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Binnies Hong Kong Limited 

43/F, AIA Kowloon Tower, 100 How Ming Street, Kwun Tong, Kowloon, Hong Kong 

賓尼斯工程顧問有限公司 

香港九龍觀塘巧明街 100 號友邦九龍大樓 43 樓  

+852 2601 1000 +852 2601 3988 binnieshk@binnies.com 

 

  

 

Your Ref.   

  By email and by hand 

Our Ref. 408332-0384  

 

Date  24 October 2023 

 

The Secretary 

Town Planning Board 

15/F, North Point Government Offices 

333 Java Road 

Hong Kong 

 

Dear Sir / Madam, 

 

PWP No.4451DS 

Construction of Dry Weather Flow Interceptor at Shau Kei Wan –  

Investigation, Design and Construction 

Application for Planning Permission under Section 16 of the Town Planning Ordinance 

(Application No. A/H9/85) 

Further to the submission of Consolidated Report under letter ref. 408332-0383 dated 20 October 2023 

of the captioned application, we would like to clarify the following: 

Connectivity of Aldrich Bay Promenade 

For Application Site C (i.e. Portion of Aldrich Bay Promenade adjacent to Oi Kan Road), although it is 

located within Aldrich Bay Promenade, the connectivity along the waterfront promenade will be 

maintained throughout the construction, operation and maintenance periods.  Upon completion of the 

construction, except for maintenance need (e.g. desilting or penstock replacement in rare occasions), 

the effective width of the footpath would be similar to its existing width. 

Should you have any queries, please feel free to contact our Mr. Chris Tse at 2608 7610 / 

tsehf@binnies.com, or the project officer of Drainage Services Department, Mr. Bob Y L Cheung at 2159 

3414 / ylcheung@dsd.gov.hk. 

 

 

Yours faithfully, 

for and on behalf of  

BINNIES HONG KONG LIMITED 

  

         

 

 

COLIN H.K. CHAN 

DEPUTY PROJECT MANAGER 

 

CC/CT 

Enclosure(s) 

 

cc: Mr. CHEUNG Yan Long, Bob  Engr/SMD4, DSD 

mailto:binnieshk@binnies.com
https://www.tpb.gov.hk/en/plan_application/A_TW_539.html
mailto:ylcheung@dsd.gov.hk
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Harbourfront Commission 

Task Force on Harbourfront Developments 

on Hong Kong Island 

  

Minutes of Forty-third Meeting 

 

Date : 1 December 2022 

Time : 3:00 pm 

Venue : Room 1303, 13/F, Wing On Kowloon Centre, 345 Nathan 

Road, Kowloon 

 

Present (attending in person)  

Mr Vincent NG Chairman, Harbourfront Commission 

Mr Ivan HO Chairman, Task Force on Harbourfront 

Developments on Hong Kong Island 

Dr Caroline LAW Representing Friends of the Earth (HK) Charity 

Limited 

Mr Joel CHAN Representing Hong Kong Institute of Urban Design 

Mr Paul ZIMMERMAN Representing Society for Protection of the Harbour 

Mr LEUNG Kong-yui Representing the Chartered Institute of Logistics 

and Transport in Hong Kong 

Dr CHUNG Shan-shan Representing the Conservancy Association 

Sr Francis LAM Representing the Hong Kong Institute of Surveyors 

Dr Frankie YEUNG Individual Member 

  

Present (attending online)  

Mr Anthony CHEUNG Representing the Hong Kong Institute of Architects 

Ir Ringo YU Representing the Hong Kong Institution of 

Engineers 

Ms Iris HOI Representing the Hong Kong Institute of Landscape 

Architects 

Mr Edward LO Representing the Hong Kong Institute of Planners 

Mr Desmond NG Representing the Real Estate Developers Association 

of Hong Kong 

Mr Mac CHAN Individual Member 

Mr Karl KWOK Individual Member 

Miss Sunnie LAU Individual Member 

Dr Lawrence LI Individual Member 

Ms Angela SO Individual Member 
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Hon Tony TSE Individual Member 

  

Official Members (attending in person) 

Ms Leonie LEE Commissioner for Harbourfront, Development 

Bureau (DEVB) 

Ms Candy HO Chief Traffic Engineer/Hong Kong (Ag.), Transport 

Department (TD) 

Mr James CHU Chief Engineer/South 3 (Ag.), Civil Engineering and 

Development Department (CEDD) 

Mr Benjamin HUNG Assistant Director (Leisure Services) 2, Leisure 

Cultural and Services Department (LCSD) 

Mr Mann CHOW District Planner Officer/Hong Kong, Planning 

Department (PlanD) 

Mr William LEUNG Secretary 

  

Official Members (attending online) 

Ms Anny TANG Senior Manager (Tourism) 21, Tourism Commission 

(TC) 

  

In Attendance 

Mr Peter MOK Project Manager (Harbour) Special Duties, DEVB 

Mr TONG Hui-ching Architect (Harbour) 2, DEVB 

  

Absent with Apologies 
 

 

Mrs Margaret BROOKE Representing Business Environment Council 

Ir Janice LAI Individual Member 

  

For Agenda Item 3  

Mr Albert CHAN Executive Director, Wong & Ouyang (HK) Ltd 

Ms Margaret WONG Executive Director, Wong & Ouyang (HK) Ltd 

Ms Athena CHAU Senior Associate, Wong & Ouyang (HK) Ltd 

Mr YU Wai-wai General Manager, Henderson Land Development 

Company Ltd. 

Ms Karen TSOI Deputy General Manager Landscape, Henderson 

Land Development Company Ltd. 

Mr Randy LIEKENJIE Deputy General Manager, Henderson Land 

Development Company Ltd. 
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Mr Edwin LEE Senior Project Manager, Henderson Land 

Development Company Ltd. 

  

For Agenda Item 4  

Mr Lawrence LEE Principal Project Coordinator, Drainage Services 

Department (DSD) 

Mr Matthew KWAN Senior Engineer/System Management Division 1, 

DSD 

Mr Kenneth KWONG Senior Engineer/System Management Division 2, 

DSD 

Ms Karen CHAN Senior Engineer/System Management Division 3, 

DSD 

Mr Ivan LO Senior Environment Protection Officer (Sewerage 

Infrastructure) 2, Environmental Protection 

Department 

Mr Colin CHAN Technical Director, Binnies Hong Kong Limited 

Mr Alfred HO Architectural Assistant, Hsin Yieh Architects & 

Associates Limited 

Mr Calvin LI Director, WSP (Asia) Limited 

Mr BEH Kiang Hioke Kentis Director, A.LEAD Architects Ltd. 
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Way forward  

  

3.31 The Chairman concluded that while the Task Force supported 
the MLP in-principle, he asked the proponent to take into 
account members’ comments during the subsequent detailed 
design stage, and to consult the Task Force again on details of 
POS, connectivity and interface with the surrounding areas, and 
provision of facilities including motorcycle parking spaces, 
toilets, sitting-out areas, shelters, dining tables, as well as 
measures to cope with extreme weather.  In addition, the 
proponent was required to provide information on temporary 
open space and pedestrian connectivity during each phase of 
the construction stage. 

 

  

Item 4 Conceptual Design of Dry Weather Flow Interceptors at 
Wan Chai East, Causeway Bay and Shau Kei Wan (Paper 
No. TFHK/05/2022) 

 

  

Introduction  

  

4.1 The Chairman welcomed representatives from Drainage 
Services Department (DSD) and its consultants to the meeting 
for presenting the proposals of Dry Weather Flow Interceptors 
(DWFIs) at Wan Chai East, Causeway Bay and Shau Kei Wan.  
He informed Members that an informal briefing on the subject 
had been held on 24 November 2022.   

 

 

4.2 Upon the Chairman’s invitation, Mr William LEUNG briefed 
Members on the background of the project as follows: 
 
(a) The Government had been striving to improve the water 

quality of Victoria Harbour waterfronts.  In the densely 
populated old urban districts on both sides of Victoria 
Harbour, some polluted surface run-off would inevitably 
drain into the Harbour via the stormwater drainage system 
and affected the quality of the near-shore waters.  To improve 
the water quality and alleviate odour nuisance at the 
waterfront of Wan Chai East, Causeway Bay and Shau Kei 
Wan, DSD was planning to construct DWFI in three areas, 
namely Wan Chai East, Causeway Bay and Shau Kei Wan; and   
 

(b) DSD strived to blend in the DWFIs and relevant facilities with 
the adjacent neighbourhood, especially the Wan Chai 
promenade, the Tunnel Approach Rest Garden, Victoria Park, 
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Aldrich Bay Park, and Aldrich Bay Promenade.    

  

Presentation by the Project Proponent  

  

4.3 Upon the Chairman’s invitation, Mr Calvin LI briefed Members 
on the proposed conceptual design of Wan Chai East DWFI 
project while Mr. Colin CHAN briefed on the Causeway Bay 
and Shau Kei Wan DWFIs.  

 

  

Discussion  

  

General Comments  

  

4.4 Noting the loss of trees at Victoria Park including the area with 
the proposed DWFI in Causeway Bay caused by Typhoon 
Mangkhut, the Chairman enquired whether LCSD would carry 
out compensatory tree planting in for example the project sites.  
Mr Benjamin HUNG responded that according to LCSD’s 
general guidelines, compensatory planting would be arranged 
to replace lost trees under any circumstances.  LCSD would 
assess if the location was suitable for compensatory planting 
and set priorities for the action.   

 

  

4.5 Mr Joel CHAN enquired if any Landscape Architects had 
participated in the projects.  Mr Colin CHAN responded that 
apart from Engineers, there were Architect and Landscape 
Architect to work on the design of the projects.   

 

  

4.6 Mr Anthony CHEUNG opined that the design of the proposed 
DWFIs was not pleasant and suggested the DWFIs to serve 
more than one purpose, such as provision of a library at the 
DWFI.   The Chairman supplemented that the proposed DWFI 
at Wan Chai east would allow co-using with coach parking.   

 

  

4.7 The Chairman enquired on the programme of the three 
projects.  Mr Lawrence LEE responded that the projects were all 
Category B status.  Regarding Causeway Bay DWFI which had 
greater urgency, the proponent was finalising the project details 
and would submit a planning application and invite tender in 
February 2023.  The project team targeted to seek the funding 
approval from the Legislative Council in July 2023.  As for the 
other two DWFI projects, the proponent would consult the 
relevant District Councils and enhance the design to incorporate 
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comments received from the local stakeholders.   

  

Wan Chai East DWFI  

  

4.8 Mr Paul ZIMMERMAN opined that the proposed DWFI 
project should be located at Tunnel Approach Rest Garden 
(TARG) rather than locating close to the harbourfront.  The 

Chairman concurred and pointed out the low utilisation of 
TARG.  Mr Lawrence LEE responded that the proposed location 
of the filtering station was close to the existing DSD Wan Chai 
East Preliminary Treatment Works, which was beneficial for 
regular disposal of the screened solid from the filtering station 
to Wan Chai East Preliminary Treatment Works.  Mr Calvin LI 
added that there were several major site constraints in TARG 
making it technically infeasible of locating the filtering station 
there, including the Shatin-Central Link underneath TARG and 
the foundation of the bridges in the vicinity, etc.  Hence, TARG 
was considered not a feasible location. 

 

  

4.9 Mr Anthony CHEUNG expressed concern over the large 
structure of the DWFI building and urged the proponent to 
place certain facilities underground to reduce the building 
footprint. 

 

  

4.10 The Chairman suggested the coach parking area and the DWF 
Filtering Station to be swapped to minimize the building mass 
by half.  Mr Calvin LI responded that the parking area had to 
be located on G/F to facilitate coach access.  Some of the 
facilities were already placed on the basement level.  Moving 
the coach parking area to the other floors would require an 
access ramp and construction of the ramp for coaches which 
would take up space, yet there was short of space within the site 
area.  The proposed arrangement of the parking spaces on G/F 
was considered the most optimal use of land. 

 

  

4.11 The Chairman doubted the need for coach parking spaces at the 
proposed DWFI site while there would be a coach parking at 
Convention Avenue.  He opined that it was not desirable to 
have a bulky structure at the harbourfront area.  Ms Candy HO 
advised that the proposed coach parking spaces at Wan Shing 
Street formed part of CEDD’s Wan Chai Development II project, 
and before the pandemic, there was a strong demand for coach 
parking in Wan Chai North.  It was expected that with the 
gradual easing of the pandemic situation, there would be more 
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inbound tourists and the demand for coach parking in Wan 
Chai North would increase.   
  

Causeway Bay DWFI  

  

4.12 Mr Paul ZIMMERMAN suggested providing lawns instead of 
planting trees in the Victoria Park as there was a lack of lawn for 
public enjoyment.  Mr Colin CHAN responded that they would 
work with LCSD to arrange tree planting appropriately and 
explore area with potential for providing more sitting-out areas 
in the park to suit the different needs of people. 

 

  

4.13 The Chairman enquired about the greening ratio of the Victoria 
Park and whether it was an appropriate arrangement for the 
proposed DWFI taking some area of the park.  Mr Mann 

CHOW responded the subject site was zoned as “Open Space” 
and DSD would need to submit a planning application.  The 
Town Planning Board would decide whether to approve the 
change of use of the land. 

 

  

4.14 Mr Lawrence LEE supplemented that the proposed building 
mass had been minimised.  In view of the privacy of the 
residents across the street, the rooftop space would not be 
opened for public use.  The project team would review the 
design to explore the feasibility of providing more facilities for 
public enjoyment. 

 

  

Shau Kei Wan DWFI  

  

4.15 Dr Caroline LAW enquired if the electrical and mechanical 
(E&M) kiosk would be fenced off and suggested fenceless 
design to facilitate pedestrian walkability.  She also enquired the 
construction material to be used, and any facilities for public 
use.  Mr Colin CHAN responded that there would be no fences 
at the DWFI.  They would take into account Members’ 
comments in further reviewing the design to provide public 
open space, if appropriate.  Should there be facilities for public 
use, safe materials would be used.  

 

  

4.16 Mr Anthony CHEUNG suggested providing some facilities 
such as benches for public enjoyment.  Dr Caroline LAW 

concurred. 
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Way Forward  

  

4.17 The Chairman concluded that the Task Force had no objection 
to the proposed Shau Kei Wan DWFI and invited the project 
team to take into account Members’ views in enhancing the 
design of the project.  Regarding the proposed DWFI in 
Causeway Bay, the Chairman concluded that the proposal was 
not desirable without incorporating the co-use concept and the 
fence-off approach depriving the public from enjoying the site 
which was originally a POS.  However, due to the extremely 
tight time schedule as informed by DSD on this project, the Task 
Force did not raise objection for this project to proceed on for 
public interest at large.  He remarked that more efforts would 
be needed in refining the design for enhancing public 
enjoyment and co-use arrangement.  As regards the DWFI at 
Wan Chai East, he concluded that the proposal was not 
acceptable to the Task Force and DSD was asked to consult the 
Task Force again with a revised design after incorporating 
Members’ comments and suggestions for the consideration of 
the Task Force. 

 

  

Item 5 Any Other Business  

  
5.1 The Chairman said that the Secretariat would inform Members 

of the date of the next meeting in due course. 
 

  
5.2 There being no other business, the meeting adjourned at 6:30 

p.m. 
 

  
  
  

Secretariat 

Task Force on Harbourfront Developments on Hong Kong Island 

Harbourfront Commission 

April 2023 
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Similar Applications for Dry Weather Flow Interceptor (DWFI) 

on other Outline Zoning Plans (OZPs) 
 
Approved Applications 
 

Application 
No. 

Location 
OZP(s) and 
Zoning(s) 

Proposed 
Use(s)/Development(s) 

Date of 
Consideration 

(MPC) 

Approval 
Condition 

A/H8/437 

Victoria Park 
adjacent to 
Gloucester 

Road, 
Causeway 

Bay 

“Open Space” 
(“O”) and area 

shown as ‘Road’ 
on the Draft North 

Point OZP No. 
S/H8/27; and area 
shown as ‘Road’ 
on the Approved 
Causeway Bay 

OZP No. S/H6/17    

Proposed Public Utility 
Installation (DWFI) 

23.6.2023 (a) 

A/K9/281 

Open Space 
at Kin Wan 

Street,  
Hung Hom, 
Kowloon 

“O” on the 
Approved Hung 
Hom OZP No. 

S/K9/28 

Proposed Public Utility 
Installation (DWFI) 

28.7.2023 (a) 

 
Approval Condition 
 
(a) The submission and implementation of the fire service installations and water supplies for 

firefighting to the satisfaction of the Director of Fire Services or of the Town Planning 
Board 
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Detailed Departmental Comments 

 

1. Comments of the Chief Highway Engineer/Hong Kong, Highways Department 

(HyD): 
 
(a) with reference to the drawing no. 408332/BIN/SKT041 in the TIA (Appendix Ia), 

it is noted that proposed manholes and intercepting pipes will be constructed 
underneath the existing public footpath and carriageway. The applicant should take 
adequate measures including any necessary investigations to prevent damage to 
existing drains and services in the vicinity.  Should there be any damage, the 
applicant shall be held responsible for the cost of necessary repair.  Any such 
damage shall be brought to the attention of this Regional Office immediately;  

 
(b) the applicant should carry out the works in strict compliance with the Code of 

Practice for the Lighting, Signing and Guarding of Road Works published by HyD; 
 

(c) the applicant should take adequate measures including any necessary investigations 
to prevent damage to existing drains and services in the vicinity.  Should there be 
any damage, the applicant should be held responsible for the cost of necessary 
repair.  Any such damage should be brought to the attention of his office 
immediately; 

 
(d) the applicant should take adequate measures to maintain the cleanliness of the 

adjacent carriageways and footways.  In no case shall any earth, mud, debris, 
industrial waste, wastewater and the likely be deposited from the site by 
construction vehicles.  All earth, mud, debris and the like deposited on carriageway 
and footways should be removed immediately at by the concerned contractor; and 

 
(e) any affected public pavement should be reinstated to the satisfaction of his office 

and to the latest Highways Standards. 
 
 

2. Comments of the Chief Engineer/Railway Development 1-1, Railway Development 

Office (RDO), HyD: 
 
With reference to DEVB TC(W) No. 1/2019 Railway Protection and/or Practice Notes 
for Authorized Persons, Registered Structural Engineers and Registered Geotechnical 
Engineers (PNAP) APP-24, MTR Corporation Limited (MTRCL) should be consulted 
with respect to the operation, maintenance, safety and any future works required for the 
existing Island Line network. 

 

 

 



2 
 

3. Comments of the Eastern District Leisure Services Office (EDLSO), LCSD 
 
(a) since LCSD is responsible for management of the planter / area at Aldrich Bay 

Park and Aldrich Bay Promenade, the applicant is required to reinstate the affected 
amenity area after the completion of works or alienated to other managing 
department for land area requested.  Besides, the proposed re-provisioned work 
should include irrigation system for his routine operation and watering of the said 
planter, if any. Subject to the satisfactory establishment of the reprovision of 
landscaped plantings, LCSD would consider to formally take over the vegetation 
maintenance of the planting;  

 
(b) the applicant is reminded to make every possible measure to preserve and protect 

the existing trees from being adversely affected by the proposed works through 
careful and proper planning, design, working out and implementation of protective 
measures, site monitoring and post-construction maintenance at all stages of the 
works.  As some trees under his purview are identified to be affected, the applicant 
shall adhere to the procedures and requirements stipulated in DEVB TC(W) No. 
4/2020 and relevant guidelines promulgated by the Greening, Landscape and Tree 
Management Section (GLTMS) of Development Bureau (DEVB) on tree 
preservation.  The project proponent should engage qualified person to sets out the 
arrangements for Tree Works Vetting Panels (TWVPs) and follow guidelines for 
preparing and processing Tree Preservation and Removal Proposal (TPRP). His 
office reserves the right to offer more comments when TPRP / more information is 
available. Upon approval, the copy of approval from TWVP for the 
above-mentioned tree work proposal should be provided by the applicant to LCSD. 
No tree works for the concerned trees be allowed if no approval is granted;  

 
(c) the applicant is reminded to submit a formal application to LandsD on any 

permanent / temporary alienation of land under the project.  Besides, the applicant 
should provide all detailed information for his further arrangement on permanent / 
temporary alienation of land currently under the purview of LCSD (including 
Eastern District Council's endorsement, area with layout, size and photos, time and 
reason for alienation, clear boundary, proposed fencing to be provided, etc.).  His 
office would need ample time (at least 6 months) to process the approval for land 
alienation after obtaining all detailed information; and 

 
(d) should any compensatory trees are proposed to be handed over to LCSD for 

maintenance, prior consent and comment on the planting proposed from LCSD 
should be sought.  

 
 

4. Comments of the Chief Engineer/Port Works, Civil Engineering and Development 

Department (CE/PW, CEDD): 
 

(a) the proposed works should not cause any adverse impact to the structural integrity 
and stability of the existing marine structures, and should not affect his regular 
inspection and maintenance of the existing marine structures; 
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(b) all necessary precautions should be taken to ensure that the structural integrity and 
stability of the existing marine structures / seawall would not be impaired 
throughout the construction of the proposed work. Movements and settlements of 
the marine structures/seawall should be closely monitored at regular intervals 
during the construction period; 

 
(c) given the proximity to the coastal area, for structures or facilities (in particular any 

proposed E&M items) situated along the coast, coastal risks arising from sea level 
rise, storm surge and waves should be taken into account in view of the effects of 
climate change and extreme weather, if necessary, with reference to the latest 
CEDD’s Port Works Design Manual (PWDM) and its associated corrigenda.  
Mitigation measures should be considered, if required, to enhance the resilience of 
their structures and facilities including hard engineering (e.g. elevated E&M 
equipment to a higher level) and management measures (e.g. alert system) where 
applicable; 

 
(d) the proposed DWFI should not cause siltation for the adjoining seabed and thus 

impact upon maintenance dredging; and 
 
(e) in view of the proximity to public landing steps , i.e. Shau Kei Wan Typhoon 

Shelter Landing No. 4 (Structure No. HP073), TD (managing department of HP073) 
should be consulted from operation point of view. 

 

 

5. Comment the Director of Electrical and Mechanical Services (DEMS): 

 
(a) there is an intermediate pressure underground town gas transmission pipeline in the 

vicinity of the site area.  The applicant/consultant/works contractor should liaise 
with the Hong Kong and China Gas Company Limited in respect of the exact 
locations of existing or planned gas pipes/gas installations in the vicinity of the 
proposed work areas and any required minimum set back distance away from them 
during the design and construction stages of work; and  
 

(b) applicant/consultant/works contractor is required to observe the requirements of the 
Electrical and Mechanical Services Department’s Code of Practice on “Avoidance 
of Damage to Gas Pipes” 2nd Edition for reference.  The Code can be downloaded 
via the following web-link: 
https://www.emsd.gov.hk/filemanager/en/content_286/CoP_gas_pipes_2nd_(Eng).p
df.  

 

 

6. Comments of the Chief Engineer/Construction, Water Supplies Department (CE/C, 

WSD): 

 
(a) there are some existing fresh water mains within the Sites and are affected by the 

proposed development.  Free access should be allowed for WSD at any time to 
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carry out operation and maintenance of these water mains. In case the applicant 
considers that diversion of these water mains is required, they should study the 
feasibility of diverting these water mains.  If diversion is considered feasible, the 
applicant should submit their proposal for WSD’s consideration and approval. The 
water mains diversion work should be carried out by the applicant at their own cost 
to the satisfaction of WSD. WSD would only carry out the connection works to the 
existing network and the associated connection cost should be borne by the 
applicant; and 
 

(b) the exact lines and levels of WSD water mains should be established by hand dug 
trial pits on site if they are of significance to the applicant’s works.  Digging of 
trial holes to ascertain the exact alignment and depth of water mains would still be 
necessary before any road excavation. 
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Recommended Advisory Clauses

(a) to note the comments of the Chief Highway Engineer/Hong Kong, Highways
Department (HyD) that:

(i) with reference to the drawing No. 408332/BIN/SKT041 in the TIA Report,
it is noted that proposed manholes and intercepting pipes would be
constructed underneath the existing public footpath and carriageway. As the
concerned area is under HyD’s maintenance, the applicant should apply for
an Excavation Permit via the Excavation Permit Management System
(XPMS) from his office (i.e. Hong Kong Office of District and Maintenance
Section, HyD) for any excavation works on public pavement or
carriageway;

(ii) to carry out the works in strict compliance with the Code of Practice for the
Lighting, Signing and Guarding of Road Works published by HyD;

(iii) to take adequate measures including any necessary investigations to prevent
damage to existing drains and services in the vicinity.  Should there be any
damage, the applicant should be held responsible for the cost of necessary
repair.  Any such damage should be brought to the attention of his office
immediately;

(iv) to take adequate measures to maintain the cleanliness of the adjacent
carriageways and footways.  In no case shall any earth, mud, debris,
industrial waste, wastewater and the likely be deposited from the site by
construction vehicles.  All earth, mud, debris and the like deposited on
carriageway and footways should be removed immediately at by the
concerned contractor; and

(v) any affected public pavement should be reinstated to the satisfaction of his
office and to the latest Highways Standards;

(b) to note the comments of the Chief Engineer/Railway Development 1-1, Railway
Development Office, HyD that with reference to DEVB TC(W) No. 1/2019
Railway Protection and/or Practice Notes for Authorized Persons, Registered
Structural Engineers and Registered Geotechnical Engineers (PNAP) APP-24,
MTR Corporation Limited (MTRCL) should be consulted with respect to the
operation, maintenance, safety and any future works required for the existing
Island Line network;

(c) to note the comments of the Head of Geotechnical Engineering Office, Civil
Engineering and Development Department (CEDD) that some portions of the
Sites A and B are located within the Railway Protection Area and the proposed
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development works within the Railway Protection Area shall comply with DEVB
TC(W) No.1/2019 Railway Protection;

(d) to note the comments of the Greening, Landscape and Tree Management Section
(GLTMS) of DEVB that the tree management procedures regarding the Tree
Preservation and Removal Proposal as given in DEVB Technical Circular
(Works) (TC(W)) No. 4/2020 Tree Preservation should be strictly followed. In
addition, views from the current and future maintenance departments of the trees
concerned should be sought and fully considered;

(e) to note the comments of the Director of Leisure and Cultural Services (DLCS)
that:

(i) since LCSD is responsible for management of the planter / area at Aldrich
Bay Park and Aldrich Bay Promenade, the applicant is required to reinstate
the affected amenity area after the completion of works or alienated to other
managing department for land area requested.  Besides, the proposed
re-provisioned work should include irrigation system for his routine
operation and watering of the said planter, if any. Subject to the satisfactory
establishment of the reprovision of landscaped plantings, LCSD would
consider to formally take over the vegetation maintenance of the planting;

(ii) to make every possible measure to preserve and protect the existing trees
from being adversely affected through careful and proper planning, design,
working out and implementation of protective measures, site monitoring and
post-construction maintenance at all stages of the works and adhere to the
procedures and requirements stipulated in DEVB TC(W) No. 4/2020 and
relevant guidelines promulgated by the GLTMS of DEVB on tree
preservation;

(iii) the applicant should engage qualified person to sets out the arrangements for
Tree Works Vetting Panels (TWVPs) and follow guidelines for preparing and
processing Tree Preservation and Removal Proposal (TPRP). His office
reserves the right to offer more comments when TPRP / more information is
available.  Upon approval, the copy of approval from TWVP for the
above-mentioned tree work proposal should be provided by the applicant to
LCSD. No tree works for the concerned trees be allowed if no approval is
granted;

(iv) to submit a formal application to Lands Department on any permanent /
temporary alienation of land under the project.  Besides, the applicant
should provide all detailed information for his further arrangement on
permanent / temporary alienation of land currently under the purview of
LCSD (including Eastern District Council’s endorsement, area with layout,
size and photos, time and reason for alienation, clear boundary, proposed
fencing to be provided, etc.).  His office would need ample time (at least 6
months) to process the approval for land alienation after obtaining all
detailed information; and
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(v) should any compensatory trees are proposed to be handed over to LCSD for
maintenance, prior consent and comment on the planting proposed from
LCSD should be sought;

(f) to note the comments of the Chief Town Planner/Urban Design and Landscape,
Planning Department that approval of the subject planning application does not
imply approval of tree works such as pruning, transplanting and felling.
Approval from relevant departments should be sought for any proposed tree
works prior to commencement of the works;

(g) to note the comments of the Chief Engineer/Port Works, CEDD that :

(i) the proposed works should not cause any adverse impact to the structural
integrity and stability of the existing marine structures, and should not affect
his regular inspection and maintenance of the existing marine structures;

(ii) all necessary precautions should be taken to ensure that the structural
integrity and stability of the existing marine structures / seawall would not be
impaired throughout the construction of the proposed work. Movements and
settlements of the marine structures/seawall should be closely monitored at
regular intervals during the construction period;

(iii) given the proximity to the coastal area, for structures or facilities (in
particular any proposed E&M items) situated along the coast, coastal risks
arising from sea level rise, storm surge and waves should be taken into
account in view of the effects of climate change and extreme weather, if
necessary, with reference to the latest CEDD’s Port Works Design Manual
(PWDM) and its associated corrigenda.  Mitigation measures should be
considered, if required, to enhance the resilience of their structures and
facilities including hard engineering (e.g. elevated E&M equipment to a
higher level) and management measures (e.g. alert system) where applicable;

(iv) the proposed DWFI should not cause siltation for the adjoining seabed and
thus impact upon maintenance dredging; and

(v) in view of the proximity to public landing steps , i.e. Shau Kei Wan Typhoon
Shelter Landing No. 4 (Structure No. HP073), TD (managing department of
HP073) should be consulted from operation point of view;

(h) to note the comments of the Director of Electrical and Mechanical Services that:

(i) there is an intermediate pressure underground town gas transmission pipeline
in the vicinity of the site area.  The applicant/consultant/works contractor
should liaise with the Hong Kong and China Gas Company Limited in
respect of the exact locations of existing or planned gas pipes/gas
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installations in the vicinity of the proposed work areas and any required
minimum set back distance away from them during the design and
construction stages of work; and

(ii) the applicant/consultant/works contractor is required to observe the
requirements of the Electrical and Mechanical Services Department’s Code
of Practice on “Avoidance of Damage to Gas Pipes” 2nd Edition for
reference.  The Code can be downloaded via the following web-link:
https://www.emsd.gov.hk/filemanager/en/content_286/CoP_gas_pipes_2nd_(
Eng).pdf;

(i) to note the comments of the Chief Engineer/Construction, Water Supplies
Department (CE/C, WSD) that:

(i) there are some existing fresh water mains within the Sites and are affected by
the proposed development. Free access should be allowed for WSD at any
time to carry out operation and maintenance of these water mains. In case the
applicant considers that diversion of these water mains is required, they
should study the feasibility of diverting these water mains. If diversion is
considered feasible, the applicant should submit their proposal for WSD’s
consideration and approval. The water mains diversion work should be
carried out by the applicant at their own cost to the satisfaction of WSD.
WSD would only carry out the connection works to the existing network and
the associated connection cost should be borne by the applicant; and

(ii) the exact lines and levels of WSD water mains should be established by hand
dug trial pits on site if they are of significance to the applicant’s works.
Digging of trial holes to ascertain the exact alignment and depth of water
mains would still be necessary before any road excavation; and

(j) to note the comments of the Director of Fire Services that:

(i) detailed fire safety requirements will be formulated upon receipt of formal
submission of general building plans; and

(ii) the provision of Emergency Vehicular Access (EVA) shall comply with the
standard as stipulated in Section 6, Part D of the Code of Practice for Fire
Safety in Buildings 2011, which is administered by the Buildings
Department.  Shall the proposed work affect any EVA provision of nearby
buildings or licensed premises in the area, a separate enquiry should be made
to his department to ensure work feasibility.


