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Hong Kong. 

 

Dear Sirs, 

 

Re: Lantau Development Public Engagement Exercise 

 

With reference to the public consultation of Lantau Development launched in Jan. 2016, 

we are pleased to offer our view below in respect of your proposal as contained in the 

Public Engagement Digest. 

 

In general, we support the government’s adoption of maximizing utility principle in its land 

supply policy.  However, we have reservation in your planning vision on the Lantau 

Development, which laid in the Public Engagement Digest: Balancing and enhancing 

development and conservation … 

 

While we do not object we own the duty to conserve the environment and preserve the 

habitat of different kinds of living lives, we are highly worried the scale is now tilting to 

conservation, no matter how high and how unreasonable the conservation cost is. 

 

There are 2 recent infrastructures projects currently under planning or construction, i.e. 

Proposed 3-Runway and Hong Kong-Zhuhai-Macau Bridge in Lantau Island.  Both 

projects shared similar requirements in conservation of marine lives and both involves 

huge project sum (Hong Kong-Zhuhai-Macau Bridge
1
: $54.1 Bil; Proposed 3-Runway: 

$141.5 Bil).  If no conservation measure, including advance reclamation/construction 

method, avoidance of percussing piling, low noise construction machinery, professional 

team to monitor the environmental impacts during construction, new Marine Park, etc.) is 

required, the construction period of these 2 projects may be saved by 1 year (Hong 

Kong-Zhuhai-Macau Bridge: from 5.5 years to 4.5 years; Proposed 3-Runway: from 8 

                                                      
1
 Hong Kong-Zhuhai-Macau Boundary Crossing Facilities $35.9Bil, Hong Kong-Zhuhai-Macau Hong Kong Link 

Road $16.2Bil, and Tuen Mun-Chep Lap Kok Link and Tuen Mun Western Bypass $54.1Bil 



years to 7 years). 

 

Assuming interest rate of 2.9% (i.e. H+2% = Hibor 6 months 0.89554% + 2%) and a time 

saving period of 1 year, the money can be saved in these 2 projects is about $1.57 Bil 

($54.1Bil x 2.9% x 1 year) for Hong Kong-Zhuhai-Macau Bridge and $4.1 Bil ($141.5Bil 

x 2.9% x 1 year) for Proposed 3-Runway respectively.  According to AFCD’s study, there 

are only 61 Chinese White Dolphin identified in Hong Kong waters in 2014.  The interest 

cost saving is about 93 Mil. per dolphin (($1.57 Bil + $4.1 Bil)/61 dolpins), not to mention 

the additional reclamation and construction cost due to the conservation and those benefits 

to Hong Kong economy due to 2 project completed in 1 year advance. 

 

With all due respect, the habitat of Chinese White Dolphin is not only confined to a small 

piece of marine area near Lantau Island.  In fact, a study on the Chinese White Dolphin’s 

activity area conducted by some scholars revealed that they were located in many areas in 

the Pearl River Estuary. (see extracted plan at Appendix I) 

 

With the much larger habitat area than we imagine, we firmly believe the Lantau 

Development in future, would not cause any significant impact to the Chinese White 

Dolphins, even using traditional conservation/reclamation methods. 

 

Another worldwide study (incl. Chek Lap Kok’s Hong Kong Airport, San Francisco Bay 

and Galveston Bay) further revealed that the dolphins can rebound to the home land after 

large scale habitat disturbance has been resulted (see extracted table below).  Take our 

experience in Chek Lap Kok airport as an example, even the use of tradition reclamation 

method does not cause any long term impact to the no. of dolphins resided in the Hong 

Kong water area. 

 



 

Extracted from Public Forum on the EIA for the 3RS – Presentation Material 

http://info.threerunwaysystem.com/pdf/en/public_forum_20140627.pdf 

 

Among the above conservation measures, establishment of new Marine Park is usually 

adopted by the government in the infrastructure projects in recent years in exchange for the 

support from the environmental groups.  For instance, a new Marine Park proposed in 

3-Runway Project together with extg Sha Chau and Lung Kwu Chau Marine Park and 

committed The Brothers Marine Park formed a marine protection area of about 5,200 Ha.  

Compared to Hong Kong people’s living standard (159 ft
2
 per 1 person), each Chinese 

White Dolphin enjoys 9.18 mil ft
2
 living area, which is more luxurious than the human 

being (over 57,000 times). 

 

The above studies and examples provide a concrete ground for us to consider again 

whether it is necessary or worthy to spend such a huge amount of taxpayer’s money to 

conserve the marine lives, but to no avail.  It is no good for our society still upholding a 

conservation priority mindset without conducting any due diligence investigation on the 

causes, impacts and solutions in conserving wild lives. 

 

As a responsible government, we have to strike a right balance between conservation and 

development.  Indeed, paying high price may solve a lot of issues and get consensus from 

the society to bring the task move forward.  However, the benefit can only be gained by 

http://info.threerunwaysystem.com/pdf/en/public_forum_20140627.pdf


small group of people.  If we wish to benefit to the general public, those huge extra 

money to be paid for the conservation in the Lantau Development can be used as the 

compensation for the government to resume the land in North-East New Territories (NENT) 

or other NT rural area.  According to government, the no. of household affected by 

NENT’s scheme is about 1,000.  If the above interest cost saving in these 2 projects are 

used to compensate these 1,000 households in NENT, every household can receive $5.67 

mil as the compensation.  This way of spending of taxpayer’s money can truly benefit to 

Hong Kong people and at the same time ease the housing shortage problem, instead of 

paying for the unnecessary conservation works.   

 

 



Appendix I 

 

 

Extracted from Article “Effective Measures to Conserve Chinese White Dolphins” 

http://info.threerunwaysystem.com/pdf/en/article-20140806-%20effective-measures-to-conserve-chinese-white-dolphins

-eng.pdf 

 

http://info.threerunwaysystem.com/pdf/en/article-20140806-%20effective-measures-to-conserve-chinese-white-dolphins-eng.pdf
http://info.threerunwaysystem.com/pdf/en/article-20140806-%20effective-measures-to-conserve-chinese-white-dolphins-eng.pdf

