A Marine Park or a Dolphin Sanctuary!

Third runway: dolphins offered ‘phoney’ deal

Ernest Kao
ernest.kao@scmp.com

Measures proposed in the Air-
port Authority’s environmental
impact ment of the air-
port’s planned third runw
dueforrelease today -

group sa

In particular, the
Conservation Soci
as “phoney” a proposal for a new
marine park area to be estab-
lished after the runwa
tion in 2023. The soci
terday that the planne
tion for the runway would g
up 650 hectares of sea use

rare Chinese white dolphin. As a
1 cent of an estimated
1s that belong to the
northern social cluster of dol-
phins north of Chek Lap Kok
would be at direct risk from re-
clamation work, it said.

Society chairman Dr Samuel
Hung Ka-yiu said the reclama-
tion area major travelling
corridor for dolphins roaming to
and from feeding grounds be-
tween the Brothers Islands and

ha Chau and Lung Kwu Chai

The runway expansion would
also force the dolphins north and
into busy shipping lanes used by
high-speed vessels, Hung added.

The report is set to propose
the merging of the Sha Chau ma-

rine park with a new one east of
the runway after its completion
in 2023 but the society dismissed
this as a “phoney” attempt at
compensation.
“Designating this marine park
in 2023 will be too late and the

damage will already be done. It
will not help bring the dolphins

public consultation period to
persuade the Environmental

Ng Cho Nam
Department of Geography, HKU

; 20 2O
Protection Department to reject
the report when it meets in
August.

[t will launch a campaign over
the next month to highlight the
plight of dolphins living in the
area. The society hopes to collect
10,000 comments from the public
against the report.

The authority said it studied
the possible impact of the airport
expansion in 12 key environmen-
tal aspects, and proposed mea-
sures to “avoid, reduce, mitigate
and compensate for any poten-
tial environmental impact”,

The runw expected to

t HK$130 billion. The author-

itwill bring about HK$912
n in economic bene
the course of 50 years.




The EIA Report of the Temporary Aviation Fuels Receiving

Facilities Project (1994)
— rejected and then endorsed with conditions by ACE

* A 1200 ht Marine Park was designated for compensating the
loss of the Chinese White Dolphin’s habitat
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The EIA Report of the 3 Runway (2014)

.
Hab ltat 10 S S - nlial Landt Formation Foolpint for the Proposed: Aiport Expansion

Areas Reservad for

Existing Airpor kland

* Temporary loss during construction w el
phase: ~ 981 ht L

* Permanent loss due to the project:
650 ht
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Proposed mitigation: a Marine Park of a total area of ~2400 ht

ESTABUSVENT OF MARNE PROTECTED AAEA

* PROPOSED EXTENSON OF MOMA TO A TOTAL
AREA OF APPROXIMATELY 730 ha

* PROPOSED ESTABUSMMENT OF NDW MARINE PARK.

AREA OF APPROXMATELY 2400 ha
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* How to ensure it will be properly delivered and

the objectives be achieved, 1.e. mitigate the loss of
650 ht of dolphin’s habitat ?

* What 1s the best practice in HK?

‘Runway plan may
displace dolphins
but they’ll be back’

Iphins are complex, they can move around,’
conservationist queries logic
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The Sheung Shui - Lok Ma Chau Spurline project (2002)

Habitat Enhancement Programme at
the adjacent site of Lok Ma Chau
KCRC Station



Habitat Enhancement:

Habltat Enhancement To be Completed in 2006 o
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Measurable targets (species, density) are set, followed by regular monitoring and audit
process.

LMC IEA Running Targets

2 May 2005 to 30 April 2006
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If targets are not achieved, it may need to fine tune or revise the management plan.



Jul 2009 - Jun 2010 Jul 2010 - Jun 2011
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This exercise will go on
as long as the Spur Line
1s running!
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Greater Spotted Eagle |
|Eurasian Coot
Red-bille

3 e
ensity (mean/ha)
panese Quail
lack-faced Spoonbill
hinese PondHeron
reatCormorant
stern Imperial Eagle

Snipe
0.10

Key:

NR—Notrecorded within WCA or Control Areas duringthe period

Blue —Targetmet (i.e. densityin WCA at least twice thatin Control Areas)
Yellow—Target not met, although density higher thanin Control Areas
Red -Targetnot metand density lowerthanin Control Areas

* Casual observationonly
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Most important ...

Who 1s responsible for all these?
» KCRC - the Environmental Permit holder



A successful ecological mitigation/enhancement plan should contain

* clear objectives

* measureable targets

* appropriate action and management plans

 aregular monitoring and auditing scheme

* a proper evaluation process

a contingency plan in case it fails to meet the objectives/targets.

Supported by

* solid commitment from the project proponent
 adequate resources and financial inputs

* expert advice from professionals

* a transparent public engagement process



Otherwise we may end up getting a ‘wet land’ not wetland.

=005 =

Some wild birds, but not those missing!



The proposed Marine Park Plan should has

* clear objectives

* measureable targets

* appropriate action and management plans
 aregular monitoring and auditing scheme
* a proper evaluation process

* a contingency plan in case it fails to meet the
objectives/targets.

Supported by

* solid commitments from the project proponent

* adequate resources and financial imputs
* advice from experts Can we find the answer and commitment in

e a transparent public engagement process the EIA Report?




The most important questions

» Who will and have the authority to manage
the proposed Marine Park?

* Who will provide the necessary resources
and financial supports?

* Who will be responsible if conservation
targets are not met?

* What 1s the contingence plan?
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space-crowded perturbations

time-crowded perturbations
« 3" Runway: 2015-2023
HKZM Bridge: up to 2016
=> critical period: 2016 -2017

Cumulative impacts issues
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Location of Concurrent Projects for Cumulated Impact Assessment



Impacts outside HK territory but in the vicinity
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http://www.fdine.com.cn/cn/newsShow.asp?ArticlelD=420



http://www.fdine.com.cn/cn/newsShow.asp?ArticleID=420

Major mitigation measures proposed during the construction phase

Use of Horizontal Directional Drilling (HDD) Construction Methods to avoid disturbance to seabed
Field joint location outside the existing marine park area to avoid disturbance to marine park

Use of non-dredge methods during land formation to minimize risk / disturbance to the environment
e.g. use of DCM for CMP area

Re-routing of SkyPier ferries to/from Zhuhai & Macau Speed reduction of SkyPier ferries close to
SCLKCMP

Other mitigation measures include:
 Avoidance of peak calving season for CWDs during bored piling

* Implementation of water quality mitigation measures (filling behind seawall, good construction site
practices and silt curtains)

» Control the speed (<10 knots) of construction vessels within works area
 Establishment of 250m dolphin exclusion zones

None of these Is for mitigating habitat loss!




Could certain sections of the proposed Marine Park be designated and managed first?
Ideally, starting in 2016.




Don’t negate the needs for mitigating construction phase impacts!

Greens derail $7b KCRC line

Striking 2 Balance
Between Impacting e People and Wildife




We want a dolphin sanctuary!

Third runway: dolphins offered ‘phoney’ deal

Ernest Kao
ernest.kao@scmp.com

Measures proposed in the Air-
port Authority’s envi
impact assessment of th
planned third runw
re unli
ly to compensa
dolphin habitat, a conservation
group s:
In par(uular the Dolphin
i Society describes
aproposal for a new
marine park area to be estab-
lished after the runway’s comple-
tion in 2023. The society sai
terday that the planne
tion for the runway would Unhhle
up 650 hectares of sea used| by the

or the loss of

rare Chinese white dolphin. As a
result, 70 per cent of an estimated
65 dolphins that belong to the
northern social cluster of dol-
phins north of Chek Lap Kok

from re-

tion area was
corridor for dolphins roaming to
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tween the Brothers Islands and
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Marine Park.

The runway expansion would
also force the dolphins north and
into busy shipping lanes used by
high-speed vessels, Hung add

he report is set to prop
the merging of the Sha Chau ma-
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the runway after its completion
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attempt at

signating this marine park
in 2023 will be too late and the

damage will already be done. It
will not help bring the dolphins
back.”

The society has vowed to
campaign hard during the 30-day
public consultation period to
persuade the Environmental

0. JTOW
Pmlmuon Dcpartmem to reject |
the report when it meets in ‘
August.

It will launch a campaign over
the next month to highlight the
plight of dolphins living in the
area, The society hopes to collect
10,000 comments from the public
against the report.

The authority said it studied
the possible impact of the airport
expansion in 12 key environmen-
tal aspects, and proposed mea-
sures to “avoid, reduce, mitiga
and compensate for any poten-
tial environment R

The runway expe(led to
. The author-

itwill bring about HK$912
n in economic benefits over
the course of 50 years.




Thank you!




