Topical Study on the Proposed Boardwalk
underneath Island Eastern Corridor

24 October, 2013



BACKGROUND




Background

e CEDD briefed the Harbourfront Commission's Task Force on Harbourfront
Developments on Hong Kong Island (HKTF) the preliminary findings of
the topical study including a revised alignhment of the boardwalk on 30
October 2012.

e Members’ major comments-
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Options Presented at Previous HKTF Meeting:
Raised Level v.s. Low Level Schemes

(1) Raised Level Scheme :

e Western approach at +8mPD
* Over existing piers at 12.5mPD
* No retractable bridge required




Raised Level Scheme

(1) Raised Level Scheme :
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Raised Level Scheme

(1) Raised Level Scheme :




Low Level Scheme

(2) Low Level Scheme :

Retractable Bridge




Low Level Scheme

(2) Low Level Scheme :




Typical Section of Raised Level vs Low Level Scheme
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Typical Section of Raised Level vs Low Level Scheme
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KEY SITE CONSTRAINTS
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Constraint B: Raised Level Required at
North Point Dangerous Goods Vehicular Pier
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Constraint C: Raised Level Required at North Point FSD Fireboat Pier
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REFINED SCHEME



Refined Scheme after Further Review

e Western approach at +5.5mPD

* Over existing piers at 12.5mPD




Refined Scheme
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Refined Scheme
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PROVISION OF CYCLE TRACK




Provision of Cycle Track

Design boardwalk and cycle track as a single structure to minimize
operational problem on retractable bridge operation

Maximum width of 4m for boardwalk and 3.5m for cycle track due to
limited capacity of existing foundation of IEC




Provision of Cycle Track
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Provision of Cycle Trac
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Ridable Length = 766m




Proposed Cycle Park/Viewing Platform at Provident Centre
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Access at Hoi Yu Street (JE431%)
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Access at Hoi Yu Street (JE431%)







Topical Study — No Clear Conclusion

Refined Scheme

Affected Harbour Area
= 4.0ha

No conclusion
whether the proposed
boardwalk is a form of
“reclamation”
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PHO Implications

 Based on the legal advice obtained,

» the proposed boardwalk above the water level upon which people
can walk may be considered as “land”, and




PHO Implications

* To satisfy overriding public need test, factors for consideration include-

» whether there are social, economic and environmental needs for the
proposed boardwalk;

» Wwhether the need is compelling and present;



PHO Implications

Public engagement in HKIEHS was not sufficient to demonstrate whether
“compelling and present need” for the boardwalk has been established

To satisfy the “overriding public need test”, parameters of the proposed
refined scheme would likely need to be further adjusted




Way Forward

CEDD is reviewing the proposed refined scheme having regard to the
legal advice and the need to satisfy overriding public need test in
accordance with government’s relevant technical circular

CEDD will consult HKTF again on the proposed scheme having regard to
e




