Annex

(Translation)

HKBU'’s Claims*

Government’s Responses

Campus Development of HKBU

“Both the site area of th
HKBU campus (about 5.
hectares) and its per cap
site area for students
publicly-funded
undergraduate programm

are the smallest among aktudents and the space required by their discipliog study (for|
educationinstance, courses that involve laboratory teachimgy need moré

funded higher
institutions.™

LeDifferent institutions have varying geographicalndaions (such a
Aproportion of usable land within campus, geograghications,
tdevelopment parameters of the respective lots, ldggoof campus
pbuildings, etc.), and we should not make a simplisbmparison of
“site areas” among different individual instituterirhe UGC currently
etakes into account various parameters such as dia number of
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space) to assess the net operational floor aregreelgoy an institution;
This is in line with international practice.

Even if measured by “per capita site area for sitgdef UGC-fundeg
programmes”, the HKBU still ranks third among tlouif institutions
located in urban area. This has yet to take adcoluthe 3.6-hectar
Joint Sports Centre immediately adjacent to HKBSfsaw Campus if
Renfrew Road, the day-to-day operation of whichmasnaged by th
university.
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1.2

“The 0.64 hectare of land i
the northern portion of th
site mentioned in th
Government’s proposal
not sufficient for
constructing all the 170
student hostel places, not
mention  providing
teaching space required
the HKBU."”

extra

nif the HKBU fully utilises the 0.64 hectare of land the northerrn
eportion of the former campus of the Hong Kong lsé of Vocationa
eEducation (Lee Wai Lee) (ex-IVE(LWL) site) for prding student
shostels and the necessary teaching facilitiesillitoe able to fully mee

its outstanding requirements for over 2 00bahacademic floor spage
Dand 1 331 (not 1 700) student hostel places umgeexisting policy.
to
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1.3

“Quality education does notin Hong Kong, lots available for development in ge, including
only take place in indoarthose for education use, are subject to developpemaimeters (such as

operating area.
larger campus will
considerable
student learning®

Having

bring height) set out under the Building (Planning) Ragjuhs and the
benefits tarelevant Outline Zoning Plans.

anaximum site coverage, maximum plot ratio and maxmbuilding

The developmentamaters have
already taken into consideration the balance betwegquirements fo
indoor and outdoor space.
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1.4

“Education is a long-term

The northern portion loé &x-IVE (LWL) site currently reserved wil

Some claims are quoted from documents issuedKBWin Chinese only and have been translated imtgligh.
Paragraph 4, HKBU's letter to Kowloon City Districouncil (KCDC) Members dated 27 February 2013,

<http://lwww.lwlsite.hkbu.edu.hk/pdf/letter to DCfpd

Slide 8, Annex 3 to HKBU's letter to KCDC Membaetated 27 February 2013.
Paragraph 4 of page 1,HKBU's letter to Legislatauncil (LegCo) Members dated 18 February 2013,

< http://cpro.hkbu.edu.hk/hkbunews/20130218_LetterLégCo.pdf>.
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investment. If land is
needed by the university fq
new projects in future, |
may have to resort to sité
away from the campus

which is undesirable i

$ be able to meet all HKBU’s requirements up to tB&415 academi

plyear under the prevailing policies.

t

2¢n the long term, even if there are any additiaegjuirements for lan
5,0y the HKBU in the future, there is a well-estabdid mechanisn
nwithin the Government at present to identify sugakand for the
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terms of environmentalHKBU. Depending on the specific use, the land eoned may no
protection, sustainableneed to be adjacent to the existing campus. Ity fae HKBU has
development of society agecently submitted a proposal to the Governmenude the forme
well as schoo| Royal Air Force Station at Kwun Tong Road on a ltergn basis. The
management® proposal emphasised the benefits of having the &ogdf Visual Arts
operating at the same time on the main campus inlém Tong and
the Kwun Tong Road campus.
1.5| “There has long been |arhe Government and the UGC have been supporting @€-funded
shortage of sites for use bynstitutions to construct publicly-funded acadenacilities and studen
local higher educatiophostels in accordance with established policiescahclilation criteria.
institutions. The total
shortfall is 80 000  of | For institutions which still have campus space development, we
operating area>”’ encourage them to select suitable location for ttoang the necessat
academic facilities and student hostels or to cautyredevelopment @
extension of their existing buildings so as toyfulkilise and optimise
the use of their campuses.
On the other hand, for institutions which have addal requirements
for space, we are discussing with them the featsibolf constructing
student hostels or academic facilities in variagcstions.
2 | HKBU's proposal to construct a self-financed Chines medicine hospital
2.1|“The HKBU first put| The HKBU has put forward to the Food and Health e&ur (FHB)
forward ...a proposal tovarious ideas on the development of a Chinese nmedibospital

develop a Chinese medicir
teaching hospital to EDB i
2009...At a meeting held i
October 2012, the HKBU
indicated clearly to the
concerned FHB official tha
the Tsim Sha Tsui pla
would be suspended ar
expressed that the ex-IV
(LWL) site was the mos
suitable site for constructin
the Chinese  medicin
teaching hospital. At ths

n€éCMH), including:
n
nSeptember 2009

J Letter to propose developing a CMH and other faedi In the letter|
2it was mentioned that “in terms of the site, wepa®e constructing

ngdites...
Econsideret
t
gJune 2011

eLetter to advise that the university had found canmground with the
itTsim Sha Tsui District Kai Fong Welfare AssociatiogrS TKFWA) in

tChinese medicine hospital in urban areas for thevewience of the
npublic. The ex-IVE(LWL) site in Kowloon Tong is omé the preferable
Of course,_other conveniently located sitesn also be

D

Last paragraph of page 2, HKBU's letter to KCDC Muars dated 27 February 2013.
® Slide 7, Annex 3 to HKBU's letter to KCDC Membetated 27 February 2013.
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time, the official concerne

responded positively and

emailed to the HKBU on th
same day expressing that

would discuss the feasibilitythe development of a CMH in Tsim Sha Tsui, whicbluded detaileg
of developing the hospital ainformation about the mode of collaboration witle thRSTKFWA, the
the ex-IVE site with the timetable for developing the CMH in Tsim Sha Tdegsibility study
Lands Department andeport, budget, etc;

EDB.”®

destablishing a CMH at the Association’s building;

eNovember 2011 and September 2012
h8ubmission of a detailed proposal and supplemenitdoymation on

September and November 2012
It submitted proposals to the UGC in SeptemberNaovember 2012 on
developing a student hostel at the ex-IVE (LWL)esitIt had not
mentioned in these proposals its discussion witln FHB on the
development of the CMH

October 2012
At an informal meeting, HKBU mentioned the diffites encountered
in developing the CMH at the site of the TSTKFWAldhat it was also
interested in developing the hospital on the ex-I{{®/L) site. It
subsequently provided via email a one-page laydam pvhich only
shows the location of the CMH and the number of sbéeing
contemplated. The plan did not contain any oth@armation. With
a formal CMH proposal from HKBU still on the tabtbe Government
could not follow-up on an informal aspiration fraime university that
was not substantiated with details;

18 February 2013
HKBU wrote to the Government to formally withdrats proposal with
the TSTKFWA and submitted a non-site specific CMdgwsal. In it
letter, HKBU also mentioned that it considered é&xelVE (LWL) site
to be the most suitable site for building the CMH.

The Government emphasises that as a private mddaikty, the CMH
proposed by HKBU is no different from other privdtespitals. At
present, the FHB does not have a policy to progalernment land t
individual organisations for the purpose of deveigpCMHs, and can
only consider proposals to construct such hospaalprivately owneg
land. As such, the Government does not support¢relopment of a
CMH on the ex-IVE (LWL) site.
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2.2

“At present, Chinesg¢
medicine students have

go to the Mainland for thei
internship.  However, du

to the different medicalhospitals. Graduates of these programmes ares@dignised by th

oAt present three local universities are offering ©€Ended
tprogrammes of Chinese medicine, all of which cos®an established
relement of clinical internship made possible bytiingons partnering

ith local Chinese medicine clinics and Mainlandir@se medicine
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Paragraph 4 of page 2, HKBU's letter to LegCo Mersldated 18 February 2013.
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systems adopted in Hor
Kong and the Mainland
their learning experience |
the Mainland cannot
fully applied in Hong
Kong."’

beuniversities operates any CMH.

d@hinese Medicines Board of the Chinese MedicinenCibof Hong
,Kong and are eligible for the Chinese Medicine Btiaoers Licensing
nExamination to qualify as registered practitionerblone of these thre

for students in future, it is not a must for sucGMH to be close to th
institution campus. In fact, currently many hoalsit offering
opportunities for internship are not located in itmenediate vicinity of
the institutions.

HKBU'’s request to use the

southern portion of thexeIVE (LWL) site

“The site is surrounded b
the HKBU campus on thre

sides and has all along beeowloon Tong Fire Station at present.

regarded as part of th
HKBU campus.
Moreover, the site, which i
adjacent to HKBU’s
buildings and  studen
hostels, is also subject
height restriction and henc

undesirable for residentis
8

yThe ex-IVE (LWL) site has never been included ia HIKBU campus
earea, and part of its boundary on the east is inmtedgl adjacent to th
Governmealicg should
elways remain rational, fair and consistent, aredl@overnment shoul
not allocate a site to an individual institutiomply because it is next {
sthe institution.

tdocated close to a teaching block or a studentehasta university,
réAt the meeting of the Metro Planning Committeels Town Planning
aBoard on 25January 2013, this was also discussed na@mbers
generally agreed that residential developmenténstbuthern portion @
the site was considered not incompatible with therosinding
developments’

3.2

“Since 2005, the HKBU ha

repeatedly taken th
initiative to submit
proposals to th¢
Government, urging th

Government to grant th
entire site of the ex-1VE
(LWL) to the HKBU for
longterm development
However, the Governmer
has not given any officig
reply.”°

sin recent years, HKBU has made various differenppsals on the us
eof the site at different junctures.

included only brief textual descriptions withoutffezient details as
2normally provided in public works projects.This wihstanding, the
erelevant officials have maintained close commuiocatvith the HKBU
eto explain the Government’s position and policies sites for
- educational use.

In fact, the Government has set aside over 6 00@fntand in the
ntnorthern portion of the ex-IVE (LWL) site for higheducation use as
Imeasure to support the HKBU to fully utilise theéesfor providing
student hostels and the necessary teaching fesjlisio that the HKBLU
will be able to meet all its remaining requiremefatssome 2 000 fof
academic floor space and 1 331 student hostel spaer the existin

policy.

Even if a CMH in Hong Kong provides clinical intsitip opportunities

4%

tlt is very common in Hong Kong to have residentigvelopments

Nonethelessa of these proposals
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" Last paragraph of page 2, Annex 2 to HKBU's letteKCDC Members dated 27 February 2013.

8 Pparagraph 3 of page 2, HKBU's letter to LegCo Memstdated 18 February 2013.

® Paragraph 75, Minutes of meeting, http://www.info.gov.hk/tpb/en/meetings/MPC/Minuteg!82mpc_e.pdf .
19 paragraph 4 of page 3, HKBU's letter to KCDC Menstdated 27 February 2013.
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3.3 | “We are absolutely againstThe proposed residential site is intended for nmadise,
using the site for developingmedium-density residential developments with a mmaxn plot ratio of
screen-like luxury 4.5 and a building height restriction of 50m. Assswents indicate that
residential buildings ..* the future residential development will not cauggnificant adverse

impact to the nearby environment in terms of vismapact and ai
ventilation.  Separately, the set of practice nostipulating the
sustainable building design guidelines promulgdtgdthe Buildings|
Department can also help prevent the presenceedérsdike buildings.
3.4 | “The Government’s decisionlt is the Administration’s practice to include alhticipated government

to include the site in th
Land Sale Programm
before the procedure h
been completed and desp
the strong opposition of th
HKBU community appear
to bypass the Tow
Planning Board and th
District Council and ta
make the rezoning ade
facto reality.”

esites expected to become available in a certain ip¢@ the Land Sal¢
eProgramme of that year. This could provide cledormation abou
aghe anticipated land supply to the market so thatrmarket could be
itprepared. These sites include individual sites wmeed to undergp
evarious processes (e.g. termination of short-tenancies, completion
sof public works, completion of statutory planningropess for
namendments of Outline Zoning Plans, etc) and theimat immediately
eavailable but are expected to be available for gatlein the year. The
relevant departments will accord priority and exfgedhe requireg
processes with a view to ensuring early complefidre Government is
fully aware that some of the sites including thateern portion of the
ex-IVE(LWL) site would require the completion of ethstatutory
procedures for amending the relevant Outline Zomtans before the
can be put to the market.

<

1 paragraph 3 of page 2, Annex 2 to HKBU's letteK@DC Members dated 27 February 2013.
12 paragraph 2, HKBU’s email to its staff, studentd alumni dated 1 March 2013,
< http://www.lwlsite.hkbu.edu.hk/pdf/ACTION_Ucommunitlmar2013_e.pdf.



