sports Centre (Figure D-1). |2

THE
SUBJECT
SITE

Pier Road (7m):
Located north of the Harbour Building, abutting resident shuttle bus stop (Figure D-2).

The associated works required at these two sites (i.e. modification of traffic signs and road markings) are
also indicated in the figures. '

_/ QUEEN VICTORIA STREET

LR e

As advised by TD, Central and Western District Council (DC) members and Hong Kong Police Force
(HKPF)'s comments should be sought. In addition, for the site on Pier Road, Transport Officer (HK) and
bus operator's comments should also be sought. In this regard, there were no adverse comments from
these stakeholders. Summary of their comments are tabulated below and their responses are attached
at Annex B.

Summary of comments

Pier Road Eastern Street North
DC Members No Objection 2 Supports, 1 No Objection
HKPF No Objection No Objection
Transport Officer (HK) No Objection Not Applicable as there is no bus stop
Bus Operator (Rotarybus) No Objection in the vicinity
Bus Operator (Sunbus) No Objection

Revitalization of Central Market s
Footpath Widening Proposal AGc e mmm LLA Consultancy Ltd.
Feb 2019 DESIGN LTD TraiDo Esgests 10 Fieeneis
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APPENDIX D (4/8)
Annex A

Choy, Edwin

From: sullee@fehd.gov.hk

Sent: 03 April 2017 04:51 PM

To: Choy, Edwin

Subject: RE: Central Market - Relocation of Exsiting FEHD lay-by at Queen Victoria Street
Attachments: location at Pier Road.doc; location at Eastern Street North.doc

Dear Edwin,

I refer to previous email. We have no objection to the suggested 21m parking space as stated at
attachment at the kerbside of Eastern Street North.

In addition of the above location, I would like to confirm that one 7m parking space at Pier
Road had been reserved for FEHD as stated in attachment subject to no objection was received
from concerned parties.

Should you have any enquiry, please feel free to contact me.

Best Regards,
LEE Suet-luen
SHI(H)CW
2853 2536

From: "Choy, Edwin" <EYFChoy@ura.org.hk>
To: "sullee@fehd.gov.hk™ <sullee@fehd.gov.hk>

Cc: "chng2@fehd.gov.hk™ <chng2@fehd.gov.hk>, "Yip, Christine" <CWMYip2@ura.org.hk>, Gordon Wang Yu YIP <gordonwangyuyip@td.gov.hk>,
"Chan, Jackey" <JCCChan@ura.org.hk>, "Chan, Martin" <MKChan@ura.org.hk>, “penny_sy_wong@had.gov.hk"
<penny_sy_wong@had.gov.hk>, "Au, Wilfred" <WCHAu@ura.org.hk>, Ching Yee LOU <chingyeelou@td.gov.hk>, 'Maggie Ka Ki MAK'
<maggiemak@td.gov.hk>

Date:  27/3/2017 17:24

Subject: RE: Central Market - Relocation of Exsiting FEHD lay-by at Queen Victoria Street

Dear Ms. Lee

Eastern Street North to the west of Sun Yat Sun Memorial Park was suggested by TD. As advised by Mr. Gordon Yip of TD, the
lay-bys are suggested to be located at the kerbside of Eastern Street North, which is currently marked as no-stop zone (double-
yellow line). In your endeavour to search for relocation sites for the lay-bys at Central Market, please also seriously take the
Eastern Street North site into consideration.

To facilitate your search, the location of Eastern Street North is attached for your easy reference. Your reply before 30 April
2017 is greatly appreciated.
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Pier Road - Transport Officer (HK) Pier Road - Bus Operator (Rotarybus)

choz, Edwin Milk Lam
- HW TSUI <hwtsui@td. gow hk> i ST S 1433
Sent: 2016410 5 15E & {7 5:16 PM gy N ¥ ki
To: Choy, Edwin =8 Re:Ravinlzation of Centm ) adeet - Proposad FEND pading sucs stPiscResd
Ce: Leander YY TSANG
Subject: Fw: REMINDER: Central Market - Relocation of existing FEHD layby on Queen NOTED WITH THANKS.

Victoria Street to Pier Road
Attachments: Pier Road - Location 10.pdf

From: "Milk Lam" <milk@lla.com hk>

Follow Up Flag: Follow up To:
ﬂ.g Status: F[agged Cc: w

Sent: Thursday, November 8, 2017 12:16:00 PM
Subject: Revitalization of Central Market - Proposed FEHD parking space at Pier Road

Dear Edwin, Dear Mr. Chong,

In view that the four RS routes having stops at Pier Road could still use the layby for picking up/ As discussed this afternoon, we are the traffic consultant of the revitalization of Central Market.

setting down passengers, we have no adverse comment for the proposed FEHD layby relocation

provided that public transport services operating on Pier Road would not be affected. Under the captioned revitalization project, it is propesed that part of the existing lay-by for the residents’ services at Pier Road will be shortened for the
relocation of FEHD parking space (7m long).

Further comment should be sought from our traffic engineer. As the residents’ services route no NR10, NRS7, NR926 of your company are using the existing lay-by, we would like to seek your comment regarding the
captioned proposal. )

Regards,

Stan TSUI Attached please find the proposed scheme for your comment. Should you have any queries, please feel free to contact me at 2831-9191.

Transport Department

Tel: 2204 2582 Thanks & Regards

— Forwarded by HW TSUNTDHKSARG on 151072016 17.07 — Milk Lam

, Edwin® <EYEChoy@srm org hic: :
T I pov k>, Leander Yy TSANG' </eanderntitd. gov k> LLA Consultancy Ltd.
Ce "Chan .0ng hic>, “Au, Witkred™ SNVCHALGUR oy hic> Unit 610, 6/F., Island Place Tawer,

Jackey”
Date 140201612 13 i
Subjet  REMINDER: Central Market - Relocation of existing FEHD layby on Gueen Victora Sirest to Pier Road 510 King's Road, Morth Point, Hong Kong
Tel:(852) 28319191 Fax:(852) 2831 0003

Web Site : http://www.lla.com.hk

Dear Stan,

| am writing to fellow up en my email below dated 30,9.2016 and 27.9.2016,

| understand from our telephone conversation on 5.10.2016 that you had a lot an your plate thece days with the E-formula
event, With the successful conclusion of E-formula, | wouid be grateful if you can let me know your views on the proposed
relocation of FEHD lay-by to Pier Road.

To refresh your memary, clease see attached the notional plan indicating the location of the proposed FEHD lay-by on Pier Road
Regards,

Edwin CHOY

URA
Tel. 2588 2578

From: Choy, Edwin
Sent: Friday, September 30, 2016 2:29 PM
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Pier Road - Bus Operator (Sunbus)

Nilk Lam

HHE: LeoToSB [lon@ unhusoom kk)

FHEE: WIENEUEEW= 2140

R Wiklan

B Nelon Targ'

ih: RE:Revizlzatve of CenmiM ak=t - Poposed FEND madking sece atPierRoad

Dear Milk,
no adverse comment.

Regards,
Leo

From: Milk Lam [mailto:

Sent: Monday, November 13, 2017 2:38 PM

To: Leo To SB

Cc: 'Nelson Tang'

Subject: Revitalization of Central Market - Proposed FEHD parking space at Pier Road

Dezr Mr. To,
As discussed this afternoon, we are the traffic consultant of the revitalization of Central Market.

Under the captioned revitalization project, it is proposed that part of the existing lay-by for the residents’ services at Pier Road will be shortened for the
relocation of FEHD parking space (7m long).

As the residents’ services route no NR945 of your company are using the existing lay-by, we would like to seek your comment regarding the captioned
proposal.

Attached please find the proposed scheme for your comment. Should you have any queries, please feel free to contact me at 2831-9191.

Thanks & Regards
Milk Lam
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Tree Pits Layout Plan Overlaid With Underground Utility Layout Plan
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