The follow is extracted from the Summary Report of the Task Group on Urban Design Study for the New Central Harbourfront of the Harbour-front Enhancement Committee (English only)
The Study Team’s Design Responses (page 28-29)

Central Waterfront Promenade (including Sites 4 & 7, Central Piers No. 9 to 10, PLA Berth)

Reassembly of Queen’s Pier (QP)
· Whilst the public were generally in favour of reassembling QP by the harbour to revive the public pier function and 16 out of 18 District Councils (DCs) consulted had passed motions in support of re-assembling QP at the harbourfront on one hand, there was a request for QP at its original location by several concern groups/professional institutes for preservation of the heritage on the other hand.

· If QP was reassembled by the harbour, the reassembly work would involve the construction of seawall caissons and ground stabilization works as well as refurbishment of Central Piers No. 9 and 10.
· If QP was reassembled at its original location, it would be in the way of Road P2 to be opened for public use by end 2009 and the proposed Airport Railway Extended Overrun Tunnel (AREOT).  As a result, Road P2 needed to be realigned.  Since the AREOT in this section was directly underneath part of Road P2 and part of the QP, advance works for the AREOT lasting for about 2 years had to be carried out before the reassembly of QP.  Allowing time for funding arrangement, detailed design and construction, etc., QP would be reassembled at its original location in mid 2014, i.e. about one year later as compared with the concept of reassembling QP at the waterfront location between Central Piers No. 9 and 10.  
· For realigning Road P2, if QP was reassembled at the original location, about 700 metres of the road would be affected.  The traffic would also need to be diverted to a new temporary road before the construction of the advance works for AREOT could commence.  About 9,000 tonnes of concrete, steel, asphalt and various construction materials would have to be removed and end up in the fill banks and controlled tips.  The abortive cost involved would be in the order of $30M.
Inner Harbour / Lagoon Proposal

· The “inner harbour” and “lagoon” proposals could complement the QP, if reassembled at its original location. The crux of the matter should be the preferred location for the reassembled QP. The public were generally in favour of reassembling QP by the harbour as stated in para. 2.9(i) above.

· The Study Team considered that both the “inner harbour” and “lagoon” proposals were not practicable or desirable from technical and urban design points of view.  
· For the “inner harbour” proposal, the Central-Wan Chai Bypass (CWB) tunnel would be running underneath and approximately midway across the proposed inner harbour.  The top level of the roof slab of the CWB tunnel structure was about 0 to –2.0 mPD across the proposed harbour whilst the low-tide water level was about 0.2 mPD.  With a minimum of 4.5m rockfill protection layer to the tunnel box structure, this protection layer would be exposed completely during the low tide.  The proposed inner harbour was close to the Central Piers to the west and Central Fairway to the north.  Since the Central Harbour was fairly busy most of the time, the wave-wash effect generated by vessels navigating in the vicinity would make the water of the inner harbour choppy and not be suitable for marine-based activities.  
· For the “lagoon” proposal, while no major insurmountable technical problem was envisaged, the proposal was not favoured from an urban design point of view.  Road P2 would have to be realigned to cater for the lagoon proposal.  In doing so, it would diagonally bisect part of Sites 3 and 4.  The proposed north-south pedestrian link extending from the core of Central Business District (CBD) to the new Star Ferry Pier would be compromised.  The reassembled QP would be in the eastern end of the lagoon close to Road P2.  The depth of the lagoon would be constrained by the shallow water depth due to various underground infrastructure including AREOT, culvert and the formation level of the promenade, and the size of the lagoon by the realigned Road P2.  There would be no contact of the lagoon with the harbourfront.
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