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Item A — the review of land uses along the
waterfront of Chai Wan is supported. However,
there is objection to the lack of priority for
water dependent and marine supporting land
uses at the waterfront because therie is
extremely limited sheltered water in Victoria
Harbour and the use of the water and waterfront
is dependent on the uses and ownership of the
adjacent land.
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Item C — deletion of the pier from the Chai Wan
Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) is opposed.
Although the provision of ferry services is no
longer required, the amenity and recreation
value of the pier should be considered.
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The pier should not be deleted.
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The additional 3ha land should be zoned “CA”.
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The cargo handling basin should be developed as a typhoon
shelter to meet the increasing demand for mooring and
anchorage facilities.
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Item D — inclusion of 3 ha of land in the OZP is
supported. =~ However, it should be zoned
“Conservation Area” (“CA”) instead of “Green
Belt”.
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Yuen The cargo handling basin should be transformed into a typhoon
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General Comments — it is correct to make
amendments to the OZP. However, it fails to
strike a balance between cargo handling
activities and recreational activities on its
waterfront.
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Item C — deletion of the pier from the OZP is
not supported. Although the demand for ferry
services may not be high but the amenity and
recreational values of the pier should be
considered.
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shelther.
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The pier should not be deleted.
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The additional land should be zoned “CA”.
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Item D — the inclusion of additional land into
the OZP is welcome but it should be zoned
“CA” instead of “GB”.




