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Action 

 The Chairman welcomed Prof Li Xiang-dong and Miss Yolanda Ng 
who had newly joined the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Subcommittee.
 

 

Agenda Item 1 : Confirmation of the draft minutes of the 114th meeting held on 
15 November 2010 
 

 

2. The draft minutes were confirmed without amendment.  
 

 

Agenda Item 2 : Matters arising from the minutes of the 114th meeting held on 
15 November 2010 
 

 

3. There were no matters arising from the minutes of the last meeting. 
  
Agenda Items 3 and 4 : EIA reports on “Liantang/Heung Yuen Wai Boundary 
Control Point and Associated Works” and “Regulation of Shenzhen River 
Stage 4” 

 

 

Internal Discussion Session 
 

 

4.  As the two EIA reports were closely inter-related, the Chairman 
suggested and Members agreed that the project proponent teams of the following 
two EIA reports would have a combined Presentation Session and 
Question-and-Answer Session to facilitate Members’ consideration of the projects.
   

a)  EIA report on Liantang/Heung Yuen Wai Boundary Control Point 
and Associated Works (LT/HYW BCP)  

 (ACE-EIA Paper 1/2011)  
 
 b)  EIA report on Regulation of Shenzhen River Stage 4 (SZ River) 
 (ACE-EIA Paper 2/2011)  

 

 

5. The Chairman informed Members that the discussion of EIA reports 
would be divided into the following four sessions –  
 

(a) Internal Discussion Session 
(b) Presentation Session 
(c) Question-and-Answer Session 
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(d) Internal Discussion Session 
 
The Presentation Sessions and Question-and-Answer Sessions would be opened to 
the public.  Internal Discussion Sessions and all other sessions of the meeting would 
remain closed. 
 
6. The Chairman informed Members that the two EIA reports were 
designated projects under “Schedule 2” of the EIA Ordinance.  The public 
inspection period of the two reports was the same, i.e. from 18 December 2010 to 
16 January 2011.  7 sets of public comments were received by the Environmental 
Protection Department (EPD) for the project on LT/HYW BCP and 4 sets of public 
comments were received for the project on SZ River.  All public comments had 
been circulated to Members before the meeting for reference.  Separately, the 
written response from the project proponents to some Members’ questions was 
circulated to Members for information before the meeting.  
 

 

7. Members agreed that the discussion should mainly focus on air 
quality impacts, ecological impacts, water quality impacts, waste management, 
cultural heritage and cumulative impacts.  
 

 

(The two project proponent teams joined the meeting at this juncture.) 
 

 

Presentation Session (Open Session) 
 

 

8. Mr K H Ip briefed Members on the background of the two projects.  
Mr Eric Ching and Mr Frank Wan briefed Members on the findings of the two EIA 
studies. 
 

 

Question-and-Answer Session (Open Session) 
 

 

Air quality impacts  
 

 

LT/HYW BCP 
 
9. A Member enquired about the basis of estimating the future traffic 
flow for conducting air quality assessment.  Mr Eric Ching explained that 
projection of traffic flow was made for 15 years after operation of the project (i.e. 
2018 to 2033) in accordance with the requirement in the EIA Study Brief.  In 
conducting the traffic impact assessment, the development of the North East New 
Territories New Development Areas had been taken into account.  In the air quality 
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modelling, the anticipated worst emission level in 2018 together with the maximum 
traffic volume in 2033 were used to assess the impacts under a worst-case scenario 
and the cumulative impacts arising from vehicular emissions from the BCP on the 
Shenzhen side had also been accounted for.  The modelling result showed that the 
levels of nitrogen dioxide (NO2) and Respirable Suspended Particulates (RSP) at all 
air sensitive receivers (ASRs) would comply with the Air Quality Objectives 
(AQOs). 
 
10. The Chairman noted that the background levels of annual RSP and 
NO2 of the connecting road during the operational phase were relatively high and 
the contribution of the project was only about 1 to 4 μg/m3.  Mr Eric Ching 
explained that the annual RSP and NO2 referred to the average over the year which 
had offset fluctuations in weather conditions.  In addition, assessment on hourly 
basis was also conducted.  For example, the hourly NO2 level at an ASR could 
reach as high as 229 μg/m3 which was about 179 μg/m3 higher than the background 
level of 50 μg/m3.  Nonetheless, the predicted level still complied with the AQO of 
300 μg/m3. 
 

 

11. A Member enquired about the estimated maximum traffic flow of the 
connecting road to BCP.  Mr Eric Ching explained that the estimated peak daily 
traffic flow was about 30,000 vehicles at the interchange with Fanling Highway.  
The estimation had already taken into account the impacts of future widening of 
Tolo Highway and Fanling Highway. 
 

 

12. A Member enquired about the use of diesel fuel with different sulphur 
content by cross-boundary vehicles.  Mr Eric Ching explained that cross-boundary 
vehicles had to be registered in Hong Kong and comply with local emission 
standards.  The air quality modelling had taken into account the implementation 
programme of adopting more stringent emission standards for vehicles, vehicle 
population distribution, and changes in the traffic flows throughout 2018 to 2033.  
The air quality modelling was on the conservative side by taking into account the 
worst emission level in 2018 and maximum traffic volume in 2033. 
 

 

13. The Chairman enquired about the effectiveness of proposed 
mitigation measures for ASRs located very close to the work site (such as Tong 
Hang Village House 1 (TH1) at 0.5 m from project boundary).  Mr Eric Ching 
explained that assessment of construction dust impacts on ASRs was modelled by a 
conservative approach.  Under Tier 1 assessment, full-scale construction works 
with 100% active work areas were assumed.  ASRs showing non-compliance under 
Tier 1 assessment were identified for Tier 2 assessment where the active work areas 
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were assumed to be located closest to the ASRs.  To ensure compliance with the 
Total Suspended Particulates (TSP) criteria, mitigation measures including water 
spraying of up to eight times a day for active construction areas and covering 80% 
of stockpiling areas with impervious sheeting were proposed.  In addition, relevant 
requirements under the Air Pollution Control (Construction Dust) Regulation and 
good site practices for dust control would be implemented to minimize impacts on 
ASRs. 
 
14. A Member enquired about the RSP concentration at Nam Wa Po 
Village House 2 (NWP2).  Mr Eric Ching confirmed that the predicted annual 
average RSP at NMP2 was 55 μg/m3 which could just meet the criterion of 
55 μg/m3.     
 

 

SZ River 
 
15. A Member enquired about the potential odour impacts arising from 
the dredging works.  Mr Frank Wan explained that sediment samples were taken 
along the study area of the Shenzhen River.  It was found that the acid volatile 
sulphide (AVS) concentration in the sediment samples, which was related to 
potential odour strength, was even lower than that of treated sediments which 
would not generate odour.  The anticipated odour problem associated with the 
project would be minimal.   
 

 

16. The Chairman and a Member enquired about the adequacy of 
representation by collecting only eight samples (three of them were selected for 
AVS testing) from the 4.5 km long of the river section to be regulated.  Mr Frank 
Wan explained that similar sediment analysis had been conducted in the planning 
and feasibility study of the project.  The sediment sampling programme of the EIA 
study had taken account of the sampling locations and sediment analysis results of 
the planning and feasibility study.  The additional sediment samples analysed 
during the EIA study were considered adequate for the purpose of the EIA as the 
characteristics of the sediments were similar to those collected in previous sampling 
analysis. 
 

 

Ecological impacts 
 
LT/HYW BCP 
 
17. In response to a Member’s enquiry on the compensatory planting, Mr 
Eric Ching explained that encroachment upon the country park and fung shui 
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woods had been avoided with extensive use of tunnels in the proposed road 
alignment.  According to the tree survey conducted, about 10,700 trees were 
identified within the project boundary, most of which were common species in 
Hong Kong.  Among them, about 4,100 trees would be preserved by on-site 
retention or transplanting.  The remaining 6,600 trees would require felling and 
none of them was registered Old and Valuable Tree.  Given the large scale of the 
project, the number of trees to be felled was considered reasonable.  To mitigate the 
loss of trees, compensatory planting of about 11,700 was recommended.  
Landscape trees would be planted along the alignment, on the open area adjacent to 
the Administration Building near Sha Tau Kok section and the slopes of tunnel 
portals. 
 
18. A Member enquired about the impacts on Aquilaria sinensis which 
was classified as near threatened in the China Plant Red Data Book.  Mr Eric Ching 
explained that among the approximate 110 Aquilaria sinensis found in the tree 
survey, about 85 of them would likely be affected.  The principle of avoidance had 
been adopted to minimize impacts on the species.  Despite their widespread 
distribution in Hong Kong, compensation measures for Aquilaria sinensis would 
not follow those adopted for common species.  In the detailed design stage, another 
vegetation survey would be conducted before commencing the construction works 
to re-examine the possibility of retaining the affected Aquilaria sinensis on-site or 
transplanting them to the proposed woodland compensation area with a view to 
minimizing the number of trees required felling. 
 

 

19. In reply to a Member’s enquiry on the compensation ratio of 
Aquilaria sinensis, Mr Peter Wong explained that given its conservation importance 
in China, the compensation ratio proposed in the Woodland Compensation Plan 
would meet the compensation ratio of 3:1 (i.e. three seedlings to one individual 
trees to be affected but unable to be transplanted).   
 

 

20. A Member enquired about the timing of commencing the woodland 
compensatory works.  Mr Eric Ching explained that the works could start once the 
project commenced as the compensatory woodland would be in areas where no 
construction works would be carried out.  As regards the time required for the 
compensatory woodland to reach maturity, Mr Peter Wong explained that it would 
take about 20 years for the establishment.  Thus, a compensation ratio of 3:1 was 
proposed (i.e. the loss of 6.2 ha of woodland would be mitigated by the provision of 
18.6 ha of Woodland Compensation Area) to offset the time lag required for 
establishment of the woodland. 
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21. A Member enquired about the location of Woodland Compensation 
Area.  Mr Eric Ching explained that the affected woodland of 6.2 ha was at 
fragmented locations along the alignment.  The proposed 18.2 ha of Woodland 
Compensation Area would provide ecological linkage to connect existing isolated 
woodlands, hence forming a contiguous woodland habitat which could provide 
higher ecological potential than patchy areas of the same size.   
 

 

22. Two Members enquired about the land use of the proposed Woodland 
Compensation Area.  Mr Eric Ching explained that there was no land use zoning in 
the area and the whole area currently was government land.  The wide coverage of 
hillside grassland and shrubland in the area made it a favourable site for 
compensatory planting.  In response to a Member’s enquiry, Mr Ching explained 
that the area was situated outside permitted burial ground.  Designating the area for 
compensation could avoid potential conflict in terms of land use.    
 

 

23. A Member enquired about the ecological monitoring of the 
compensation woodland.  Mr Eric Ching explained that the Woodland 
Compensation Plan in the EIA report outlined the proposed scope, planting 
management and ecological monitoring of the woodland compensation area.  The 
Plan would be further refined in the detailed design stage.  Moreover, the woodland 
in Ha Heung Yuen would not be affected.  It was included in the study area but not 
within the boundary of the project area. 
 

 

24. A Member enquired about the maintenance period of the Woodland 
Compensation Area.  Mr Eric Ching explained that a six-year ecological 
maintenance and monitoring programme covering both initial and enhancement 
planting phases was recommended.  After the proposed ecological maintenance and 
monitoring programme, AFCD would take over the area for maintaining the 
ecological planting which would normally take nine years.  The Member suggested 
that the project proponent could conduct a comprehensive study on the changes in 
the biodiversity of the Woodland Compensation Area, apart from monitoring the 
survival rate of trees in the Area. 
 

 

25. Three Members enquired about the rationale of locating the Wetland 
Compensation Area under the viaduct.  Mr Eric Ching explained that sustainable 
water source was a major factor for successful establishment of a compensation 
wetland.  The proposed Wetland Compensation Area was a low-lying area 
contiguous with the channel of River Ganges as main source of water supply.  As 
the flow of the river channel was along the alignment of the viaduct, the proposed 
Wetland Compensation Area was linear in shape and a part of it would be under the 
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viaduct.  As 2.8 ha of land had been identified as suitable for establishing a 
compensatory wetland of 1.4 ha, there was flexibility in designing the layout plan 
by avoiding areas under the viaduct as far as possible.  A conceptual plan, including 
guiding principles, key characters, preliminary layout and profile, was included in 
the EIA report.  Details of the plan would be provided under a Habitat Creation and 
Management Plan during the detailed design stage.  Performance of the mitigation 
habitats would be closely monitored during the operational phase to ensure 
successful establishment of the wetland. 
 
26. A Member enquired about the rationale of targeting the Wetland 
Compensation Area for wetland associated insects and amphibians.  Mr Eric Ching 
explained that the potentially affected wetlands were freshwater wetlands derived 
from abandoned farmlands.  Freshwater wetland was generally considered as 
having ecological value for sustaining aquatic community such as amphibian and 
dragonfly species.  The affected wetlands were seasonally dry and therefore not an 
optimal habitat for wetland-dependent birds.  Based on the principle of like-for-like 
compensation under the Technical Memorandum on EIA Process (TM), the 
compensation wetland would be targeted for wetland communities in general such 
as wetland associated insects and amphibians.  However, the habitats would not be 
limited to these species.  Mr Gary Chow explained that experience of the 
compensatory wetland for the West Rail project showed that while the wetland was 
targeted at water birds, amphibians and reptiles were also recorded. 
 

 

27. A Member enquired about the possibility of providing a compact and 
contiguous piece of land for compensating both the wetland and woodland for 
better ecological function.  Mr Eric Ching confirmed that the proposed Wetland 
Compensation Area was a contiguous area along the River Ganges and its 
ecological function would at least be comparable to that of the existing fragmented 
wetland.  The proposed Woodland Compensation Area was also a large piece of 
contiguous habitat providing ecological linkage to existing isolated pieces of 
woodlands. 
 

 

28. A Member noted that the project would generate some topsoil which 
was a type of rare resources found in Hong Kong and suggested the project 
proponent to submit a Topsoil Management Plan by setting out guidelines to the 
contractors on dredging and utilization of topsoil, such as for landscaping and 
planting purposes. 
 

 

 
 

 



 

 10

 
 

Action 

Water quality impacts 
 
LT/HYW BCP 
 
29. The Chairman enquired about the achievement of no net increase in 
pollutant loading of Deep Bay.  Mr Eric Ching explained that the proposed sewage 
treatment plant would provide sewage treatment for the BCP and Chuk Yuen 
Village Resite.  It was estimated that the pollutant loading of the treated effluent of 
the whole area would be lower than the baseline pollutant levels as the current 
sewage from Chuk Yuen Village was only treated by primitive septic tanks before 
discharging to Deep Bay.  Thus, the requirement of no net increase in pollutant 
loading of Deep Bay could be achieved.  To further reduce effluent and associated 
pollutants to Deep Bay, some of the treated effluent would be reused for irrigation 
of landscaping area.  In response to a Member’s enquiry on the population of Chuk 
Yuen Village, Mr Ching said that the estimated population was around 400. 
 
SZ River 
 
30. A Member enquired about the measures to ensure improvement in 
water quality upon the diversion and treatment of wastewater.  Mr Frank Wan 
explained that the diversion of sewerage had been included in the water quality 
modellings.  Through dry weather flow interception on the Shenzhen side, the 
sewage originally discharged into the Shenzhen River would be collected and 
diverted to the treatment plants in Shenzhen in order to improve the water quality.  
Water quality impact assessments showed that the suspended solids would be 
settled within a very short distance from the works area even under the maximum 
dredging rate, hence no adverse impacts on nearby water sensitive receivers were 
predicted. 
 

 

Waste management 
 
SZ River 
 
31. A Member enquired about the transportation and disposal of 
contaminated sediments generated from the project.  Mr Frank Wan explained that 
sediment samples were collected and tested in accordance with the stipulated 
requirements.  Out of the estimated amount of 95,000 m3 river sediments, about 
27,000 m3 would be Category L sediment with contaminated level not exceeding 
the Lower Chemical Exceedance Limits.  The remaining contaminated sediments 
of Categories M and H would be disposed of at confined disposal facilities.  
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Findings of elutriates tests showed that the levels of heavy metals and 
micro-organic pollutants of sediments to be dredged were below detection limits. 
The contaminated sediments would be dewatered and stored in enclosed containers.  
The filtrates resulted from dewatering would be sent to on-site sedimentation tanks 
before discharging back into the river.  The dewatered sediments would be 
transported to Shekou Pier in Shenzhen for loading to barges for delivery to East 
Sha Chau mud pits.  Throughout the shipping process, the barges would be closely 
monitored to prevent potential illegal dumping into the sea.  Based on the 
experience of previous stages of SZ River regulation, the proposed disposal method 
of contaminated sediments would not cause adverse impacts on the surrounding 
marine environment.  
 
32. A Member enquired about the possibility of using the planned Sludge 
Treatment Facilities (STF) to incinerate the contaminated sediments in view of the 
limited capacity of East Sha Chau mud pits.  Mr Frank Wan explained that the STF 
would not be suitable for treatment of the contaminated sediments in view that the 
major contaminants were heavy metals.  In addition, the contaminated sediments 
contained mainly inert material and it would not be cost-effective to treat the 
contaminated sediments using the thermal treatment method.   
 

 

33. The Chairman enquired about disposal of construction and 
demolition (C&D) materials and contaminated sediments generated by the project. 
Mr K H Ip confirmed that the contaminated mud pit at East of Sha Chau had enough 
capacity to accommodate the contaminated sediments generated by the project and 
the public fill bank also had enough capacity for the small amount of surplus C&D 
materials generated from the advance works. 
 

 

Cultural heritage 
 
LT/HYW BCP 
 
34. A Member enquired about the methodology for locating auger holes 
and test pits for the archaeological survey.  Mr Eric Ching explained that literature 
review and field scan had been conducted to identify areas with higher 
archaeological potential within the project area.  An archaeological survey proposal 
setting out the scope, strategy and programme of the survey was established and 
agreed with the Antiquities and Monuments Office (AMO).  Field records of the 
survey were taken in accordance with AMO’s Guidelines for Handling of 
Archaeological Finds and Archives. 
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35. A Member enquired about the private land which could not be 
accessed during the archaeological survey.  Mr Eric Ching explained that some test 
pits and auger holes were located in private lands where rights for access were not 
obtained for conducting the survey.  Further archaeological survey at inaccessible 
private land areas would be conducted after land resumption.  A report on the 
findings and further mitigation measure requirements, if necessary, would be 
submitted to the authorities for approval before commencing construction works. 
 

 

36. A Member enquired about the potential impact on built heritage 
resources.  Mr Eric Ching explained that about 100 built heritages were identified in 
the study area.  However, only 13 grave sites, two built structures and one 
cultural/historical landscape feature would be affected by the project.  Relocation or 
removal of these built heritages before commencement of construction works 
would be required.  Photographic and cartographic records would be taken as 
required by the Antiquities and Monuments Ordinance.  Liaison with the 
descendents of the graves would be carried out by the Lands Department to obtain 
agreement. 
 

 

Cumulative impacts 
 
37. A Member enquired about the cumulative impacts arising from the 
LT/HYW BCP project and SZ River project on the Shenzhen side.  Mr Eric Ching 
explained that information on the work schedule of the BCP project on the 
Shenzhen side was not available in the time of EIA study.  As sensitive receivers 
nearest to the LT BCP on Shenzhen side, such as Tsung Yuen Ha and Chuk Yuen, 
were located a few hundred meters from the site, it was predicted that the 
construction phase impacts on them would be insignificant.  As regards SZ River 
project, Mr Chris Chan explained that the assessment had included the regulation 
works on both Hong Kong and Shenzhen side.  The cumulative impacts from the 
SZ River project had been incorporated into the EIA study of the LT/HYW BCP 
project. 
 

 

38. Given the implementation of both projects on the Shenzhen and Hong 
Kong side, the Chairman and a Member were concerned about the responsibilities 
in monitoring and responding to exceedances of environmental standards during 
the construction phase.  Mr Eric Ching explained that the project proponents of both 
projects had very close liaison in the planning stage and would maintain close 
collaboration during the construction phase.  Under the Environmental Monitoring 
& Audit programmes, the Environmental Teams of both projects would liaise 
closely in conducting investigation on the source and cause of any exceedance and 
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take appropriate mitigation measures or remedial actions in case of exceedances. 
 

(The project proponent teams left the meeting at this juncture.)  

Internal Discussion Session 
 

 

LT/HYW BCP 
 

 

39. A Member enquired about the possibility of adopting the new set of 
AQOs under study for conducting the air quality impact assessment of the project. 
Mr C W Tse advised that meeting the existing AQOs remained the statutory 
requirements under EIA Ordinance until a new set of AQOs was promulgated to 
replace the existing AQOs.  
 

 

40. The Member expressed reservation on the air quality assessment by 
making reference to the existing AQOs as the annual average RSP measured at 
NWP2 would probably exceed the criterion in case the new set of AQOs was 
adopted.  Moreover, the lower fuel quality of cross-border vehicles seemed not 
taken into account.  Mr C W Tse advised that the air quality modelling of the project 
had adopted a conservative approach by taking on board the existing annual 
average RSP data at Tai Po.  With anticipation of the improvement in air quality in 
the Mainland and Hong Kong, the final impact of the project was expected to be 
less than the predictions.  Nonetheless, the modelling results showed that the 
increase in RSP level contributed by the project would meet the AQOs. 
 

 

41. On the impacts of the project on Aquilaria sinensis, Mr C C Lay 
advised that while Aquilaria sinensis was a species of conservation importance in 
China, it was relatively widespread in the lowland forest in Hong Kong as it had 
relatively high ability in self-propagating and was widely cultivated for incense 
manufacturing in the past.  As regards transplanting, Mr Patrick Lai explained that 
affected trees located on hillside slope might not be suitable for transplanting due to 
anticipated low survival rate and difficulty in root ball preparation on uneven slope 
terrain.  Healthy and young ones could be transplanted and seedlings could be 
planted in the future compensatory woodland. 
 

 

42. A Member enquired about the estimated duration for establishing a 
compensatory woodland.  Mr C C Lay advised that it took about three to five years 
for trees of pioneer species to establish.  Under normal circumstances, the project 
proponent would maintain and monitor the compensatory woodland for one year 
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before handing it over to AFCD for maintenance of about nine years.  Under the 
current project, the project proponent offered a maintenance and monitoring period 
of six years which would be sufficient to ensure the proper establishment of the 
woodland.  The proposed compensation ratio of 3:1 and the establishment of a 
contiguous woodland habitat by linking isolated pieces of woodlands would have 
beneficial impacts on the ecology. 
 
43. Two Members enquired about the wetland compensation.  Mr C C 
Lay advised that the impact of the project on wetland was considered acceptable as 
the principle of avoidance was adopted by the project proponent.  Moreover, only 
several pieces of fragmented freshwater wetland originated from agriculture land 
(affected areas each less than 1 ha in size) with an aggregate area of 1.4 ha were 
affected.   Under Annex 8 of the TM, wetland habitat of less than 1 ha in size was 
not considered as important habitat.  The proposed wetland compensation plan 
could adequately compensate for the impact of loss of wetland due to the project. 
 

 

44. After discussion, the meeting agreed to make the following 
recommendations on the two EIA reports to the full Council - 
 

 

LT/HYW BCP 
 
45.  The Subcommittee recommended that the EIA report on LT/HYW 
BCP could be endorsed with the following proposed conditions – 
 

(a) the project proponent should submit a Habitat Creation and 
Management Plan for the Wetland Compensation Area and an 
updated Woodland Compensation Plan to the Director of 
Environmental Protection (DEP) for approval before commencing 
the construction of the project.  The project proponent should closely 
monitor the implementation and effectiveness of the mitigation 
measures proposed under the Plans; 

 

 

(b) the project proponent should conserve the topsoil generated from the 
project for reuse and submit a Topsoil Management Plan to the DEP 
for approval before commencing the construction of the project; 

 
(c) the project proponent should include a monitoring and response 

mechanism in the Environmental Monitoring and Audit programme 
for handling exceedances of environmental standards during the 
construction phase in collaboration with relevant parties of other 
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concurrent projects in the vicinity;  
 

(d) the project proponent should conduct the following additional 
archaeological surveys after resumption of private lands and submit 
a report on the findings of the additional archaeological surveys and 
further mitigation measure requirements to DEP for approval before 
commencing the construction of the project – 

 
(i) additional test pits and auger holes along the section of the 

project between Lin Ma Hang and Frontier Closed Area 
Boundary; and 

(ii) a survey-cum-rescue excavation along the section of the 
project between Ping Yeung and Wo Keng Shan.  

 
46. Apart from the above conditions, the Subcommittee recommended to 
advise the project proponent to pay particular attention to adopt low carbon 
practices throughout the construction and operational phases.  
 

 

47. The meeting also agreed that there was no need to invite the project 
proponent to attend the full Council meeting. 
 

 

SZ River 
 
48.   The Subcommittee recommended that the EIA report on SZ River 
could be endorsed with the proposed condition that the project proponent should 
include a monitoring and response mechanism in the Environmental Monitoring 
and Audit programme for handling exceedances of environmental standards during 
the construction phase in collaboration with relevant parties of other concurrent 
projects in the vicinity. 
 

 

49.  Apart from the above condition, the Subcommittee recommended to 
advise the project proponent to pay particular attention to adopt low carbon 
practices throughout the construction and operational phases. 
 

 

50. The meeting also agreed that there was no need to invite the project 
proponent to attend the full Council meeting. 
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Agenda Item 5:  EIA report on “Shatin to Central Link Protection Works at 
Causeway Bay Typhoon Shelter” 
(ACE-EIA Paper 3/2011)  
 
Internal Discussion Session 
 
51. The Chairman informed Members that the EIA report on “Shatin to 
Central Link (SCL) Protection Works at Causeway Bay Typhoon Shelter” was a 
designated project under “Schedule 2” of the EIA Ordinance.  The public inspection 
period of the EIA report was from 8 December 2010 to 6 January 2011.  No public 
comment was received by the EPD.  The written response from the project 
proponent to some Members’ questions was circulated to Members before the 
meeting for information. 
 

 

52. The Chairman informed Members that a Member had declared 
interest before the meeting that her company was involved in the public 
engagement exercise for the cross-harbour section of the SCL.  To avoid any 
potential conflict of interest, she had left the meeting before discussion of this item.
 

 

(The project proponent team joined the meeting at this juncture.) 
 

 

Presentation Session (Open Session) 
 
53. The Chairman said that Members noted that the project was one of 
the designated projects related to the SCL.  As the future SCL (Hung Hom to 
Admiralty Section) project would interface with the Central-Wanchai Bypass 
(CWB) project at the Causeway Bay Typhoon Shelter (CBTS), to make optimum 
use of the reclamation provided by CWB for the construction of SCL, the project 
could avoid additional future reclamation due to SCL works in the interfacing 
region and thus minimize impacts on the users of the CBTS.  The endorsement of 
the current project would not pre-empt the consideration of the other future EIA 
reports associated with the SCL. 
 

 

54. Dr Glenn Frommer briefed Members on the background of the 
project.  Mr Freeman Cheung briefed Members on the findings of the EIA study. 
 

 

Question-and-Answer Session (Open Session) 
 
55. On behalf of a Member (who had left the meeting due to other 
commitments), another Member enquired about the impact of the project on the 
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land transport in the busy Causeway Bay area.  Mr Clement Ngai explained that the 
construction materials for the project would be delivered by means of marine 
transportation with no additional land-based transport, similar to the arrangements 
under the CWB project, in order not to aggravate the traffic congestion problem in 
Causeway Bay. 
 
56. On behalf of a Member, another Member enquired about the noise 
impacts of the project especially on the elderly people residing in the vicinity.  Mr 
Freeman Cheung explained that the result of the noise impact assessment at noise 
sensitive receivers showed that, with mitigation measures implemented, the noise 
impacts arising from the project and cumulative noise impacts from concurrent 
projects in the assessment area would comply with the noise criteria.  No activities 
were currently planned during the night time to minimize impacts on residents 
nearby.  Moreover, no elderly homes were identified among the noise sensitive 
receivers of the project. 
 

 

57. A Member enquired about the plan to reuse the C&D materials 
generated by the project.  Dr Glenn Frommer explained that C&D materials would 
be reused in other local concurrent projects as far as possible.  There was no definite 
plan at the current stage and they would provide more information after the 
meeting.   
 
(Post-meeting note: The project proponent provided information after the meeting 
that the inert C&D materials of about 14,400 m3 would be reused at other 
concurrent projects as far as possible, e.g. Hong Kong-Zhuhai-Macau Bridge, Tuen 
Mun-Chek Lap Kok Link, Central-Wan Chai Bypass and Wanchai Development 
Phase II.  Liaisons with these projects had commenced and the details were 
provided in Appendix 6.7 of the EIA Report.  Surplus inert C&D materials would 
be delivered to the two Public Fill Reception Facilities and disposed of at Taishan as 
the last resort.  For the non-inert C&D materials of 300 m3 (e.g. timber and papers), 
opportunities for recycling/reusing would be investigated in the construction stage 
so as to reuse/recycle as much as possible before disposal at landfills.) 
 

 

58.  A Member enquired about the detailed approach to minimize water 
quality impact of dredging and sediment disposal works.  Mr Freeman Cheung 
explained that assessment in the EIA study was based on the worst-case scenario.  
The actual dredging and disposal works would be conducted according to detailed 
plans approved by the authorities.  Mitigation measures, such as control of dredging 
rate, use of silt curtains and closed grab dredgers, would be implemented to 
minimize the suspended solids caused by dredging.  The dredged sediments would 
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be assessed and classified into different categories according to a Sediment 
Sampling and Testing Plan agreed by the EPD.  A report with the estimated quantity 
of each category of sediments would be submitted to the authorities for determining 
the corresponding disposal options.  The contaminated sediments which failed the 
biological screening would be contained in geo-textile containments and be 
disposed of at disposal facility assigned by the Marine Fill Committee.  These 
practices would be specified to the contractors for strict compliance. 
 
59. A Member enquired about the possibility of using cleaner fuels for 
powered mechanical equipment and working boats to minimize impacts on 
residence nearby.  Dr Glenn Frommer explained that it was a general requirement 
that ultra low sulphur diesel should be used for all powered mechanical equipment 
at the work site.  As regards working boats, they would consider the possibility of 
using ultra low sulphur diesel. 
 
(The project proponent team left the meeting at this juncture) 
 

 

Internal Discussion Session 
 
60. After discussion, the meeting agreed to recommend to the full 
Council that the EIA report could be endorsed without condition.  Nonetheless, the 
Subcommittee recommended to advise the project proponent to pay particular 
attention to adopt low carbon practices throughout the construction and operational 
phases, and to use ultra low sulphur diesel fuel for working boats used within the 
work sites.  The meeting also agreed that there was no need to invite the project 
proponent to attend the full Council meeting. 
 

 

Agenda Item 6:  Monthly updates of applications under the Environmental 
Impact Assessment Ordinance 
 
61. Members noted the updates. 
 

 

Agenda Item 7:  Any other business 
 

 

Meeting schedule for 2011  

62. Members agreed to endorse the meeting schedule for the 
Subcommittee in 2011.  
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Tentative items for discussion at the next meeting 
 

 

63. The Chairman informed Members that the agenda was being 
compiled.  Members would be informed in due course. 
 

 

Agenda Item 8:  Date of next meeting 
 

 

64. The Chairman informed Members that the next meeting was 
scheduled for 14 February 2011. 
 

 

(Post-meeting note:  The meeting scheduled for 14 February 2011 was cancelled.)  
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