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THE HONG KONG BIRD WATCHING SOCIETY

GPO BOX 12460, HONG KONG.  
Press Release

Green Groups Present Alternative Vision for Railway-threatened Long Valley

KCRC and Government must co-operate to save Hong Kong’s “Second Mai Po”

16 May, 2000. Hong Kong – The Hong Kong Bird Watching Society (HKBWS), World Wide Fund For Nature Hong Kong (WWFHK) and The Conservancy Association (CA) today announced an alternative vision for Long Valley, a wildlife-rich area of fields near Sheung Shui.  They propose that KCRC’s Lok Ma Chau Spur Line be diverted outside the core area of freshwater flood plain, and that Long Valley be preserved as a “Second Mai Po”.

KCRC’s proposed route cuts right across Long Valley, fragmenting the floodplain and seriously degrading the last example of this habitat and farming practice in the territory.  Despite plans to elevate the spur line on a viaduct above the marsh, this threatens the 210+ species of birds recorded here. The potential loss of Long Valley in its current state has raised protest in all sections of Hong Kong society and from international conservation bodies1 and eco-tourism operators2 who regularly visit Hong Kong.

“The ecological significance of Long Valley is recognised by all parties, including KCRC and Secretary for Planning and Lands, Gordon Siu3,” commented Mike Kilburn, Conservation Officer, Hong Kong Bird Watching Society. “We believe that with close co-operation between KCRC and relevant government departments the spur line and west Rail Phase II extension can be re-routed and Long Valley can be preserved as an example of environmentally sensitive sustainable development in Hong Kong.”

“We recommend the zoning of Long Valley as a Conservation Area, creating a freshwater, inland Mai Po, that would be actively managed by government to preserve both the birds and their habitat - the traditional wet agriculture vegetable fields,” said Karen Woo, Assistant Conservation Officer, WWFHK. “In addition, Long Valley could serve as an educational resource and eco-tourism site, providing open space around the Kwu Tung North  “Green City”.
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40TH

ANNIVERSARY
Hong Kong Representative of BirdLife International

The cry to preserve Long Valley was echoed by students4, teachers5, academics and professionals. They have expressed their regret at the routing of the KCRC spur line, and the irrevocable damage it would cause, in letters and signature campaigns sent to the relevant authorities.  Their comments express the sadness at the cavalier attitude of KCRC to protecting Long Valley. HKBWS is launching a wider signature campaign to demonstrate the support of the general public for preserving the unique cultural and environmental heritage of Long Valley.

“HKBWS is not opposed to the development of railways in Hong Kong,” added Mr. Kilburn.  “However we do not believe KCRC has tried hard enough to avoid building across Long Valley, despite recognising the ecological value of the site. Since government has already agreed to the realignment of the Fanling Bypass (a highway) outside the boundaries of Long Valley, why not realign the railway too, making efficient use of land through a shared transport corridor?” 

KCRC claims that restrictions in engineering convenience, land resumption, financing, and other areas make it impossible to re-route the spur line away from this “preferred engineering option”. Furthermore, additional plans for Phase II of West Rail show a second line cutting across the flood plain, further segmenting and damaging the ecological integrity of Long Valley. HKBWS firmly believes that by examining the alternatives, more efficient and cost-effective routings could be developed which leave Long Valley as it is today. Further examples of alternative routings will be presented to KCRC and the SAR government.

At present the Railways Ordinance allows KCRC’s plans for routing of new lines to be gazetted prior to obtaining approval under the EIA Ordinance and without due planning process under the Town Planning Ordinance.  Since railways constitute just one element of properly planned development, this is a clear contradiction of common-sense practice and contrary to legislative intent.

“The KCRC routing, and refusal to propose less damaging alternatives directly contravenes the spirit of the Chief Executive’s 1999 Policy Address which encouraged a more environmentally sensitive approach to development6,” noted Dr. Ng Cho Nam, President of The Conservancy Association.  “The damage to Long Valley also flies in the face of the efforts of the Hong Kong Tourism Authority to encourage eco-tourism7, for which Long Valley is a recognised site.  The long-term vision of a Government in putting in place such a reserve (transcending sectional, commercial and departmental agendas) would win international applause for the Hong Kong SAR.”

HKBWS, WWFHK and CA believe it is possible to live up to Mr. Tung’s vision of a cleaner and greener Hong Kong by preserving Long Valley’s biological and cultural diversity as a cultivated freshwater floodplain for future generations. This would ensure that birds such as the Painted Snipe and eleven other globally and regionally threatened species are not lost to Hong Kong.  In addition the traditional and environmentally friendly floodplain agriculture, which is a part of the agricultural heritage of the New Territories, does not disappear.
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For further information contact:

Hong Kong Bird Watching Society 

Mr. Mike Kilburn 

Tel: 2549 4017 
E-mail: mkilburn@hkstar.com
Ms. Carrie Ma


Tel: 9041 3021 
E-mail: ckwma@netvigator.com

World Wide Fund For Nature Hong Kong

Ms. Karen Woo 

Tel: 2526 1011
E-mail: wwf@wwf.org.hk

The Conservancy Association

Dr. Ng Cho Nam

Tel: 2859 7025
E-mail: cnng@hkucc.hku.hk

Key quotations/references

1.  
Nial Moores, ecological planner and advisor to Korean Tourist Board
 
“…The area is excellent for many species of freshwater wetland birds – and is clearly an extremely important area of wetland for maintaining Hong Kong’s regional biodiversity.  Considering the attractiveness of the area to various pipit and snipe species (which we failed locate at other sites in Hong Kong) it would be a very significant loss to Hong Kong – and its image as an environmental leader – if the area were to be further degraded in any way.”

2.  
Mark Beaman, Managing Director, Birdquest (UK-based bird tour company)
 
“… Not only does Long Valley provide a vision of how all rural Hong Kong once was, but even more importantly, by default, an important wildlife environment in its own right… Whenever we take our birdwatching groups to Hong Kong we always make a point of visiting Long Valley, and everyone we take there finds the area a tranquil oasis after the noise and pollution that is prevalent in much of Hong Kong.”

3.  
Gordon Siu,  Secretary for Planning and Lands Hong Kong SAR Government 

 
In his presentation of plans for Kwu Tung North on 19 November, 1999 Mr Siu outlined a plan which stated that Long Valley would be protected as an area of ecological value.  

4.  
Tsang Wai Long, Form 4 student, Q.E.S.O.S.A. Secondary School, Sheung Shui “…Obviously if Long Valley was lost the birds would suffer and so would the biodiversity of Hong Kong.  If the Government is promoting sustainable development, biodiversity is one of the “8 Guiding Principles”…  Allowing the railway to pierce the heart of Long Valley is indeed sad and miserable. …This will lead to increased environmental disturbance, which will affect the habitat of the wildlife.”

5.  
Mr C.T. Kwok, Teacher Baptist Wing Lung Secondary School and resident of Lok Ma Chau 

“…As a local resident grwoing up in this area I am sad to see the irrevocable damage which has been done to our natural ecosystem.  Because of our selfishness, our nxt generation will not be able to enjoy this “fantastic home”.

 
As a friend of nature, I cannot bear to see it seriously harmed, and with no area of retreat.  I sincerely hope decision-makers wil grant the wildlife of this area a chance to live.

 
As a bird watcher I will lose a birding site and an area for leisure.

 
As an environmental teacher, I will lose an outdor classroom where I can teach my students about biodiversity and the environment.

 
As a father I will lose an area where I can bring my family…”

6. Tung Chee Hwa Chief Executive, Hong Kong SAR

“…Amidst the rapid pace of city life in the 21st Century, it is important that we preserve our countryside…”

 
“…I intend to set up a Council for Sustainable Development …It will also encourage the community to put the concept of sustainable development into practice…Together we will strive to make Hong Kong a green model for Asia…”

 
Excerpts from the 199 Policy Address

Maps of Long Valley

with proposed routings of

KCRC and Green Groups

 


Map above: 
Route proposed by KCRC

 


Map below: 
Route proposed by HKBWS
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