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Executive Summary

Introduction

1.1 The Master Plan 2030N1P2030) is a 20year development plan for the Hong
Kong InternationaAi r port ( AHKI Ao) . 't outlines th
and capacityenhancements required to meet kwegn air traffic demand,
which are criticat o mai nt ai ni ng dda@amagatiok bubgls st at u
sust ai ni n future tompetitiviertess Gaisd economic growth. MP2030
presents two airportievelopmentoptions (1) maintainingthe existing twe
runway system; or (2) expandingo a threérunwaysystem

1.2 ThePublic Consultation € e r ¢ PCEe Jasgdfor three months fror8™ June
2011 to 2" September 2011The Social Sciences Research Centre of The
Uni versity of H o n ¢ndependangnalysis &b REDINg , an
consultant with strong experience in research and puliweys has been
appointed to collect, compile, analyse and report viewgaabus stakeholder
groups, including those of the general public, expressed durirRke

Research Team

1.3 The team is led by Professor JdBacorrShone with assistance from Ms. Linda
Cho, processing and analysis by Mr. Kelvin Ng, Mr. Thomas Lo, Mr. Dicky
Yip, Ms. Hung Fong Fong and Ms. Létu Ling and logistics support from all
the staff of the Social Sciences Research Centre.

The Public Consultation Exercise

1.4 ThePCEstarted on 8 June 2011 and finigil on 2' September 2011, with all
feedback collected before the closing date included in the analysisAirpbet
Aut hority Hongant/a thigd pdrtiegkganizd a large number
of events, seminars, briefings, forums, three roving exhibitionslKa€EC
between % and 13" June at CityWalk between 18 and 24" Juneand at
InnoCentre between 20une and.0" July respectivelyandtwo exhibitions at
Terminal 1of HKIA betweenld" July and2" September and at Terminal 2 of
HKIA from 9" June respectively

Social Sciences Research Centr&@loé University of Hong Kong 6



Types of Feedback Received

1.5 The SSRC assistedlAHK in designing a bilingual feedback questionnaire for
wide distribution in the communit (Please refer toAnnex J. Feedback
Questionnaire) It was designed to be simple enough to be understood by
anyone with secondary education. Tlieedback questionnaingas also made
available online to facilitate widespread use. In additieedback fromthe
public wasalso received throughritten submissionssignature campaigns, -on
line forumsand electronic and printed medid.astly, theSSRCwasinvited to
attend56 events out of the 194 eventslated to MP203@uring thePCE and
those eventswere recorded and summarizday the SSRCas an important
source of feedb&cduring the PCBoy stakeholdersThe 56 eventancluded3
public fora, 18 District Counciimeetings 2 meetings of the Panel on Economic
Development of the Legislative Council and 33 conferences/round
tables/seminars/briefings

Analysis of Feedback

1.6 The feedback provided using the feedback questionnaire (other thase rogbesh
comments) received and processeds analyzed using quantitative methods
and the results can deund in Chapte3. All other feedbaclkwas analyzed
using qualitative methods and thameworkcan be found in Chaptér(Please
refer toAnnex K: Public View Analytical Framewobk

Quantitative FeedbackSummary

1.7 A total of 24,242 feedback questionnaireseived during the consultation were
analysed in the main text of the report, while 5,640 feedback questionnaires
received from collection boxes located in HKIA with living district missing
were analysed iAnnex A.

1.8 In the consultation, twproposeddevelopment options were presented for the
respondents to indicate which one they preferred aftegittea considerations
for i nvest ment i n expandis tognairtai©itt®d s c ap a
ai r p o rrunvay systemand Option 2is to expand into a threeinway

Social Sciences Research Centr&@loé University of Hong Kong 7



system. About three quarters of respondents (73.0%) preferred Opbesrall,
while about 10% of them (11.1%) preferred Optioovérall (Figure 1.1)

Figurel.l Overall preferencéor the two proposed development options

Overall preference 11.1% 15.9% 73.0%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Percentage of completed feedback questionnaire:

Prefer Option 1: Maintaining the Existing TweRunway System
Neutral

Prefer Option 2: Expanding into a ThredRunway System

(Base: 20,893 excluding 3,349 missing data)

1.9 The resultsrevealed that most respondents agreed with the following
descriptions about the contribution of HKIA and only a tiny proportion of them
disagred:

connectng Hong Kong with the world and enabling the city to be an

international aviation hub (92.5%trongly agreed or agreed 1.3%

strongly disagreed or disagréed

providing quality airport services and facilities (91.8%01.6%);

promoting Hong Kong's econaengrowth (90.1%vs 1.7%);

strengthening the overall competitiveness of Hong K¢8.9% vs

2.0%);

creating employment as the contribution of HKBY.1% vs 2.0%); and

making it more convenient for the respondents and their famtb

travel (86.0%vs 2.6%).

5
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1.10 Similarly, most respondents agretdt HKIA should continue to be expanded
to cope with the fture air traffic demand (83.0%lrigurel.2).

Figurel.2 Agreementvith whetherHKIA should continue to be expanded to cope
with the futureair traffic demand

1% ‘

HKIA should ‘
continue to be
expanded to cope . 34.8% 48.2%
with the future
air traffic demand ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Percentage of completed feedback questionnaires

m Strongly disagree = Disagree = Neutral = Agree = Strongly agree

(Base:23,796 excluding446 missing data

111For investment in expanding HKIAGs capac
following considerations were important:

benefitto Hong Kong's air connectivity with the rest of the world (89.7%

Vs 2.2%);

benefit to the quality of airport services and facili{i@8.1%vs 2.1%);

benefit to Hong Kongds competitivenes

benefit to Hong Kong's economic growdv.1% \s 2.6%);

creating more job opportunities for Hong Kong's workforce (85.1%

2.9%); and

making it more convenient for theespondentsand their families to

travel (78.5% vs 4.4%).

5

1.12 A lower proportion of the respondents agreed that environmental irf§&ade6
vs 5.5%) and construction cost (66.5% vs 6.3%) were important considsration
for investment in expanding HKIAG8s capac

1.13 The majority of respondents preferred Option 2 and about 10% of them
preferred Option 1 after consideration @ach ofthe following criteriain
isolation

benefit to Hong Kong's air connectivity with the rest of the world (71.1%

5
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vs 10.2%);
, benefit to Hong Kongds competitivenes:
., benefit to Hong Kong's economic grow@v.6% vs 9.9%);
., Creating more job opptmities for Hong Kong's workforcé67.9% vs
9.3%);
., benefit to the quality of airport services and faciliti66.0% vs 12.9%;
and
., makingit more convenient fothe respondentand their family to travel
(55.6% vs 11.9%).

1.14 However, less than half dhe respondents preferred Optiona@d about a
quarter of them preferred Optionatter consideration ogach ofthe following
criteriain isolation:

environmental impad37.4%vs 29.5%);and
construction cost (41.6% vs 24.8%).

1.15 Supplementary cross tabulation tables are providekhimex B to show
, the relationship between respondent so
of agreement with each of theaght considerations being important for
investment in expgmdi ng HKI A8s capaci
, t he relationship bet ween respondent s
preference after taking into account each consideration in isolation.

1.16 Nearly 80%of the respondents (79.9%ither stronglyagreedor agreedhat it
was urgent that AAHK should maka decision NOW on how the airport should
be further developed, while a small proportion of them (6.8&bher strongly
disagreedor disagreed with ifFigure 1.3.

Social Sciences Research Centr&@loé University of Hong Kong 10



Figurel.3 Agreement that it is urgent that AAHK should make a decision NOW on
how theairport should be further developed

Itis urgent that P 594 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘

AAHK should
make a decision 45.1%
NOW on how our

airport should be ‘ ‘

further developed

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Percentage of completed feedback questionnaire:

m Strongly disagree ™ Disagree ® Neutral = Agree = Strongly agree

(Base: 23,68&xcluding 561 missing data)
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Qualitative FeedbackSummary

117 All commentsreceivedduring the consultation were divided irten channels

as below:

1. Public Forum (PF) 3 Public Fora @Annex C) - public fora are
distinguished from other even#és a separate chanrcause they were
widely advertised by AAHK as open to all participants, whereas some of
the other events were not open to everyone or not broadly advertised

2. Event(E): 33 events includig conferencg round tablesseminarsand
briefings(Annex D);

3. Legislative Council(LC): 105 written submissiongo the Legislative
Counciland 2meetings of the Council's Panel on Economic Development
(Annex E);

4. District Council(DC): 18 District CounciimeetinggAnnex F);

5.  Written submissiorfWS): 29 written submissionither by soft or hard

copies(Annex G);

6. Feedback questionnair@®): 4,882 written comments inthe feedback
guestionnaires

7. Media(M): 885 summaries fronprinted media and broadcasti(@nnex
H);

8. Internet and Social Media (IM): 644 comments from 99 webpages
(Annex I) - comments were included if they were covered by WiseNews
during the consultation period as this is a reputable indexing method for
Internet activity in Hong Kong

9. SignatureCampaign (SC) signature campaigns:

I. Green Sense, from which SSRC received 1,226 signatures with
names

il. Park I sl and Ownersodé6 Committee, fr
signatures with living units

iii. Airport Development Concern Network, from which SSRC
received62 signatures and names (SSRC have onlyudwsd
those with a name providgdnd

iv. WWEF with 6,314 names and email addres§eSSRC has
randomly selected 5% of theneails for verification and the
verification was positive, so we have included them all.

Social Sciences Research Centr&@loé University of Hong Kong 12



The signatug campaign commentgere all countedased orthe number
of verifiable supporters as there is no clear distinction between signature
campaigns, petition letters and any other form of letter or email.

10. Opinion Survey (OS) opinion surveys were included:
I. Residential surveg onduct ed by Park I;sl and O
il Survey conducted by eight aviation relatedons
iii. Member survey conducted by 30s Grpup

V. Survey presented by Professor WM Cheung of The Chinese
UniversityofHoy Kong i n Hong Kong Shipper
Conferencgand

V. Member survey conducted biong Kong Logistics Management
Staff Association

The survey resultarere included as single submissiass verificationof
the participantsvas not possibleThey arecoded on the basis of any view
expressed by a simple majority (more than 50%).

118 There was consensus about the benefits of enhanced connectivity on HKIA
and Hong Kong from a very wide range of perspectives, especially in terms of
economic growth and oopetitiveness, and of the negative impact on HKIA
and Hong Kong if the third runway is not built. There was consensus about the
third runway yielding economic benefits of specific industries and increased
job opportunities, although there wesemeconcers about the calculation of
the benefits.

119 There was consensus that the passenger and cargo demand will increase,
although there were concerns that the air traffic forecasts need to be adjusted
to account for the growth of other GPRD airports, dirdicihfs between
Taiwan and the Mainland, oil prices, Mainland economic growth, global
economic cycles, use of widmdy aircraft and the higbpeed rail links being
built. There was consensus that the demand for the current airport will exceed
capacity limts in future, triggering the need for a third runway, although there
was disagreement about when that limit will be reached. One shared concern
was about the need for the government to negotiate more airspace with
Mainland authorities, regardless of whatliee third runway is built, while
recognizing this is not easy.

Social Sciences Research Centr&@loé University of Hong Kong 13



120 Ther e wer e mi x ed Vi ews on whet her HKI A
increased through other airports in the GPRD.

121 There were many comments about high construction costs forittheuthway
and consensus that any delay will raise the costs higher, so there is a need for
careful monitoring to keep the costs within budget. There were very mixed
views on funding of the third runway with taxpayer support, borrowing and
user pays and ahPO suggested as options, but agreement that funding
considerations should be carefully reviewed. There was concern that money
spent on the third runway should not mean that money is not spent to address
important social issues or that balanced developnseignored. There were
suggestions that the airport development should follow the principles of
sustainable development and of the need to focus on service and training to
remain competitive despite our limited land. There were concerns about
constructio speed, airport design, reclamation, better linkage with the GPRD
and Hong Kong urban areas and of the need to hire local construction workers.

122 There were many comments about excessive environmental impact, especially
on carbon emissions, noise and the Chinese White Dolphins and of the need to
minimize impact. There were also many comments about the need to evaluate
both social and environmentabsts and then doing the EIA promptly and
properly to avoid delay in construction. There were very mixed views about
how to balance environmental protection and economic growth, with most
comments preferring balance, but some comments insisting on preféoenc
development or environmental protectiomhere is widespread support for a
range of environmental mitigation methods to address noise, air pojlution
dolphin protection and reclamation impa&ome oncern was expressed
about the social costs frore third runway making Hong Kong less attractive
due to environmental impact, damage to health and increased land traffic
impact.

123 Compensation for people affected by the third runway, better working
conditions in the airport and enhanced flight reuteere raised.

124 There was broad agreement with the need to start construction of the third
runway as soon as possible. There were also suggestions to consider other
options now, such as a fourth runway or second airport.

Social Sciences Research Centr&@loé University of Hong Kong 14



125

There was a broadoncen about insufficient information in the consultation
paper, especially on carbon emissions, air quality, noise, but also about
negative impacts in general, airspace limitations, economic benefits, social
costs and mitigation measures. Concern was alseesga about a conflict of
interest as AAHK, the manager of the airport, was also conducting the process,
and insufficient options being presented.

*kkkkk

Quantitative FeedbackConclusion

1.26

127

1.28

129

In conclusion, based on the quantitative feedback, thdn@&l consensus that

HKIA connects Hong Kong with the world, enabling the city to be an
international aviation hub; HKIA provides quality airport services and facilities;

HKI' A promotes Hong Kongbs economic gr o'
Kongo6s e c otim dKiA creatgsr employment; HKIA makes it more

convenient for travel and that HKIA should continue to be expanded to cope

with future demand.

There is broad consensus that the benef
competiveness, economic growttrgation of jobs and convenience for travel,
environmental impact and construction cost are all important considerations for
investment in expanding HKIAO8s capacity.

Taking into account each of the above considerations in isolation, there was
strongpreference for Option 2, except for construction cost, where there was
still clear preference for Option(21.6% vs 24.8%and environmental impact,
where there waslmost as muchupport for Option 1(29.5%) as Option 2
(37.4%)

When considered @vall, there is a clear preference for Option 2.

Social Sciences Research Centr&@loé University of Hong Kong 15



Qualitative FeedbackConclusion

1.30

131

132

133

In conclusion, based on the qualitative feedback, there is broad consensus
about the benefits of enhanced connectivity from the third runway to HKIA
and Hong Kondgrom a very wide range of perspectives, especially in terms of
economic growth and competitiveness, and of the negative impact on HKIA
and Hong Kong if the third runway is not built, with little in the way of dissent,
other than concern that some of thejected growth may be transferred to
GPRD airports and the higdpeed rail or not appear due to lower economic
growth or higher oil prices.

There is broad consensus that air traffic demand will increase in future,
exceeding the capacity constraint divo runways, although some
disagreement whether this will happen in the timeframe projected by AAHK
and a shared concern about the need for the government to negotiate more
airspace.

However, it is clear that the primary areas of concern are theoemental
impact of the third runway and whether there was enough information in the
consultation paper documents to adequately evaluate the impact of the options.
There is aclear concerrthat the environmental costs hamet been fully
addressed and didient information about the environmental impact and
possible mitigation hasot been provided in order to have an informed public
debate about the options.

There is consensus that the EIA should be done as soon as possible to allow
the necessarynformed debate about how the environmental costs could be
mitigated and to avoid delay in construction. However, it is clear that different
stakeholders have very different views on how or even whether the
environmental costs and economic benefits carakanbed.

Social Sciences Research Centr&@loé University of Hong Kong 16



Chapter 1. Introduction

1.1 Background

The Master Plan 2030NP2030) is a 20year development plan for the Hong Kong
InternationalAi r port ( AHKI Ad0) . 't outlines the air
enhancements required to méamgterm air traffic demand, which are criticad

mai ntaining HoasgnaKoangdosenshabusandfutwseust ai nir
competitiveness and economic growth. MP2030 presents two adpeelopment

options (1) maintainingthe existing twerunway system; or (2) expandinigto a

thred runwaysystem

ThePubl i ¢ Cons ul RC&t)asedior thee enonths fsoms™ Jurie2011

to 2" September 2011The Social Sciences Research Centre of The University of
Hong Kong ( ifdegmi€nhanalysisaachreportingconsultant with strong
experience in research and puldigrveys has beerappointed to collect, compile,
analyse and report views wérious stakeholder groups, including those of the general
public, expressed during tRCE.

1.2 Research Team

The team is led by Professor JdBacorrShone with assistance from Ms. Linda Cho,

processing and analysis by Mr. Kelvin Ng, Mr. Thomas Lo, Mr. Dicky Yip, Ms. Hung
Fong Fong and Ms. Ladiu Ling and logistics support from all the staff of the Social

Sciences Research Centre.

1.3  The Public Consutation Exercise

The PCE started on % June 2011 and finigll on 2'¢ September 2011, with all
feedback collected before the closing date included in the analysis. Aifdost
Aut hority Hong andlornthyd parfiedriydnikeba) large number of
events, seminars, briefings, forums, three roving exhibition$k&EC between
and 12" June at CityWalk between 18and 24" Juneandat InnoCentre between 97
June andLd" July respectivelyandtwo exhibitions afferminal 1 of HKIA between
19" July and2™ September and at Terminal 2 of HKftom 9" Junerespectively

Social Sciences Research Centr&@loé University of Hong Kong 17



1.4  Types of Feedback Received

The SSRC assiste®AHK in designing a bilingual feedback questionnaire for wide
distribution in the communyjt(Please refer tdnnex J. Feedback Questionnaird)
was designed to be simple enough to be understood by anyone with secondary
education. Theeedback questionnaireas also made available online to facilitate
widespread use. In additiofeedback fromthe public wasalso received through
written submisions signature campaigns, ¢ine forumsand electronic and printed
media. Lastly, theSSRCwasinvited to attendb6 events out of the 194 evemtdated

to MP2030during thePCE and thosesventswererecorded and summarizéy the
SSRCas an importansource of feedb&cduring the PCHEoy stakeholdersThe 56
eventsincluded3 publicfora, 18 District Counciimeetings 2 meetings of the Panel
on Economic Development of thieegislative Counciland 33 conferences/round
tables/seminars/briefings

1.5 Analysis of Feedback

The feedback provided using the feedback questionnaire (other tharerogesh
comments) received and processek analyzed using quantitative methods and the
results can be found in ChapterAll other feedbackvasanalyzed using alitative
methods and th&rameworkcan be found in Chaptdr (Please refer téAnnex K:
Public View Analytical Framewoik

Social Sciences Research Centr&@loé University of Hong Kong 18



Chapter 2. Feedback Questionnaire

2.1  Quantity of FeedbackQuestionnaires

A total of 29,882usablefeedback questionnairagere received as a8 September

and subsequently processedcluding 23,554 paper feedback questionnairesnd
6,328 on-line feedback questionnairesexcluding questionnaires with no valid
information other than demographi(&l paper questionnaires of thasspondents
aged below 13 withtertiary education excludedand excluding duplicate elime
guestionnaires with identical data from identical IP addresses and received within a 1
minute period67 online questionnaires excluded)

The anonymous datet generated from thHeedback questionnairesll be returned
to AAHK for archiving at the end of the evaluation.

2.2  Statistical Analysis

The objective of the Consultancy is to as®i#®HK to independentlycollect and
analysdeedbackeceived duringhe PCE to gauge the views of key stakeholders and
the wider public on MP2030.

It is important to note that thieedback questionnairegse not a random sample of

any population, so statistical tests, which assume random samples, are not
appropriate. AAHK states that every voice counts, so all responses are included
unless they are clearly empty or duplicates

Social Sciences Research Centr&@loé University of Hong Kong 19



Chapter 3: Results of theFeedback Questionnaire

A total of 29,882 feedback questionnaires were receivadine, by mail, from
collection boxes at the three roving exhibitions &en collection boxes located in
HKIA (one in nonrestricted area of Terminal 1, one in A@stricted area of
Terminal 2 and nine in restricted area of Terminal 1). Out of 1RBe459
guestionnaires received from HKIA, 5,640 had the information about living district
missing. While it was not stateth the questionnaireas compulsory for the
respondents to provide their living distries those collection boxes were located
either in he restricted area or the terminals, SSRC judged that those questionnaires
are likely to have been completed by visitors who were not residents in Hong Kong.
Hence, they are not included in the analysis. In other words, only 24,242 feedback
guestionnairesre included in the analysis in this chapter. Those questionnaires with
living district missing and received fromKIA were ttus separated out for analysis
andtheir resultsare shown separatelyn Annex A.

The feedback questionnaire consists of fivetsers. In section 1, respondents were
asked to rate their levelf agreement witteach ofthe following descriptions about
the contribution of HKIA

Providing quality airport services and facilities;

Connecting Hong Kong with the world and enabling the city b an
international aviation hub;

Promoting Hong Kongbés economic growt h;
Creating employment;

Strergthening the overall competitiveness of Hong Kong; and

Making it more convenient for the respamts and their family to travel.

ook w

In section 2respondents were asked to rate thevel of agreement wittwhether
HKIA should continue to be expanded to cope with the future air traffic demand

In section 3, respondents were askeahtlicate their preference for Option 1, Option
2 or neutral after they rated thdevel of agreementwith each ofthe following
considerationdeing importanfor investment in expanding HKI& capacity:

1. Benefit to the qdity of airport services anthcilities;
2. Benefit to Hong Kongds air connectivity
3. Benefit to Hong Kongds economic growt h;
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Creating more job opportunities for Hong
Benefit to Hong Kongds competiveness,;
Making it more convenient for respondgmnd their family to travel;

Environmental impact; and

Construction cost.

© N o ok

Thenrespondents were asked to identify the option that they prefevesdll andto
ratetheir level of agreement witPAAHK makinga decision NOW on how the airport
should be further developed

In section 4, respondents were askegrovide their personal particulanscluding
gender, age, education and living district.

In the last section, respondents were welcome to providéefufieedback or
additional comments on the airport expansion plans.
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3.1 Demographic information

This section briefly describes thdemographiccharacteristics of respondents who
completed the feedback questionnaires

Gender

Figure 31 shows that about twiifths (41.9%) of the feetback questionnairesvere
completed byemalerespondentswhile therestwere malg58.1%)

When compared with the Hong Kong population data compiled by the Census and
Statistics Department (C&SD) for mgD11, the proportion of female respondents

waslower thanthat ofthe population.

Figure 31: Gender breakdown

Gender
m Completed feedback
guestionnaires
41.9%
Female _ _
53.4% Population as at Mid
- - 2011
Male
46.6%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Percentage

(Base: 2364 excluding978missing data)

Social Sciences Research Centr&@loé University of Hong Kong 22



Age

Figure 32 shows that slightly over twiiths (41.7%) offeedback questionnaires

were completed by middlagedrespondentbetween 31 and 5¢ears old followed
by about a third of them (32.3%) aged between 18 ang&@ About one out of six
(17.1%)respondentsvere aged over 50, while the s&(9.0%) wereagedbelow 18

years

When compared with the Hong Kong population data compiled by the Census and
Statistics Department (C&SD) for mRD11, the proportions of respondents among
age groupsl8-30 and 31-40 are much higher than the population while the

proportions of respondenggied below 13, 560 and 61 or above are much lower.

Figure 32: Age breakdown

Age groups
E 4.8% m Completed feedback
61 or above : 17.6% questionnaires
L 0
51-6Q [— 12'31é)_7% Population as at Mid2011
— 18.6%
41-50 17.6%
- _ 23.1%
31-40 - 15.9%
- ! 32.3%
18-30 - 17.9%
i s 6.2%
13-17 ! 5 6%
Below 13 r PR 9.7%
0% 20% 40%
Percentage

(Base: 23,808 excluding 434 missing data)
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Education level

Figure 33 shows that over half of théeedback questionnaires7.9%) were
completed byrespondentsvho hadattained tertiary education or above |doled by
secondary education§¥%) and primary education (6.4%).

Figure 33: Education level

Education levels

Secondary _ 35.7%

Primary F 6.4%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Percentage of completed feedback questionnaires

(Base: 22,888 excluding 1,354 missing data)
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Living district

Table 3.1 shows that a higher proportion of feedlzpetstionnaires were completed
by respondents who were living in Tsuen Wan (8.2%), followed by Isléh@%o)
and Eastern Hong Kong Island (7.5%). It is worthwhile to noteathatit one out of
six feedback questionnaire$5.9%) were completed by respads who were either
living in Islands (7.7%pr Tsuen Wan (8.2%)

When compared with the Hong Kong 2006 PopulatiorcBysus data compiled by

the Census and Statistics Department (C&SD), the proportions of respondents who
were living in IslandsTsuen Wan andCental and Western Hong Kong Islarade

much higher than the population.

Table 31: Living district

Completedfeedback| 2006 Population

guestionnaires By-census Rate of

No. of Resident percentage
Living district respondent Percentage population | Percentagg
Eg;‘g?;lzrr‘]‘é WestemHon  155q  64% 250064  3.6% 1.8
Eastern Hong Kong Islan 1782 7.5%  58769( 8.6% 0.9
i?;;gem Hong Kong 01  3.9% 275161  4.0% 1.4
Wan Chai 751 3.2% 155196 2.3% 1.4
Kowloon City 151C 6.4% 362501 5.3% 1.2
Kwun Tong 1461 6.2% 587423 8.6% 0.7
Sham Shui Po 978 4.1%  36554( 5.3% 0.8
Wong Tai Sin 987 4.2% 423521 6.29% 0.7
Yau Tsim Mong 981 4.1% 280548 4.19% 1.0
Islands 1814 7.7% 140188 2.0% 3.9
Kwai Tsing 1734 7.3%  52330( 7.6% 1.0
North NewTerritories 969 4194 28073( 4.1% 1.0
Sai Kung 1021 4.3% 406447 5.9% 0.7
Sha Tin 1735 7.3% 607544 8.9% 0.8
Tai Po 741 3.1% 293542 4.3% 0.7
Tsuen Wan 1948 8.29%¢ 28872¢ 4.2% 2.0
Tuen Mun 145¢ 6.2%  50203" 7.3% 0.8
Yuen Long 1387 5.9% 534197 7.8% 0.8
Total 23694 100.0% 686434¢ 100.0%

Missing data 548
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3.2 The contribution of HKIA

In this section, respondentgere askedo rate their agreement with thellowing
descriptions abouhe contribution of HKIAusinga five-point scalg(Strongly agree,
agree, neutral, disagree and strongly disagree)

1. Providing quality airport services and facilities;

2. Connecting Hong Kong with the world and enabling the city b an
international aviation hub;

3. Promoting Hong Kongds economic growt h;

4. Creatng employment;

5. Strergthening the overall competitiveness of Hong Kong; and

6. Making it more convenient for the respondents and their family to travel.

Figure 3.4 shows thamost respondentsither strongly agreed or agreéuht the
contribution of HKIA isconnecting Hong Kong with the world and enabling the city
to be an international aviation hub (92.5%), while only 168#ter strongly disagreed
or disagreed with it.

Similar proportions ofrespondentseither strongly agreed or agredtat the
contribution of HKIA isproviding quality airport services and facilities (91.8%) and
promoting Hong Kong's economic growth (90.1%), while only 1.6% and &iitfeér
strongly disagreed or disagressspectively.

For strengthening the overall competiness of Hong Kong as the contribution of
HKIA, close to 90% othe respondent$88.9%)either strongly agreed or agreed with
this contribution of HKIA while 2.0%either strongly disagreed or disagreed with it.

For creating employment as the contribaotiof HKIA, over 80% ofthe respondents
(87.1%)either strongly agreed or agreed with it, wil@%either strongly disagreed
or disagreed with it.

For makingit more convenient for theespondentand their famikesto travel as the
contribution of HKIA, the majority of theespondent$86.0%)either strongly agreed
or agreed with it, while 2.6%ither strongly disagreed or disagreed with it.

In summary, mst respondent§anged fromB86.0% to 92.5% either stronglyagreed
or agreedwith the variousdescriptions about theontribution of HKIA and a tiny

proportion (anged from 1.3% to 2.6p6f them either strongly disagreeddisagreed
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with the various descriptions

Figure 34: Agreementwith the variouglescriptions about theontribution of HKIA

Descriptions

Connecting Hong |0.5
Kong with the world
and enabling the city
to be an international
aviation hub

S

32.2% 60.3%

(=)

.6%
./0 38.7% 53.1%

Providing quality
airport services and

facilities
: 0.6%
Promoting Hong
Kong's economic . 36.6% 53.5%
growth

Strengthening the 7%

N overall 35.1% 53.8%
competitiveness of
Hong Kong |
0.7%
Creating employment - 38.2% 48.9%

Making it more |1.0%

convenler)t for t_hem 36.3% 49 7%
and their family to
travel |
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Percentage of completed feedback questionnaire:

m Strongly disagree™ Disagree® Neutral = Agree = Strongly agree

(Base: Connecting Hong Kong with the world and enabling the city to be an
international aviation hub = 23,999 excluding 243 missing data, Providing quality
airport services and facilities = 24,021 excluding 221 missing data, Promoting Hong
Kong's economigrowth = 23,951 excluding 291 missing data, Strengthening the
overall competitiveness of Hong Kong = 23,964 excluding 278 missing data, Creating
employment = 2376 excluding 266 missing daaadMaking it more convenient for

the respondeni@ndtheir family to travel = 23,984 excluding 258 missing data)
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3.3 The future development of HKIA

According to the MP2030, substantial growth is forecast in the aviation market of the
Greater Pearl River Delta (GPRD) including that in Hong Kd®espondents were
aked to rate their agreement witthetherHKIA should continue to be expanded to
cope with the future air traffic demandinga five-point scale (Strongly agree, agree,
neutral, disagree and strongly disagree)

Figure 35 shows thathe majority of therespondentsither strogly agreed or agreed
(83.0%)that HKIA should continue to be expanded to cope with the future air traffic
demandwhile only 5.0% either strongly disagreed or disagreed with it.

Figure 35: Agreementvith whetherHKIA should contiue to be expanded to cope
with the future air traffic demand

0,
HKIA should &7 ‘

continue to be
expanded to cope . 34.8% 48.2%
with the future ‘ ‘

air traffic demand ‘ ‘ ‘

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Percentage of completed feedback questionnaires

m Strongly disagree = Disagree = Neutral = Agree = Strongly agree

(Base:23,796 excluding446 missing datpa
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34 Considerations for i nvest ment and n expa
preferencefor the two proposed development options

3.4.1 Considerationsfor nvest ment in expanding HKI A3ds ¢

According to the MP2030, substantial growth is forecast in the aviation market of the
Greater Pearl River Delta (GPRD) including that in Hong Kd®espondents were
asked to rate their agreemenith the following considerationsindividually for
investment in expanding HKI& capacity using five-point scale (Strongly agree,
agree, neutral, disagree and strongly disagree)

Benefit to the qdity of airport services and facilities;

Benefit t o [HomgivitkKwiththedrest obthe world;

Benefit to Hong Kongdés economic growt h;
Creating more job opportunities for Hong
Benefit to Hong Kongds competiveness,;
Making it more convenient for respondents and their family to travel;

Environmental impact; and

Construction cost.

© N o g brwNPR

Figure 36 shows thamostrespondents (89.7%) either strongly agreed or agreed that
the benefit to Hong Kong's air connectivity with the rest of the wldnimportant
consideration, while only a tiny proportior them (2.2%) either strongly disagtee

or disagreed witli.

For consideration othe benefit to the quality of airport services and faciljitragst
respondents(89.1%) either strongly agreed or agreddat it is an important
considerationwhile only asmall proportion of then(2.1%) either strongly disagree
or disagreed witli.

For consideration ofhe benefit b Hong Kong's competitivenessiost respondents
(87.5%) either strongly agreed or agreed titas animportantconsiderationwhile
only a tiny proportion of then{2.7%) either strongly disagreleor disagreed with
them

For consideration athe benefit to Hong Kong's economic growtnost respondents
(87.1%)either strongly agreed or agreed titas animportant consideratia, while

only a tiny proportion of ther(2.6%) either strongly disagreeor disagreed witlit.

For consideration otreating more job opportunities for Hong Kong's workforce
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most respondentg85.1%) either strongly agreed or agreaé@dt it is an impornt
consideration, while a tiny proportion of thef2.9%) either strongly disagréeor
disagreed with it.

For consideration omaking HKIA more convenient for the respondents and their
families to travel over three quarters of threspondents (78.5%) eithatrongly
agreed or agreeithat itis an important consideratipmhile only a tiny proportion of
them (4.4%) either strongly disagdeer disagreed with it.

For consideration ofenvironmental impactlose to 70%of respondent469.4%)
either strongly agreed or agredtht it is an important considerationvhile only a
small proportion of then6.5%) either stronty disagred or disagreed witlt.

For consideration of construction coshouttwo thirds of respondents (66.5%iher
strongly agreed or agredHbat it is animportant consideration, while only a small
proportion of then{6.3%)either stronty disagree or disagreed witlit.

It is worthwhile to note thamost ofthe respondents considerdtht all the eight
considerations are important considerati or
capacity, and among themmaking HKIA more convenient for the respondents and

their families to travelenvironmentalmpact and construction cost aedatively less

important.
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Figure 36: Summary othelevel of agreementhat individualconsiderationgre
importantfor investment in expanding HKI& capacity

Considerations

.0% |
Kong's air ’
connectivity with the
rest of the world -
D.9%
Benefit to the quality
of airport services 47.0%
and facilites |-, 1 |
. L.2%
Benefit to Hon
competitiveness
1.1%
Benefit to Hong .
Kong's economic 48.0%
growth
1.2%
Creating more job
opportunities for 46.1%
Hong Kong's
workforce |
L 1.7%
Making it more
and their familiesto — 11— 1T
travel |
2.1%
impact [—— 1 1 T
.3%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Percentage of completed feedback questionnaires

m Strongly disagree = Disagree = Neutral = Agree = Strongly agree

(Base:Benefit to the quality of airport servicasdfacilities = 23501 excluding741
missing dataBenefit to Hong Kong air connectivity with the rest of the workd
23,509 excluding 733 missing dataBenefit to Hong Kong economic growth=
23,462excluding780 missing dataCreating more job opportunities for Hong Kdng
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workforce = 23463 excluding 779 missing data, Benefit to Hong Kon
competitiveness 23429 excluding813 missing dataMaking it more convenient for
the respondentand their family to travel = 23,414 excluding 828, Environmental

impact = 23,283 excluding 959is8ing data, Construction cost = 23,209 excluding
1,033 missing daja
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3.42 Preferencdor the two proposed development options

In the MP2030, AAHK presents two development options, that is, to maintain the
ai r po rrunvasy systenoor to expand ana threerunway systemRespondents
were asked to indicate their prefereieeOption 1, Option 2or neutralagainst each
of the following considerationsdividually:

Benefit to the qgdlity of airport services and facilitee

Benefit to Hong Kongs airconnectivity with the rest of the world;

Benefit to Hong Kong economic growth;

Creding more job opportunities for Hong Kodsgworkforce;

Benefit to Hong Kong competiveness;

Making it more convenient for respondents and their family to travel;
Environmental impact; and

Construction cost.

© N o s wNPRE

Figure 37 shows thaslightly over 70%of respondents (71.1%) preferred Option 2
after consideration ahe benefitto Hong Kong's air connectivity with the rest of the
world in isolation while about 10% of therfl0.2%) preferred Option 1.

After consideration of the benefit to Hong Kong's competitiveiressolation close
to 70% of respondents (69.2%) preferred Option 2, while less than 10% of them
(9.4%) preferred Option 1.

After consideration of creating meojob opportunities for Hong Kong's workforire
isolation about two thirds of the respondepteferred Option 2 (67.9%), while less
than 10% of then(9.3%)preferred Option 1.

After consideration of the benefit to Hong Kong's economic grawiolation, about
two thirds of the respondents preferred Optior§6Z.6%) while about 10% of them
(9.9%) preferred Option 1.

After consideration of the benefit to the quality of airport services and facifities
isolation close totwo thirds ofthe respondents (66%) preferred Option 2, while
slightly over 10% of then(12.9%) preferred Option 1.

After consideration of makinglKIA more convenient for the respondents and their
families to travein isolation over half oftherespondents (55.6%) pezfed Option 2,
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while slightly over 10% of them (11.9%) preferred Option 1.

After consideration ofconstruction costin isolation dightly over 40% of the
respondents (41%) preferred Option 2while about a quarter of them (24.8%)
preferred Option 1.

After consideration of environmental impaectisolation over a third of respondents
preferred Option 2 (37.4%), while over a quarter of them (29.5%) preferred Option 1.

More respondents preferred Option 2 than Option 1 after considering each
considerationndividually. However, the proportion of respondents preferring Option

1 after considering environmental impact and construction cost individually was
much higher than that after considering the other six considerations.
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Figure 3.7 Summay of the preference for the two proposed development options
against each ahe considerations individually

Descriptions

Benefit to Hong
Kong's air
connectivity with
the rest of the
world

Benefit to Hong
Kong's
competitiveness

Creating more job
opportunities for
Hong Kong's
workforce

Benefit to Hong
Kong's economic
growth

Benefit to the
quality of airport
services and
facilities

Making it more
convenient for
them and their
families to travel

Construction cost

Environmental
impact

il

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Percentage of completed feedback questionnaires
= Prefer Option 1: Maintaining the Existing TweRunway System

= Neutral
u Prefer Option 2: Expanding into a Thred&Runway System
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(Base:Benefit to the quality of airport servicemd facilities = 22,695excluding
1,547missing dataBenefit to Hong Konds airconnectivity with the rest of the world

= 22,507excluding1,735missing dataBenefit to Hong Kong economic growthr
22,469 excluding 1,773 missing data,Creating more job opportunities for Hong
Kongds workforce= 22,460excluding1,782missing dataBenefit to Hong Kongs
competitiveness 22,432excluding1,810missing dataMaking it more convenient
for therespondentsand their family to travel = 22,387 excluding 1,855 missing data,
Environmental impact = 22,347 excluding 1,895 missing data, Cotietrumost =
22,306 excluding 1,936 missing data
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35  The preference for the two proposed development optionsfter taking
into accounteachof the considerationsby the level of agreementwith the
considerations

This sectionshows r e s p o nptederencefd the two proposed development
options after taking into account eaclof the considerations for investment in
expanding HKIAs capacityn isolation

3.5.1 Agreement thaihebenefit to the quality of airport services and faciliiegn
important consideratiomand the preferenclr the two proposed development options

Table3.2 illustratesthe relationship betweehe level of agreement thahe benefit to
the quality of airport services and facilities an important consideratiomand the
preferencefor the two proposed development opticafser taking into accounthis
considerationn isolation

Among respondentsvho either strongly agreed or agreduat the benefit to the
guality of airport services and facilities animportant consideratignthere wasa
higher proportionof those respondents whreferred Option 471.6%)than those
respondents who preferred Optiofl1.1%)

Table3.2: Agreement thathe benefit to the quality of airport services and facilities
important consideratioandthe preferencdor two proposed development options

After taking into accounthe benefit to the quality of
airport services and facilitign isolation
Prefer Option 1: Prefer Option 2:
Maintaining the Expanding into
Existing Two a Three
Variable Level Base RunwaySystem Neutral Runway System
j.”ong'y 122 64.8% 15.6% 19.7%
isagree
Disagree 249 61.0% 26.5% 12.4%
Agreement that | Strongly
the benefit to the | disagree and 371 62.3% 22.9% 14.8%
quality of airport | disagree
services and | Neutral 1903 21.6% 61.8% 16.6%
facilitiesis an | Agree 9282 15.5% 25.9% 58.6%
important Strongly
consideration | agree 10523 7.2% 9.8% 83.1%
Strongly
agree and 19805 11.1% 17.3% 71.6%
agree
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3.5.2 Agreement that theenefit to Hondongq's air connectivity with the rest of the
world is an important considerationand the preferencdor the two proposed
development options

Table3.3 illustratesthe relationship betwedhelevel ofagreement thahe benefit to
Hong Kong's air connectivity with the rest of the waddanimportant consideration
andthepreferencdor the two proposed development opti@ftertaking into account
this consideration in isolatian

Among thoserespondentsvho either strongly agreed or agredtfat the benefit to
Hong Kong's air connectivity with the rest of the waddanimportant consideration,
there wasa higher proportiorof those respondents who preferred Optiofy@9%)
than those respondents who preferred @pli(8.2%).

Table 3.3: Agreement thathe benefit to Hong Kong's air connectivity with the rest of
the world is an important consideration artde preferencefor the two proposed
development options

After taking into accounthe benefit to Hong Kong's
air connectivity with the rest of the worid isolation

Prefer Option 1: Prefer Option 2:
Maintaining the Expanding into
Existing Twe a Three
Variable Level Base Runway System Neutral Runway Systen|
Strongly 135 63.7% 17.0% 19.3%
disagree
Disagree 245 58.4% 31.4% 10.2%
Agreement that Strongly

thebenefitio | gicagree and 380 60.3% 26.3% 13.4%
Hong Kong's air

{ivity with disagree
C?Eg?‘;g‘)‘t"oﬁ o | Neutral 1787 20.1% 62.8% 17.0%
worldis an | Adree 8078 12.9% 25.2% 61.9%
important | Strongly 11667 5.0% 7.7% 87.3%
consideration | 29r€€
Strongly
agree and 19745 8.2% 14.9% 76.9%
agree
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3.53 Agreement thahebenefititoHong Kongd s eisanimponmantc
consideratiorand the preferenci®r the two proposed development options

Table3 4 illustratesthe relationship betweehe level of agreement thahe benefit to
Hong Kong's economic growtls animportant consideratioand the preferenceor

the two proposed development optiaifter taking into accounthis consideration in
isolation

Among thoserespondentsvho either strongly agreed or agredtht the benefit to
Hong Kong's economic growtls animportant considerationthere wasa higher
proportion of those respondents who preferred Option(72.6%) than those
respondents who preferred Optio718%).

Table 3.4: Agreement thatthe benefit to Hong Kong's economic growth an
important consideration aride preferencdor the two proposed options

After taking into accounthe benefit to Hong Kong's
economic growthn isolation
Prefer Option 1: Prefer Option 2:
Maintaining the Expanding into
Existing Two a Three
Variable Level Base Runway System Neutral Runway System
Strongly 155 65.2% 14.8% 20.0%
disagree
Agreement that Disagree 321 53.9% 29.9% 16.2%
thebenefitto | Strongly
Hong Kong's | disagree and 476 57.6% 25.0% 17.4%
economic | disagree
growthis an | Neutral 2257 17.5% 64.4% 18.1%
important | Agree 8506 10.6% 28.4% 61.0%
consideration | Strongly agree| 10598 5.5% 9.0% 85.5%
Stronglyagree | ;49,4 7.8% 17.7% 74.6%
and agree
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3.5.4 Agreement thatreating more job opportunities for Hong Kong's workfoise
an _important consideratiomnd the preferencéor the two proposed development
options

Table 3.5 illustratesthe relationship betweethe level of agreement thatreating
more job opportunities for Hong Kong's workfoliseanimportant consideratioand
the preferencdor the two proposed development opti@fiertaking into accounthis
consideration in isolatn.

Among thosaespondentsvho either strongly agreed or agreit creating more job
opportunities for Hong Kong's workfordée animportant consideratiorthere wasa
higher proportionof those respondents who preferred Optio(v2.4%)than those
respondents who preferred Optiok714%).

Table3.6: Agreement thatreating more job opportunities for Hong Kong/srkforce
is an important consideration atite preferencefor the two proposed development
options

After taking into accountreatingmore job
opportunities for Hong Kong's workforde isolation
Prefer Option 1: Prefer Option 2;
Maintaining the Expanding into
Existing Twe a Three
Variable Level Base | Runway System Neutral Runway System
Strongly 170 60.0% 22.4% 17.6%
disagree
Agreement that Disagree 365 42.7% 38.9% 18.4%
creating more job| Strongly
opportunities for | disagree and 535 48.2% 33.6% 18.1%
Hong Kong's | disagree
workforceis an | Neutral 2642 14.2% 62.2% 23.6%
important Agree 8530 9.9% 26.5% 63.6%
consideration | Strongly agred 10127 5.3% 9.4% 85.3%
Strongly agreq 4 g57 7.4% 17.2% 75.4%
and agree
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3.5.5 Agreement that thbenefit to Hong Kong's competitiven@ssan important
consideratiorand the preferenclr the two proposedevelopment options

Table3.6 illustratesthe relationship betweehe level of agreement thahe benefit to
Hong Kong's competitiveness animportant consideratioandthe preferencdor the
two proposed development optioafter taking into accounthis consideration in

isolation

Among thoserespondentsvho either strongly agreed or agredtht the benefit to
Hong Kong's competitiveness an important considerationthere wasa higher
proportion of those respondents who preferred Option(75.2%) than those
respondents who preferred Optio713%).

Table3.6: Agreement thathe benefit to Hong Kong's competitivenagssan important
consideration anthe preferencdor the two proposed development options

After taking into accounthe kenefit to Hong Kong's
competitivenes isolaion
Prefer Option 1: Prefer Option 2:
Maintaining the Expanding into
Existing Twe a Three
Variable Level Base Runway System Neutral Runway System
Strongly 165 68.5% 17.6% 13.9%
disagree
Disagree 316 52.5% 32.6% 14.9%
Strongl|
Agreement that disag?ezz and 481 58.0% 27.4% 14.6%
the kenefit to disagree
Hong Kong's
competitivenesis Neutral 2149 17.4% 64.4% 18.2%
an important Agree 7829 10.7% 28.3% 61.0%
consideration | Strongly 11322 4.8% 8.5% 86.6%
agree
Strongly
agree and 19151 7.3% 16.6% 76.2%
agree
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3.5.6 Agreement thamaking it more convenient for the respondents and their
families to travelis an important considerationrand the preference for the two
proposed development options

Table 3.7 illustratesthe relationship betweethe level of agreement thataking it
more convenient for theespondents and thefamilies to travelis an important
considerationand the prefeence for the two proposed development opticaer
taking into accounthis consideration in isolation

Among thoserespondentsvho either strongly agreed or agretttht making it more
convenient for therespondents and theifamilies to travelis an important
consideration,there wasa higher proportiorof those respondents who preferred
Option 2(65.999 than those respondents who preferred Opti¢t 26).

Table 3.7: Agreement thamaking it more convenient for threspondents and their
families to travelis an impormnt considerationand the preferencefor the two
proposed development options

After taking into accountnaking it more convenient
for the respondents and their family to trawvel
isolation
PreferOption 1: Prefer Option 2;
Maintaining the Expanding into
Existing Twe a Three
Variable Level Base Runway System Neutral Runway System
Strongly 277 55.6% 26.7% 17.7%
disagree
Disagree 577 39.0% 47.0% 14.0%
Agrlf_emgnt that Strongly
c&%éﬂ?elrftrpoorrtehe disagree and 854 44.4% 40.4% 15.2%
dents and disagree
rtehsg‘r’?ari”y o | Neutral 3812 14.3% 67.8% 17.8%
vele e Agree 8474 12.1% 35.4% 52.5%
important igr‘;r(‘eg'y 8595 7.3% 13.6% 79.1%
consideration Strongly
agree and 17069 9.7% 24.4% 65.9%
agree
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3.5.7 Agreement thaenvironmental impacis an important consideratiorand the
preference for the two proposed development options

Table 3.8 illustrates the relationship betweerthe level of agreement that
environmental impacis animportant consideratioand the preferencefor the two
proposed development optioafiertaking into accounthis consideration in isolation

Among thoserespondentsvho either strongly agreed or agredtht environmental
impactis animportant consideratiorthere wasa slightly highemproportionof those
respondents who preferred Option(30.2%)than those respondents who preferred
Option 1(35.1%).

Table3.8: Agreement thagnvironmental impads an important consideration atine
preferencdor the two proposed development options

After taking into accoungénvironmental impadh
isolation
Prefer Option 1: Prefer Option 2:
Maintaining the Expanding into
Existing Two a Three
Variable Level Base Runway System| Neutral RunwaySystem
Suongly 375 25.6% 16.5% 57.9%
isagree
Disagree 719 24.3% 29.6% 46.0%
Strongly
Agreement that | disagree and| 1094 24.8% 25.1% 50.1%
the environmenta| disagree
impactis an Neutral 5472 14.5% 55.5% 30.0%
important Agree 7255 28.4% 32.0% 39.5%
consideration | Strongly 7822 41.3% 19.8% 39.0%
agree
Strongly
agree and 15077 35.1% 25.7% 39.2%
agree
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3.5.8 Agreement thatconstruction costis an important considerationand the
preferencdor the two proposed development options

Table 3.9 illustratesthe relationship betweethe agreement thatonstruction cost is
an important consideratioand the preferencefor the two proposed development
optionsaftertaking into accounthis consideration

Among thoseaespondentsvho either stronglyagreed or agreethat construction cost
is animportant consideratiorthere was higherproportionof those respondents who
preferred Option 245.8%)than those respondents who preferred Opti2813%).

Table 3.9: Agreement thatonstruction cost i®n important consideration aride
preferencdor the two proposed development options

After taking into accountonstruction cosin isolation
Prefer Option 1: Prefer Option 2:
Maintaining the Expanding into
Existing Two a Three
Variable Level Base Runway System Neutral Runway System
g.”ong'y 414 27.3% 19.8% 52.9%
isagree
Disagree 861 28.2% 27.6% 44.1%
Strongly
Agreement that | disagree and 1275 27.9% 25.1% 47.0%
the construction | disagree
costis an Neutral 5898 15.2% 54.2% 30.6%
importan_t Agree 7519 25.3% 31.9% 42.8%
consideration | Strongly 6866 31.6% 19.3% 49.0%
agree
Strongly
agree and 14385 28.3% 25.9% 45.8%
agree

For each of the above eight considerations, among thoseittieo strongly agreed or
agreedthat they areimportant consideratiog there wasa higher proportion of
respondentgho preferred Option 2Zhan those respondents who prefei@gdion 1.
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3.6  Overall preferencefor the two proposed development options

Respondents were asked to indicate thearall preferencdor Option 1 Option 2or
neutral

Figure3.8 shows that about three quarters of respondents (73.0%) preferred Option 2
overall, while about 10% of them (11.1%) preferred Opti@vdrall

Figure3.8 Overall preferencéor the two proposed delopment options

Overall preference 11.1% 15.9% 73.0%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Percentage of completed feedback questionnaire:

Prefer Option 1: Maintaining the Existing TweRunway System

Neutral

Prefer Option 2: Expanding into a ThredRunway System

(Base: 20,893 excluding 3,349 missing data)
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Table 3.10 illustrates therelationship between thagreement thaHKIA should
continue to be expanded to cope with the future air traffic deraaddhe overall
preference fothe twodevelopment options

Among thoserespondentsvho either strongly agreed or agredtht HKIA should
continue to be expanded to cope with the future air traffic demanuigher
proportion of those respondents preferred Opti¢d8323%)as their overall eference
than Option 15.8%)

Table3.10: Agreement thaHKIA should continue to be expanded to cope with the
future air traffic demand and overall preferefmethe two development options

Overall preferencdor the two proposed
development options
Prefer Option
Prefer Option 1: 2: Expanding
Maintaining the into a Three
Existing Two Runway
Variable Level Base | Runway Systen] Neutral System
stongly | ag5 85.7% 9.6% 4.7%
disagree
P Disagree 584 73.8% 17.6% 8.6%
thatHKIA ?ggg?;ﬁ
should and 969 78.5% 14.4% 7.0%
continue to be disagree
ceoxppea\r/]v(ijtidtrtl% Neutral | 2239 22.9% 56.1% 21.1%
future air |LAgree 6983 10.2% 21.4% 68.4%
traffic | SUONA | 45454 2.9% 3.9% 93.3%
demand | 29r€€
Strongly
agree and| 17437 5.8% 10.9% 83.3%
agree

Supplementary cross tabulation tables are providéchimex B to show
T the relationship between respondentsodo ¢
agreement with each of theeight considerationsbeing important for
investment in expanding K1 A6s capacity, and
91 ther el ati onshi p bet weorefarenceasdpheinpleterenncs 6 o v er
after taking into account each consideration in isolation.

Social Sciences Research Centr&@loé University of Hong Kong 46



3.7  Agreement with AAHK should make a decision NOW on how the airport
should be further developed

Both options require considerable time to conduct further studies and obtain
regulatory approvals before works can commence. If HKIA is to expand into a 3
runway system, in particular, it will require a construction e of about 10 years.
Responédntswere askedo rate their agreement withhetherit is urgent that AAHK
should make a decision now on how the airport should be further developed
five-point scalgStrongly agree, agree, neutral, disagree and strongly disagree).

Figure 39 shows thaabout80% of therespondent§79.9%) either strongly agreed or
agreed that it was urgent that AAHK should make a decision NOW on how the airport
should be further developed, while a small proportion of them (6e3¥gr strongly
disagred or dsagreed with it.

Figure 39: Agreement that it is urgent that AAHK should make a decision NOW on
how the airport should be further developed

Itis urgent that P 504 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘

AAHK should
make a decision 34.8% 45.1%
NOW on how our

airport should be
further developed

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Percentage of completed feedback questionnaire:

m Strongly disagree Disagree m Neutral = Agree = Strongly agree

(Base: 23,68&xcluding 561 missing data)
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Table 3.11illustratesthe relationship betweethe agreement that was urgent that
AAHK should make a decision NOW on hdhe airport should be further developed
andthe overall preference fdine two proposed development options

Among those respondents wkedher strongly agreed or agretttht AAHK should
make a decision NOW on hothe airport should be further developed higher
proportion of those respondents preferred Option 2 {843 their overall preference
than Option 1 (6.3%)

Table3.11 Agreement thait was urgent that AAHK shouldhake a decision NOW
on howthe airport should be further developed and the overall preferen¢bedwo
proposed development options

Overallpreferencéor the two proposed developmen
options
Prefer Option 1: Prefer Option 2:
Maintaining the Expanding into &
Existing Two ThreeRunway
Variable Level Base Runway System Neutral System
Strongly 466 75.1% 11.2% 13.7%
disagree
Disagree 811 55.0% 27.5% 17.5%
Agreement that Strongly
itwas urgent thal yisagree and 1277 62.3% 21.5% 16.1%
AAHK should disagree
ake 2 declSIon Neyral 2638 16.9% 54.8% 28.3%
theairport Agree 6939 9.9% 18.2% 71.9%
should be further Strongly 9824 3.7% 3.2% 93.1%
developed | 2dree
Strongly
agree and 16763 6.3% 9.4% 84.3%
agree
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Chapter 4: Demographic Breakdowns

This chapter showd h e br eakdown resgonses éoglgmognaphicnt s o
informationi.e. gender, age grouygducationlevel and living district to see if there

were anymajor differences across th#emographic factors Additional cross
tabulation tables are also provided to show how the preference of the two proposed
development options of interest differs acra&snographicgroups (e.g. education
levels). This is intended tdhelp identify any parts of the population whhave
different viewsfrom the majority

The tables in this chapter show all the findimgd alsgprovide additionalsummary
information shown asfiStrongly agree and agme®y combining the percentagef
"Strongly agreé and "Agree as well asfiStrongly disagree and disagoeby
combining the percentagef "Strondy disagreé and"Disagreé for easy reference.

It is important to note that respondents are not a representative sample of the
population,but instead reflect only people who have maldeeffort to express their
views on the airport expansion plans, an opportunity made available to all Hong Kong
residentsso the results cannot be projected to the whole population.
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4.1 The contribution of HKIA

4.1.1 Agreement that theontribution of HKIA igproviding guality airport services
and facilities

Table 41 illustrates the relationship between thgreement thathe contribution of
HKIA is providing quality airport services and facilitiasddemographic variables.

Male respondentgshoseaged 61 or abovand below 13 were more likely than their
respective counterparts to strongly agtie&t the contribution of HKIA isproviding
quality airport services and facilitiedRespondentsvho were living inSai Kung or
Kowloon City wee more likely than their respective counterpartgitber strongly
agree or agrewith the contribution of HKIA igproviding quality airport services and
facilities. Also, the higher the education level of respondents, the more likely that
they either strongly agreed or agreed

Table 41: Agreement thathe contribution of HKIA isproviding quality airport
services and facilitieanddemographic variables

Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| @and
Variable [Level Base | disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral [ Agree| agree | 2adree
Male 13404 0.6% 0.9% 1.5% 5.0% |35.0%| 58.4% | 93.4%
Gender
Female 9689 0.5% 1.0% 1.5% 8.3% |43.9%| 46.4% | 90.3%
Below 13 | 658 1.1% 0.3% 1.4% 7.0% |28.9%| 62.8% | 91.7%
13- 17 14571 0.3% 0.5% 0.8% 5.3% |36.9%| 57.0% [ 93.9%
18- 30 7652| 0.4% 0.8% 1.2% 7.6% |42.5%| 48.8% | 91.3%
Age 31-40 54521 1.0% 1.4% 2.4% 6.4% |40.5%| 50.8% | 91.3%

41-50 4397| 0.3% 1.1% 1.4% 5.8% [36.8%] 56.1% | 92.9%

51-60 2902 0.3% 1.1% 1.4% | 6.0% (35.6% 57.0% | 92.6%

61 or
above

Primary 14571 1.1% 1.9% 3.0% | 10.9% [35.4%| 50.7% | 86.1%

1116| 1.1% 1.1% 2.2% 3.8% |29.3%| 64.8% | 94.1%

Education |Secondary| 8113 0.6% 1.2% 1.8% | 8.0% [40.0%| 50.2% | 90.2%
level

Tertiary or

131559 0.5% 0.8% 1.3% 4.9% [37.9%| 56.0% | 93.9%
above

Social Sciences Research Centr&@loé University of Hong Kong 50



Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| @and
Variable |Level Base | disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral [Agree| agree | 2adree
Central an|
Western
Hon 1506| 0.7% 0.9% 1.6% 56% |[31.1%| 61.8% | 92.9%
g
Kong
Island
Eastern
Hong 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0] (0]
Kong 1765| 0.6% 0.8% 1.4% 6.1% |34.8%| 57.7% | 92.5%
Island
Southern
Hong 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, (0]
Kong 906 0.6% 1.5% 2.1% 7.2% |35.4%| 55.3% | 90.7%
Island
Wan Chai | 743 0.5% 0.9% 1.4% 7.4% |36.1%| 55.0% | 91.1%
éﬁ;’/""’o” 1502| 0.2% | 0.8% | 1.0% | 5.4% [38.0% 55.6% | 93.6%
KWUn 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Tong 1443| 0.6% 1.0% 1.6% 8.1% (38.3% 52.0% | 90.3%
i ggam Shul 975 | 05% | 0.9% | 1.4% | 7.5% [40.99% 50.20% | 91.1%
district W Tai
Sir‘:”g 'l ogs | 07% | 1.0% | 1.7% | 7.6% |45.29 455% | 90.7%
:\(A"j‘)‘ﬂ]gs'm 976 | 0.4% | 1.1% | 1.5% | 5.5% |37.0% 55.9% | 92.9%
Islands 1803| 0.4% 1.0% 1.4% 6.9% (40.0%| 51.7% | 91.7%
?Z\Ilﬁlg 1721| 0.6% 1.3% 1.9% 6.6% (41.8%| 49.6% | 91.4%
#‘g::ﬁﬁ‘;" 961 | 06% | 06% | 1.29% | 8.0% |41.4%| 49.3% | 90.7%
Sai Kung | 1016] 0.6% 1.1% 1.7% 4.6% |40.8% 52.9% | 93.7%
Sha Tin 1719| 0.5% 0.7% 1.2% 55% |[37.9%| 55.4% | 93.3%
Tai Po 737 0.1% 1.5% 1.6% 6.2% (40.3% 51.8% | 92.1%
Tsuen Walf 1929 1.0% 1.0% 2.0% 5.0% |38.9%| 54.0% | 92.9%
Tuen Mun| 1449| 0.4% 0.8% 1.2% 8.3% (41.7%| 48.9% | 90.6%
Yuen Long 1379| 0.4% 1.2% 1.6% 7.0% (41.1%| 50.2% | 91.3%
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4.12 Agreement that the contribution of HKIA é¢ennecting Hong Kong with the
world and enabling the city to be an international aviation hub

Table 42 illustrates the relationship between thgreement thathe contribution of
HKIA is connecting Hong Kong with the world and enabling the city to be an
international aviation huanddemographic variables.

Male respondentandthoseaged 61 or above wemore likely than their respective
counterparts to strongly agrekat the contribution of HKIA is providing quality
airport services and facilitiesRespondentsvho were living in Sai Kungvere more
likely than their respective counterparts @ither strongly agree or agredéth the
contribution of HKIA isproviding quality aiport services and facilities. Also, the
higher the education level of respondents, the more likely thatetitiegr strongly
agreed or agreed

Table 42: Agreement thathe contribution of HKIA isconnecting Hong Kong with
the world and enabling thetgito be an international aviation hamd demographic

variables
Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| and
Variable [Level Base| disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral | Agree| agree | @9ree
Male 133920 0.5% 0.8% 1.3% 5.0% |27.9%| 65.8% | 93.7%
Gender

Female 9683 0.4% 0.7% 1.1% 7.1% [37.9% 53.9% | 91.8%

Below 13 | 658 [ 0.8% 0.6% 1.4% | 8.1% (26.1%| 64.4% | 90.5%

13-17 1458| 0.4% 0.3% 0.7% | 5.6% [31.3%| 62.3% | 93.6%

18- 30 7648 0.4% 0.6% 1.0% 6.9% [34.2%| 57.9% | 92.1%

Age 31-40 5452 0.9% 1.0% 1.9% 6.1% [33.8%] 58.1% | 91.9%

41-50 4393| 0.3% 0.8% 1.1% | 4.8% (30.6% 63.5% | 94.1%

51-60 2895 0.3% 0.7% 1.0% | 5.5% (30.2% 63.3% | 93.5%

61 or
above

Primary 14541 0.7% 1.9% 2.6% | 11.3% [33.9%| 52.1% | 86.0%

1110| 0.9% 1.1% 2.0% 3.2% [26.3%| 68.5% | 94.8%

Education |Secondary] 8095 0.6% 0.7% 1.3% | 6.6% (35.8% 56.4% | 92.2%
level

Tertiary or

13157 0.5% 0.7% 1.2% 4.7% 129.1% 65.2% | 94.3%
above

Central an|
Livin Western
ving Hong 1502| 0.7% 0.9% 1.6% 5.6% |25.4%| 67.4% | 92.8%
district Kong

Island
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Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| @and
Variable |Level Base | disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral [Agree| agree | adree
Eastern
Eg;‘g 1763 0.7% | 03% | 1.0% | 5.6% [28.4%| 65.0% | 93.4%
Island
Southern
Eg;‘g 905 | 0.7% | 1.1% | 1.8% | 85% [28.7%| 61.0% | 89.7%
Island
Wan Chai| 744 | 05% | 1.1% | 1.6% | 7.9% |28.9%| 61.6% | 90.5%
(K:ﬁ;’/"'oc’” 1500 0.4% | 0.7% | 1.1% | 5.6% [32.4%| 60.9% | 93.3%
Kwun
Tong 1440| 0.7% | 08% | 1.5% | 7.0% [33.5% 57.9% | 91.4%
ggam Shul 975 | 03% | 1.0% | 1.3% | 6.5% |34.6% 57.6% | 92.2%
\é\i’g”gTa' 084 | 06% | 1.0 | 1.6% | 6.7% [38.9% 52.7% | 91.6%
:\(A%Lr’]gs'm 976 | 03% | 08% | 1.1% | 55% |28.6%| 64.8% | 93.4%
Islands | 1805| 05% | 1.1% | 1.6% | 5.8% [33.0% 59.7% | 92.7%
%’% 1717| 03% | 08% | 1.1% | 5.8% [36.1%| 57.1% | 93.2%
North Newl o001 0496 | 0.79% | 1.1% | 7.8% |35.6% 55.4% | 91.0%
Territories
SaiKung | 1015| 05% | 0.3% | 0.8% | 4.4% |31.8%| 63.0% | 94.8%
ShaTin |1718| 05% | 06% | 1.1% | 4.6% |30.9% 63.4% | 94.3%
Tai Po 735 | 0.4% | 07% | 1.1% | 5.7% [33.7%| 59.5% | 93.2%
TsuenWal 1931 1.2% | 09% | 2.1% | 4.9% |31.9% 61.1% | 93.0%
Tuen Mun| 1448| 03% | 06% | 09% | 7.0% |35.00 57.0% | 92.0%
Yuen Lond 1378| 0.0% | 07% | 0.7% | 5.6% [34.5%| 59.2% | 93.7%
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4.13 Agreement that the contribution of HKIAgsomoting Hong Kong's economic
growth

Table 43 illustrates the relationship between thgreement thathe contribution of
HKIA is promoting Hong Kong's economic grovahddemographic variables.

Male respondents antthoseaged 61 or above weraore likely than their respective
counterparts tcstrongly agreethat the contribution of HKIA ispromoting Hong
Kong's economic growthRespondentsvho were living inYau Tsim Mong were
more likely than their respective counterpartgitber strongly agree or agréeatthe
contribution of HKIA ispromoting Hong Kong's economic growthAlso, the higher
the education level of respondents, the more likely that¢ftbgr straigly agreed or
agreed

Table 43: Agreement thathe contribution of HKIA ispromoting Hong Kong's
economic growtlanddemographic variables

Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| and
Variable [Level Base| disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral | Agree| agree | @9ree
Male 13365 0.7% 1.1% 1.8% 6.9% |33.4%| 57.9% | 91.3%
Gender
Female 9668| 0.5% 1.0% 1.5% 9.6% |40.6%| 48.3% | 88.9%
Below 13 | 658 0.9% 1.2% 2.1% | 12.5% (27.2%| 58.2% | 85.4%
13- 17 1456| 0.3% 0.5% 0.8% 7.4% |37.0%| 54.7% | 91.7%
18- 30 7631 0.5% 1.0% 1.5% 9.6% |39.6%| 49.3% | 88.9%
Age 31-40 5444| 1.0% 1.5% 2.5% 8.3% |37.0%| 52.2% | 89.2%

41-50 4382 0.5% 1.0% 15% | 6.3% (35.1% 57.2% | 92.3%

51-60 2888 0.3% 1.1% 1.4% 6.9% [34.6%| 57.1% | 91.7%

61 or
above

Primary 1448| 0.7% 2.6% 3.3% | 12.6% [35.1%| 49.1% | 84.2%

1112 0.9% 1.3% 22% | 4.4% [28.9%| 64.6% | 93.5%

Education |Secondary] 8080 0.6% 0.9% 1.5% 8.5% |39.2%| 50.8% | 90.0%
level

Tertiary or

131320 0.6% 1.0% 1.6% 7.0% |[34.8%| 56.6% | 91.4%
above

Central anf
Western
Hong 1503| 0.8% 1.7% 2.5% 9.0% |29.8%| 58.7% | 88.5%
Living Kong
district Island

Eastern
Hong 1759| 0.8% 0.8% 1.6% 8.0% |33.7%| 56.7% | 90.4%
Kong
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Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| @and
Variable |Level Base | disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral [Agree| agree | adree
Island
Southern
. 0 . 0 5 0 . 0 . 0 . 0 5 0
Eg;‘g 003 | 0.6% | 2.0% | 2.6% | 9.4% |33.6% 54.5% | 88.1%
Island
Wan Chai| 739 | 05% | 1.2% | 1.7% | 10.1%[35.00% 53.0% | 88.0%
(K:ﬁ;’/"'oc’” 1499 03% | 04% | 0.7% | 7.9% [36.9%| 54.4% | 91.3%
Kwun
Tong 1436| 0.6% | 1.4% | 2.0% | 8.9% [36.0% 53.1% | 89.1%
ggam Shul 974 | 0.4% | 120 | 1.6% | 9.3% |39.99% 49.1% | 89.0%
\é\i’g”gTa' 981 | 0.4% | 2.0% | 2.4% | 9.2% |39.0%| 48.5% | 88.4%
:\(A%Lr’]gs'm o074 | 0.4% | 15% | 1.9% | 6.1% |34.29%| 57.8% | 92.0%
Islands | 1801| 0.8% | 1.2% | 2.0% | 7.6% [36.1%| 54.3% | 90.4%
%ﬁé 1712 05% | 1.0% | 1.5% | 7.9% |41.1%| 49.5% | 90.6%
#‘g::ﬁﬁ‘;" 960 | 0.6% | 06% | 1.2% | 9.8% |38.6%| 50.3% | 88.9%
SaiKung | 1015| 0.7% | 05% | 1.2% | 7.3% |36.9%| 54.6% | 91.5%
ShaTin |1715| 05% | 06% | 1.1% | 7.1% |35.3% 56.5% | 91.8%
Tai Po 733 | 03% | 1.2% | 1.5% | 7.5% [38.5%| 52.5% | 91.0%
TsuenWal 1926 1.1% | 08% | 1.9% | 6.3% |37.69 54.206 | 91.8%
Tuen Mun| 1449| 06% | 1.3% | 1.9% | 8.9% |38.5% 50.7% | 89.2%
Yuen Longl 1373| 0.3% 0.9% 1.2% 7.4% [39.0%| 52.4% | 91.4%
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4.14 Agreement that the contribution of HKIAdeating employment

Table 44 illustrates the relationship between thgreement thathe contribution of
HKIA is creating employmeranddemographic variables.

Male respondents antthoseaged 61 or above weraore likely than their respective
counterpartgo strongly agreehatthe contribution of HKIA iscreating employment
Respondentsvho were living in Sha Tin werenore likely than their respective
counterpart$o either strongly agree or agrdetthe contribution of HKIA iscreating
employment Also, the higher the education level of respondents, the more likely that
theyeither strongly agreed or agreed

Table 44: Agreement thathe contribution of HKIA iscreating employmenand
demographic variables

Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| and
Variable [Level Base| disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral | Agree| agree | @9ree
Male 13376 0.7% 1.4% 2.1% 9.7% |35.9%| 52.3% | 88.2%
Gender
Female 9679 0.5% 1.2% 1.7% | 12.1% |41.4%| 44.8% | 86.2%
Below 13 | 656 1.1% 1.2% 2.3% | 12.0% [30.5%| 55.2% | 85.7%
13- 17 1457 0.4% 1.6% 2.0% | 11.8% (39.5% 46.7% | 86.2%
18- 30 76431 0.5% 1.2% 1.7% | 13.3% [40.1%| 45.0% | 85.1%
Age 31-40 54471 1.1% 1.6% 2.7% | 11.0% [38.5%| 47.8% | 86.3%

41-50 4384 0.4% 1.2% 1.6% | 8.1% (37.5% 52.8% | 90.3%

51-60 2894 0.4% 1.2% 1.6% 9.1% ([37.2%| 52.1% | 89.3%

61 or
above

Primary 1448| 1.2% 1.6% 2.8% | 14.3% |36.7%| 46.3% | 83.0%

1113 1.3% 1.1% 2.4% 5.4% [32.8%] 59.5% | 92.3%

Education |Secondary] 8095 0.7% 1.5% 2.2% | 10.9% |38.2%| 48.8% | 87.0%
level

Tertiary or

13139 0.6% 1.2% 1.8% | 10.2% [38.1%| 49.9% | 88.0%
above

Central an|
Western
Hong 15021 0.9% 1.7% 2.6% | 11.3% (34.5% 51.6% | 86.1%
Kong
Island

Eastern
Hong
Kong
Island

Living
district

1763| 0.7% 1.3% 2.0% | 11.5% |37.7%| 48.8% | 86.5%
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Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| @and
Variable |Level Base | disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral [Agree| agree | adree
Southern
Eg;‘g 905 | 1.0% | 2.2% | 3.2% | 12.5% [35.0%| 49.3% | 84.3%
Island
Wan Chai| 740 | 0.8% | 1.9% | 2.7% | 13.6% [35.4% 48.2% | 83.6%
éﬁ;’/"'oon 1498| 05% | 0.9% | 1.4% | 11.1% |38.5%| 48.9% | 87.4%
Kwun
Tong 1441| 06% | 1.4% | 2.0% | 10.8% |39.1%| 48.1% | 87.2%
ggam Shul 974 | 06% | 1.4% | 2.0% | 10.8% |39.79% 47.4% | 87.1%
\é\i’g”g Tall 984 | 05% | 1.4% | 1.9% | 12.6% |38.9% 46.5% | 85.4%
:\(A%Lr’]gs'm o074 | 06% | 1.3% | 1.9% | 9.5% |35.5%| 53.0% | 88.5%
Islands | 1802| 0.4% | 1.5% | 1.9% | 9.0% |37.8% 51.3% | 89.1%
?;Y?'g 1714| 05% | 1.0% | 1.5% | 10.6% |40.8%| 47.0% | 87.8%
North Newl g0 | 0.8% | 0.8% | 1.6% | 13.6% |37.4%| 47.3% | 84.7%
Territories
SaiKung | 1015| 0.6% | 1.0% | 1.6% | 10.4% |40.5% 47.5% | 88.0%
ShaTin | 1718| 05% | 08% | 1.3% | 8.4% [38.9% 51.5% | 90.4%
Tai Po 733 | 01% | 1.2% | 1.3% | 10.8% |39.7%| 48.2% | 87.9%
Tsuen Wal 1927| 1.3% | 1.6% | 2.9% | 10.0% [39.3% 47.9% | 87.2%
Tuen Mun| 1447| 0.9% | 1.3% | 2.2% | 10.6% [39.0% 48.2% | 87.2%
Yuen Long 1377| 0.2% | 1.6% | 1.8% | 11.0% |38.8%| 48.4% | 87.2%
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4.15 Adgreement that the contribution of HKIA ®&trengthening the overall
competitiveness of Hong Kong

Table 45 illustrates the relationship between thgreement that the contribution of
HKIA is strengthening the overall competitiveness of Hong Kand demographic
variables.

Male respondents arttioseaged 61 or above weraore likely than their respective
counterparts testrongly agreethat the contribution of HKIA isstrengthening the
overdl competitiveness of Hong Kondrespondents who were living in Sai Kung or
Kowloon City weremore likely than their respective counterparteiiiier strongly
agree or agreethat the contribution of HKIA is strengthening the overall
competitiveness oflong Kong Also, the higher the education level of respondents,
the more likely thatheyeither strongly agreed or agreed

Table 45. Agreement thathe contribution of HKIA isstrengthening the overall
competitiveness of Hong Korapnddemographic variables

Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| and
Variable [Level Base| disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral | Agree| agree | @9ree
Male 13377 0.8% 1.3% 2.1% 7.7% |31.7%| 58.5% | 90.2%
Gender
Female 9671 0.5% 1.2% 1.7% | 10.7% |39.4%| 48.2% | 87.6%
Below 13 | 655 1.2% 1.4% 2.6% | 11.8% [25.5%| 60.2% | 85.7%
13- 17 1452 0.4% 1.0% 1.4% | 11.0% |33.6%] 54.0% | 87.6%
18- 30 76351 0.6% 1.1% 1.7% | 10.3% |37.9%] 50.2% | 88.1%
Age 31-40 54441 1.1% 1.9% 3.0% 9.1% |35.4%| 52.6% | 88.0%

41-50 4391| 0.5% 1.2% 1.7% 7.0% |33.2%| 58.0% | 91.2%

51-60 2896 0.6% 0.9% 1.5% 8.2% [34.0%| 56.3% | 90.3%

61 or
above

Primary 1446| 0.9% 2.9% 3.8% | 13.0% [34.4%| 48.8% | 83.2%

1113 1.3% 1.2% 2.5% 5.0% [31.0% 61.5% | 92.5%

Education |Secondary| 8087 0.7% 1.2% 1.9% | 9.8% |[37.3%| 50.9% | 88.2%
level

Tertiary or

13144 0.7% 1.1% 1.8% 7.9% (33.1% 57.3% | 90.4%
above

Central anf
i Western
ving Hong 15041 0.9% 1.8% 2.7% 8.4% |30.3%| 58.6% | 88.9%
district Kong

Island
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Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| @and
Variable |Level Base | disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral [Agree| agree | adree
Eastern
Eg;‘g 1759 0.9% | 1.3% | 2.2% | 8.0% [31.0%| 58.9% | 89.9%
Island
Southern
Eg;‘g 204 | 09% | 1.2% | 2.1% | 10.5% |34.1%| 53.3% | 87.4%
Island
Wan Chai| 742 | 0.7% | 1.1% | 1.8% | 10.1% |34.9%| 53.2% | 88.1%
(K:ﬁ;’/"'oc’” 1497 05% | 0.9% | 1.4% | 7.8% |36.8%| 54.0% | 90.8%
Kwun
Tong 1437 09% | 1.3% | 2.2% | 8.8% [37.9% 51.1% | 89.0%
ggam Shul 973 | 06% | 1.3% | 1.9% | 10.6% |36.19% 51.4% | 87.5%
\é\i’g”g Tall 981 | 06% | 2.0% | 2.6% | 11.3%[39.19% 46.9% | 86.0%
:\(A%Lr’]gs'm 976 | 0.7% | 1.1% | 1.8% | 8.1% |32.2%| 57.9% | 90.1%
Islands | 1798| 0.7% | 1.4% | 2.1% | 8.9% [35.3%| 53.6% | 88.9%
%’% 1718| 06% | 1.4% | 2.0% | 9.3% [37.4%| 51.3% | 88.7%
North New} o001 0706 | 05% | 1.206 | 11.4% |36.6%| 50.8% | 87.4%
Territories
SaiKung | 1016 05% | 07% | 1.2% | 7.8% |37.5%| 53.5% | 91.0%
shaTin |1722| 04% | 1.0% | 1.4% | 8.0% |32.3% 58.2% | 90.5%
Tai Po 733 | 0.7% | 1.6% | 2.3% | 8.6% [36.3% 52.8% | 89.1%
TsuenWal 1926 1.4% | 15% | 2.9% | 7.9% |33.794 55.6% | 89.3%
Tuen Mun| 1448| 05% | 1.3% | 1.8% | 10.4% |36.69 51.20% | 87.8%
Yuen Long 1375 0.4% 1.3% 1.7% 9.2% [36.3%| 52.9% | 89.2%
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4.16 Agreement that the contribution of HKIA isaking it more convenient for
respondents and their families to travel

Table 46 illustrates the relationship between thgreement thathe contribution of
HKIA is making it more convenient for respondents and their families to teanel
demographic variables.

Female respondentioseaged below 13, those with tertiary or ab@drication and
those who were living in Central and Western Hong Kong Island mere likely
than their respective counterpattsstrongly agree that theontribution of HKIA is
making it more convenient for respondents and their families to travel

Table 46: Agreement thathe contribution of HKIA ismaking it more convenient for
respndents and their families to traxva@iddemographic variables

Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| and
Variable [Level Base| disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral | Agree| agree | @9ree
Male 133871 1.0% 1.8% 2.8% | 11.1% [33.8%| 52.3% | 86.1%
Gender
Female 9680| 1.0% 1.3% 2.3% | 11.5% [39.4%| 46.8% | 86.2%
Below 13 | 655 1.1% 1.7% 2.8% 8.9% |19.2%| 69.2% | 88.4%
13- 17 1453 0.5% 1.0% 1.5% | 10.5% |32.1%] 56.0% | 88.1%
18- 30 76421 0.7% 1.7% 2.4% | 13.5% (37.7%| 46.4% | 84.1%
Age 31-40 5452| 1.5% 1.7% 3.2% | 11.9% [37.0%| 48.0% | 85.0%

41-50 4391| 0.6% 1.6% 22% | 9.8% [36.3% 51.8% | 88.1%

51-60 2902 0.7% 1.4% 2.1% 9.5% [38.2%] 50.1% | 88.3%

61 or
above

Primary 1450 2.3% 3.0% 53% | 12.8% (32.1%| 49.8% | 81.9%

1113| 2.8% 2.5% 5.3% 6.0% [33.5%] 55.2% | 88.7%

Education (Secondary| 8101 0.9% 1.6% | 25% | 12.1% (37.7%| 47.7% | 85.4%
level

Tertiary or
above

Central an
Western
Hong 1504 1.1% 1.3% 2.4% 8.8% |29.6%| 59.2% | 88.8%
Kong
Island
Eastern
Hong
Kong
Island

131421 0.9% 1.4% 2.3% | 10.5% [35.3%| 51.9% | 87.2%

Living
district

1766| 1.1% 1.3% 2.4% | 11.6% [34.1%| 52.0% | 86.1%
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Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| @and
Variable |Level Base | disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral [Agree| agree | adree
Southern
Eg;‘g 909 | 1.4% | 25% | 3.9% | 10.3% [32.8%| 52.9% | 85.7%
Island
Wan Chai| 741 | 15% | 1.8% | 3.3% | 11.5% [33.6% 51.7% | 85.3%
éﬁ;’/"'oon 1501| 0.7% | 1.5% | 2.2% | 10.4% |35.29%| 52.2% | 87.4%
Kwun
Tong 1438| 1.0% | 1.9% | 2.9% | 12.2% |38.7%| 46.2% | 84.9%
ggam Shut 970 | 1206 | 2.0% | 329 | 11.7% |37.19%| 47.9% | 85.0%
\é\i’g”g Tall 981 | 1.0% | 22% | 3.2% | 14.1% |38.9% 43.7% | 82.6%
:\(A%Lr’]gs'm 973 | 1.0% | 2.1% | 3.1% | 10.0% |34.2%| 52.7% | 86.9%
Islands | 1801| 0.9% | 1.3% | 2.2% | 10.4% |36.4%| 50.9% | 87.3%
%ﬁ'g 1716] 0.9% | 1.7% | 2.6% | 12.4% |40.2%| 44.8% | 85.0%
North Newl g0 | 0.89% | 1.19% | 1.9% | 13.8% |36.4%| 47.8% | 84.2%
Territories
SaiKung | 1015| 0.9% | 1.4% | 2.3% | 10.0% |38.1% 49.7% | 87.8%
ShaTin | 1720| 06% | 1.7% | 2.3% | 10.9% [36.6% 50.1% | 86.7%
Tai Po 733 | 08% | 25% | 3.3% | 11.9% |36.2%| 48.7% | 84.9%
Tsuen Wal 1928| 15% | 1.7% | 3.2% | 11.0% [37.2% 48.7% | 85.9%
Tuen Mun| 1450| 1.0% | 1.7% | 2.7% | 12.0% [37.3% 48.0% | 85.3%
Yuen Long 1375| 0.5% | 1.0% | 1.5% | 12.1%[39.7%| 46.7% | 86.4%
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4.2  The future development of HKIA

Table 47 illustrates the relationship between thgreement thaHKIA should
continue to be expanded to cope with the future air traffic deraaddemographic
variables.

Male respondentand those who were living ikowloon City weremore likely than
their respective counterparte either strongly agree or agrdékat HKIA should
continue to be expanded to cope with the future air traffic demaihgb, the older

the respondents artide higher the education level of respondents, the more likely that
theyeither strongly agreed or agreed

Table 47. Agreement thaHKIA should continue to be expanded to cope with the
future air traffic demandnddemographic variables

Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| @and
Variable |Level Base | disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral [ Agree| agree | 2adree
Male 132920 2.1% 2.5% 4.6% 8.4% |30.7%| 56.2% | 86.9%
Gender
Female 9609 2.0% 3.2% 52% | 16.6% (40.4%| 37.8% | 78.2%
Below 13 | 643 2.3% 2.0% 4.3% | 22.9% |23.3%| 49.5% | 72.8%
13-17 1444 1.8% 4.4% 6.2% | 14.9% [31.9%| 47.0% | 78.9%
18- 30 7589| 1.8% 2.7% 4.5% | 14.1% 136.9%| 44.5% | 81.4%
Age 31-40 54101 2.8% 3.8% 6.6% | 11.3% (35.6%| 46.6% | 82.2%

41-50 4362 2.2% 2.0% 4.2% 9.6% [35.6%] 50.6% | 86.2%

51-60 2878 1.5% 2.7% 42% | 9.3% |32.6%| 53.9% | 86.5%

61 or
above

Primary 14321 3.1% 3.8% 6.9% | 18.1% [31.3%| 43.7% | 75.0%

1104 1.7% 1.7% 3.4% 5.2% |30.3%| 61.1% | 91.4%

Education |Secondary| 8054 1.8% 3.0% 48% | 13.7% |36.9%| 44.5% | 81.4%
level

Tertiary or

13053 2.1% 2.7% 4.8% 9.9% |33.4%| 51.9% | 85.3%
above

Central an|
Western
Hong 1483 2.9% 2.6% 5.5% 9.3% |28.8%| 56.4% | 85.2%
Kong
Island
Eastern
Hong
Kong
Island

Living
district

17471 1.7% 2.3% 4.0% | 11.3% [31.3%| 53.3% | 84.6%
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Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| @and
Variable |Level Base | disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral [Agree| agree | adree
Southern
Eg;‘g 904 | 1.9% | 3.3% | 52% | 11.9% [29.8%| 53.1% | 82.9%
Island
Wan Chai | 737 | 2.4% | 3.3% | 57% | 14.9% [33.29 46.1% | 79.3%
éﬁ;’/"'oon 1496 12% | 1.7% | 2.9% | 95% [36.29%| 51.3% | 87.5%
Kwun
Tong 1431| 2.0% | 3.0% | 5.0% | 13.0% |35.2%| 46.8% | 82.0%
ggam Shut 971 | 2.19% | 320 | 5.3% | 12.4% |35.19 47.3% | 82.4%
\é\i’g”g Tall 973 2206 | 320% | 5.4% | 13.7% [40.19% 40.9% | 81.0%
:\(A%Lr’]gs'm 965 | 2.3% | 25% | 4.8% | 10.3% |33.0%| 52.0% | 85.0%
Islands | 1788| 2.8% | 4.3% | 7.1% | 12.6% [31.6%| 48.7% | 80.3%
?;Y?'g 1716| 2.0% | 3.4% | 5.4% | 14.2% |37.2% 43.2% | 80.4%
North Newl oce | 1906 | 1.8% | 3.79% | 14.0% |37.6%| 44.7% | 82.3%
Territories
SaiKung | 1005| 1.6% | 2.3% | 3.9% | 9.3% |36.00d 50.8% | 86.8%
ShaTin | 1704| 1.2% | 2.3% | 35% | 10.4% [36.7% 49.4% | 86.1%
Tai Po 732 | 25% | 2.7% | 5.2% | 12.6% |34.3%| 48.0% | 82.3%
Tsuen Wal 1920 2.9% | 2.9% | 5.8% | 12.6% |37.1% 44.5% | 81.6%
Tuen Mun| 1429| 2.4% | 35% | 5.9% | 13.2% |35.29% 45.8% | 81.0%
Yuen Long 1363 1.7% 3.1% 4.8% | 11.4% (38.3%| 45.6% | 83.9%
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4.3 Considerations for i nvest ment and n

preferencefor the two proposed development options

4.3.11 Agreement thathe benefit to the guality of airport services and faciliisgn
important consideration

Table 48 illustrates the relationship between tagreement thathe benefit to the
quality of airport services and facilitiess an important consideration and
demographic variables.

Male respondentshoseaged 61 or abovand those who were living in Sha Tin were
more likely than their respective counterpaagither strongly agree or agréeatthe
benefit to the quality of airport services and faciliiesanimportant consideration
Also, the higher the education level of respondents, the more likely thaeithey
strongly agreed or agreed

Table 48: Agreement thathe benefit to the quality of airport services and facilities is
an important consideratianddemographic variabte

Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| @and
Variable [Level Base | disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral [ Agree| agree | 2adree
Male 13096 0.9% 1.3% 2.2% 7.2% |38.5%| 52.2% | 90.7%
Gender
Female 9513| 1.0% 1.0% 2.0% 10.2% |47.1%| 40.7% | 87.8%
Below 13 | 647 0.8% 1.5% 2.3% 11.4% |26.9%| 59.4% | 86.3%
13-17 1445 1.0% 0.9% 1.9% 9.4% |(40.1%| 48.7% | 88.8%
18- 30 7526| 0.8% 1.0% 1.8% 10.0% |45.0%| 43.2% | 88.2%
Age 31-40 5319 1.2% 1.6% 2.8% 8.3% (43.9%| 45.1% | 89.0%
41-50 42941 0.8% 1.1% 1.9% 7.3% (40.8% 49.9% | 90.7%
51-60 2819| 0.8% 1.0% 1.8% 7.3% [(41.9% 49.0% | 90.9%
61 or 1081| 1.5% | 1.1% | 2.6% | 4.4% |32.29%4 60.8% | 93.0%
above
Primary 1435| 2.4% 1.5% 3.9% 12.8% |35.7%| 47.6% | 83.3%
Education Secondary| 7981| 0.9% 1.0% 1.9% 9.5% |(44.1%| 44.5% | 88.6%
level -
'Eli's(r)t\llz;ryor 12816 0.7% | 1.2% | 1.9% | 7.3% |41.3%| 49.4% | 90.7%
Central an{
i Western
. .g Hong 1472 1.2% 1.6% 2.8% 8.0% (34.0% 55.2% | 89.2%
district
Kong
Island
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Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| @and
Variable |Level Base | disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral [Agree| agree | adree
Eastern
Eg;‘g 1723 07% | 0.8% | 1.5% | 8.8% [39.5%| 50.3% | 89.8%
Island
Southern
Eg;‘g 885 | 0.7% | 1.4% | 2.1% | 10.3% [37.3%| 50.4% | 87.7%
Island
Wan Chai| 731 | 1.8% | 0.7% | 25% | 11.1% |39.0%| 47.5% | 86.5%
(K:ﬁ;’/"'oc’” 1466 05% | 0.8% | 1.3% | 7.6% [40.9%| 50.2% | 91.1%
Kwun
Tong 1428 13% | 1.2% | 25% | 9.7% |43.3%| 44.6% | 87.9%
ggam Shul 957 | 13% | 1.5% | 2.8% | 9.1% |41.69% 46.6% | 88.2%
\é\i’g”gTa' 062 | 1.7% | 120 | 2.9% | 9.4% |47.29% 405% | 87.7%
:\(A%Lr’]gs'm 057 | 1.6% | 1.8% | 3.4% | 7.1% |39.4%| 50.2% | 89.6%
Islands | 1763| 0.9% | 1.5% | 2.4% | 9.2% [41.7%| 46.8% | 88.5%
%’% 1682 0.7% | 15% | 2.2% | 7.8% |45.99%| 44.1% | 90.0%
#‘g::ﬁﬁ‘;" 945 | 1.1% | 06% | 1.7% | 9.3% |44.7%| 44.3% | 89.0%
SaiKung | 985 | 0.6% | 1.1% | 1.7% | 7.3% |43.4%| 47.6% | 91.0%
SshaTin |1679| 0.7% | 08% | 15% | 6.8% |42.000 49.7% | 91.7%
Tai Po 723 | 12% | 1.1% | 2.3% | 6.4% [46.3%| 45.0% | 91.3%
Tsuen Wal 1892| 0.7% | 1.2% | 1.9% | 82w |45.3% 44.6% | 89.9%
Tuen Mun| 1421| 07% | 1.3% | 2.0% | 11.0% |43.9% 43.1% | 87.0%
Yuen Long 1347 0.7% 0.9% 1.6% 8.5% (44.2%| 45.7% | 89.9%
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4.31.2 Preference fothe two proposed development optiafter taking into account
the benefit to the quality of airport services dadilities

Table 49 illustrates the relationship between tpheeference forthe two proposed
development optionafter taking into accounthe benefit to the quality of airport
services and facilitiem isolationanddemographic variables.

Male respondentand those who were living in Sha Tin wenere likely than their
respective counterparte preferOption 2 aftertaking into accounthe benefit to the
quality of airport services and facilitiés isolation Also, the older the respondents
and the higher the education level of respondents, the more likely they preferred
Option 2.

Table 49: Preference fothe two proposed development opticafser taking into
accountthe benefit to the quality of airport services and facilibesl demograpic
variables

Prefer Option 1:
Maintaining the Prefer Option 2:
Existing Two- Expanding into a
Variable Level Base Runway System Neutral |Three-Runway Systen|
Male 12750 11.6% 17.1% 71.4%
Gender
Female 9106 14.0% 26.1% 59.8%
Below 13 620 15.2% 26.6% 58.2%
13-17 1416 14.1% 25.2% 60.7%
18-30 7267 13.0% 26.0% 61.0%
Age 31-40 5139 14.3% 20.9% 64.7%
41-50 4123 11.8% 17.2% 71.0%
51- 60 2744 11.4% 13.7% 74.9%
61 or above 1047 10.0% 8.7% 81.3%
Primary 1345 13.1% 25.9% 61.0%
. Secondary 7611 12.9% 21.9% 65.2%
Education level :
Tertiary or 12569 12.4% 19.5% 68.1%
above
Central and
Western Hong| 1425 15.0% 17.8% 67.2%
Kong Island
Living district
Eastern Hong | 4544 11.1% 19.8% 69.1%
Kong Island
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Variable

Prefer Option 1:
Maintaining the
Existing Two-

Prefer Option 2:
Expanding into a

Level Base | Runway System | Neutral |Three-Runway Systen|
Southern Hong g6 14.3% 19.5% 66.2%
Kong Island
Wan Chai 700 15.1% 23.7% 61.1%
Kowloon City 1394 12.7% 20.4% 66.9%
Kwun Tong 1371 12.8% 22.0% 65.3%
Sham Shui Po| 913 13.1% 23.0% 63.9%
Wong Tai Sin 918 12.2% 21.8% 66.0%
Yau Tsim 918 11.8% 19.6% 68.6%
Mong
Islands 1712 13.8% 20.4% 65.8%
Kwai Tsing 1639 13.5% 22.8% 63.6%
$°”.h New 901 13.8% 22.8% 63.5%

erritories
Sai Kung 966 12.5% 18.6% 68.8%
Sha Tin 1632 9.7% 19.2% 71.0%
Tai Po 691 13.2% 19.1% 67.7%
Tsuen Wan 1842 14.4% 20.8% 64.7%
Tuen Mun 1367 13.0% 23.3% 63.7%
YuenlLong 1301 11.2% 23.2% 65.6%
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4.32.1 Agreement that thbenefit to Hong Kong's air connectivity with the rest of the
world is an important consideration

Table 410 illustrates the relationship betweagreement thathe benefit to Hong
Kong's airconnectivity with the rest of the world is an important consideration and
demographic variables.

Male respondentshoseaged 61 or abovand thosavho were living in Sha Tin were
more likely than their respective counterpaatigither strongly agreer agreehatthe
benefit to Hong Kong's air connectivity with the rest of the wasldan important
consideration Also, the higher the education level of respondents, the more likely
that theyeither strongly agreed or agreed

Table 410: Agreementthatthe benefit to Hong Kong's air connectivity with the rest
of the worldis an important consideratiamddemographic variables

Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| and
Variable [Level Base| disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral | Agree| agree | @9ree
Male 13106 1.0% 1.2% 2.2% 6.7% |33.0%| 58.2% | 91.2%
Gender
Female 9512 1.0% 1.0% 2.0% 9.8% |42.7%| 45.6% | 88.3%
Below 13 | 650 0.8% 1.1% 1.9% 9.7% |25.7%| 62.8% | 88.5%
13- 17 1446 0.8% 1.0% 1.8% 9.8% |34.3%| 54.1% | 88.4%
18- 30 75221 0.8% 1.0% 1.8% 9.1% |39.0%| 50.1% | 89.1%
Age 31-40 5325| 1.5% 1.4% 2.9% 8.0% |38.7%| 50.3% | 89.0%

41-50 4293 0.7% 1.2% 1.9% | 6.9% (36.5% 54.6% | 91.1%

51-60 2826 0.8% 1.2% 2.0% 7.2% [36.4%| 54.4% | 90.8%

61 or
above

Primary 1438| 2.6% 1.8% 4.4% | 12.8% |33.4%| 49.4% | 82.8%

1078 1.5% 0.9% 24% | 4.0% [31.8%| 61.8% | 93.6%

Education (Secondary| 7986 1.0% 1.2% | 2.2% | 8.8% (40.7%| 48.3% | 89.0%
level

Tertiary or

12819 0.8% 1.0% 1.8% 6.7% |34.8%| 56.6% | 91.4%
above

Central an|
Western
Hong 1472 1.2% 1.3% 2.5% 7.9% |29.3%| 60.3% | 89.6%
Kong
Island

Eastern
Hong
Kong
Island

Living
district

1725| 0.8% 0.8% 1.6% | 8.8% (33.3% 56.3% | 89.6%
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Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| @and
Variable |Level Base | disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral [Agree| agree | adree
Southern
Eg;‘g 883 | 0.7% | 1.6% | 2.3% | 8.5% |34.4%| 54.8% | 89.2%
Island
WanChai| 731 | 2.1% | 1.1% | 32% | 9.7% [34.69 52.5% | 87.1%
éﬁ;’/"'oon 1466 0.7% | 0.8% | 1.5% | 7.4% |36.8%| 54.4% | 91.2%
Kwun
Tong 1425 1.3% | 1.5% | 2.8% | 8.9% |38.5%| 49.8% | 88.3%
ggam Shul 956 | 1.3% | 1.5% | 2.8% | 7.8% |39.294 50.206 | 89.4%
\é\i’g”gTa' 962 | 1.9% | 1.0 | 2.9% | 8.2% [43.1%| 45.7% | 88.8%
:\(A%Lr’]gs'm 956 | 1.5% | 1.0% | 25% | 7.5% |35.1%| 54.8% | 89.9%
Islands | 1765| 1.0% | 1.2% | 2.2% | 9.1% |36.4%| 52.2% | 88.6%
?;Y?'g 1684| 0.8% | 1.4% | 22% | 8.2% |42.20 47.4% | 89.6%
North Newl o/ | 1206 | 1.4% | 2.6% | 9.2% |37.79%| 50.5% | 88.2%
Territories
SaiKung | 987 | 0.8% | 09% | 1.7% | 7.0% [37.79% 53.6% | 91.3%
ShaTin | 1679| 08% | 05% | 1.3% | 6.7% [35.20 56.7% | 91.9%
Tai Po 723 | 1.2% | 1.8% | 3.0% | 6.1% |38.5%| 52.4% | 90.9%
Tsuen Wal 1895| 0.8% | 1.3% | 2.1% | 7.2% [39.7% 51.0% | 90.7%
TuenMun| 1425| 0.8% | 1.3% | 2.1% | 9.8% [38.8%4 49.3% | 88.1%
Yuen Long 1346| 0.6% | 0.9% | 1.5% | 7.7% [38.6%| 52.3% | 90.9%
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4.3.2.2Preference forthe two development optiorsdter taking into accountthe
benefit to Hong Kong's air connectivity with the rest ofvitoeld

Table 411 illustrates the relationship between fhreference fothe two development
optionsaftertaking into accounthe benefit taHong Kong's air connectivity with the
rest of the worldn isolationanddemographic variables.

Male respondds, thoseaged 61 or above and those who were living in Sha Tin or
Sai Kung weranore likely than their respective counterpadgreferOption 2 after
taking into accounthe benefit toHong Kong's air connectivity with the rest of the
world in isolation Also, the higher the education level of respondents, the more likely
they preferred Option 2.

Table 411: Preference fothe two proposed development opticafser taking into
accountthe benefit toHong Kong's air connectivity with the rest of the wioand
demographic variables

Prefer Option 1:
Maintaining the Prefer Option 2:
Existing Two- Expanding into a
Variable Level Base | Runway System | Neutral |Three-Runway Systen|
Male 12644 8.9% 14.7% 76.4%
Gender
Female 9040 11.2% 23.6% 65.3%
Below 13 619 15.0% 27.0% 58.0%
13- 17 1408 8.2% 21.9% 69.8%
18-30 7239 9.2% 20.7% 70.1%
Age 31-40 5097 11.4% 19.1% 69.5%
41 - 50 4085 10.0% 16.1% 73.9%
51-60 2695 10.5% 14.6% 74.9%
61 or above 1030 9.5% 9.5% 81.0%
Primary 1322 13.0% 25.7% 61.3%
. Secondary 7541 10.0% 20.7% 69.2%
Education level :
rertiaryor | 15492 9.3% 15.9% 74.8%
above
Central and
Western Hong| 1410 12.8% 15.7% 71.5%
Kong Island
Living district
Eastern Hong | ) 574 8.4% 16.6% 75.0%
Kong Island
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Variable

Prefer Option 1:
Maintaining the
Existing Two-

Prefer Option 2:
Expanding into a

Level Base | Runway System | Neutral |Three-Runway Systen|
igﬁ;hgg:;ong 837 11.0% 19.4% 69.7%
Wan Chai 689 13.4% 18.6% 68.1%
Kowloon City 1381 9.3% 19.8% 70.8%
Kwun Tong 1367 9.9% 20.0% 70.2%
Sham Shui Po| 911 11.1% 17.5% 71.5%
Wong Tai Sin 915 9.8% 19.6% 70.6%
mﬁ]gs'm 910 9.9% 16.5% 73.6%
Islands 1690 10.7% 19.6% 69.8%
Kwai Tsing 1635 11.1% 19.4% 69.5%
$§::ITO':1§‘;V 892 10.9% 21.2% 67.9%
Sai Kung 960 8.8% 16.0% 75.2%
Sha Tin 1621 7.5% 17.2% 75.3%
Tai Po 684 12.4% 15.8% 71.8%
Tsuen Wan 1828 10.6% 18.9% 70.6%
Tuen Mun 1356 10.1% 21.1% 68.8%
Yuen Long 1295 8.8% 19.5% 71.7%
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4.3.3.1Agreement that thbenefit to Hong Kong's economic growth is an important
consideration

Table 412 illustrates the relationship between tigreement thahe benefit to Hong
Kong's economic growth &n important consideration adémographic variables.

Male respondents wermore likely than their respective counterpatds strongly
agreethatthe benefit to Hong Kong's economic growthan important consideration
Respondentsvho were living in Sh Tin weremore likely than their respective
counterpartsto either strongly agree or agrdbat the benefit to Hong Kong's
economic growthis an important consideratioAlso, the higher the education level
of respondents and the older the respondexisidingthose aged 127), the more
likely that theyeither strongly agreed or agreed

Table 412: Agreement thathe benefit to Hong Kong's economic growih an
important consideratioanddemographic variables

Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| and
Variable [Level Base| disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral | Agree| agree | @9ree
Male 13086 1.1% 1.5% 2.6% 8.9% |35.5%| 52.9% | 88.4%
Gender
Female 9493 1.0% 1.4% 2.4% | 11.9% (43.8% 41.9% | 85.7%
Below 13 | 650 0.9% 0.8% 1.7% | 15.8% [25.4%| 57.1% | 82.5%
13- 17 14421 0.9% 1.2% 2.1% | 11.0% (38.5%| 48.5% | 87.0%
18- 30 7508 0.8% 1.5% 2.3% | 12.0% (41.0%| 44.8% | 85.8%
Age 31-40 5310 1.6% 2.0% 3.6% | 10.2% [40.2%| 46.0% | 86.2%

41-50 4290 1.0% 1.2% 2.2% 7.9% 139.1%| 50.9% | 90.0%

51-60 2818 0.9% 1.6% 2.5% 8.8% [38.3%] 50.6% | 88.9%

61 or
above

Primary 1434| 2.6% 2.0% 4.6% | 14.5% |35.1%| 45.7% | 80.8%

1079 1.5% 1.2% 2.7% 5.6% [32.3%] 59.5% | 91.8%

Education |Secondary] 7968 1.1% 1.3% 2.4% | 10.5% |41.8%| 45.3% | 87.1%
level

Tertiary or

12798 0.9% 1.5% 2.4% 9.2% [37.4%| 50.9% | 88.3%
above

Central anf
Western
Hong 1473 1.6% 1.8% 3.4% | 10.5% [31.1%| 55.1% | 86.2%
Living Kong
district Island

Eastern
Hong 17221 0.8% 1.2% 2.0% | 10.2% (37.2%| 50.6% | 87.8%
Kong
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Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| @and
Variable |Level Base | disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral [Agree| agree | adree
Island
Southern
Eg;‘g 881 | 1.0% | 2.0% | 3.0% | 10.7% [35.9%| 50.4% | 86.3%
Island
Wan Chai| 732 | 1.5% | 2.0% | 35% | 12.2% |37.79% 46.6% | 84.3%
(K:ﬁ;’/"'oc’” 1463 05% | 0.7% | 1.2% | 9.6% [40.3%| 48.9% | 89.2%
KWUn 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Tong 1423| 1.6% | 23% | 3.9% | 10.1%|39.8% 46.2% | 86.0%
ggam Shul 955 | 1.4% | 1.6% | 3.0% | 11.3% |39.99% 45.9% | 85.8%
\é\i’g”g Tall 960 | 1.6% | 2.0% | 3.6% | 11.1% |41.6%| 43.8% | 85.4%
:\(A%Lr’]gs'm 049 | 1.2% | 1.6% | 2.8% | 9.8% |36.1%| 51.3% | 87.4%
Islands | 1761| 1.4% | 1.5% | 2.9% | 11.0% [37.4%| 48.8% | 86.2%
%ﬁé 1682 0.9% | 1.2% | 2.1% | 10.3% [43.69%| 43.9% | 87.5%
#‘g::ﬁﬁ‘;" 044 | 1.4% | 1.2% | 2.6% | 11.0% |41.8%| 44.6% | 86.4%
Saikung | 986 | 0.9% | 1.2% | 2.1% | 9.1% |38.8% 49.9% | 88.7%
ShaTin |1677| 0.8% | 09% | 1.7% | 8.4% [38.4% 51.5% | 89.9%
Tai Po 719 | 1.3% | 24% | 3.7% | 8.3% |41.6%| 46.5% | 88.1%
Tsuen Wal 1890| 0.7% | 1.3% | 2.0% | 10.1% |41.1%9 46.7% | 87.8%
Tuen Mun| 1421 1.1% | 2.0% | 3.1% | 11.1% |40.794 45.0% | 85.7%
Yuen Long 1346| 05% | 1.3% | 1.8% | 9.9% |41.5% 46.9% | 88.4%
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4.3.3.2Preference forthe two development optiorsdter taking into accountthe
benefit to Hong Kong's economic growth

Table 413 illustrates the relationship between fhreference fothe two development
options after taking into accounthe benefit to Hong Kong's economic growi
isolationanddemographic variables.

Male respondents and those who were living in Sai Kung mere likely than their
respective counterparte preferOption 2 after taking into accounthe benefit to
Hong Kong's economic growtin isolation Also, the higher the education level of
respondents and the older the respondents (exclubdoswpaged 1317), the more
likely that theypreferred Option 2.

Table 413: Preference fothe two proposed development opticafser taking into
accounthebenefit to Hong Kong's economic grovehddemographic variables

Prefer Option 1:
Maintaining the Prefer Option 2:
Existing Two- Expanding into a
Variable Level Base | Runway System | Neutral |Three-Runway Systen|
Male 12627 8.7% 18.4% 72.9%
Gender
Female 9020 10.7% 27.8% 61.5%
Below 13 615 14.6% 31.9% 53.5%
13- 17 1410 8.8% 24.0% 67.2%
18-30 7230 9.0% 26.6% 64.4%
Age 31-40 5092 11.0% 22.8% 66.2%
41- 50 4074 9.7% 18.5% 71.7%
51-60 2694 9.8% 17.4% 72.7%
61 or above 1022 9.2% 9.6% 81.2%
Primary 1315 12.9% 27.4% 59.7%
. Secondary 7533 9.8% 23.6% 66.6%
Education level :
rertiaryor | 15475 9.1% 20.6% 70.3%
above
Central and
Western Hong| 1407 12.2% 20.8% 67.0%
Kong Island
Living district
Eastern Hong [ 57, 7.9% 20.3% 71.8%
Kong Island
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Variable

Prefer Option 1:
Maintaining the Prefer Option 2:
Existing Two- Expanding into a
Level Base | Runway System | Neutral |Three-Runway Systen|
Southem Hong g, 10.1% 22.3% 67.6%
Kong Island
Wan Chai 688 12.9% 23.7% 63.4%
Kowloon City | 1377 9.5% 21.4% 69.1%
Kwun Tong 1365 10.0% 21.8% 68.2%
Sham Shui Po| 909 9.9% 24.2% 65.9%
Wong Tai Sin 914 10.0% 22.4% 67.6%
Yau Tsim 913 9.7% 22.5% 67.8%
Mong
Islands 1689 10.5% 22.3% 67.2%
Kwai Tsing 1631 9.4% 25.4% 65.2%
North New 891 11.7% 23.6% 64.8%
Territories
Sai Kung 961 8.7% 19.3% 72.0%
Sha Tin 1620 7.2% 21.1% 71.7%
Tai Po 682 11.7% 21.3% 67.0%
Tsuen Wan 1827 11.2% 21.6% 67.3%
Tuen Mun 1347 10.2% 25.2% 64.7%
Yuen Long 1293 8.0% 24.7% 67.4%
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4.3.4.1Agreement thatreating more job opportunities for Hong Kong's workfarse
an important consideration

Table 414 illustrates the relationship between thgreement thatreating more job
opportunities for Hong Kong's workforcés an impornt consideration and
demographic variables.

Male respondents wermore likely than their respective counterpatds strongly
agreethatcreating more job opportunities for Hong Kong's workfdscan impornt
consideration Respondents aged 61 or abaral those who were living iBai Kung
were more likely than their respective counterpadsither strongly agree or agree
that creating more job opportunities for Hong Kong's workforsean impornt
consideration

Table 414. Agreement thatcreating more job opportunities for Hong Kong's
workforceis an imporntconsideratiormanddemographic variables

Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| and
Variable |Level Base | disagree| Disagree disagree| Neutral | Agree | agree | a9'€€
Male 13085 1.3% 1.9% 3.2% | 10.6% | 36.5%| 49.7% | 86.2%
Gender
Female 9491 | 1.0% 1.4% 24% | 13.6% | 42.3%| 41.7% | 84.0%
Below 13 648 0.6% 1.5% 2.1% | 14.0%| 24.5%| 59.3% | 83.8%
13-17 1439 | 0.9% 1.7% 2.6% | 13.9%| 37.9%| 45.6% | 83.5%
18- 30 7512 | 0.9% 1.7% 2.6% | 14.3%| 40.1%| 43.0% | 83.1%
Age 31-40 5314 | 1.7% 2.0% 3.7% | 12.6% | 39.7%| 44.0% | 83.7%

41- 50 4290 | 1.0% 1.6% 26% | 9.1% [ 39.7%| 48.7% | 88.4%

51-60 2817 1.1% 1.7% 2.8% | 9.3% [ 40.3%| 47.6% | 87.9%

61 or
above

Primary 1434 | 2.7% 2.4% 51% | 13.1% | 33.6%| 48.2% | 81.8%

1077 | 1.7% 1.3% 3.0% | 5.0% | 32.8%]| 59.2% | 92.0%

Education (Secondary| 7973 | 1.1% 1.5% 2.6% | 11.4% | 40.5%| 45.4% | 86.0%
level

Tertiary or

12798 1.0% 1.7% 2.7% | 12.0% | 38.3%| 47.0% | 85.3%
above

Central an
\Western
Hong 1472 | 1.4% 2.9% 4.3% | 12.4% | 34.2%| 49.1% | 83.3%
Living Kong
district Island

Eastern
Hong 1719 | 1.0% 1.2% 2.2% | 13.5% | 38.4%| 45.9% | 84.3%
Kong
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Strongly Strongly
disagree sl
Strongly and Strongly| @and
Variable |Level Base | disagree| Disagree disagree|Neutral | Agree | agree | adr€e
Island
Southern
Eg;‘g 882 | 1.0% | 25% | 3.5% | 12.5%| 36.4%| 47.6% | 84.0%
Island
Wan Chai| 726 | 1.5% | 2.1% | 3.6% | 13.5%| 38.2%| 44.8% | 83.0%
(K:ﬁ;’/"'oc’” 1462 | 0.6% | 1.0% | 1.6% | 12.0%| 39.1%| 47.3% | 86.4%
Kwun
Tong 1422 | 1.8% | 1.7% | 35% | 12.2%| 38.9%| 45.4% | 84.3%
ggamSh“ 057 | 1.3% | 1.9% | 3.2% | 12.2%| 39.8%| 44.8% | 84.6%
\é\i’g”gTa' 962 | 1.9% | 1.7% | 3.6% | 13.0%|40.3%| 43.1% | 83.4%
:\(A%Lr’]gs'm 953 | 1.3% | 1.6% | 2.9% | 10.6%| 36.9%| 49.6% | 86.5%
Islands 1766 | 1.3% | 1.7% | 3.0% | 11.1%| 37.0%| 48.9% | 85.9%
%ﬁé 1683 | 1.1% | 1.8% | 2.9% | 12.1%| 41.1%| 44.0% | 85.1%
North New o /0 | 1 706 | 1.4% | 3.1% | 12.6%| 38.9%| 45.4% | 84.3%
Territories
SaiKung | 981 | 0.9% | 1.3% | 2.2% | 10.0%| 42.0%| 45.8% | 87.8%
ShaTin | 1679 | 08% | 0.8% | 1.6% | 10.7%| 39.5%| 48.2% | 87.7%
Tai Po 721 | 1.4% | 2.2% | 3.6% | 10.8% | 38.0%| 47.6% | 85.6%
Tsuen Wal 1889 | 1.0% | 2.1% | 3.1% | 12.0%| 41.6%| 43.3% | 84.9%
Tuen Mun| 1422 | 1.3% | 1.6% | 2.9% | 12.1%| 41.4%| 43.7% | 85.1%
Yuen Lond 1344 | 0.6% 1.9% 25% | 11.3% | 40.3%| 46.0% | 86.3%
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4.3.4.2Preference fothe two proposed development optiafter taking into account
creating more jolmpportunities for Hong Kongq's workforce

Table 415 illustrates the relationship between theeference foithe two proposed
development optionsfter taking into accountreating more job opportunities for
Hong Kong's workforcén isolationanddemograpta variables.

Male respondentshoseaged 61 or above and those who were living in Sha Tin were
more likely than their respective counterpaxsprefer Option 2after taking into
accountcreating more job opportunities for Hong Kong's workfomeeisolation

Also, the higher the education level of respondents, the more likely they preferred
Option 2.

Table 415: Preference fothe two proposed development opticafser taking into

accountreating more job opportunities for Hong Kong's workforce

Prefer Option 1:
Maintaining the Prefer Option 2:
Existing Two- Expanding into a
Variable Level Base | Runway System | Neutral |Three-Runway Systen|
Male 12627 8.1% 19.0% 72.9%
Gender
Female 9015 10.1% 27.8% 62.2%
Below 13 616 13.3% 29.7% 57.0%
13-17 1411 8.0% 25.9% 66.1%
18- 30 7222 8.3% 25.5% 66.2%
Age 31-40 5092 10.3% 24.1% 65.6%
41 - 50 4076 9.5% 19.1% 71.4%
51- 60 2684 9.0% 18.9% 72.1%
61 or above 1025 8.8% 11.6% 79.6%
Primary 1319 12.7% 26.1% 61.2%
. Secondary 7531 9.1% 23.3% 67.6%
Education level :
Tertiary or 12459 8.2% 21.7% 70.1%
above
Central and
Western Hong| 1405 12.0% 23.6% 64.4%
Kong Island
Living district
Eastern Hong [ ) 569 7.4% 21.9% 70.7%
Kong Island
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Variable

Prefer Option 1:
Maintaining the
Existing Two-

Prefer Option 2:
Expanding into a

Level Base | Runway System | Neutral |Three-Runway Systen|
igﬁ;hgg:;ong 832 9.4% 24.0% 66.6%
Wan Chai 686 12.2% 24.6% 63.1%
Kowloon City 1379 9.6% 23.1% 67.2%
Kwun Tong 1368 9.4% 23.0% 67.6%
Sham Shui Po| 911 8.7% 22.5% 68.8%
Wong Tai Sin 914 9.2% 23.2% 67.6%
mﬁ]gs'm 908 9.3% 20.0% 70.7%
Islands 1687 9.7% 22.2% 68.1%
Kwai Tsing 1630 9.3% 23.7% 67.0%
$§::ITO':1§‘;V 893 10.1% 24.0% 66.0%
Sai Kung 960 8.4% 19.9% 71.7%
Sha Tin 1618 6.2% 20.9% 72.9%
Tai Po 680 9.7% 22.8% 67.5%
Tsuen Wan 1829 10.3% 23.0% 66.7%
Tuen Mun 1352 9.7% 23.5% 66.8%
Yuen Long 1290 7.2% 23.6% 69.2%
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4.3.5.1Agreement thathe benefit to Hong Kong's competitiveness is an important
consideration

Table 416 illustrates the relationship between tgreement thahe benefit to Hong
Kong's competitiveness is an important consideratiordantbgraphic variables.

Male respondents were more likely thdreir respective counterparte strongly

agree thathe benefit to Hong Kong's competitivendssan important consideration
Respondents who were living in Sai Kung were more likely tthair respective
counterpartsto either strongly agree or agrdbat the benefit to Hong Kong's
competitivenesss an important consideratior\lso, the higher the educatidevel of

respondents and the older the respondents, the more likely thatittinery strongly
agreed or agreed

Table 416: Agreement thatthe benefit to Hong Kong's competitiveness an
important consideratioanddemographic variables

Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| and
Variable [Level Base| disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral | Agree| agree | @9ree
Male 13069 1.2% 1.6% 2.8% 8.5% |32.2%| 56.6% | 88.8%
Gender
Female 924771 1.1% 1.3% 2.4% 11.3% [41.2%]| 45.1% | 86.3%
Below 13 | 647 1.4% 1.7% 3.1% | 12.7% (25.0%| 59.2% | 84.2%
13- 17 1438| 0.9% 1.2% 2.1% | 12.0% (33.0% 52.9% | 85.9%
18- 30 75041 1.0% 1.3% 2.3% | 11.1% (37.7%| 48.9% | 86.6%
Age 31-40 5305| 1.7% 1.9% 3.6% 9.8% |37.5%| 49.1% | 86.6%

41-50 4283 0.9% 1.5% 2.4% 7.9% |35.7%| 54.0% | 89.7%

51-60 2812 0.9% 1.4% 2.3% 8.7% [35.8%] 53.3% | 89.1%

61 or
above

Primary 1428 2.7% 2.5% 5.2% | 13.4% |34.0%| 47.4% | 81.4%

1076 1.3% 1.2% 25% | 4.9% [31.7%| 60.9% | 92.6%

Education |Secondary] 7954 1.1% 1.2% 2.3% | 10.6% |39.1%| 48.0% | 87.1%
level

Tertiary or

12790 1.0% 1.5% 2.5% 8.7% [33.8%| 55.1% | 88.9%
above

Central anf
Western
Hong 1466 1.2% 2.3% 3.5% 9.8% |30.2%| 56.6% | 86.8%
Living Kong
district Island

Eastern
Hong 17141 1.1% 1.2% 2.3% 9.6% |32.9%| 55.2% | 88.1%
Kong
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Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| @and
Variable |Level Base | disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral [Agree| agree | adree
Island
Southern
Eg;‘g 880 | 1.3% | 1.8% | 3.1% | 10.7% [33.29%| 53.1% | 86.3%
Island
Wan Chai | 727 | 1.8% | 1.4% | 3.2% | 11.8% [35.4% 49.7% | 85.1%
(K:ﬁ;’/"'oc’” 1462 08% | 0.8% | 1.6% | 95% [36.5%| 52.4% | 88.9%
Kwun
Tong 1426| 1.3% | 1.7% | 3.0% | 10.0% |37.9%| 49.2% | 87.1%
ggam Shul 954 | 1.4% | 1.3% | 2.7% | 10.9% |39.19%4 47.4% | 86.5%
\é\i’g”gTa' 961 | 1.7% | 1.6% | 3.3% | 9.4% |41.7%| 45.7% | 87.4%
:\(A%Lr’]gs'm 052 | 1.2% | 1.6% | 2.8% | 8.6% |33.6%| 55.0% | 88.6%
Islands | 1758| 1.8% | 1.5% | 3.3% | 10.2% [34.9%| 51.6% | 86.5%
%ﬁé 1680| 1.1% | 1.4% | 2.5% | 10.1% |39.3%| 48.2% | 87.5%
North Newl o701 | 1406 | 1.1 | 2.5% | 10.9% |37.6%| 49.0% | 86.6%
Territories
SaiKung | 983 | 0.8% | 1.4% | 22% | 7.6% |37.004 53.1% | 90.1%
ShaTin | 1676| 1.0% | 1.3% | 2.3% | 8.1% [35.5% 54.2% | 89.7%
Tai Po 719 | 15% | 1.5% | 3.0% | 9.0% |35.5%| 52.4% | 87.9%
Tsuen Wal 1893 0.9% | 1.7% | 2.6% | 8.8% |37.2% 51.3% | 88.5%
Tuen Mun| 1419 0.9% | 1.9% | 2.8% | 10.7%|37.6% 48.8% | 86.4%
Yuen Long 1343| 0.6% 1.0% 1.6% | 11.2% [36.6%| 50.6% | 87.2%
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4.3.5.2Preference fothe two proposed development optiafter taking into account
thebenefit to Hong Kongbds competitiveness

Table 417 illustrates the relationship between theeference fothe two proposed
development options after taking into accountthe benef i t t o Hong K
competitiveness isolationanddemographic variables.

Male respondentshoseaged 61 or above and those who were living in Sha Tin were

more likely than their respective counterparts tofgeréption 2 after taking into
accounthebenef it t o Hong Kroisolgtiors Also,dhepigherthe | venes:
education level of respondents, the more likely that they preferred Option 2.

Table 417: Preference fothe two proposed developmenptions after taking into
accounthebenef it t o Hong Kanddenogsaphicoargbled i t i venes:

Prefer Option 1:
Maintaining the Prefer Option 2:
Existing Two- Expanding into a
Variable Level Base | Runway System | Neutral |[Three-Runway Systen|
Male 12607 8.2% 17.2% 74.6%
Gender
Female 9005 10.3% 26.5% 63.2%
Below 13 615 13.5% 29.9% 56.6%
13- 17 1408 7.8% 23.1% 69.1%
18- 30 7222 8.5% 24.3% 67.2%
Age 31-40 5088 10.6% 21.8% 67.6%
41 - 50 4068 9.1% 18.2% 72.6%
51-60 2677 9.9% 16.9% 73.2%
61 or above 1022 8.7% 10.8% 80.5%
Primary 1314 12.7% 26.8% 60.5%
. Secondary 7523 9.0% 22.9% 68.1%
Education level :
rertiary or 1 15449 8.6% 19.2% 72.2%
above
Central and
Western Hong| 1406 11.9% 19.1% 69.1%
Kong Island
Living district
Eastern Hong [ 57, 7.9% 19.5% 72.6%
Kong Island
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Variable

Prefer Option 1:
Maintaining the
Existing Two-

Prefer Option 2:
Expanding into a

Level Base | Runway System | Neutral |Three-Runway Systen|
igﬁ;hgg:;ong 830 10.0% 20.8% 69.2%
Wan Chai 683 11.0% 24.7% 64.3%
Kowloon City 1378 9.3% 22.1% 68.7%
Kwun Tong 1362 9.5% 21.5% 69.0%
Sham Shui Po| 909 8.9% 23.7% 67.4%
Wong Tai Sin 909 9.9% 21.0% 69.1%
mﬁ]gs'm 905 9.8% 18.5% 71.7%
Islands 1682 10.5% 20.1% 69.4%
Kwai Tsing 1631 8.6% 23.7% 67.7%
$§::ITO':1§‘;V 892 9.8% 24.8% 65.5%
Sai Kung 960 9.0% 17.8% 73.2%
Sha Tin 1615 6.6% 19.3% 74.2%
Tai Po 682 10.4% 20.4% 69.2%
Tsuen Wan 1828 10.6% 21.7% 67.8%
Tuen Mun 1349 9.1% 23.1% 67.8%
Yuen Long 1287 8.4% 21.4% 70.2%
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4.3.6.1Agreement thaimaking it more convenient for the respondents and their
families to traveis an important consideration

Table 418 illustrates the relationship between thgreement thaiaking it more
convenient for therespondents and theifamilies to travelis an important
consideratioranddemographic variables.

Male respondentshoseagedbelow 13 those had primary educati@nd those who
were living in Central and Western Hong Kong Island were more litedn their
respective counterpart® strongly agree thamaking it more convenient for the
respondentand their families to traves an imporntconsideration

Table4.18: Agreement thatnaking it more convenient for threspondents and their
families to travels an imporntconsideratiormanddemographic variables

Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| @and
Variable |Level Base | disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral [ Agree| agree | 2adree
Male 13057 1.7% 2.8% 45% | 16.6% |36.9%| 42.0% | 78.9%
Gender
Female 94751 1.6% 2.5% 41% | 17.9% |41.7%| 36.4% | 78.1%
Below 13 | 647 1.2% 1.5% 2.7% | 10.5% (20.9%| 65.8% | 86.7%
13-17 1439 1.5% 2.9% 4.4% | 19.3% |33.7%| 42.6% | 76.3%
18- 30 7493| 1.6% 3.1% 4.7% | 22.3% 138.8%| 34.2% | 73.0%
Age 31-40 5303 1.9% 3.1% 5.0% | 17.1% (40.3%| 37.6% | 77.9%

41-50 4286| 1.1% 2.2% 3.3% | 12.8% [41.6%| 42.3% | 83.9%

51-60 2811 1.3% 1.7% 3.0% | 12.9% [42.5%| 41.6% | 84.1%

61 or
above

Primary 1431 3.9% 2.3% 6.2% | 15.3% [31.7%| 46.8% | 78.5%

1072| 3.6% 2.4% 6.0% | 9.1% [34.8%| 50.0% | 84.8%

Education |Secondary| 7950 1.3% 2.6% 3.9% | 16.7% (40.5%| 38.8% | 79.3%
level

Tertiary or

12779 1.5% 2.8% 4.3% | 17.6% |38.6%| 39.5% | 78.1%
above

Central an|
Western
Hong 1472 1.6% 2.9% 4.5% | 14.6% |32.1%| 48.8% | 80.9%
Kong
Island
Eastern
Hong
Kong
Island

Living
district

1719 1.7% 2.2% 3.9% | 17.2% |38.9%| 40.0% | 78.9%
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Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| @and
Variable |Level Base | disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral [Agree| agree | adree
Southern
Eg;‘g 876 | 1.6% | 3.8% | 5.4% | 14.4% [37.1%| 43.2% | 80.3%
Island
Wan Chai | 728 | 2.6% | 2.2% | 4.8% | 15.4% |35.4% 44.4% | 79.8%
éﬁ;’/"'oon 1465 1.0% | 1.9% | 2.9% | 15.5% |36.8%| 44.8% | 81.6%
Kwun
Tong 1420| 2.0% | 3.0% | 5.0% | 17.7%|40.7%| 36.7% | 77.4%
ggam Shul g46 | 2.1% | 2.3% | 4.4% | 17.0% |39.69% 38.9% | 78.5%
\é\i’g”g Tall 961 | 2206 | 2.79% | 4.9% | 19.0% [39.69% 36.4% | 76.0%
:\(A%Lr’]gs'm 049 | 2.2% | 2.7% | 4.9% | 15.9% |38.0%| 41.1% | 79.1%
Islands | 1756| 1.5% | 2.3% | 3.8% | 16.2% |38.5%| 41.5% | 80.0%
?;Y?'g 1681| 1.2% | 2.7% | 3.9% | 19.5% |41.8%| 34.9% | 76.7%
North Newl o5 | 1996 | 3.0% | 4.9% | 19.9% [40.1%| 35.1% | 75.2%
Territories
SaiKung | 982 | 1.5% | 3.9% | 5.4% | 16.5% [39.00 39.1% | 78.1%
ShaTin | 1674| 1.1% | 22% | 3.3% | 16.9% [38.9% 41.0% | 79.9%
Tai Po 719 | 2.2% | 3.2% | 5.4% | 17.1%|39.5%| 38.0% | 77.5%
Tsuen Wal 1885| 1.5% | 3.2% | 4.7% | 18.0% [40.7% 36.5% | 77.2%
TuenMun| 1422| 2.1% | 2.7% | 4.8% | 19.1% [42.0% 34.1% | 76.1%
Yuen Long 1342| 1.4% 1.9% 3.3% | 17.5% |43.1%| 36.0% | 79.1%
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4.3.6.2Preference fothe two proposed development optiafter taking into account
making it more convenient for the respondents and fhmiilies to travel

Table 419 illustrates the relationship between theeference fothe two proposed
development optionsifter taking into accounmmaking it more convenient for the
respondentand their families to travéh isolationanddemographic variables.

Male respondenthoseaged 61 or above and those who were living in Central and
Western Hong Kong Island were more likghyan their respective counterpatts
prefer Option 2after taking into accountmaking it more convenient for the
respondentand their families to travéh isolation

Table 419 Preference fothe two proposed development opticafser taking into
accountmaking it more convenient for thespondentand their families to travehd
demographic variables

Prefer Option 1:
Maintaining the Prefer Option 2:
Existing Two- Expanding into a
Variable Level Base Runway System Neutral |Three-Runway Systen
Male 12580 10.6% 28.7% 60.7%
Gender
Female 8990 13.1% 37.6% 49.2%
Below 13 614 15.8% 27.7% 56.5%
13- 17 1409 11.2% 37.5% 51.2%
18- 30 7216 12.0% 39.2% 48.8%
Age 31-40 5076 13.1% 32.6% 54.3%
41 - 50 4052 10.9% 27.6% 61.5%
51-60 2671 11.3% 23.9% 64.8%
61 or above 1016 9.1% 19.4% 71.6%
Central and
Western Hong| 1399 13.4% 26.1% 60.5%
Kong Island
5:\3/{2% Eastern Hong | 567 10.2% 32.0% 57.8%
Kong Island o7 70 070
Southern Hong g4 12.1% 31.1% 56.8%
Kong Island
Wan Chai 685 14.5% 28.6% 56.9%

Social Sciences Research Centr&@loé University of Hong Kong 86



Variable

Prefer Option 1:
Maintaining the
Existing Two-

Prefer Option 2:
Expanding into a

Level Base Runway System Neutral |Three-Runway Systen
Kowloon City 1374 11.5% 29.9% 58.6%
Kwun Tong 1359 11.7% 35.1% 53.2%
Sham Shui Po| 910 13.8% 32.6% 53.5%
Wong Tai Sin 909 11.7% 31.1% 57.2%
Yau Tsim 905 12.5% 29.4% 58.1%
Mong
Islands 1681 13.0% 30.0% 57.0%
Kwai Tsing 1625 11.5% 37.1% 51.4%
North New 888 12.5% 35.2% 52.3%
Territories
Sai Kung 956 11.4% 31.9% 56.7%
Sha Tin 1614 8.9% 32.2% 58.9%
Tai Po 680 13.2% 31.9% 54.9%
Tsuen Wan 1824 12.8% 34.5% 52.7%
Tuen Mun 1347 11.9% 36.9% 51.2%
Yuen Long 1284 10.7% 34.3% 55.1%
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4.3.7.1Agreement thagnvironmental impact is an important consideration

Table 420 illustrates the relationship between thgreement thathe environmental
impact is an important consideration afeimographic variables.

Female respondents and those who were livinGentral and Western Hong Kong
Islandwere mordikely to either strongly agree or agrédeatenvironmental impads

an important considerationAlso, the higher the education level of respondents and
the younger the respondents, the more likely that ¢ftbgr strongly agreed or agreed

In addition, respondds aged 61 or abovethose who had primary education and
those who were living in Centrahd Western Hong Kong Islamal Yau Tsim Mong
were more likely to strongly disagreedisagree with it.

Table 420: Agreement thaenvironmental impacits animportant consideratioand
demographic variables

Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| and
Variable [Level Base| disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral | Agree| agree | @9ree
Male 13014 2.6% 4.2% 6.8% | 26.5% [32.1%| 34.7% | 66.8%
Gender
Female 9430| 1.4% 2.1% 3.5% | 22.7% [35.8%| 38.0% | 73.8%
Below 13 | 646 3.9% 2.5% 6.4% | 19.5% [20.3%| 53.9% | 74.2%
13- 17 1436 2.5% 3.8% 6.3% | 19.6% (27.9% 46.2% | 74.1%
18- 30 74951 1.7% 3.0% 4.7% | 21.3% |34.2%| 39.8% | 74.0%
Age 31-40 5290| 2.4% 3.2% 5.6% | 24.1% (34.7%| 35.7% | 70.4%

41-50 42541 1.6% 2.5% 4.1% | 29.5% |36.0%| 30.3% | 66.3%

51-60 2754 2.3% 4.5% 6.8% | 32.3% [34.3%| 26.6% | 60.9%

61 or
above

Primary 1412 5.3% 3.8% 9.1% | 28.4% [28.5%| 34.0% | 62.5%

1053| 2.8% 6.5% 9.3% | 29.2% [30.2%| 31.4% | 61.6%

Education |Secondary] 7900 2.1% 3.5% 5.6% | 28.4% [32.4%| 33.6% | 66.0%
level

Tertiary or
above

Central anf
Western
Hong 1453 2.1% 4.4% 6.5% | 22.1% (31.0% 40.5% | 71.5%
Kong
Island

12754 1.7% 3.1% 4.8% | 22.3% |34.8%| 38.2% | 73.0%

Living
district

Eastern
Hong 1706| 2.0% 3.8% 5.8% | 23.2% (34.4%| 36.6% | 71.0%
Kong
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Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| @and
Variable |Level Base | disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral [Agree| agree | adree
Island
Southern
Eg;‘g 869 | 25% | 3.8% | 6.3% | 24.20[32.3%| 37.2% | 69.5%
Island
Wan Chai| 723 | 2.8% | 25% | 53% | 23.8%[33.19% 37.9% | 71.0%
(K:ﬁ;’/"'oc’” 1457 1.6% | 3.7% | 5.3% | 23.6% |34.9%| 36.1% | 71.0%
KWUn 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Tong 1404| 2.7% | 2.7% | 5.4% | 26.9% |35.5% 32.1% | 67.6%
ggam Shul g4g | 2.3% | 3.0% | 5.3% | 23.6%|33.8% 37.3% | 71.1%
\é\i’g”g Tall 955 | 1.80 | 3.9% | 5.7% | 23.20|36.8%| 34.3% | 71.1%
:\(A%Lr’]gs'm 045 | 2.2% | 43% | 6.5% | 24.1% |35.6%| 33.8% | 69.4%
Islands | 1743| 2.3% | 2.1% | 4.4% | 26.2% [32.3%| 37.1% | 69.4%
%ﬁé 1679| 2.4% | 3.1% | 55% | 25.4% [34.1%| 35.0% | 69.1%
#‘g::ﬁﬁ‘;" 037 | 25% | 3.3% | 5.8% | 27.9% |34.4%| 32.0% | 66.4%
Saikung | 979 | 1.3% | 3.0% | 4.3% | 24.5% |35.4%| 35.8% | 71.2%
ShaTin |1667| 1.5% | 35% | 5.0% | 25.3% |34.19% 35.6% | 69.7%
Tai Po 717 | 1.7% | 3.6% | 5.3% | 24.3% |31.1%| 39.3% | 70.4%
TsuenWal 1884| 2.3% | 3.7% | 6.0% | 26.2%|30.794 37.1% | 67.8%
Tuen Mun| 1416| 2.0% | 36% | 56% | 27.1%|34.5% 32.8% | 67.3%
Yuen Long 1335| 1.4% 2.3% 3.7% | 27.0% |33.6%| 35.6% | 69.2%
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4.3.7.2Preference fothe two proposed development optiafter taking into account
environmental impact

Table 421 illustrates the relationship between theeference fothe two proposed
development optionaftertaking into accounénvironmental impadn isolationand
demographic variables.

Male respondestandthoseaged 61 or above were more likehan their espective
counterpartsdo prefer Option Zafter taking into accounenvironmental impact in
isolation Also, the lower the education level of respondents, the more likely that they
preferred Option 2.

Femalerespondentsthose who had tertiary or above educatiod those who were
living in Tsuen Wan, there were similar proportionko preferred Option 1 and
Option 2.

In particular respondents aged 1F showed a strongreferencdor Option 1 over
Option 2 (45.2% to 3%), while those aged 4¥ showed some preference for
Option 1 over Option 2 (37.7% to 29.2%).

Table 421: Preferencdor the two proposed development opticafser taking into
accountenvironmental impa@nddemographic variables

Prefer Option 1:
Maintaining the Prefer Option 2:
Existing Two- Expanding into a
Variable Level Base | Runway System | Neutral |Three-Runway Systen|
Male 12587 28.2% 31.0% 40.9%
Gender
Female 8981 32.1% 35.6% 32.3%
Below 13 616 33.8% 30.5% 35.7%
13-17 1401 45.2% 26.6% 28.3%
18-30 7226 37.7% 33.0% 29.2%
Age 31-40 5070 29.4% 33.2% 37.4%
41 - 50 4054 21.5% 34.8% 43.8%
51-60 2655 17.8% 33.7% 48.5%
61 or above 999 13.0% 31.9% 55.1%
Primary 1309 21.2% 34.4% 44.5%
. Secondary 7473 26.5% 34.5% 39.0%
Education level——
Teriaryor | 15443 33.0% 31.5% 35.5%
above
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Prefer Option 1:
Maintaining the
Existing Two-

Prefer Option 2:
Expanding into a

Variable Level Base | Runway System | Neutral |Three-Runway Systen|

Central and

Western Hong| 1393 28.3% 31.0% 40.7%
Kong Island

Eastern Hong | 4657 30.7% 32.3% 37.0%
Kong Island

Southern Hong g, 26.3% 35.0% 38.7%
Kong Island

Wan Chai 678 26.5% 32.6% 40.9%
Kowloon City 1372 26.4% 33.1% 40.5%
Kwun Tong 1356 27.7% 35.0% 37.3%

Living district

Sham Shui Po| 907 28.3% 33.7% 37.9%
Wong Tai Sin 905 28.5% 30.3% 41.2%
Yau Tsim 904 29.5% 30.6% 39.8%
Mong

Islands 1679 28.8% 32.4% 38.8%
Kwai Tsing 1629 31.2% 34.6% 34.1%
$°”.h New 886 26.9% 36.8% 36.3%

erritories

Sai Kung 958 30.6% 33.4% 36.0%
Sha Tin 1614 29.4% 33.0% 37.5%
Tai Po 681 32.3% 29.2% 38.5%
Tsuen Wan 1824 34.8% 30.4% 34.8%
Tuen Mun 1349 30.5% 35.9% 33.6%
Yuen Long 1289 31.3% 33.4% 35.3%
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4.3.8.1Agreement thatonstruction cost is an important consideration

Table 422 illustrates the relationship between tigreement thatonstruction cosis
animportant consideratioanddemogaphic variables.

Female respondents and those aged below 13 were more likelthéo strongly
agree or agrethat construction costs an important consideratiorAlso, the higher
the education level of respondents, the more likely thatéftbgr strongly agreed or
ageed

consideratioand

Table 422: Agreement thatconstruction costis an important

demogaphic variables

Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| and
Variable [Level Base| disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral | Agree| agree | @9ree
Male 12959 3.0% 5.1% 8.1% | 27.8% (32.7%| 31.4% | 64.1%
Gender
Female 94121 1.3% 2.4% 3.7% | 26.2% (37.9%| 32.1% | 70.0%
Below 13 | 639 2.8% 3.0% 58% | 22.7% (25.2%| 46.3% | 71.5%
13- 17 1430| 3.2% 4.7% 7.9% | 24.5% (31.5% 36.1% | 67.6%
18- 30 7486 2.4% 4.5% 6.9% | 25.8% (35.7%| 31.6% | 67.3%
Age 31-40 5279| 2.3% 3.6% 5.9% | 26.0% [35.3%| 32.7% | 68.0%
41-50 4236( 1.8% 3.2% 5.0% | 29.9% [35.4%| 29.7% | 65.1%
51-60 27431 2.1% 4.3% 6.4% | 31.4% (36.2%| 26.0% | 62.2%
61 or 1040 2.2% 4.0% 6.2% | 25.9% (33.9% 33.9% | 67.8%
above
Primary 1405| 3.9% 3.1% 7.0% | 30.4% [29.9%| 32.7% | 62.6%
Education |Secondary| 7875| 2.2% 3.6% 5.8% | 29.9% |34.1%| 30.2% | 64.3%
level -
oMy orl1g715 2.2% | 4.4% | 6.6% | 24.8%(35.9% 32.79% | 68.6%
Central ani
Western
Hong 1445 3.0% 4.4% 7.4% 24.2% [34.0% 34.3% | 68.4%
Kong
Island
Eastern
Living ~ [Hond 1702| 2.1% | 4.6% | 6.8% | 26.4% |34.3%| 32.5% | 66.8%
district Kong
Island
Southern
Egrr]‘g 869 | 25% | 5.9% | 8.4% | 23.8%|32.5% 35.3% | 67.8%
Island
Wan Chai | 724 2.3% 3.9% 6.2% | 27.1% [32.0%| 34.7% | 66.7%
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Strongly Strongly

disagree agree

Strongly and Strongly| @and

Variable |Level Base | disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral [Agree| agree | adree
éﬁ;’/"'oon 1455 2.0% | 3.9% | 59% | 27.4% |36.4% 30.3% | 66.7%

KWUn 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, (0]
Tong 1402| 2.5% | 2.9% | 5.4% | 26.8%(36.9% 30.8% | 67.8%
g(r;am Shul g4a | 2.8% | 3.1% | 5.8% | 26.5% |33.9% 33.8% | 67.7%
\é\i’r‘]’”g Tall 955 | 2606 | 3.8% | 6.4% | 29.20 |33.6% 30.8% | 64.4%
:\(A%L;];S'm 940 | 2.6% | 55% | 8.1% | 23.8%|37.8% 30.3% | 68.1%
Islands | 1740| 2.9% | 3.9% | 6.7% | 27.5% |35.1% 30.7% | 65.8%
%ﬁ'g 1670| 1.9% | 4.1% | 6.0% | 27.0%|36.0% 31.0% | 67.0%
North Newl o7 1 5906 | 3.00 | 5.9% | 29.3% |34.7% 30.1% | 64.8%

Territories

SaiKung | 978 | 2.4% | 4.4% | 6.8% | 28.3% |34.7% 30.3% | 64.9%
ShaTin |1661| 1.5% | 3.7% | 5.2% | 26.7% |36.0% 32.1% | 68.1%
Tai Po 715 | 25% | 3.2% | 57% | 27.6% |33.6% 33.1% | 66.7%
Tsuen Wal 1874| 1.9% | 45% | 6.4% | 28.9% |32.6% 32.1% | 64.7%
Tuen Mun| 1406| 1.6% | 3.8% | 55% | 28.1% |36.8% 29.7% | 66.4%
Yuen Long 1329| 2.2% | 3.0% | 5.2% | 29.3% |36.0% 29.6% | 65.5%
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4.3.8.2Preference fothe two proposedevelopment optiorefter taking into account
construction cost

Table 423 illustrates the relationship between theeference fothe two proposed
development optiongfter taking into accountconstruction cosin isolation and
demographic variables.

Male respondentghose aged 61 or aboead those who were living in Central and
Western dng Kong Island were more likely to prefer Optionafzer taking into
account construction costin isolation Also, the lower the education level of
respondents antthe older the respondentsx¢ludingbelow 13), the more likely that
they preferred Option 2.

In particular, respondents aged-138 showed a strongreferenceor Option 1 over
Option 2 (38.0% to 31.9%).

Table 423: Preference fothe two proposedlevelopment optionsfter taking into
accountconstruction cositnddemogaphic variables

Prefer Option 1:
Maintaining the Prefer Option 2:
Existing Two- Expanding into a
Variable Level Base Runway System | Neutral |Three-Runway Systen|
Male 12564 23.6% 30.0% 46.4%
Gender
Female 8965 27.0% 37.9% 35.1%
Below 13 617 28.7% 32.6% 38.7%
13-17 1396 38.0% 30.2% 31.9%
18- 30 7217 30.9% 35.1% 33.9%
Age 31-40 5066 24.4% 34.1% 41.5%
41 - 50 4039 18.5% 32.7% 48.8%
51-60 2649 16.1% 31.7% 52.2%
61 or above 995 12.7% 29.3% 58.0%
Primary 1311 19.1% 35.5% 45.5%
. Secondary 7454 22.5% 35.8% 41.7%
Education level—
Tertiary or 12419 27.5% 31.3% 41.2%
above
Central and
Living district |Western Hong| 1390 23.0% 30.0% 47.0%
Kong Island
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Variable

Prefer Option 1:
Maintaining the Prefer Option 2:
Existing Two- Expanding into a
Level Base | Runway System | Neutral |Three-Runway Systen|
Eastern Hong [ ) 54 25.1% 33.3% 41.6%
Kong Island
Southern Hong g4 23.3% 33.5% 43.1%
Kong Island
Wan Chai 675 24.0% 32.9% 43.1%
Kowloon City | 1372 22.6% 33.2% 44.2%
Kwun Tong 1355 23.4% 34.2% 42.4%
Sham Shui Po| 908 25.4% 31.7% 42.8%
Wong Tai Sin 903 23.4% 32.0% 44.6%
vau Tsim 906 25.1% 29.5% 45.5%
Mong
Islands 1675 24.3% 32.5% 43.2%
Kwai Tsing 1623 27.0% 36.0% 37.0%
North New 883 21.9% 38.1% 40.1%
Territories
Sai Kung 955 24.4% 33.2% 42.4%
Sha Tin 1612 23.9% 34.0% 42.1%
Tai Po 681 28.6% 29.8% 41.6%
Tsuen Wan 1810 29.1% 33.1% 37.8%
Tuen Mun 1348 25.7% 36.1% 38.1%
Yuen Long 1284 25.5% 35.9% 38.6%
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44

Overall preference forthe two proposed development options

Table 424 illustrates the relationship between tbeerall preference forthe two
proposed development optioasddemographic variables.

Male respondents and those who were livingrau Tsim Mong or Sha Tinvere
more likely to prefer Option Z\lso, the higher the educatidevel of respondents and
generally the older theespondents, the more likely that they preferred Option 2.

Table 424: Overall preference foithe two proposed development optioasd
demogaphic variables

Prefer Option 1:
Maintaining the Prefer Option 2:
Existing Two- Expanding into a
Variable Level Base Runway System Neutral |Three-Runway Systen|
Male 12067 10.0% 11.4% 78.7%
Gender
Female 8290 12.6% 22.0% 65.4%
Below 13 568 13.4% 24.1% 62.5%
13-17 1346 11.4% 16.9% 71.6%
18-30 6753 11.4% 18.1% 70.5%
Age 31-40 4843 12.1% 16.8% 71.1%
41 - 50 3853 10.6% 13.7% 75.7%
51-60 2379 9.6% 10.2% 80.2%
61 or above 891 7.0% 8.4% 84.6%
Primary 1061 9.6% 23.2% 67.2%
. Secondary 6954 9.9% 18.6% 71.5%
Education level :
Tertiary or 12089 11.8% 13.2% 75.0%
above
Centraland
Western Hong| 1323 12.5% 13.5% 74.0%
Kong Island
- |EasternHong | 40 9.5% 13.7% 76.8%
Living district |Kong Island
Southern Hong 74 9.8% 13.7% 76.5%
Kong Island
\Wan Chai 602 12.0% 17.3% 70.8%
Kowloon City 1296 10.6% 16.9% 72.5%
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Variable

Prefer Option 1:
Maintaining the Prefer Option 2:
Existing Two- Expanding into a
Level Base | Runway System | Neutral |Three-Runway Systen|

Kwun Tong 1224 11.9% 15.8% 72.2%
Sham Shui Po| 844 11.7% 17.7% 70.6%
Wong Tai Sin 836 11.6% 17.2% 71.2%
Yau Tsim 860 9.4% 13.5% 77.1%
Mong
Islands 1574 12.5% 15.2% 72.3%
Kwai Tsing 1533 11.3% 19.0% 69.7%
North New 814 9.6% 19.8% 70.6%
Territories
Sai Kung 918 8.9% 14.3% 76.8%
Sha Tin 1532 8.5% 14.6% 77.0%
Tai Po 657 12.9% 13.9% 73.2%
Tsuen Wan 1751 13.8% 15.8% 70.5%
Tuen Mun 1235 11.5% 17.3% 71.2%
Yuen Long 1175 10.8% 17.0% 72.2%
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4.5  Agreement that AAHK should make a decision NOW on how the airport
should befurther developed

Table 425 illustrates the relationship between tigreement thadAHK should make
a decision NOW on how the airport should be further devel@petbdemographic
variables.

Male respondents and those who were living in Sai Kung were likely to either
strongly agree or agrakat AAHK should make a decision NOW on how the airport
should be further developedAlso, the older theespondentand the higher the
education level of respondents, the more likely that #idyer strongly agreel or
agreed

Table 425: Agreement thaRAHK should make a decision NOW on how the airport
should be further develop@shddemogaphic variables

Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| and
Variable [Level Base| disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral | Agree| agree | @9ree
Male 13253 2.5% 3.4% 5.9% 9.9% |31.0%| 53.4% | 84.4%
Gender
Female 9556 | 2.4% 4.4% 6.8% | 18.7% (39.8%| 34.6% | 74.4%
Below 13 | 641 2.5% 3.3% 5.8% | 22.8% (21.2%| 50.2% | 71.4%
13- 17 1441 2.5% 5.6% 8.1% | 14.9% (31.8% 45.2% | 77.0%
18- 30 7558 2.1% 4.3% 6.4% | 15.4% (35.2%| 43.0% | 78.2%
Age 31-40 5392| 3.2% 4.0% 7.2% | 13.5% [35.7%| 43.5% | 79.2%

41-50 4341 2.4% 3.1% 5.5% | 12.0% [36.5%| 46.0% | 82.5%

51-60 2862 2.2% 3.5% 5.7% | 10.4% |35.3%| 48.6% | 83.9%

61 or
above

Primary 1416| 3.6% 3.4% 7.0% | 19.4% [32.9%| 40.7% | 73.6%

1094 2.0% 1.2% 3.2% 8.2% [32.8%] 55.8% | 88.6%

Education |Secondary] 8012 2.1% 3.6% 5.7% | 16.0% |37.6%| 40.6% | 78.2%
level

Tertiary or
above

Central anf
Western
Hong 1482 3.0% 3.2% 6.2% | 11.9% (29.9% 51.9% | 81.8%
Kong
Island

13019 2.6% 4.1% 6.7% | 11.3% |32.7%| 49.3% | 82.0%

Living
district

Eastern
Hong 1737 2.2% 3.6% 5.8% | 12.5% (31.1%| 50.7% | 81.8%
Kong
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Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Strongly and Strongly| @and
Variable |Level Base | disagree| Disagree| disagree| Neutral [Agree| agree | adree
Island
Southern
Eg;‘g 897 | 2.1% | 4.0% | 6.1% | 12.7% [32.6%| 48.6% | 81.2%
Island
Wan Chai| 732 | 2.5% | 4.0% | 65% | 15.6% |33.3% 44.7% | 78.0%
(K:ﬁ;’/"'oc’” 1486 15% | 2.9% | 4.4% | 13.6% [35.0%| 47.0% | 82.0%
Kwun
Tong 1424 2.4% | 4.4% | 6.8% | 14.6% |35.3% 43.3% | 78.6%
ggam Shul 966 | 250 | 3.7% | 6.2% | 14.2% |36.296 43.4% | 79.6%
\é\i’g”g Tall 969 | 319 | 43% | 7.4% | 13.7%|39.9%| 38.9% | 78.8%
:\(A%Lr’]gs'm 968 | 2.3% | 4.3% | 6.6% | 11.3% |33.4%| 48.8% | 82.2%
Islands | 1779| 35% | 4.0% | 7.5% | 12.9% [33.8%| 45.7% | 79.5%
%ﬁé 1711 23% | 42% | 65% | 14.4% [37.3%| 41.8% | 79.1%
#‘g::ﬁﬁ‘;" 951 | 1.9% | 3.4% | 5.3% | 16.0% |37.4%| 41.3% | 78.7%
SaiKung | 1001| 1.9% | 4.1% | 6.0% | 10.1% |36.5%| 47.5% | 84.0%
ShaTin |1695| 1.9% | 2.7% | 4.6% | 13.0% |35.4% 46.9% | 82.3%
Tai Po 726 | 2.3% | 51% | 7.4% | 12.9% |33.7%| 45.9% | 79.6%
TsuenWal 1914 3.1% | 43% | 7.4% | 14.9% |36.204 41.5% | 77.7%
Tuen Mun| 1431| 2.9% | 43% | 7.2% | 14.8% |36.004 41.9% | 77.9%
Yuen Long 1351| 2.1% | 3.0% | 5.1% | 15.7% |35.4% 43.9% | 79.3%
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Chapter 5 Qualitative Analysis
5.1 Introduction

All commentsreceivedduring the consultation were divided inten channels as

below:

1. Public Forum(PF) 3 PublicFora Annex C) - public fora are distinguished from
otherevents as a separate channel because they were widely advertised by AAHK
as open to all participants, whereas some of the other events were not open to
everyone or not broadly advertised

2. Event(E): 33 events including conferers;eound tablesseminarsand briefings
(Annex D);

3. Legislative Counci(LC): 105written submission$o the Legislative Counciénd
2 meetings of the Council's Panel on Economic Developidentex E);

4. District Council(DC): 18 District Council meetingAnnex F);

5. Written submission{WS): 296 written submissionsither by soft or hard copies
(Annex G);

6. Feedback questionnairdQ): 4,882 written comments inthe feedback
guestionnaires

7. Media(M): 885 summaries fronprinted media and broadcasti(Annex H);

8. Internet and Social Media (IMB44 comments from 99 webpag@snex |) -
comments were included if they were covered by WiseNews during the
consultation period as this is a reputable indexing methothfemet activity in
Hong Kong

9. Signature CampaigrsC) 4 signature campaigns:

i.  Green Sense, from which SSRC receivgt?@ signatures with names

i. Par k Il sl and Ownersd Committee, from
signatures with living units

iii.  Airport Development ConceriNetwork from which SSRC received
62 signatures and names (SSRC have onlyohed those with a name
provided; and

iv.  WWF with 6,314 names and email addresséSSRC has randomly
selected 5% of the-mails for verification and the verification was
positive, so we have included them all.

The signature campaign comments were all counted based on the number of
verifiable supporters as there is no clear distinction between signature
campaigns, petition letters and any other form of letter or email.
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10.Opinion Survey (OS)5 opinion surveys were inatled:

i

ii.
iii.
V.

Residentialsurveg onduct ed by Park I;sl and
Survey conducted by eight aviation relatedons

Member survey conducted bys3Broup

Survey presented by Professor WM Cheung of The Chinese University
of Hong Kong in Hong Kong Shippes 6 Counci | ;amli nt
Member survey conducted biong Kong Logistics Management Staff
Association

The survey resultsvere included as single submissions as verification of the
participants was not possible. They are coded on the basis ofeangxpressed
by a simple majority (more than 50%)

The qualitative analysis used th/ivo software and is based on a framewark

Annex K that was developed by the SSRC to reflect all the issues covered in the

consultation document, and then extendedaweer all the other issues raised in the
gualitative materials collected during the consultation.

The overall table of counts for issues for which qualitative comments were given is

provided for each section in this chapter, broken down byethsourcs. Comments
submitted bydifferent people are counted multiple times, even if the comments were

identical, regardless of the channel of submission, on the grounds that this reflects the

number of people or organizations who wish to make that specific coiniNe

distinction is made between people and organizations, as it is often unclear whether a

comment represents a personal or institutional perspective.

Discussion is provided for any issue with at least ten comments provided, including a
guote from atypical comment submitted. Issues with at least ten comments from

District Councillors are highlightedtor issues with at leasfty comments, there is

discussion that highlights any important differences in qualitative responses across the

tensources bqualitative feedback.
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5.2 Air Traffic Demand Forecast

Table 51: Air Traffic Demand Forecast

Total "\« pc ws Q E PFE M IM SC OS
count
01 Accurgcy of Air Traffic Demand 61 6 4 6 o8 1 2 11 3 0 0
Forecast in Master Plan
01 Over-Estimated the 48 3 4 4 26 1 1 6 3 0 0
Demand
02 Appropriately Estimated the 6 > 0 1 2 0 0 1 0 0 0
Demand
03 Under-Estimated the 7 1 0 1 0 0 1 4 0 0 0
Demand
02 Respondents' Own Air Traffic 170 23 6 32 43 14 1 33 18 0 0
Demand Forecast
01 The air traffic demand is 126 19 5 25 27 12 0 26 12 0 0
increasing
02 The air traffic demand is
decreasing 44 4 1 7 16 2 1 7 6 0 0
_03 Accuracy of GDP Growth Forecast 18 3 > 3
in Master Plan
01 Over-Estimated the Growth 9 0 2
02 Appropriately Estimated the
Growth 6 3 1 1 0 0
03 Under-Estimated the
Growth 3 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0
04 Respondents' Own GDP Growth 2 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Forecast
01 The GDP will rise gradually 2 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
05 Adjustment Factors 214 14 19 17 71 9 5 56 23 0 0
01 Impact of Global Economics 11 0 2 0 7 0 0 1 1 0 0
01 Reasons for
Stimulating Demand 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
and Growth
02 Growth in
trade with new
markets will 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
increase air
traffic demand
02 Reasons for
Suppressing Demand
and Growth 8 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 1 0 0
01 The global
financial crisis
decrease the 8 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 1 0 0
air traffic
demand
02 Impa(_:t of Mainland China 15 1 1 1 5 0 0 6 1 0 0
Economics
01 Reasons for
Stimulating Demand 13 1 0 1 5 0 0 6 0 0 0
and Growth
01 The growth of
China economy
will stimulate 13 1 0 1 5 0 0 6 0 0 0
extra demand in
aviation service
01 Domestic
flights will
Increase as 2 1 0 0 0O 0 0 1 0 0 0
many mid-
sized
mainland cities
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Total

LC DC Ws
count

SC

(ON]

are developing
into large
cities

02 There will
be more
transit
passengers
from Mainland
China
travelling to
other cities in
the world via
Hong Kong
airport

02 Reasons for
Suppressing Demand
and Growth

01 Alongside
the economic
development of
mid-sized cities
in the
Mainland,
there will be
more point-to-
point budget
airlines, less
passengers will
transit via
HKIA

03 Impact of GPRD Market

15 2 2 2

01 Reasons for
Stimulating Demand
and Growth

01The
expansion of
GPRD market
will increase
air traffic
demand

02 Reasons for
Suppressing Demand
and Growth

01 The
relocation of
manufacturing
plants in
GPRD will
decrease the
air traffic
demand

04 Impact of Development of
Nearby Airports

61 3 6 4

27

14

02 Reasons for
Suppressing Demand
and Growth

51 3 2 4

22

13

01 The
development of
other major
airports in GPRD
will decrease the
demand from
mainland in using
HK airport

42 3 2 4

16

10
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Total

LC
count

PF

SC

(ON]

01 The
development
of the major
airports in
GPRD wiill
decrease the
passenger
demand

11 1

02 The
development
of the major
airports in
GPRD will
decrease the
cargo demand

10 2

02 The development of
Shenzhen airport will
decrease the reliance
of Hong Kong people
on HK airport

03 The development of
other major airports in
Asia other than
Mainland China will
decrease the air traffic
demand for HK airport

05 Impact of High-Speed Rail

67 6

14

20

11

01 Reasons for
Stimulating Demand
and Growth

22 4

01 High Speed
Rail will
increase air
traffic demand

14 3

01 High
Speed Rail
networks
can
expand the
airport's
catchment
areas

13 3

02 The long-
distance
domestic
flights will not
be affected by
High-Speed
Rail

03 Air
transportation
is more
effective in
handling point-
to-point cargo
service

02 Reasons for
Suppressing Demand
and Growth

40 2

11

12

01 High Speed
Rail will
decrease air
traffic demand

40 2

11

12

01 More
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Total

LC DC Ws Q E PF M IM
count

people will
use HSR
for short-
distance
domestic
travel

02 More
people will
take HSR
to
GuangZho
u for
internation
al flights

06 Impact of Qil Price 19 0 0 3 10 2 0 2 2

02 Reasons for
Suppressing Demand 19 0 0 3 10 2 0 2 2
and Growth

01 Qil Price
will keep rising
to reduce air
traffic demand

19 0 0 3 10 2 0 2 2

07 Impact of Terrorist Activities 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

02 Reasons for
Suppressing Demand 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
and Growth

01 Terrorist
activities affect
the air traffic
demand

08 Impact of Direct Flight
Arrangement between Taiwan 12 1 2 1 3 1 0 3 1
and the Mainland China

02 Reasons for
Suppressing Demand 11 1 1 1 3 1 0 3 1
and Growth

0O1Passengers
will flight
directly
between the
Mainland and
Taiwan under
the direct flight
arrangement

11 1 1 1 3 1 0 3 1

09 Impact of use of wide-

bodied aircraft 11 1 0 0 4 0 0 3 3

02 Reasons for
Suppressing Demand 10 1 0 0 4 0 0 2 3
and Growth

01 The

increase in

use of wide-

bodied

aircrafts will 10 1 0 0 4 0 0 2 3
decrease

number of

flight

movement

10 Impact of expansion of
logistics industry into Mainland 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0
market

02 Reasons for
Suppressing Demand 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0
and Growth
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Toal ¢ pbc ws Q E PF M IM SC OS
count
01 Expansion
of logistics
companies
into China 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0
market will
decrease
Cargo demand
06 Forecasting Methods 36 9 1 3 15 3 0 3 2 0 0
02 Negative Comments 36 9 1 3 15 3 0 3 2 0 0
01 Unreliable
forecasting model for 15 4 0 1 7 3 0 0 0 0 0
economy growth
02 Unreliable
forecasting model for 21 5 1 2 8 0 0 3 2 0 0
air traffic demand

As seen inTable 51, there werel26 comments about other forecasts of increased

demand (e. g. Aair cargo traffic I s expecte
20 years, according to the 20200 1 1 Boeing World ®@®argo Fol
comments that the rate of increase is going down (e.i ai r travel wi ||
reducing rate reflecting the realities of HK demography and the growing
sophistication of the Mainland in air trav
There wered8 comments aboutover st i mat ed demand in the Mas

charts completgl omit the financial crisis ... cargo volume dropped 29% -gaar
year o) .

There were 42 comments that the development of other major airports in the Greater

Pear | Ri ver Delta (GPRD) wil!l cause a dec
have theirownimr nat i onal airports ¢é foreign airl:]
There were4d0 comments that higs peed r ai | wi || despeedease tr
rail will reduce flights between Hong Kong artié¢ Mai nl ando) , but t h
comments that higbpeed rail might havea positive impact, mainly through

expanded catchment areas (e.g. Apotenti al
and Macau airports, that offer good budget

There were 21 comments that were negative about the forecasting methodsr used f

air traffic demand (e.g. "no analysis of clearly competing business across the land

border is a considerable omission") and 15 comments that were negative about the
forecasting methods used for economic grow
onGDP growth . .. |l ittle supporting anal ysis
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There were 19 comments about how increasing oil prices will decrease demand (e.qg.
AHIi gh oi l prices wil/ mean no third runway
in the next decadeo)

There were 1&omments about the accuracy of the GDP forecast in the Master Plan
(e. g. il consider it is too optimistic for
3. 2%0) .

There were 1£omments about the impact of the GPRDrket( e . Thhe GPRD
demand is well beyond the combined capacity ofGR&RDairport® ) , al though ¢t
weremixed between positive and negative impacts

There were 13 comment s about Btionwate Chi na o0 s
additional demand (e.gmainland China economy will continue to grow, the demand
for air transportation service will be bigger than béfpre

There were 11 comments about the impact of global economics on demgnd (
"consider also the economic cyclesspecially the impact of globaconomic
recession).

There were 1komments about the negative impact on demand from direct flights
between Taiwan and the Mainlaifde . g . ndirect flights from
greatly reduce the demandod)

There were 10 commentsalt how the use fowide-bodied aircraft would decrease
aircraft movementy e . gide-bodied aircraft will also reduce the number of
flightso).

The only issue within this section that generated at least 10 comments from District
Councillors was adjustment factors for tteeecast (primarily the impact of nearby
airports and higispeed rail).

All sources except thsignature campaigrand opinion surveyprovided comments
about other traffic demand forecasts and adjustment factors for the forecasts.

In summarythere wasconsensushat the demand will increase, although there were
concerns that thair traffic forecasts need to be adjusted to account for the growth of
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other GPRD airportsdirect flightsbetween Taiwan and the Mainlandil prices
Mainland economic growthglobal economic cycles, use of widedy aircraftand
the highspeed rail links being built.
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5.3  Capacity of Current Airport and Different Options

Table5.2: Capacity of Current Airport and Different Options

Todl ¢ pc ws Q E PF M IM SC OS
count
01 Accuracy of Maximum Capacity
of Current Airport as stated in 22 5 0 2 3 0 0 11 1 0 0
Master Plan
01 ngr-Estlmated the 5 > 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0
Capacity

02 Appropriately Estimated

the Capacity 14 3 0 1 1 0O 0 8 1 0 o0

03 Under-Estimated the
Capacity

02 Respondents' Own Comment on
Maximum Capacity of Current 367 29 18 44 99 9 4 76 25 62 1
Airport

01 The capacity of current

airport is reaching its limit 233 26 16 33 64 9 4 65 15 0 1

02 The capacity of current

airport is not fully utilized yet 134 3 2 3% 0 0 11 10 62 0

03 Accuracy of Capacity provided

by Specific Options as stated in 4 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0
Master Plan
01 Over-Estimated the
Capacity 4 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0
04 Respondents' Own Comment on
Capacity provided by Specific 142 29 4 28 44 7 0 24 6 0 0
Options
01 CAN meet long-term 82 14 2 14 32 2 0 14 4 0 0
demand
02 CANNOT meet long-term 60 15 2 14 12 5 0 10 2 0 0
demand

As seen inTable 52, there were 238omments that the current airport is reaching its
capacity (e.g. Ai nsufficient sl ot capaci ty
flight fr el§dcemmengsdhat,the bapacity is not yet fully utilized (e.qg.
Aridicul ous t o umwialyd whetl ear diteheerxi sting tw
utilizedo) .

There were82 comments that the third runway can meet lemgn demand (e.qg.

Athird runway option wil!/| enabl e HKIA to
possi bl y bey60rcanment 3hatkhe)twermvdy option cannot meet

longt er m demand (e. g. Awi | | reach maxi mum r
which no additional flights can be addedo)

There were 22omments about the accuracy of the capacity of the airport stated in the
Master Plan€ . ¢AA haB downplayed the maximum capacity of the current two
runway system by stating that it can only handle 68 air traffic movements péy.hour
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The only issue thagenerated at least 10 comments from District Councillors was that
the current airport is reaching the limits of its capacity.

All sourcesexcept signature campaigesmmented on the capacity of the current
airport reaching its limit, but comments on ttegpacity not being fully utilized yet
came primarily from written submissions.

In summarythere wasconsensushat thedemand for theurrent airport willexceed
capacity limits in futuretriggering the need for a third runwaslthough there was
disageement about en that limit will be reached.
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5.4  Cooperation with Airports in the Greater Pearl River Delta (GPRD) to
cope with increasing demand

Table 53: Cooperation with Airports in the Greater Pearl River Delta (GPRD) to cope
with increasinglemand

Total /o pc ws Q E PE M IM SC OS
count

01 FEASIBLE to expand HKIA's

capacity through other airports in 235 8 7 23 100 5 2 59 31 O 0

GPRD

01 Feasible to cooperate with

Macau International Airport 36 L 0 2 18 0 0 10 5 0 0

01 Macau International
Airport is often dormant

02 The cost of using
Macau airport is lower

03 Macau is well
connected to Hong 4 0 0 0 1 0O O 3 0 0 0
Kong

02 Feasible to cooperate with

Shenzhen Airport 48 1 3 5 20 0 0 14 5 0 O

01 Shenzhen is well
connected to Hong 5 1 0 1 2 0 O 1 0 0 0
Kong

02 Hong Kong and

Shenzhen airports can

be further linked up by 10 0 0 2 4 0O O 2 2 0 0
rail to shorten travel

time

03 The cost of using
Shenzhen Airport is 1 0 0 0 0 0 O 1 0 0 0
lower

04 Shenzhen Airport is
better positioned to 2 0 0 0 2 0O O 0 0 0 0
grow

03 Feasible to cooperate with

Zhuhai Airport 11 1 0 2 6 1 0 1 0 0 0

01 Zhuhai Airport still
has surplus capacities

04 Feasible to cooperate with
Guangzhou Airport

05 Feasible to cooperate with all
other unspecified GPRD 9 1 0 0 2 1 0 3 2 0 0
airport(s)

02 INFEASIBLE to expand HKIA's
capacity through other airports in 70 7 1 8 11 8 4 20 11 O 0
GPRD

01 Itis harmful to HK's Economic

Benefits 17 3 0 4 1 1 0 8 0 0 0

01 Cooperation with
GPRD airport will lead
to loss of Passenger

Traffic
02 Cooperation with
GPRD airport will lead 2 1 0 1 0 0O O 0 0 0 0

to loss of Cargo Traffic

02 It is inconvenient to

passengers 34 5 0 1 7 6 1 12 2 0 0

01 Itis inconvenient for
passengers to transfer 20 2 0 0 2 4 1 9 2 0 0
from airport to airport

02 The regulations of 11 3 0 1 2 2 0 3 0 0 0
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LC DC WS Q E PF M IM SC OS
count

Hong Kong and other
GPRD cities are
different

03 The GPRD Airports do not
have intention to cooperate with 29 6 1 2 1 3 3 7 6 0 0
HKIA

01The fact that cities in
GPRD are expanding
their airports shows
their unwillingness to
cooperate with Hong
Kong

02 The GPRD's airport
is also facing the
problem of insufficient
capacity

18 5 1 2 0 2 2 5 1 0 0

03 There are more

incentives for airports

in GPRD to cooperate

with each other to 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0
produce synergy effect

rather than cooperating

with Hong Kong

04 GPRD airports
consider Hong Kong 4 0 0 0 0 0 O 0 4 0 0
Airport as a competitor

04 It is costly

01 The cost of building

links to connect the

GPRD airports is 2 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
higher than building the

Third Runway

05 Against Freedoms of the air 3 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0

01 Airlines may not

have the rights to enter

the airspaces of the 3 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0
GPRD cities and land

in their airports

As seen inTable 53, there were48 comments about the feasibility of expanding
capacity through <cooperation with Shenzhet
grow and connect i y36abput dooperationhivkh Macau agypo at 0O )

( e .cgnsidefinegotiation with Macau Airport teduce economic losseg11l about

cooperation with Zhuh ai-copenatiorpwith Macgu endg . Acol
Zhuhai Ai r pommeoty that this is incdravenient for passengers (e.qg.
Ai mmi gration, customs and quarant.ine requi

There werel8 comments that the GPRD airports are also facing the problem of
insufficient capacity (e.g. fArecognize tha"

There were 1tomments that cooperation with GPRD airports is harmful to Hong
Kongo6s e c ogviogaway the opgortuniéy) .
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In summarythere were mixed views on whether HKiAsapacity caror shouldbe
increased through other airports in the GPRD.
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5.5  Air Connectivity

Table 54: Air Connectivity

Total

count  LC DC WS Q E PF M IM SC OS
_01_ Comments supporting Air Connectivity 2416 245 67 226 1295 67 19 374 12 0 1
is important 2
01 For Development of HKIA 1205 156 28 113 553 39 7 240 69 0 0
01 Positive Impacts of
. - 803 91 23 79 419 15 5 123 48 0 0
Enhanced Air Connectivity
Ol Maintainthe Status 75 35 5 36 113 10 2 54 19 0 0
as Aviation Hub
02 Maintain
Competitive Edge over 271 18 14 20 157 4 0 38 20 0 0
other airports
03 Maintain Passenger
Traffic Growth 72 11 1 4 45 0 2 7 2 0 0
04 Maintain Cargo
Traffic Growth 58 10 1 3 33 0 1 8 2 0 0
05 Higher Feasibility for
New Airlines and Flight 49 7 0 7 28 0 0 5 2 0 0
Routes
06 More Competltlo.n 4 2 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0
leading to Lower Price
07 Aviation Network
Can Continue to Grow 3 > 0 ! s 0 0 > ! 0 0
08 Less Flight Delay 18 1 1 0 14 0 0 2 0 0 0
09 FIeX|p|I|ty to Cater 3 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
for Contingency
10 Improve the service 18 0 1 1 12 1 0 2 1 0 0
of aviation services
11 Encourage the
development of' hlgh 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0
value added aviation
services
02 Negative Impacts of
. : . 402 4 134 24 2 117 21
Constrained Air Connectivity 0 e ° 3 3 0 0
01 Loss of Status as 70 5 0 10 2 3 0 17 3 0 0
Aviation Hub
02 Loss of Competitive
Edge over other 144 14 5 8 71 6 1 26 13 0 0
airports
03 Loss of Passenger 67 10 0 6 8 6 0 27 0 0 0
Traffic
04 Loss of Cargo 57 8 0 6 3 4 0 25 1 0 0
Traffic
05 Difficulty in opening
New Airlines and Flight 15 4 0 0 2 2 0 7 0 0 0
Routes
06 Less Competition
leading to Higher Price ! ! 0 0 0 0 0 ° ! 0 0
07 Aviation Network will
- 19 6 0 1 4 3 0 3 2 0 0
Gradually Shrink
08 More Flight Delay 11 3 0 1 3 0 1 2 1 0 0
09 Less Room of
Redundancy to Cater 4 2 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
for Contingency
10 No incentives to
improve the service of 9 2 0 1 2 0 0 4 0 0 0
aviation services
02 For the Hong Kong Society 1196 86 37 108 742 26 12 131 53 0 1
01 Positive Impact of
. - 947 59 30 e 627 18 7 86 42 0 1
Enhanced Air Connectivity
01 Consolidate Local 396 26 15 38 244 10 3 41 19 0 0
Social Sciences Research Centr&@loé University of Hong Kong 114




Total
count

DC

WS

PF

SC

0s

Economy Growth

02 Improve Overall
Competitiveness of
Hong Kong

367

15

13

27

260

25

18

03 Ensure Connection
of Hong Kong to the
rest of the world

124

96

04 Encourage more
investments

18

05 Maintain the role as
a gate-way of in and
out of China

19

06 Maintain Hong
Kong's status as a
financial center

22

13

07 Ensure sufficient
supply of the livelihood
necessaries

02 Negative Impacts of
Constrained Air Connectivity

249

27

31

115

45

11

01 Limit Local
Economy Growth

100

17

35

22

02 Affect Overall
Competitiveness of
Hong Kong

121

14

14

65

15

03 Limit Connections of
Hong Kong to the rest
of the world

11

04 Reduce investment

05 Loss of the role as a
gate-way of in and out
of China

06 Loss of the Hong
Kong's status as a
financial center

07 Affect the supply of
livelihood necessaries

03 For China Development

15

01 Positive Impact of
Enhanced Air Connectivity

15

01 Contribute to
Regional Economic
Development

10

02 Strengthen the co-
operation between
Hong Kong and
Guangdong in terms of
airport development

02 Comments NOT supporting Air
Connectivity is important

84

53

14

01 Passenger and Cargo Air Traffic to
Mainland China can be replaced by
High Speed Rail

02 For Better Life and Social Quality

58

38

01 Money should be spent on
other social issues

39

27

02 Hong Kong people's quality
of life is more important than
the development of airport

03 Should investigate how to
reasonably distribute the
wealth generated from
development instead of
pursuing development blind
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—_—" LC DC WS Q E PF M IM SC oS

04 Traditional Hong Kong
culture will be harmed by 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
foreign connection

03 For Balanced Economic

10 0 0 1 4 0 0 3 2 0 0
Development

01 Hong Kong should focus on

developing high value-added

supporting aviation services 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
instead of competing with

other airports on prices

02 Should distribute resources
on different industries rather
than just focusing on aviation
industry only

04 Should not put Hong Kong into
competition with other cities in GPRD 6 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0
for economic benefit

05 Hong Kong Airport has lost its

competitive edge to the mainland 4 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 1 0 0
airports

06 Air traffic is not the only means of

facilitating the flows of goods and 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
people

As seen inTable 54, there were396 comments about the positive impacts of
enhanced connectivity on | ocal economic gt
industry alone because there is an entire value chain connected to it ... international
trade is at the corengf Khonmgg aKdmreg@dé nlgad i ma
and 100 comments on the negative impacts of constrained connectivity on economic
growth (e.g. inif HKI' A becomes a sl ot rest
stagnate, Hong Kong will fall behindo)

There were367 comments about the positive impacts of enhanced connectivity on
overall competitiveness (e.g. Asupport t he
compete with I2hcemmerRsRiDthbe) negativedimpacts of constrained
connectivity (€. gwi | Mt hhierldp rpurnewaeyn t Hong K
mar ginalized by other Mainland citieso).

There werel24 comments about the positive impact of enhanced connectivity in
ensuring the connection of Hong Kong to th
for finance, trade and logistics, tourism and professional services ... rests on the
success of our airport taodldemmentsabpuitte and c
negative impact of constrained connectivitg .( g . Angradually unde
connectionofHongkong t o t).he outsi deo
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There were 22 comments about the positive impacts of enhanced connectivity on
Hong Kemgus @«s a financi al centre (e.g. A
economic hub, it npeds to expand its airpo

There were 19 commentsbout the positive impacts of enhance connectivity on
mai ntaining Hong Kongds role as a gateway
role as the gateway into and out of Chinao

There were & comments about the positive impacts of enhanced conngatimit
encouraging more investment i n Hong Kong
returns € investment and other social par

There were 27ftomments about the positive impacts on HKIA of maintaining the
status as an avinmngits edge because of exceltent fadilinea and t a i

rel ated s &0comnmeertsabqut thee mebative impact of losing that status

(e.g. dAwill need to refuse requests from a

There were 27Xkomments about the positivenpacts on HKIA of maintaining a

competitive edge over other airports (e.g.
service Hong Kong i nst ead44cdnments abougthe o ot he
negative i mpact of | ongpetitiogfrom bthet airmdsgnehe ( e. g.
region as they rapidly expand to meet the

There were72 comments about the positive impacts on HKIA of maintaining

passenger traffic growth (e.g. Ai ncrease
tough Hong Kong, directl y b6écoranmentsabouy our |
the negative impact of | oss of passenger t
utilize an inefficient and congested airpo

There were58 comments about the positive impacts on HKIA of maintaining cargo

traffic growth (e.g. Awith a third runway
around the worl d W@iconmentsabott the negative immpaetadfo ) and
loss of cargo traffid e . g . Afei ther we build on the prir
movements €& or we al.l ow others to replace

There werel9 comments about the positive impacts on HKIA of higher feasibility for
new airline routes (e.g. Athird runway é o
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and 15comments about the negative impacts on new airlines and routes without the
additional runway e .lead to difficulty in opening new flight routes) .

There were83 comments about the positive impacts on HKIA of the aviation network
continuing to grow (e.g. Afbeing a | eading
Kong today is directly linkedlo and dependent on its excellence in connectivity with

the rest of the world, thus it is vital to invest in our airport infrastructure to sustain

such an advant ag8ocommentp absui the negativg im@actsdon 1

HKIA through the aviation netwok gr adually shrinking (e.g
something that once | ost, we can never reg.

There were 1&omments about the positive impact of improved aviation services
wi t h t he t hiessdntiattoensuee gontineed gmpetiivenasscuality
of travel services ) .

There were 18omments about the positive impact of less flight delays with the third
runway (e. g. Athird runway could minimize
cosb) and 11 about t he oeognadiity(eg. shorageott s of ¢
runway capacity at Hong Kong International Airport would have a bad impact in case

of adverse weather").

There were 10 comments about enhanced air connectivity contributing to regional
economic devel opdnewitt h et.lge HRD nrnegiten t o s

In contrast, there were 3®mments that increased air connectivity is not important,
because there are social issues that are a higher priority than spending on the third

r unwa y HohgKomg's public sues are housing, retirement, health, education,
environment, land development monopelstop divesting funding for other issie$

and 10 comments that bal anced HoagvKerdigop me nt
should invest more on developing local momy, e.g. Chinese medicine, science
reseach").

Issues raised at least 10 times by District Councillors were that air connectivity is
important for maintaining competitive edge, and that enhanced air connectivity is
important for local economic growtnd the overall competitiveness of Hong Kong.

All the air connectivity issues were raised by comments from nearly all sources
except signature campaigns and the opinion surveys.
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In summary,there was consensuabout the benefits of enhanced connectiaty
HKIA and Hong Kongfrom a very wide range of perspectiyespecially in terms of
economic growth and competitivenessd of the negative impact on HKIA and
Hong Kong if the third runway is not builthe only concern was that money spent on
the thirdrunway should not mean that money is not speattiress important social
issues or that balanced development is ignored.
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5.6 Economic Benefits

Table5.5: Economic Benefits

Todl /o pc ws Q E PF M IM SC OS
count
01 Bgr)eflmal to.DeveIopmentof 205 0 7 30 79 11 4 40 14 0O 0
Specific Industries
02 Bgneflmal to Development of 5 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 0
Specific Local Areas
03 Job Opportunities 384 33 14 32 248 7 6 26 18 0 0
01 Under Specific Preference 342 33 13 26 226 7 5 17 15 0 0
01 Increase 339 30 13 26 226 7 5 17 15 O 0
Option 1 3 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
Option 2 196 26 12 21 100 5 5 15 12 0 0
02 Decrease 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
02 NOT under Specific
Preference 31 0 1 4 20 0 0 4 2 0 0
01 Increase 22 0 1 1 20 0 0 0 0 0 0
02 Decrease 9 0 0 3 0 0 0 4 2 0 0
03 Job opportunities for low-
skilled workers under Specific 8 0 0 2 1 0 0 4 1 0 0
Preference
01 Increase 8 0 0 2 1 0 0 4 1 0 0
04 Higher priority on hiring
local W0r|_<ers du_rmg > 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0
construction period and after
project finished
04 Cost-Effectiveness of Specific 33 > 3 1 12 0 0 9 6 0 0
Preference
01 Higher 23 1 2 0 11 0 0 6 3 0 0
02 Lower 10 1 1 1 1 0 0 3 3 0 0
05 Economic Benefit Forecast 71 8 1 5 10 8 1 31 7 0 0
01 Accuracy 46 3 1 5 4 7 1 19 6 0 0
01 Too- 3 1 1 4 4 6 0 16 6 0 0
optimistic
02Too- 2 0 0 1 0 0 O
conservative
03 Reasonable 1 1 0 2 0 0 0
02 Forecasting Methods and
Other Considerations 25 5 0 0 6 1 0 12 1 0 0
01 Should Apply
Economic
Internal Rate of
Retune to 4 1 0 0 1 0 0 2 0 0 0O
assess the
economic
benefits among
options
02 Should
consider
External Cost
when estimating 10 1 0 0 3 1 0 5 0 0 0
the Economic
Net Present
Value (ENPV)
03 Should
consider the
Opportunity 4 2 0 0 0 0 0O 2 0 0 0
Cost when
comparing
options
04 Should also 7 1 0 0 2 0 0 3 1 0 0
count the
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Total

LC DC WS Q E PF M IM SC OS
count

induced
economic
benefits (e.g.
education,
technology or
employment,
etc.) instead of
direct economic
benefits only

06 Long-Term Economic Benefits of 76 5 2 7 35 0 0 20 7

Specific Option
01 More 59 5 2 6 27 0 0 14 5 0 0
02 Less 17 0 0 1 8 0 0 6 2 0 0

As seen inTable 55, there were225 comments about the third runway being
benefici al to the devel opment of speci fic
benefit from the third runway, but al so é

There werel96 comments about the improved job opportunities with thed thi
runway (e. g. Astrong aviation industry &
through c¢creating more job opportunities é
empl oyment in 20300) .

There weréb9 comments about thacreasedong-term economidenefits of the third

runway (e. g. Ayi el d positive and measur a
consumpt i on, and mfconmomgntseabautothe reduckenefits of not

buil ding the twilinitdhe opportumity yo addeess ghe defmand in

the futureo ) .

There were 3&omments that the projected econorbenefits were too optimistic
( e .agsumpfions may be optimistic for oil prices, GDP graw}h.

There were 2Xomments about the higher castectiveness ofthe third runway

option (e.gfi mo r eeffecivetbc ar ry out option 20) and 10
lower costeffectiveness ot wo r un wa y tsvo rnevaygption i8 hohcest

effective’).

There were 10 comments about the forecasting methods should consider external
costs(e.g.fifailed to mention any external cos}

The only issue raised at least ten times by District Councillors was the increased job
opportunities with the third runway.
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The benefit of increased job opportunities was raised by submissions through all
channelsexcept the signature campaigns and opinion surveys

In summarytherewas consensusboutthe third runway yieldinggconomic benefits
of specific industriesand increased job opportunitieslthough there wersome
concerns about the calculation of theékts
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5.7 Construction Cost

Table 56: Construction Cost

Total - pc ws Q E PFE M M SC OS
count
01 Comments on Construction
Cost of Specific Option 273 6 11 10 146 4 0 51 45 0 0
01 Too High 228 4 8 9 132 3 0 37 35 0 0
Option 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Option 2 163 4 8 6 89 2 0 32 22 0 0
02 Appropriate 42 2 3 0 14 0 0 13 10 0 0
Option 1 15 1 0 0 5 0 0 3 6 0 0
Option 2 17 1 3 0 5 0 0 6 2 0 0
03 Too Low 3 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0
02 Comments on costs of
particular part of the 29 0 1 2 18 0 0 3 5 0 0
construction in Specific Option
01 The cost of
reclamation is too high 29 0 L 2 18 0 0 3
03 Cost Control 242 2 8 14 190 1 0 22
01 Should calculate the
construction cost 22 2 2 1 17 0 0 0 0 0
carefully
02 Should lower the
overall cost 91 0 4 2 74 0 0 11 0 0
01 Should lower
construction cost
by reducing 5 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 o0 0
construction of
unnecessary
facilities
02 Should lower
construction cost
by coordinating 2 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0
with the
construction of
HMZB
03 Should lower
construction cost
by reducing 1 0 0 0 0o 0 O 1 0 0
unnecessary
administration
cost
04 Should lower
construction cost 5 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0
by using cheaper
raw materials
03 Should closely
monitor and control the 129 0 2 11 99 1 0 11 5 0
construction cost
04 Other related opinions 181 6 3 7 135 0 0 17 13 0
01 Later the construction
begins, higher the 179 6 3 7 134 0 0 16 13 0

construction cost

02 Longer time of
construction, higher the 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
construction cost

03 An independent
consultant should be
employed to estimate the
construction cost
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As seen inTable 56, there werel79 comments that delayed construction will
increase costs (e.g. Ain view of the exist
more expensiveo).

There werel63comments that the construction cost was too foglthe third runway
(e. 0. i c © $00 high and wilnend w increasing landing fees making Hong
Kong | ess at t7rcammeritsvstated) the castithe lthied runwaywas

appropriate (e.g. Ano costicgamistakeaintbi gh wh
account 0) w hts ktated that the costrofetime two raywsolution is
appropriate (e.g. ficosts half bt increase:

There werel29 comments that the construction cost must be well monitored (e.g.

Ai mperati ve | mpor toatmmlookexpendituresxtreaughiineogative t r i c t
functionality design, gl obal procurement ,
There wer©@lc o mment s that the cost must be | ower

is to minimize the costo)

There were 29 comments thatthee c | amat i on ¢ o stlamatsncosb o hi gh
is too highd ) .

There were 22omments that the cost mustbberd get ed carefully (e. g
calcul ated extremely carefullyo).

Construction cost of the third runway was the only issue raiskxhsit ten times by
District Councillors, mainly that the third runway might cost too much.

Apart from the public forumsignature campaign and opinion surviae other issues
were commented on through nearly all channels.

In summarythere were many coments about high construction co$ts the third
runwayandconsensus thany delay will raise the costs higher, so there is a need for
careful monitoring to keep the costs within budget.
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5.8 Environmental Impacts

Table 57: Environmental Impacts

Total

LC DC WS Q E PF M IM SC oS
count
01 General Comments on
Environmental Issues 830 11 15 38 659 23 3 50 31 0 0
01 The environmental
issues should be 776 9 10 31 636 15 3 41 31 0 0
addressed
01 To avoid delay 9 0 0 0 6 1 0 2 0 0 0
02 To keep the
impact as low as 358 6 7 28 272 6 1 21 17 0 0
possible
03 To gain social
support 15 1 1 1 5 0 1 4 2 0 0
02 Should maintain
communication with
the green groups and 55 2 B 7 24 8 0 9 0 0 0
related stakeholders
01 Should recruit
green groups to 5 0 0 0 4 0 0 1 0 0 0
assist planning
02 Environmental Impact 26628 104 92 216 944 196 24 299 108 24639 6
01 Degree of Impact
on Environment
[Overall OR Specific 9068 25 14 36 109 32 8 52 25 8766 1
Option OR Specific
Issue]
01 Excessive 9012 20 13 34 81 30 8 40 19 8766 1
02 Relatively Low 56 5 1 2 28 2 0 12 6 0 0
02 Type of Impact on
Environment being 17340 59 62 143 766 137 15 211 70 15873 4
Concerned
01 Air 7889 20 8 38 160 36 1 77 8 7540 1
01 Carbon
Emission 7621 9 1 12 20 16 1 18 4 7540 0
02 Nitrogen 4 1 0 2 0 4 0 7 0 0 0
Oxides
03 Suspended
particulate 9 1 1 0 1 2 0 4 0 0 0
02 Marine 6986 14 9 70 398 46 6 78 49 6314 2
01 Chinese
White Dolphins 6716 8 45 226 23 5 51 39 6314 0
02 Marine
habitats in
Chek Lap Kok 9 0 0 1 6 1 0 1 0 0 0
Marine
Exclusion Zone
03 All Other
Marine Species 36 0 0 3 24 4 0 4 1 0 0
04 Water 52 0 0 36 5 0 0 0
Quality
05 Coastal line 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
06 Horseshoe 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0
Crabs
03 Noise 2462 25 45 35 205 55 8 56 13 2019 1
04 Fuel Resources 8 3 1 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0
01 Fossil Fuel
Resources 7 2 1 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0
02 Biofuel 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
05 Other eco- 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Total \« pbc ws @ E PF M M SC OS

count
systems
01 River and
Estuary 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ecology
02 Butterfly
habitat in 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

Lantau Island

03 Causes of

Increased Pollutions 152 16 13 32 33 20 1 24 12 0 1

01 Increased Land
Traffic around the 21 1 2 2 2 2 0 12 0 0 0
Airport

02 Increased
Number of Landing
and Departure of
Airplanes

38 6 4 7 4 7 0 8 1 0 1

03 Large-Scale

Reclamation 87 7 7 20 27r 10 1

11

04 Engineering
Boats

05 Older Chapter
Aircraft

04 Further

Consequences 17 4

01 Result in climate
change

ol
N
o o o | O
N
o
=
o o o | O
o
o o o | O o
o o o | O o

14 4

02 The Carbon
Intensity Reduction
Target by the
Government cannot
be met by 2020 and
2030

05 Other related
opinions

01 More studies
should be done on
the environmental
impact

50 0 3 3 31 7 0 6 0 0 0

04 Environmental
Protection vs Economic 402 14 10 27 246 12 2 56 35 0 0
Growth

01 Environmental
Protection should 84 1 1 5 71 0 1 3 2 0 0
come first

02 The needs for

Environmental

Protection and 205 9 7 17 100 10 0 40 22 0 0
Economic Growth

should be in balance

03 Should not give up
development because
of environmental
issues

112 4 2 5 74 2 1 13 11 0 0

05 Regulations, EIA and

Other Analysis 7511 45 30 55 122 61 5 64 22 7107 0

01 Statutory
Environmental Impact 257 27 29 34 107 16 1 32 11 0 0
Analysis

01 EIA should be

properly done 189 14 20 26 89 8 1 22 9 0 0

01 To avoid
delay in 37 4 4 3 19 1 0 6 0 0 0
construction
02 To minimize 26 4 3 10 2 1 0 2 4 0 0
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Total
count

LC DC WS

Q

PF

SC

(O]

the effects to
the nearby
environment

03 To minimize
the effects to
the nearby
residents

12

04 To ease
public concerns
and avoid
future debates

02 Suggested
Considerations in
the EIA

58

13

18

01 The new
tightened Air
Quality
Standards

13

02 Macau-
Zhuhai Bridge

03 Biodiversity

04 Social
impact for
increased
pollution in
nearby
communities

05 Impacts on
Fisheries

06 Marine
Pollution

07 Ship Water
Channel

08 Areas
around the
airport

09 Noise

10 Chinese
White Dolphin

11 Air Quality

12 Other
reclamation
projects near
the airport

03 Disadvantages of
statutory EIA

10

01 Not all
environmental
impacts can
have mitigation
measures

01 The
decline in
Chinese
White
Dolphin
population
suggests
that impact
on them may
not be
mitigated

02 Not all
environmental
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LC DC WS Q E PF M M SC (O]
count

impacts would
be assessed in
EIA

01
Assessment
does not
include
impacts on
Sustainable
Development
of Fisheries

02

Assessment

does not

include 3 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0
impacts on

Climate

Change

02 Other Analysis

suggested 7233 12 1 18 13 41 4 29 8 7107 O

01 Any Other Social
Costs should also 6366 5 0 6 6 20 3 10 2 6314 0
be evaluated

02 Assessment of

cumulative impacts

on survival of 5 1 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 0
Chinese White

Dolphins

03 Assessment of
reclamation’s impact 2
on marine

ecosystem

04 Assessment of
reclamation's impact
on development of
sustainable fisheries

05 Projections of the
increase in
greenhouse gases
associated with
Specific Options in
airport development

06 Should

announce the noise

and air pollutant

data to the public 3 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
constantly after the

building of the 3rd

runway

07 Strategic
Environmental
Assessment (SEA)
should be done
before making any
decision

13 2 0 2 0 2 0 7 0 0 0

08 Individual EIA
should be made for 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
each option

09 Life Cycle
Analysis (LCA)
should be taken to
assess the
environmental
impacts by the
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LC DC WS
count

PF

SC

(O]

expansion

10 Commission the
Council for
Sustainable
Development to
undertake the
necessary due
diligence when the
consultation report
is completed

11 Should use the
N70 contour map to
show noise
information

12 Assessment on
public health impact

13 Should urge the
government to set
up regional
integrated EIA

14 Assessment on
climate change

15 Use the current
data to project the
noise level between
the Three-Runway
and the Two-
Runway Option

16 Coston
environmental
impact should be
quantified

10 1 0 1

17 Use up-to-date
data to project NEF
25 contour

807 1 1 1

793

18 Assessment on
carbon emission of
the airport (e.g.
construction stage
or operational
stage)

03 Timing of EIA

19 5 0 3

01 Should conduct
EIA as early as
possible

18 5 0 3

02 Should conduct
EIA parallel with the
strategic planning of
HKIA

04 Target of
engagement

01 All Stakeholders

06 Opinions that

expansion of airport can

reduce environmental
impacts

01 Building the third

runway can help to
reduce carbon
emission due to air
congestion

10 2 0 3

02 Building the third

runway can help to

reduce noise pollution
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Total \« pbc ws @ E PF M M SC OS

count
by easing the air
congestion
07 Other related opinions 29 3 1 4 11 5 1 3 0 0 1

01 If the existing

environmental

problems were not 26 3 1 4 9 5 1 2 0 0 1
solved, the Specific

Option will be opposed

02 The environment

surrounding HKIA has

already been damaged 3 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 0
and cannot be

corrected completely

As seen inTable 57, there were9,012 comments abougxcessive environmental

i mpact (e.g. At he envi whdenhare wéreeSgommensact i S
that claimedthe environmentaimpact would be relatively lo e . g . Al ittle 1 m
sea |ifeod)

There were7,621 comments about ncr eas ed car bon emi ssi ons
greenhouse gas emi ssionso)

There were 6,71&omments abouthe impact on Chinese White Dolphins (e.g.
Amassive marine Jimpacts on dol phinso)

There were 6,366omments abouhe need to evaluate both social and environmental
costs before the Environment al | mpact Ass
invest ment analysis should be carried out

There were 262c o mment s expressing concern about |
noi se |l evelso).

There were 80¢omments about the needtousetayd at e noi se data (e. g
obligated to dan updated NEFEontoun ) .

There were 358 0omments about the need to minimize environmental impact (e.qg.
Awor k diligently to minimize the negative

There were205 comments about the need to balance environmental protection and
econani ¢ growth (e.g. ifbal ance is wvital, nei
benefi't of t 12 comrmhente staied that wdvelopreent should be a
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hi gher priority (e.g. fnHeconomic benefits <c
84 statedthat he environment must be a higher pri
must al ways be considered firsto).

There wereB7 comments about the impact of larsgec al e r ecl amati on ( e.
needed on the i mpact .of third runway recl a

There were55 comments about the need to maintain communication with green
groups (e. g. Amus:t l' i sten to the Vviews 0

constructive suggestionso).

There werd62c o mment s about the damage to water ¢
tothewat er ... which cannot be compensatedo).

There were 50 comments that more studies should be done on the environmental

i mpact (e. 0. Afhope AAHK <could do better
environmental i mpactso).

There wer88c o mment s on the increased aircraft m
compl etely unrealistic e net emi ssi ons W |

movement s o)

There vere 37comments that the EIA should be properly done to avoid delay
construcEll Anmy®t gbe dipr oper J]2¢comdnoentethat o avoi d
should be properly done to minimize the i
AAHK will conduct a thorough EIA to study the negative impact and implement any

possi bl e ,micomnegrtsthat @ shoyld be properly done to ease public

c onc er rkElA toepregent thé project from being obstructed by environmental

issuesd ) and 12 that It should be properly dc
resi denEIA in (order go. minifnize tB impact to the residents and the
environmend ) .

There were 36 comments on the damage done to all other marine species (e.g.
Apoll ution caused by | andfil/ may affect f

There were26 comments that if the environmental problems are not solved, they
would oppose the third runway (e.g. fAot herv
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There were 21 comments about the causes of increased pollutions due to increased
l and traffic (e.qg. NRaddi tional air polluti
additionalt af f i ¢ and transport on the groundo) .

There were 18 comments about the need to do the EIA as soon as possible (e.g.
Aconduct the EIA i mmediatelyo).

There werel5 comments about the need to address impact to gain social support (e.g.
Ami ni mizetenwipracnmem get Hong Kong citizen

There were 14 comment s about the c¢climate
will only facilitate and exacerbate climat

There were 14 comments abautreased Nitrogen Oxidde.g."must cooperte with
other groups to start reducing nitrogen osided fine particleg"

There were 13 comments about the stricter
support benchmarking air quality indicators against the more stringent World Health
Organisationgi del.i nes 0)

There were 13 comments about the need to do a Strategic Environmental Assessment
( SEA) before making any decision (e.g. n W
account the balance between the environmen:

There were 10 commenébout tle cost on environmental impact (efigquant i fi abl e
environmental cost wihll help cost benefit

There were 10 commen&bout the reduced carbon impact of the third runway due to
reduced areangesti on ufiway apuld hélg reduce eémissions and have a
positive impact). on the environmento

There were 10 comments about the disadvant
not require that all environmental impacts relevant to the expansion Options be
assessedo) .

Issues raised at least ten times by District Councillors include the need to address
environmental issues, excessive impact of the third runway, specific concerns about
increased noise pollution, the causes of the increased pollution (mectdynation),
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the balancing of environmental protection and economic growth and the need for the
EIA to be properly done.

While the need to do the EIA properly and protect the environment was raised
through all channels, the high level of concern aboutiBpempacts was primarily
expressed through written submissiansl the signature campaigns

In summary,there were many comments about excessive environmental impact,
especially on carbon emissions, noise and the Chinese White Dolphins and of the
needto minimize impact. There were also many comments about the need to evaluate
both social and environmental costs and then doing the EIA proanpdlyroperlyto

avoid delay in construction. There wevery mixed views about how to balance
environmental prection and economic growth, with most comments preferring
balance, but some comments insisting on preference for developorent
environmental protection.
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5.9  Environmental Mitigation

Table5.8: Environmental Mitigation

Total \« pc ws Q E PF M IM SC OS
count
01 Effectiveness of Specific 08 18 5 15 12 10 4 26 7 0 1
Measure and Technology
01 Effective 79 15 5 13 10 6 3 20 6 0 1
02 Ineffective 10 2 0 1 1 0 1 4 1 0 0
03 Unknown 9 1 0 1 1 4 0 2 0 0 0
02 Suggested by AAHK 132 17 6 18 20 18 5 40 7 0 1
01 Advancement in
Aircraft and Engine 53 9 4 6 6 7 2 18 1 0 0
Technology
01 Development
of Cleaner
Aviation Fuel to 5 1 0 0 1 0 0 3 0 0 0
lower noise and
air pollution
02 Use of new
generation
aircraft to lower 45 8 4 5 4 7 2 14 1 0 0
noise and air
pollution
02 Reclamation
Method and Size 44 4 2 7 11 2 2 10 6 0 0
01 Should use
New 4 4 2 7 11 2 2 10 6 0 0
Reclamation
Techniques
03 Landing and
Departure 20 2 0 4 3 6 1 4 0 0 0
Arrangement
01 Decrease the
Use of the
South Runway 15 1 0 3 2 6 0 3 0 0 0
for landing or
departure
02 Departin a
westerly 2 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0
direction
04 Other measures 13 1 0 1 0 3 0 8 0 0 0
01 Aviation
environmental 2 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 O 0
protection
policies by ICAO
02 Bubble 1 o 0o 0 0 0 0 1 0 O 0
Curtains
03 Dolphin 3 O 0o 0 0O 0 0 3 0 O 0
Exclusion Zone
04 Silt Curtains 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
06 Marine Park 6 0 0 1 0 2 0 3 0 0 0
03 Suggested by Public or 3381 10 13 35 81 30 8 25 5 3172 2
Respondents
O1Toreducenoise  qee3 4 g 9 23 12 4 4 1 1586 2
pollution
01 Adjust flight
paths to reduce 812 2 2 4 8 1 1 1 0 793 0
noise nuisance
02 More
effective
measures to 832 1 5 4 14 11 2 0 1 793 1
reduce noise
nuisance
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Total

LC DC WS Q E PF M IM SC (O]
count

03 Setup a
restricted flying
area for Ma
Wan

04 Decrease the

Use of the

South Runway 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
for landing or

departure

05 Charge
Airways
additional for
night flights

06 Reduce flight

landing and

departure at 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0O O 0 0
night to reduce

noises

02 To reduce air

pollution 22 0 0 1 8 5 1 6 1 0 0

01 Encourage

the use of Euro

V standard 2 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 o0 0 0
vehicles in the

airport area

02 Charge
passengers for
carbon emission
tax

03 Set up low
emission areas
in the areas
around the
airport (e.g.
restrict the
access of non
Euro IV
standard's
vehicles drive
into Tung
Chung)

04 Should set
an upper limit of
Carbon
Emission level
for aviation
industry

05 Charge
airlines for
carbon emission
tax

06 Install solar

energy plants in
airport to reduce
carbon footprint

07 Releasing
more air space
can help to
reduce carbon
emission due to
air congestion

03 To reduce the
impact of both noise 806 2 0 5 3 1 1 0 1 793 0
and air pollution
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Total

LC DC WS Q E PF M IM SC (O]
count

01 Implement

effective

measure to

increase the 806 2 0 5 3 1 1 0 1 793 0
ratio of less

polluted aircrafts

(e.g. Chapter 4)

04 To reduce impact
on Chinese White 18 0 1 1 8 3 0 5 0 0 0
Dolphins

01 Setup a
dolphin 14 0 1 1 7 2 0 3 0 0 0
protection area

02 Government
should have
proactive
management
plan on the
conservation of
Chinese White
Dolphin

05 To reduce the
impact from 15 0 2 1 10 O 0 2 0 0 0
reclamation

01 Larger

proportion of the

reclamation falls

upon an area of 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Contaminated

Mud Pits

(CMPs)

02 Construct a ll

shaped concrete

wall on the

seabed of the 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
reclamation

area before

reclamation

03 Use the
landfill waste for 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
reclamation

04 No more
reclamation
should be
allowed in order
to protect the
environment

12 0 0 0 10 O 0 2 0 0 0

06 To reduce

unspecified or more

than one 867 4 2 18 29 9 2 8 2 793 0
environmental

impacts

01 Keep some
endangered

marine species
in other places

02 Charge
Airways for
using
environmentally-
unfriendly
aircraft

03 Build
shallows around
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Total

LC DC WS Q E PF M IM SC (O]
count

the airport area
for balancing the
marine ecology
and attract the
marine species
to live

04 Increase
green zone

05 Use more
environmental 21 1 0 4 15 0 0 0 1 0 0
friendly power

06 Set up or
strengthen the
penalties to
those airlines
which violates
the regulations
over noise
nuisance

812 1 2 4 3 7 1 1 0 793 0

07 Damages to

environment can

be compensated

by subsidizing

corresponding 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
environmental

protection

project outside

Hong Kong

08 Use of new
navigation
system (e.g.
GPS, RNP) will
reduce noise
and air pollution

12 1 0 3 1 2 0 5 0 0 0

09 Build aircraft
bio-fuel
production
facilities

04 Other related opinions 108 4 2 13 52 17 2 14 4 0 0

01 Should

spend more in

environmental 52 2 1 5 28 5 1 7 3 0 0
impact

alleviation

02 Should use

the latest

environmental

friendly design 32 2 1 6 19 3 1 0 0 0 0
and standard in

expansion

project

03 Hong Kong
has a clear
advantage over
other GPRD
cities to expand
its airport in a
environmentally
friendly manner

04 Some

mitigation

measures can 9 0 0 0 2 2 0 4 1 0 0
be implemented

earlier
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LC DC WS Q E PF M IM SC (O]
count

05 Installing

indoor air filter is

not sufficient to

lessen the 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
health impacts

of outdoors air

pollution

06 Government
should invite
independent
agencies to
monitor the
environmental
impact of the
third runway

07 More
conservation
work should be
done to enlarge
the nature's
holding capacity 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0O O 0 0
in stead of
taking mitigation
measures only
to compensate
the damage

08 The project
should not start
unless there are
effective
conservation
plans or
mitigation
measures

09 We should
consider what
can and what
cannot be
mitigated and
then decide on
whether
damage to the
environment is
acceptable

As seen inTable 58, there were around 800 comments that wanede effective
measures to reduce noise nuisance (e.g. i a
and orientation of the third runway, landing and takeoff procedures, flight path

selection and night time arrangements should be planned to minimize noise impact on
neighbouri ng r esadgdsed flightaphths dorredacs @ojse nuisafecy.

Aset up restricted flying area for Ma Wa

measures to reduce the proportion of pollu
Chaper 4 noise certified aircrafto) and that
violate the regulations (e.g. Ai f such air

to punitive chargeso).
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There were 72¢omments about the effectiveness of specific mitigation measures (e.qg.
Afenvironment al i mpacts caused by the addi
concern because of the development of cleaner aviation fuel derived from alternative

source and enginethat are much efficient and quiet than those inouse and 10
comment s about t he measures being I nef f e
consequences cannot. be mitigated or sol ved

There were 52 comments about thepemdeed to
more on environmental mitigationo)

There wered5 comments that remedial measures from new generation aircraft should
be used (e.g. AWith | ower noise pollution
more efficient aircraft will be environmentall f avour abl eo) .

There were44 comments that the new reclamation methods should be used (e.g.
Asuch methods would avoid potenti al | eachi
mud pitso)

There were 3Zomments about the need to use an environmentallydfyietesign
(e.g. Amost environmentally friendly (desi:

Ther e wer e 22 comment s about measur es t o
energy to hel.p run the airporto)

There were 21 comments about using more environmentally friendlerp(eg.
Afdesign should include maximum use of sol a

There were 15 comments about dechamasi ng th
that the south runway can be used less frequéntithe noise pollution to Sha Lo
Wan can beredue d 0 ) .

There were 14 comments about setting up a dolphin protection area ("reserve the
ocean area for the dolphins")

There were 12omments about other mitigation measures proposed by AAHK (e.g.
fithe losses of fishing ground, fishery resources and maringahabiould be fully
compensated by creating new and/or expanding the existing Marine Conservation
Park® ) .
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There were 12 comments about no more reclamation in owdgordtect the
evwironment (e.g. Ahi ghly object to any

There were 12comments about using new navigation systems to reduce noise
pol | ut inewhRNP grocefdure can reduce the noise impact for arriving airgraft

The only issue raised more than ten timedistrict Councillorswas some specific
mitigation measures, primarily to address noise.

In summary,there is widespread support for a rangeen¥ironmentalmitigation
methods to addresmwise air pollution dolphin protectiorandreclamationmpact.
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5.10 Other Social Costs

Table 59: Other Social Costs

Total

count LC DC WS Q E PF M IM SC (OFS)

01 Public Health 54 5 3 5 9 9 1 18 4 0 0

01 Harmful to

Human Health 54 5 3 5 9 9 1 18 4 0 0
02 Local Economics 6356 3 1 4 11 12 0 11 0 6314 0

01 Specific

Industries will be 6351 0 1 3 11 11 0 11 0 6314 0

affected

03 High cost of 2 1 0 1 0 O 0 0 o0 o0 0

pollution

04_1 Property prices 3 0 0 0 1 0 0

will drop
03 Local Transportation 39 3 1 6 19 5

01 Increased

Possibility of Traffic 32 3 1 5 16 4 1 2 0 0 0

Jam

02 Affect Sea

Traffic Safety 8 0 0 1 4 1 0 1 0 0 1

As seen inTable 59, there vas 6,351 comments that specific industries will be
negatively affected (e.g. Abeing a touri st
mai ntain the environment to have.a compet.i:

There were 54omments about the socialcost§ har m t o human heal th
in HK will find it more difficult to recover from respiratory related illness, influenza
and allergyo).

There were32 comments about the related increase in land traffiegestion(e.qg.
fincreased surface trafficma c t 0 ) .

Nearly all the comments about specific industries came sigmature campaigns
In summarythe concerns were about tls®cial costs from théhird runwaymaking

Hong Kong less attractive due tnvironmental impagctdamage to health and
increased lantraffic impact.

Social Sciences Research Centr&@loé University of Hong Kong 141



5.11 Funding Issues

Table5.10: Funahg Issues

Total
count

LC

DC

WS

PF

01 Funding Sources
Preferred

176

13

18

27

47

45

01 Tax Payers'
Money from
Government

55

12

12

10

13

02 User Pays

44

12

12

01 Payment
from
Passenger

23

02 Payment
from
Aviation
and
Logistics
Industries

10

03 Borrowing

55

15

20

01
Borrowing
from the
Public
Sector

22

02
Borrowing
from the
Private
Sector

04 Partial Sale of
HKIA

22

10

01 To the
Public

16

02 Toa

selected
group of
investors

02 Funding Sources NOT
Preferred

57

26

17

01 Tax Payers'
Money from
Government

21

13

02 User Pays

25

11

01 Payment
from
Passenger

02 Payment
from
Aviation
and
Logistics
Industries

03 Borrowing

01
Borrowing
from the
Public
Sector

02
Borrowing
from the
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Total

count

LC DC WS

PF

SC OSs

Private
Sector

04 Partial Sale of
HKIA

01 To the
Public

03 Other related opinions

24

01 HKIA must have
transparency in how
the funds are
managed

02 Should
investigate how to
impose extra fee on
airport users for
expansion project
while maintaining the
competitiveness of
HKIA

03 Funding
considerations
should be carefully
reviewed

12

04 The cost should
be paid by China's
foreign exchange
reserve

A seen inTable 510, there wereb5 comments preferringaxpayer funding (e.g.

A

shoul d not

5t

recommended

be usi

ng

taxpayers

t h a twhilg @lc@nments eejedted that gpsiod je.g.

money. 0)

There were 55 comments preferring borrowing as the funding souregy.(

Afgover nment
devel opment

There were 44 o mme nt s

can i
0

ssue

publ i c

bonds S i

mi

were25c o mment s

preferring

not

to r el

y

on

preferringhawsled pays) ,( ewlgi. |

user

fee to

passenger so) .

There werel6 comments supporting a partial sale of HKIA to the public @.B.r e f er
IPO and let the HK ID card holders share the benefits generated from economic

growth and

gainso) .

There were 12 comments that funding considerations should be carefully reviewed

(e. g.

needs to

be

devel oped

and

Acompr e h e enefivanalysisnwdth uneglivdaustificatisnt
subjected t

o i
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The only issue raised at least ten times by District Councillors was preferred funding
sources, particularly the borrowing mechanism.

Funding was raised by comments fromadhnnelsexceptsignature campaigns and
opinion surveys.

In summary,there werevery mixed views on fundingf the third runwaywith
taxpayer supportborrowing user paysand an IPO suggested as options, but
agreement that funding considerations shoelddrefully reviewed.
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5.12 Constraints on Increased Air Traffic Movements

Table 511: Constraints on Increased Air Traffic Movements

Total

LC DC WS Q E PF M IM SC OS
count

01 Independent parallel approaches

: 18 0 0 2 8 1 0 5 2 0 0
operation

01 A New Runway is
needed to enhance 14 0 0 2 6 1 0 4 1 0 0
capacity

02 The existing two
runways can handle
independent parallel
approach operation

02 Airspaces issues 320 18 19 30 86 11 4 78 74 O 0

01 Hong Kong's Airspace
is limited by the Mainland 292 18 15 30 80 11 4 72 62 O 0
regulations

01 HK Gov't

should

negotiate

with the

mainland 132 9 6 12 41 3 1 40 20 O 0
about

releasing

more

airspaces

02 The
negotiation
of releasing
more
airspace is
not easy

28 1 0 3 0 1 0 14 9 0 0

03 The

capacity of

current two-

runway

system can 25 3 0 2 8 0 0 6 6 0 0
be enhanced

if more

airspaces

are released

04 Hong

Kong's flights

always delay

because they 8 2 0 3 0 1 0 0 2 0 0
need to go

round before

landing

05 The
capacity of
current two-
runway
system
cannot be
enhanced if
more
airspaces
are released

06 The

proposed

flight tracks 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 4 0 0
cannot be

executed

Social Sciences Research Centr&@loé University of Hong Kong 145




Total

LC DC WS Q E PF M IM SC OS
count

with the
current
airspace
restriction

02 Safety issue may
arise due to an jammed 6 0 0 0 5 0 0 1 0 0 0
airspace

03 Building more
runways can help to
relieve airspace
congestion

04 Airspace Issues of
specific option

01 More 9

oo
oo
oo
oo
oo
oo
oo

02 Less 1

05 Airspace congestion
problem may result in 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
more serious air pollution

06 Majority of flights
using Hong Kong Airport
are international flights,
the impact of airspace
control is limited

N
o
o
o
o
o
o
-
=
o
o

03 Human Resources 31 2 3 2 13

01 Shortage of Qualified
Air Traffic Controller

01 Recruit
more air
traffic control
professionals

02 Enhance
air traffic
controller
training

02 Shortage of General
Workers

03 The number of

immigration staff should

be increased to shorten 3 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 0
the time to get through

the immigration

04 Air Traffic Control System 50 4 3 5 14 1 0 5 18 O 0

01 New technology (e.g.
RNP) should be used to
enhance the Air Traffic

Control System capacity

31 2 2 3 7 1 0 4 12 0 0

02 To continue invest or

to enhance the air traffic

control system to 16 2 1 2 7 0 0 1 3 0 0
increase the efficiency of

the existing runways

03 The third runway
should be built even the

new air traffic control 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0
technology (e.g. RNP) is
used

05 Geographical Constraints 32 2 0 2 7 1 1 8 11 O 0

01 Geographical
Constraints Limits Hourly 20 1 0 1 6 1 0 3 8 0 0
Air Traffic Movement

01 The
Geographical
Constraints
to ATM

16 1 0 1 4 0 0 2 8 0 0
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Total

LC DC WS Q E PF M IM SC OS
count

cannot be
solved

02 Airspace
should be
rearranged
to open more
arrival and
departure 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
corridor in
order to cope
with the
geographical
constraints

02 The proposed flight
tracks in the technical
report cannot make it if
using current system

03 Geographical

Constraints and safety 1 1 0 L L 0 0 5 8 0 0

01 The
Geographical
Constraints
cause safety
problem to
air traffic

02 Since the
location of
the third
runway is
stepped back
more
westward
and the 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
safety of this
runway will
not be
affected by
the
geographical
constraints

06 Freedoms of the air constraints 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

01 Should fight for more
freedoms of the air

As seen inTable 511, there werd 32 comments about the need for government to
negotiate the release of more airspace (e.
in the PRD for more efficient use of airspace between Hong Kong, Macau and
Shenzhen 2bicamments tthatdhe ,existingvd runways capacity can be
enhanced with mopereairspace lsepwaeea €hing & Hgng Koig

would dramatically increase the overall capacity & efficiency of HKIA , but 28
comments that t he n eldberdlizatoon of the agpace inrthe t easy
Mainland is crucial, yet its progress has been 8low.

There were 3komments aboutnhancinghe Air Traffic Control Systemvith new
technology( e . g . Athird runway nat the solution,
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There were 23omments about the shortage of qualified Air Traffic Controllers (e.g.
filt is necessary to recruit more air traffic contra@dl@o matter whether the third
runway would be buiét ) .

There werel6c o mment s about geographi cdadbtfuconstr ai
that that the third runway can bring significantly higher traffic with the present single
arrival and departure corridoro).

There were 16 comments about the need to continue to invest or enhance the existing
air traffic control system for the &ting ruway s (e. g. Afix our S
procedures so we can handle traffic wel!/l I

There were 14 comments about the need for a new runway to enhance capgcity (
"third runway is the only plausible solution to enhance the capadite@irport).

There were 11 comments about geography and sa&ety'third runway and Tai Mo
Shan are in the same line and thus will threaten aircraft safety for landing and
departurg).

The only issue raised at least ten times by District Councilcass t hat Hong Kon
airspace is limited by Mainland regulations.

In summarythe primary concern wasboutthe need fothe government to negotiate
more airspace with Mainland authoritieggardless of whether the third runway is
built, while recogniang this is not easy.
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5.13 Other Construction Issues

Table 512: Other Construction Issues

Toal o pc ws Q PE M IM SC OS
count
01 quuwed. Construction Time of 36 0 0 2 30 1 5 1 0 0
Specific Option
0_1 Prpposed Construction 33 0 0 1 o8 1 > 1 0 0
Time is Too Long
0_2 Pr(_)posed Co_nstruc'uon 3 0 2 0
Time is Appropriate
02 Reclamation 76 42 16
01 Should reduce area of
reclamation 33 0 21 3
02 The scale of reclamation
should be as small as 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
possible
03 Should reclaim more land
for cargo handling capacity 3 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0
04 Should reserve space to
build the 4th runway 1 0 L 2 8 0 0 0 0 0
06 Reclamation is the only
way to acquire land for 3 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 0
expansion of the airport
07 Should pay attention to
problem of settlement of 15 0 1 2 2 0 8 0 0 0
reclamation land
08 Should use the reserved
Iand_as mentioned in the 8 1 0 1 2 0 0 > 0 0
previous development plan
for the development of HKIA
09 Silt problem should be
solved during the
construction, it will increase 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0
the difficulties of the
expansion project
03 Workforce 29 2 1 2 16 1 3 2
01 Should emp_loy Hong 19 0 1 0 13 1 >
Kong construction workers
02 The supply of labour will
be tight as there are projects 6 1 0 0 3 0 2 0 0 0
in progress simultaneously
03 Should evaluate all the
workforce that will be needed
during construction, including 4 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
professional, technical and
general workforce
04 Airport Design 153 2 8 101 1 26
01 T_ermmal and Concourse 59 0 1 45 0 12
Design
01 Modlflcathn of 18 0 1 0 16 0 0 1 0 0
Current Terminals
01 Expanding 7 0 0 0 6 o 0 1 0 o
Terminal 1
03 Expanding Both
Terminal 1 and 4 0 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0
Terminal 2
04 Should Modify 6 0 0 0 6 O 0 0 o0 o0
Terminal 2
02 Modification of 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
Current Concourse
01 Improvements
should be done in L 0 0 0 L 0 0 0 0 0
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Total
count

LC DC WS

Q

PF

SC OSs

the North Satellite
Concourse

03 New Terminals

01 Build a new
terminal with
check-in facilities
and immigration

02 Instead of
reconfiguring
T2

04 New Concourse

01 The new
midfield concourse
design should be
similarto T1

02 Do not build
Third Runway
Passenger
Concourse

03 Build an
additional I-shaped
concourse

04 Should build I-
shaped concourse
instead of Y-

shaped concourse

05 Should build a
larger mid-field
concourse

05 Connections between
terminals and
concourses

21

13

01 Better
connections
between terminals
and concourses
should be carefully
planned

11

02 Add car road to
connect different
terminals

03 Light rail
network should be
extended to the
midfield of the new
expansion

04 Connecting new
expansion only with
APM may cause
bottle neck

05 The APM
system should
directly link up T1
and the Third
Runway Passenger
Concourse

06 The APM
system should be
developed into a
round trip dual rail
system

02 Aprons

19

14

01 Building extra apron
facilities

14
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03 Runway Design 38 0

0

4

01 Should consider non- 3 0
parallel runway design

0

0

02 Build the Third
Runway Closer to the 7 0
Existing Runways

03 Build the new runway
well above sea level in
consideration of rising
sea level

04 Build new runway on
some of the unoccupied 1 0
land in the current airport

06 Should consider
pointing the runway to 5 0
different angle

07 The start and the end
of the third runway
should be in line with the
existing runways

08 Build the additional

runways on a artificial

island in the middle of 1 0
HK, Macau and

Shenzhen

09 Build the third runway
more westward

10 Extend the existing
northern runway

11 The stated location of
the new runway will 4 0
cause flight safety issues

12 Build the Third
Runway between Sha Lo
Wan and Sham Wat
Wan

13 Should consider

building a longer third

runway to fulfill the 7 0
needs of wide-bodied

aircrafts

14 Build the Third
Runway between Lau
Fau Shan and Lung Kwu
Tan

04 Supporting Facilities 13 0

10

01 Remove Government
Guest House in the 1 0
airport

02 Carpark should be
built closer to new 1 0
terminal

03 More commercial
facilities should be built

04 Build more tourist
attractions in the airport

05 Improve the current or
build a second air traffic 1
control tower

o

o

[ERY

o

o

06 Rescue facilities 1

05 Other Suggestions 25

01 Increase the number
of check-in counters

N
o| O |k|Oo

02 More innovative

ol O (k| O

o] © |[NM|O

o| © |w|o

o| © |k|O

ol O [NO

Ol N [k

o| © |©O|o

o| © |©O|o
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count
design should be used
03 Should have
designated facilities for 5 0 0 1 3 0 0 0 0
low-budget airlines
04 The_ design should be 3 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0
user-friendly
05 Develop an air freight
and high value added 5 1 1 0 2 0 0 0 0
logistics centre
06 The design sht_)uld be 4 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0
environmentally friendly
07 Improve baggage or 2 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0
cargo transfer system
05 Priority in Scheduling 16 0 0 1 11 0 2 0 0
01 Should prioritize the
expansion work of the 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
existing terminals
02 Build other facilities first
and build the third runway 13 0 0 1 8 0 2 0 0
later
03 Should prioritize the
expansion work of the new 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2
concourse
06 External Transportation Links 90 5 8 12 51 0 0 1
01 Better External
Transportation Links 90 5 8 12 51 0 0 1
01 Better Linkage to
GPRD 25 1 2 15 0 3 0 0 3
01 The rail link
between Shenzhen
and Hong Kong 11 1 1 1 4 0 1 0 0
airports should be
built
02 Better Linkage to 5 0 0 1 3 0 0 0 0
Macao
03 Better Linkage to
Hong Kong Urban Areas 38 L 5 3 23 0 3 0 0
01 The MTR Tung
Chung Line should
be extended to the 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0
Airport
02 Expand the road
n_etwork between 22 0 3 2 16 0 0 0 0
airport and urban
areas
04 Better Linkage to
High Speed Rail system 3 L L L 0 0 0 0
07 Unsorted Opinions 16 4 0 2 5 0 0 0 0
01 Building additional aprons
and_termlnqls cannot _satlsfy 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
the increasing air traffic
demand
02 Build multi-storey storage
to park aircraft instead of 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
more reclamation
03 Use uno!gr_ground space to 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
expand facilities
04 Should consider the
impacts on the airport service
during the construction time 3 > 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
or set up measures to reduce
the impacts on the airport
services
05 Should pay attention to 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
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count
the continuously increasing
maintenance cost
06 Should extract sands from
mountains and use them for 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

reclamation

07 The design of the option

plans is customized to favour

particular construction 2 0 0 0 0 0 O 2 0 0 0
companies in the future

bidding process

08 Should learn the lesson

from the opening the current

airport and ensure that the 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
smooth operation of the new

facilities

09 Provide a logistic or
inventory Centre

10 Should increase the

transparency of the 3 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
construction process
11 Re-divide aprons 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

As seen inable 512, there wer88c o mment s about the runway d:
di stance between runway 21 camments&abowd the muc h a
connection between terminals and concour sce
connecting new t ecommenmsaabat?atlificatian rofdthe lc@rent

terminals (e.g. AT2 useless without custom

There were 33 comments of concern about the construction time being too long (e.qg.
Apl ease speed up the process of blosel ding t
our definite advantageso).

There were 38omments aboutthe netwr e duce the recl amation a
the reclamation aréa) a nothments about the need to pay attention to settlement

of the reclaimed | and ( e -lepading, fissneededita | trea
achievest abi |l i tyo) and 11 comments about t he
runway (e. g. Ai f ahleadccorsidesaton shouldibs giveroto g o

maxi mizing it to permit construction of a

There were 25 other suggesti@aisut the airport desigh e . g . AHKI A must su
i mage as one of the most user friendly hub

There wer25c o mment s about better | inkage to thi
transport to better service the airport, including the Hong K&imghai-Macau bridge
j unct i oncommerdasmadout better road network linkage to Hong Kong urban
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areas ( e . ghould fb¢ eonnetited avith roads and highways with MTR
accesso).

There were 19 comments about the building extra apron facildgiesq . At he ter mi
should provide more parkimjandd n t he apron and )more boardi

There were @ comments bout the need to hire Hong Kong construction workers (e.g.
Amust employ | ocal workers and | ocal engi n.

There were 13 comments about building a new terminal with enecnd
immigration €.g. "new terminal building instead of expanding Terminal 2"

There were 13 comments about the need to build other facilities before the third
runway €.g."Build the necessary terminals first to reduce money needed to start the
project and put the facilities into service asap.”

There were 13 comments about gogting facilities € . g . Al ots of shoppi.!
interne). serviceso

In summarythere were concerns aldaonstruction speed, airpand runwaydesign,
reclamation,betterlinkage with the GPRD and Hong Kong urban areas and of the
need to hire lodaconstruction workers.
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5.14 Strategic Planning of HKIA

Table 513: Strategic Planning of HKIA

Total

count LC DC ws Q E

PF

01 Decision should be
made NOW on further 601 37 14 39 402 15
development

61

01 Construction

should begin ASAP 463 30 10 27 345 6

18

02 Should avoid
HKIA turning into 28 2 0 1 10 3
another Heathrow

03 Learn the lessons
of ocean freight 35 1 2 5 2 2
industry

21

02 Should also consider

other Specific Option Plan 182 2 3 ! 92 2

12

03 Should also consider
other long-term airport
development plans beyond
2030

137 8 6 13 78 11

10

10 0

01 Should also plan
the 4th runway now

01 To keep the
environmental
impact as low
as possible

02 The capacity
of airport may
reach its limit in
future

02 Should expand
the airport to its
maximum potential
capacity

03 Should also
consider the
feasibility of building
second airport

04 Should rearrange
flight schedules to
reduce the urgency of
airport expansion

04 Should provide benefits
to all citizens instead of just 20 0 0 1 14 0
the big corporations

05 Should attract Airline
companies to use HKIA as 3 0 0 0 2 0
their base

06 Should be concentrated
in expanding the
international flight lines as
long-term goal

19 0 2 2 6 1

07 Should postpone the
2030 airport development

08 The strategic planning
of HKIA should focus on
improving its service
quality instead of
increasing number of
movement

22 1 1 3 13 1

09 Airport development
should be consistent with

15 0
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count
sustainable development
principles
10 Should have a
contingency plan to
manage airport capacity 5 1 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0

constraints before
additional infrastructure is
ready

11 Need corresponding
commitments from the
Government in a multi-
discipline fashion

18 1 0 0 11 2 0 4 0 0 0

12 HKIA should lower fees
of using the airport in long-

term in order to improve 12 0 1 2 4 1 0 3 1 0 0
Hong Kong's

competitiveness

13 Provide technical

training to help the 18 0 3 4 8 1 0 1 0 0 1

development of the airport

14 The HK Gov't should
have supporting plans to

boost the economy with the 6 0 0 s 1 1 0 1 0 0 0
help of airport expansion

15 Hong Kong should also

develop supporting service 8 1 0 1 1 > 0 3 0 0 0

to the related industries
when expanding the airport

16 Should enhance
cooperation with 3 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
professionals

17 Should consider Hong
Kong being a destination

and not just a hub when 5 2 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
planning the future of the

airport

18 Discussion should be

made on the possibility on 4 0 0 1 0 0 0 3 0 0 0

privatization of the airport

19 The airport

development should align

with the development 7 0 0 1 4 1 0 0 1 0 0
policy of the China aviation

industry

20 Expand the market of
private jets

21 Lure more budget
airlines flying to Hong Kong

22 HKIA should make
reference to other

. X . 5 1 0 1 2 0 0 0 1 0 0
international airports when
planning
01 Mode of business 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
operation
23 Government should be
responsible for the 6 0 0 > 0 0 0 4 0 0 0

strategic planning of HKIA
instead of AAHK

24 All the assessments

should be conducted by

independent bodies which 4 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0
are free of influence from

AAHK or the government

25 AAHK should discuss 4 0 1 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0
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with related industry about
improving the facilities and
lowering fees in the long
term in order to improve
Hong Kong's
competitiveness

26 Hong Kong should
coordinate with PRD in 3 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 0
region airport development

27 The airport planning
and the development of
North Lantau Island should
be coordinated

28 Should cooperate with
HSR to enlarge the traffic 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0
network

29 Hong Kong should
focus on developing high
value-added supporting
aviation services

30 The strategic planning

of HKIA should focus on

balance different factors

(e.g. construction cost, 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
environmental issue)

instead of maximize air

traffic movements

As seen inTable5.13, there were 468omments about the need to start construction

as soon as possibtermebgnefiigi yeé@ ¢tbepstiounagt
runway should beacr r i ed out wi t bomments dbeut avgiding theand 28
experience at Heathrok( g. fAbased on the experience wi
runway was rejected with negative economic impacts, Hong Kong needs a third
runway to é provide economic bene3bits for
comments about learning the lesson of theacn f rei ght i ndustry (e.
competitive edge so do not see decline 1|ik:

There were 18Zomments about the need to consider other options, including

about the need to plan for a fourth runweyw ( e . g . Aour thethider n i s
runway is finally approved, AAHK should then consider to build the fourth and fifth
runwayo) .

There were62 comments about the need for airport development to be consistent with
sustainabl e devel opment pri nci ptdinable ( e. g.
development, promote economic development, improve environmental quality and
meet social Jjustice requirementso).
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There were 22 comments about the need to make service quality the primary focus of
HKI1 A (Hengd&ong ¢annot compete with limitelipply of landé bet t er t o
improve the airport in terms of service quality to provide best maintenance, luggage
management, zero flight delayo).

There were 20 comments about the benefits to all citizens, not just big corporations
(e.g. "crucial that wehink long and hard about how building a third runway will
benefit an "ordinary™ Hong Kong citizen").

There were 1@omments about the need to expand the number of international flights
( e . wgitors from the mainland would take higheed trains to 8ing Kong ¢€
should focusomn nt er nati.onal flightso)

There were 18 comments about the need for corresponding commitments from
government departmentse.§. "needing corresponding commitments from the
Government in a mukiliscipline fashion).

There werel8c o mment s about the neeadnorétoamingt echni c
must be given in order to provide the qual
engineers and flight crew) .

There were 16 comments about the need to consider feasibility obadsatport
(e.g. nAstart to think whet.her or not a sec:

There were 12 o mment s about t he arlmesdail nooflyihte wer f ee
HKG if our airport parking fee not competitive) .

The only issue raised at least temés by District Councillors was the need to start
construction as soon as possible.

Feedback about strategic planning came through all channels, although the majority
of comments about the need to start construction now came from feedback
guestionnaire and the need to consider other plans from written submissions and
feedbackguestionnairs.

In summarythere wasbroad agreement witihe needo start constructiownf the third
runway as soon as possibl&here were also suggestiotts consider other opins
now, such as a fourth runwayr second airportThere were suggestions that the
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airport development should follow the principles of sustainable developamenof
the need to focus on service and training to remain competitive despite our limited
land.
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5.15 Public Consultation

Table 514: Public Consultation

Total P
count LC DC WS Q E = M IM SC
01 Questionnaire Design 26 0 0 2 17 0 4 0 0

01 Did not have a question to
ask whether the respondents 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0
are important stakeholders
02 T_he questl_onnalre contains 13 0 0 2 10 1 0 0 0 0
leading questions
03 Insufficient questions
concerning environmental 6 0 0 0 3 1 0 2 0 0
impacts
04 No options for not 3 0 0 0 > 1 0 0 0 0

supporting expansion

05 The questionnaire contains
too many questions related to 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0
economic benefits

02 Materials and Information

prepared by AAHK for consultation 8507 49 48 142 205 108 14 265 58 7618

01 Insufficient information are
given by AAHK for the public 5872 34 45 112 185 89 10 194 37 5166
to make decision

01 On Demand Forecast 15 0 0 4 8 0 0 2 1 0

01 Insufficient
information on recent
economic development
in Hong Kong

02 Insufficient
information on the effect
of High Speed Rail on
air traffic demand

03 Insufficient

information on the

competition between 8 0 0 3 4 0 0 1 0 0
HKIA and the GPRD

airports

04 Insufficient
information on the future
demand of using narrow
or wide-bodied aircraft

N
o
o
o
=
o
o
o
o
o

05 Insufficient

information on the

competition between 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
HKIA and other airports

(non GPRD)

02 On Capacity Forecast 25 0 3 5 12 2 0 2 1 0

01 Insufficient
information on
maximum capacity on
aircraft movements

24 0 3 5 11 2 0 2 1 0

03 On Economic Benefits 54 2 5 9 16 7 0 15 0 0

01 Cost Effectiveness 7 0 0 1 3 1 0 2 0 0

02 Beneficial to
development of different 10 0 0 2 3 1 0 4 0 0
Industries

03 AAHK should
provide a quantified
figure in lost growth
opportunities

04 On Construction Cost 18 0 2 4 9 0 0 3 0 0

?Sil%“sE”V"O“mema' 537 20 24 50 8 42 8 111 22 5004
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01 Insufficient
information on 5303 20 22 40 67 30 7 95 18 5004
environmental impact

01 Carbon

e 1266 4 2 6 2 6 0 17 3 1226
Emissions

02 Chinese White

. 1272 5 3 7 12 3 0 14 2 1226
Dolphins

03 Other air 1252 3 3 2 3 1 2 10 2 1226
pollutants

04 Noise 1267 2 7 6 6 7 1 7 5 1226

05 Marine 21 2 2 1 7 1 0 7 1 0
environment

06 Cumulative
environmental
effects of major
infrastructure
projects in the
area

10 0 0 0 1 1 0 7 1 0

07 Light pollution 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

08 Climate
Change

02 Insufficient
information on how to
develop airport in an
eco-friendly approach

03 Insufficient
information on
environmental mitigation
measures

04 Insufficient
information on waste
minimisation and
recycling

06 On Other Social Cost 153 3 1 11 5 10 0 18 5 100

01 Insufficient
information on impacts 10 0 1 3 0 1 0 5 0 0
to the nearby residents

02 Insufficient
information on impacts 4 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 0
to the public health

07 On Airport Design and

Other Construction Issues 33 1 0 5 12 2 1 11 1 0

01 Insufficient
information on necessity 8 0 0 0 5 0 0 3 0 0
of reclamation

02 Insufficient

information on airport 18 1 0 3 6 2 1 5 0 0
construction

03 Insufficient

information on safety 5 0 0 2 1 0 0 2 0 0
issues

01 Insufficient

information on

the safety issues 4 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 0 0
of aircraft

movements

02 Insufficient
information on
the safety issues
of flight paths

04 Insufficient
information on the 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
criteria of choosing the
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existing two expansion

options out of the

submitted options
08 On Funding 23 0 4 5 10 1 0 3 0 0
arrangement
09 On Development 89 3 1 7 6 4 1 3 2 62

Constraints

01 Insufficient
information on 89 3 1 7 6 4 1 3 2 62
limitations of airspace

10 On Airport Development
Strategy

01 Insufficient
information on urban 8 1 0 1 2 1 0 3 0 0
planning

02 Insufficient
information on how to
coordinate with the
development of the
transportation network
in China

17 0 1 1 8 3 0 3 1 0

01 Insufficient
information on
how to coordinate
the development
of other GPRD
airports

02 Insufficient
information on
how to coordinate
with the Mainland
HSR
development

03 Insufficient
information on how to
coordinate with direct
flight arrangement
between Taiwan and
the Mainland China

11 Other Related Issues 15 1 3 3 1 3 0 4 0 0

01 Insufficient
information on benefit to 8 1 3 0 1 2 0 1 0 0
Hong Kong people

02 Insufficient

information on

employment of
workforce

02 The consultation paper is 2614 10 3 25 19 16 3 67 19 2452
misleading the public

01 On Demand Forecast 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0

01 The number of
runway does not have
direct relationship with
the number tourists

02 On Capacity Forecast 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0

01 AAHK deliberately
under-estimate the

- . 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0

maximum capacity of
the current airport

03 On Economic Benefits 11 2 0 2 0 1 0 4 2 0
01 Over-Estimated the
Economic Net Present 7 2 0 1 0 1 0 3 0 0
Value (ENPV)
02 Exaggerate the cost- 4 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 2 0
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effectiveness

05 On Environmental
Issues

1302

33

oo

1226

0

01 AAHK deliberately
avoid a detailed
discussion on some
negative impacts of
airport expansion

1258

a1

1226

02 Under-estimated the
environmental impact

23

16

03 AAHK misleads the
public that the future
reclamation site was
rarely used by Chinese
White Dolphins

14

04 AAHK failed to
mention the proximity of
the reclamation site to
the adjacent marine
park

05 AAHK failed to
mention that the
contaminated mud pits
overlapped with the
reclamation site was
caused by the airport
construction in 1990s

07 On Airport Design and
other Construction Issues

01 The Appendix 3
analysis of the
westward extension is
guestionable

10 On Airport Development
Strategy

01 AAHK deliberately
ignore other airport
development
possibilities, e.g.
building new airport,
cooperation with other
airports

11 On Consultation Itself

1282

10

23

w

1226

01 The consultation
paper is biased in favor
of the building of the
third runway

1282

10

23

w

1226

03 Other documents and
information should be
disclosed

21

01 All consultancy reports
and relevant technical
documents

18

02 All documents for the
Joint Meeting of the Five
Major Airports in the PRD

03 Public consultation
timetable

03 Objectives of Consultation

13

01 AAHK should try to make
the public to reach consensus
through public consultation

13

04 Scope of Consultation

122

)]

24

©

(]

62

01 There should be more

112

21

62
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(O]

development plans available
for public review

02 Should include Consultation
on other building airport
facilities

03 Should include Consultation
on building of other main
infrastructure

01 Should include
Consultation on Hong
Kong-Shenzhen Western
Corridor

02 Should include
Consultation on High-speed
rail

03 Should include
Consultation on Hong
Kong-Macau-Zhuhai Bridge

04 Should include
Consultation on Hong
Kong-Shenzhen airport
express

05 Should include
Consultation on Tuen Mun-
Chek Lap Kok Link

05 Host of Consultation

42

14

11

01 Government should be
responsible for the
consultation instead of AAHK

42

14

11

01 The consultation
conducted by AAHK results
in an obvious conflict of
interest

15

02 AAHK does not hold
statutory authorization to
coordinate different bureaux
of Government

06 Suggested Channels for
Consultation

01 Online Forum

02 Facebook Page

03 Public seminars

04 Professional debate

05 Seminars for designated
topics

06 Exhibition

R P k|oo|k(N

o] © |O|0o|0|o| ©

O P [P|IO|IOIO| N

| O |O|Jg|Fk|Fk]|

O © |OFR|O|Fkr| N

07 People to be Consulted

»
a1

[N
[N

A|O| O |O|IN|O|IO| N

=
=

[EnY
(o]

hlO| O |O|O|O|O| O

wo| O |O|0o|o|o| ©

[EnY
()]

oO|0| O |Oo|o|o|o| ©

OO0 O |Oo|o|o|o| ©

oO|0| O |Oo|o|o|o| ©

01 Suggested Interested
Parties

[ee]

I

[EEY
[EEN

[N
w

I

w

[EEY
IS

o

o

o

01 All stakeholders

w
a1

02 Local residents

03 Green groups

04 Experts in related fields

05 Business sector

Il (22l el e)]

[eled] il lie)]

oO|Oo|0|O|~

OIN|R|O|0

OINW|F (N

R O|O(N|F

OO|IN|O|F

OIN|IN|N |

o|Oo|o|o|o

o|Oo|o|o|o

o|Oo|o|o|o

02 Opinions from ordinary
Hong Kong citizens should be
treated in the equal manner as
those from big corporations

03 AAHK chose the target of
consultation selectively

08 Analysis and Reporting of the
Consultation Results
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01 The result of the public
consultation should be 6 1 0 2 2 1 0 0 0 0
publicized honestly

09 Timing and duration of

. 6488 7 5 13 10 11 0 26 2 6414
Consultation

01 Should conduct

consultation after full EIA 12 2 3 4 0 0 0 3 0 0

02 It is the appropriate time to
consult the public about future 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0
development of HKIA

03 Should stop public

o> . 6326 0 0 1 1 1 0 9 0 6314
consultation immediately

04 Should extend public

consultation 144 4 1 8 8 10 0 12 1 100

05 Should shorten public
consultation

10 Further Consultation 16 0 1 2 3

01 Should conduct second
public consultation 11 0 0 0 1 5 0 4 1

01 One more public

consultation should be

conducted when more 3 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0
comprehensive planning is

available

02 Further consultation
should be carried out by the 4 0 0 1 0 3 0 0 0 0
Government before EIA

03 Should conduct a 2nd
round consultation after 5 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 1 0
finishing EIA

04 Should conduct a
second round consultation 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0
in parallel with EIA

05 Should conduct a 2nd
consultation during and 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
after the EIA or SEA

11 Other Negative Critics 168 2 0 11 12 8 0 29 6 100

01 The amount of money
spent in increasing publicity of 5 0 0 0 3 0 0 2 0 0
the consultation is too high

02 AAHK did not properly
respond to the queries and
suggestions made by the
public

03 The consultation reports
were available to the public
only in the last stage of the
consultation period

16 0 0 4 1 3 0 6 2 0

04 The consultation paper just
focuses on the economic 139 1 0 5 8 2 0 19 4 100
benefits

05 Insufficient publicity of the
consultation

06 Insufficient involvement of
related Government 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0
department in the consultation

12 Other Related Opinions 28 1 0 5 10 3 0 8 1 0

01 AAHK should stress more
on the contribution from the
aviation industry to the local
economy

02 Discussion should be
based on arguments rather 4 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0
only expressing Support or
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Against
03 Consultation progress
should not be impeded by 11 0 0 0 6 0 0 5 0 0 0

political issues

04 AAHK should disclose or
response the concerns from 9 0 0 3 3 2 0 1 0 0 9
the general public

05 Should make reference to
the consultation work of the

expansion of the Frankfurt am 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Main Airport
06 A comprehensive review by 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

the public is important

As seen in Table 5.14here weres,326 comments that the consultation should stop
immediately( e. g. Astop the consultation. until th

There were more than,280 comments about insufficient information on each of

carbon emissions (e.g. Aino estimates of av
Adi d not account for air gual ity i mpact o)
detailedanalysis of the long er m cumul ati ve i mpacts on t he
(e.g. fAlacks noise models in order to addr.

There were more than,260 comments stating that the consultation paper avoids
detailed discussion of negative i mpacts (
emi ssiono) and that the consultation paper
AAAHK apparent | ya thprd euhveay withobtuproViding nlegailed
potential environmental and health i mpact s

There were 153 comments about insufficient information on other social costs (e.g.
Ai gnores auxiliary development, such as ex

Therewerdlddc o mment s t hat the consultation peric
to extend and disclose environment al infor

There werel39 comments that the consultation paper focuses only on economic
benefits (e. g. fneofnil tys skt uatt ed ce cnoonto nmhecn thieonn s o

There were 112 comments about the need for more options to be presented for public
consul tation (e.g. fishould give out a plan
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There were 57 comments about insufficient informa@twout mitigation measures
(e. g. Ano mitigation measures proposed fo
ecologyo).

There wereb4 comments about insufficient information about the economic benefits
(e. g. Afcost and economic licngnch tanspaterd s no r
rational eo) .

There were35c o mment s t hat al | stakehol ders shou
proper consultation with all industry stakeholders to avoid building infrastructure that

does not suit passenger flow dynamics, e.g. NortallgatConcourse and Terminal 2,

which will be overhaul edo) .

There were89 comments about insufficient information about airspace limitations
(e. 0. Al f Air Traffic Control manning 1SS
flights per hour?0).

There were 2 comments about insufficienhformation about aircraft movements
(e . dull poteéntial capacity of the airport is not reported clegrly

There were 28omments aboubsufficient informationabot undi ng (e. g. #fAho
AA pay for this cost?0)

Therewere 23 comments about the environmental impact being underestiraged (
"some of the informatiomvas misleading to public and downplay the environmental
impacts)).

There were 21 comments about insufficient information about the marine i(egact
Anmi ti gation measures proposed for). damage t

There were 18 comments about access to the consultancy/technical reports (e.g.
fitechnical consultation reports were available to the public only in the last month of
the three moth consultation periad) .

There were 18 comments about insufficient information about the airport construction

(e. g. Aprovide interested members of t he p
project, including details for the impact assessment, seagerement, and technical

f e a s i)nd thé donstiuction co®.§. "need more detail in construction chst"
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There were 15 comments that the consultation was conducted by AAHK, which has a
conflict of i nterest ( e. g .anobvodskténfliadt f t he of
interesto).

There were 15 comments about insufficient information about coordination with
GPRD airports €.g. "provide statistics accounting for the-dmvelopment of all
transport in the GPRD."

There were 15 comments about ingtéint information about demand forecasts (e.qg.
"should explain the urgency to build the third runway to cope with the keen
competition with other GPRD airports.

There were 14 comments about the information about dolphins being misleading (e.g.
Aimi sl eads the public by adjusting a figure

There were 14 comments about consul tation
better connectivity with airline industryo,

There were 13comments aboutleading questions inthe questionnaire (e.g.
fiquestionnaires tailormade that is skewed to allow an unseen advantage towards the
proposing party of the projecto).

There were 13 comments about reaended,ng a co
to raise questions and to give peojihe opportunity to respond so that a consensus
can be reachedo).

There were 1Zomments abouthe EIA being availabldirst ( e . g . AElI A shoul
avail able before the public can make fair
There were 1lomments abouh o t i mpeding the consultatio

make this project become a caswualty of the

There were 11 comments about the need for a second public consukatiog ( A c al |
for a followrup stage consultation on the wayrward for the development of the
HKI A to be. conductedo
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There were 10 comments about insufficient information about the cumulative
environmental impact in the area ( g . Nl acks detaideend anal y:
cumul ative i mpagts on their survivalo

There were more than ten comments from District Councillors about AAHK
providing insufficient information for the public to make a decision, mainly about the
environmental impact.

Most of the comments about inadequate information came from the written
sulmissionsand signature campaignalthough those concerns were also expressed
by District Councillors and in LegCo panel meetings.

In summary, thee was a broadconcern about insufficient information in the
consultation paper, especially on carbon emmssi@air quality, noise, but alsbout
negative impacts in generalirspace limitations, economic benefgscial costand
mitigation measuresConcern was also expressed abautonflict of interest as
AAHK, the manager of the airport, was also conthgcthe process, and insufficient
options being presented.
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5.16 HKIA Development Outside MP2030

Table 515: HKIA Development Outside MP2030

Total

LC DC WS
count

Q

SC

(O]

01 Should establish or
increase the number of
flight of some specific
flight routes

19 0 0 0

19

02 Compensation 43 0 3 5

[EY

27

w

01 Target 39 0 3 5

26

N

01 Residents

affected by

pollution [in 25 0 3 4
specific area or

not]

13

02 Fishermen 13 0 0 0

13

02 Should have
comprehensive
compensation plan
now

03 Project Bidding 2 0 0 0

01 The bidding
process of
construction work
should be fair

04 Improvement in
Immigration and Custom 8 2 0 3
Arrangement

01 HK Gov't should
consult with the
mainland about the
co-location of
immigration
arrangement

02 Should review the
current Import and 1 1 0 0
Export Ordinance

03 Provide a

centralized screening

facility for freight and 3 0 0 1
logistics services

provider

05 Improvement in
Working Conditions and 34 8 0 4
Environment of Staff

01 Should Improve
salary or working
benefits of airport
workers

02 Should provide a
better or safer
working environment
for airport workers

06 Improve current
supporting facilities and 2 0 0 1
services

01 Extend opening
hours of shops in the 1 0 0 0
airport

02 Increase the
number of boarding 1 0 0 1
gate readers
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As seen inTable 515, there were25 comments that sought compensation for
residentsaf f ect ed by pol l ution (e. g. ARexpl ain
compensat i onandal® comments iseeKing compensation for affected

f i s her mdgshermeres. ligelihood and living environment will be subject to

longterm effect¢ A AHK should further considero).

There were 19 comments about e flighesinc ed f | i ¢
futureo).

There werél8comments e e ki ng a safer work environment
ensure our wor king e A& seekmgn Mmproved wiorking s af e 0)
conditions for airport staff{ e .suppofi the Third Runwa§ but the prerequisite is

improving the benefits and salary of airport workejs .

In summary,compensation for people affecteg the third runwaybetter working
conditions and enhanced flight routes were raised.
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Chapter 6 Conclusion
6.1  Quantitative Feedback

A total of 24,242 feedback questionnairesceived during the consultation were
analysed in the main text of the report, while 5,640 feedback questionnaires received
from collection boxes located in HKIA with living district missimgere analysed in
Annex A.

In the consultation, twgoroposeddevelopment options were presented for the
respondents to indicate which one they preferred aftegitren considerations for

i nvest ment i n expandi nigtonibkKthitbes | taprtcd ¢ yt w®
runway systemand Option 2s to expand into a threeinway system.About three

guarters of respondents (73.0%) preferred Optionetall, while about 10% of them

(11.1%) preferred Option dverall

The resultsrevealed that mostespondents agreed with the following descriptions
about the contribution of HKIA and only a tiny proportion of them disafjree
connecting Hong Kong with the world and enabling the city to be an
international aviation hub (92.5%trongly agreed or agreeds 1.3%
strongly disagreed or disagrggd

providing quality airport services and facilities (91.8%01.6%);

promoting Hong Kong's economic growth (90.4%61.7%);

strengthening the overall competitiveness of Hong K@8g0% vs 2.0%);
creating employmentsathe contribution of HKIA87.1% vs 2.0%); and
makingit more convenient for the respondents and their fagtib travel
(86.0%vs 2.6%.

5

Similarly, most respondents agre#ttht HKIA should continue to be expanded to
cope with the fture air traffic derand (83.0%)

For i nvest ment in expanding HKIAG6s <capaci
following considerations were important:

benefit to Hong Kong's air connectivity with the rest of the world (89.7%

VS 2.2%);

benefitto the quality of airport services and faciliti@®.1%vs 2.1%);

5

benefit to Hong Kongds competitiveness
benefit to Hong Kong's economic growdv.1% vs 2.6%);
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creating more job opportunities for Hong Kong's workforce (85.1% 2.9%);
and

making it more convenient fdhe respondentand their families to travel
(78.5% vs 4.4%).

A lower proportion of the respondents agreed that environmental impact (69.4% vs
5.5%) and construction cost (66.5% vs 6.3%) were important consider&sion
invest ment in expanding HKI AOGs capacity.

The majority ofrespondents preferred Option 2 and about 10% of them preferred
Option 1 after consideration efich otthe following criteriain isolation

benefit to Hong Kong's air connectivity with the rest of werld (71.1%

vs 10.2%);

benefit to Hong Kongds competitiveness
benefit to Hong Kong's economic growdv.6% vs 9.9%);

creating more job opportunities for Hong Kong's workfo(6&.9% vs
9.3%);

benefit to the quality of airport servicasd facilities(66.0% vs 12.9%;

and

making it more convenient fahe respondentand their family to travel
(55.6% vs 11.9%).

5

However, less than half of the respondents preferred Optaorddbout a quarter of
them preferred Option Ahfter consideration ofeach ofthe following criteriain
isolation:

environmental impad37.4%vs 29.5%);and

construction cost (41.6% vs 24.8%).

Nearly 80%of the respondents (79.9%ijther stronglyagreedor agreedhat it was
urgent that AAHK should make a decision NOW on how the airport should be further
developed, while a small proportion of them (6.3&tther stronglydisagreedor
disagreed with it
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6.2  Qualitative Feedback

All commentsreceivedduring the consultation were divided inten channels as
below:

1. Public Forum (PF) 3 Public Fora @Annex C) - public fora are
distinguished from other even#és a separate chanrcause they were
widely advertised by AAHK as open to all participantsevdas some of
the other events were not open to everyone or not broadly advertised

2. Event(E): 33 events including conferergseound tablesseminarsand
briefings(Annex D);

3. Legislative Council(LC): 105 written submissiongo the Legislative
Counciland2 meetings of the Council's Panel on Economic Development
(Annex E);

4. District Council(DC): 18 District Council meetinggAnnex F);

5.  Written submissiorfWS): 29 written submissionither by soft or hard

copies(Annex G);

6. Feedback questionnair@®): 4,882 written comments inthe feedback
guestionnaires

7. Media(M): 885summaries fronprinted media and broadcasti(@nnex
H);

8. Internet and Social Media (IM): 644 comments from 99 webpages
(Annex I) - comments were included if they were covered by WiseNews
during the consultation period as this is a reputable indexing method for
Internet activity in Hong Kong

9. Signature Campaign (SG) signature campaigns:

I. Green Sense, from which SSRC received 1,226 signatures with
names

il. Park | sl and Own ewhgldSSR®retened O e, fr
signatures with living units

iii. Airport Development Concern Network, from which SSRC
received 62 signatures and names (SSRC have onlydettl|
those with a name providgdand

iv. WWEF with 6,314 names and email addres§eSSRC has
randonty selected 5% of the-mnails for verification and the
verification was positive, so we have included them all.
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The signatug campaign commentgere all countedased orthe number
of verifiable supporters as there is no clear distinction between signature
campaigns, petition letters and any other form of letter or email.

10. Opinion Survey (OS) opinion surveys were included:
I. Residential survegonducted by Park Island Ome r s 6 Ciommi t t e
il. Survey conducted by eight aviation relatedons
ii. Member survey conducted by 30s Grpup
V. Survey presented by Professor WM Cheung of The Chinese
University of Hong Kong in Hong Ko
Conferencgand
V. Member survey congtted byHong Kong Logistics Management
Staff Association

The survey resultarere included as single submissiass verificationof
the participantsvas not possibleThey are coded on the basis of any view
expressed by a simple majority (more than 50%).

There was consensus about the benefits of enhanced connectivity on HKIA and Hong
Kong from a very wide range of perspectives, especially in terms of economic growth
and competitiveness, and of the negative impact on HKIA and Hong Kong if the third
runwayis not built. There was consensus about the third runway yielding economic
benefits of specific industries and increased job opportunities, although there were
someconcerns about the calculation of the benefits.

There was consensus that the passeagdrcargo demand will increase, although
there were concerns that the air traffic forecasts need to be adjusted to account for the
growth of other GPRD airports, direct flights between Taiwan and the Mainland, oil
prices, Mainland economic growth, globab@omic cycles, use of widaody aircraft

and the higkspeed rail links being built. There was consensus that the demand for the
current airport will exceed capacity limits in future, triggering the need for a third
runway, although there was disagreemnedut when that limit will be reached. One
shared concern was about the need for the government to negotiate more airspace
with Mainland authorities, regardless of whether the third runway is built, while
recognizing this is not easy.

There were mixed i ews on whet her HKI A6s capacity
through other airports in the GPRD.
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There were many comments about high construction costs for the third runway and
consensus that any delay will raise the costs higher, so there is a neetcefigr ca
monitoring to keep the costs within budget. There were very mixed views on funding
of the third runway with taxpayer support, borrowing and user pays and an IPO
suggested as options, but agreement that funding considerations should be carefully
reviewed. There was concern that money spent on the third runway should not mean
that money is not spent to address important social issues or that balanced
development is ignored. There were suggestions that the airport development should
follow the principlesof sustainable development and of the need to focus on service
and training to remain competitive despite our limited land. There were concerns
about construction speed, airport design, reclamation, better linkage with the GPRD
and Hong Kong urban areasdaof the need to hire local construction workers.

There were many comments about excessive environmental impact, especially on
carbon emissions, noise and the Chinese White Dolphins and of the need to minimize
impact. There were also many comments abloetneed to evaluate both social and
environmental costs and then doing the EIA promptly and properly to avoid delay in
construction. There were very mixed views about how to balance environmental
protection and economic growth, with most comments prefgfalance, but some
comments insisting on preference for development or environmental protection.
There is widespread support for a range of environmental mitigation methods to
address noise, air pollutipdolphin protection and reclamation impastmeconcern

was expressed about the social costs from the third runway making Hong Kong less
attractive due to environmental impact, damage to health and increased land traffic
impact.

Compensation for people affected by the third runway, better workingtioorsdin
the airport and enhanced flight routes were raised.

There was broad agreement with the need to start construction of the third runway as
soon as possible. There were also suggestions to consider other options now, such as a
fourth runway or secw airport.

There was a broadoncern about insufficient information in the consultation paper,
especially on carbon emissions, air quality, noise, but also about negative impacts in
general, airspace limitations, economic benefits, social costs andtiitigneasures.
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Concern was also expressed about a conflict of interest as AAHK, the manager of the
airport, was also conducting the process, and insufficient options being presented.

6.3 Conclusion

1.3.1. Quantitative feedback conclusion

In conclusionpased on the quantitative feedback, there is broad consensus that HKIA
connects Hong Kong with the world, enabling the city to be an international aviation

hub; HKIA provides quality airport services and facilities; HKIA promotes Hong
Kongbs ecomjomHK|l Arostwtengt hens Hong Kongds
creates employment; HKIA makes it more convenient for travel and that HKIA

should continue to be expanded to cope with future demand.

There IS broad consensus t hat ¢tivntye benefi
competiveness, economic growth; creation of jobs and convenience for travel,
environmental impact and construction cost are all important considerations for
investment in expanding HKIAO8s capacity.

Taking into account each of the above considmnatin isolation, there was strong
preference for Option 2, except for construction cost, where there was still clear
preference for Option @1.6% vs 24.8%and environmental impact, where there was
almost as muchupport for Option X29.5%)as Optior2 (37.4%)

When considered overall, there is a clear preference for Option 2.

6.3.2 Qualitative feedback conclusion

In conclusion, based on the qualitative feedback, there is broad consensus about the
benefits of enhanced connectivity from the third runwayHKIA and Hong Kong

from a very wide range of perspectives, especially in terms of economic growth and
competitiveness, and of the negative impact on HKIA and Hong Kong if the third
runway is not built, with little in the way of dissent, other than cantleat some of

the projected growth may be transferred to GPRD airports and thejegid rail or

not appear due to lower economic growth or higher oil prices.
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There is broad consensus that air traffic demand will increase in future, exceeding the
capady constraint of two runways, although some disagreement whether this will
happen in the timeframe projected by AAHK and a shared concern about the need for
the government to negotiate more airspace.

However, it is clear that the primary areas of coneeenthe environmental impact of

the third runway and whether there was enough information in the consultation paper
documents to adequately evaluate the impact of the options. Thectes @oncern

that the environmental costs hawvet been fully addresed and sufficient information
about the environmental impact and possible mitigationrmadeen provided in
order to have an informed public debate about the options.

There is consensus that the EIA should be done as soon as possible to allow the
necesary informed debate about how the environmental costs could be mitigated and
to avoid delay in construction. However, it is clear that different stakeholders have
very different views on how or even whether the environmental costs and economic
benefits ca be balanced.
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Annex A Resultsfor the Feedback Questionnairs collectedin Hong Kong
International Airport with living district missing

This section briefly describes the demographic characteristics of respondents who
completed the feedbacjuestionnairesollectedin HKIA but with living district
missing

A.1 Demographic information

Gender

FigureA.1 shows thaslightly over half (51.1%pf the feedbackjuestionnairesvere
completed by female respondents, whilertést(48.9%)were male.

FigureA.l: Gender breakdown

Genger

Female 51.1%

Male

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Percentage of completed feedback questionnaires

(Base:5,064excluding ¥6 missing data)
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Age

FigureA.2 shows thaabout half(47.3%) of feedback questionnaires were completed
by middleaged respondents between 31 and 50 years old, followed by about a third
of them (31.4%) aged between 18 and 30 years. About one oeigbit (13.1%)
respondents were aged over 50, while the ®8%) were aged below 18 years.

FigureA.2: Age breakdown

Age

61 or above
51-60
41 -50
31-40 31.6%
18-30 31.4%
13-17

Below 13 | | | | |
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Percentage of completed feedback questionnaires

(Base:5,076excluding564 missing data)
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Education level

Figure A.3 shows thatthree quarterg75.8%) of the feedback questionnairesre
completed by the respondents who attained tertiary education or above, followed by
secondary educatiol9.1%) and primary educatio (20).

FigureA.3: Education level

Age

Secondary - 19.1%

Primary F 5.0%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Percentage of completed feedback questionnaires

(Base:4,528excluding 1112missing data)
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A.2 The contribution of HKIA

In this section, respondentgere askedo rate their agreement with thellowing
descriptions abouhe contribution of HKIAusinga five-point scalg(Strongly agree,
agree, neutral, disagread strongly disagree)

1. Providing quality airport services and facilities;

2. Connecting Hong Kong with the world and enabling the city b an
international aviation hub;

3. Promoting Hong Kongds economic growt h;

4. Creating employment;

5. Stremgthening the overaltompetitiveness of Hong Kong; and

6. Making it more convenient for the respondents and their family to travel.

Figure A.4 showsthat most respondents either strongly agreed or agtieatthe
contribution of HKIA isconnecting Hong Kong with the world aedabling the city
to be an international aviation hub (%) andproviding quality airport services and
facilities (2.5%), while only0.6% and 0.9%6 either strongly disagreed or disagreed
with these two descriptiorrespectively

For makingit more convaient for the respondents and their faesko travel as the

contribution of HKIA, the majority of the respondeit@8.76) either strongly agreed
or agreed withthis contribution of HKIA, while 5% either strongly disagreed or
disagreed with it.

For promoting Hong Kong's economic growtlthe majority of the respondents
(88.20) either strongly agreed or agreed with this contribution of HKAAjle only
1.1% either strongly disagreed or disagredth it.

For strengthening the overall competitiveness of Hong Kong as the contribution of
HKIA, the majorityof the respondent&7.8%) either strongly agreed or agreed with
this contribution of HKIA while 1.3% either strongly disagreed or disagreed with it.

For creating employment as the contribution of HKIA, over 80%hef respondents
(85.8%) either strongly agreed or agreed wiitiis contribution of HKIA, whilel.0%
either strongly disagreed or disagreed with it.
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In summary, the majorityof respondentqgranged from 85.8% to 92.5% either
strongly agreedor agreedwith the various descriptions about theontribution of
HKIA and a tiny proportion ranged from 0.6% to 2.5%gQf them either strongly

disagreed odisagreed witlihe various descriptions
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FigureA.4: Agreement with the variowdescriptions about theontribution of HKIA

Descriptions

Connecting Hong 0.2%

Kong with the world i 0 0
and enabling the city . % 38.3% 53.8%

to be an international

D.3%

Providing quality
airport services and '% 40.9% 51.6%
facilities

Making it more . 7%

convenient for'they .0 38.3% 50.4%
and their family to
travel
0
Promoting Hong p.2%
Kong's economic -’A) 40.4% 47.8%
growth
Strengthening the D.3%
_overal '> 41.6% 46.2%
competitiveness of
Hong Kong
D.3%
Creating employment - 42.2% 43.6%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Percentage of completed feedback questionnaire

m Strongly disagree " Disagree ®Neutral = Agree © Strongly agree

(Base: Connecting Hong Kong with the world and enabling the city to be an
international aviation hub 5,562 excluding 78 missing data, Providing quality
airport services and fadikes =5,565 excluding 75 missing data, Promoting Hong
Kong's economic growth 5,539 excluding 101 missing data, Strengthening the
overall competitiveness of Hong Kong5s516excludingl124 missing data, Creating
employment =5,514excluding126 missing dta, Making it more convenient ftine

respondentandtheir family to travel =5,562excluding78 missing data)
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A.3 The future developmentof HKIA

According to the MP2030, substantial growth is forecast in the aviation market of the
Greater Pearl River Delta (GPRD) including that in Hong Kd®espondents were
asked to rate their agreement withetherHKIA should continue to be expanded to
cope withthe future air traffic demandsinga five-point scale (Strongly agree, agree,
neutral, disagree and strongly disagree)

FigureA.5 shows thaabout 80%of therespondentgither strogly agreed or agreed
(80.7%) that HKIA should continue to be expandem cope with the future air traffic
demandwhile only2.0% either strongly disagreed or disagreed with it.

FigureA.5: Agreementvith whetherHKIA should continue to be expanded to cope
with the future air traffic demand

HKIA should 2:4%0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘

continue to be
expanded to cope 45.3% 35.4%

with the future ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘

air traffic demand
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Percentage of completed feedback questionnaire:

m Strongly disagree = Disagree = Neutral Agree = Strongly agree

(Base:5,472excludingl68 missing datia
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A.4 Considerations for investment in expanding HKIAG capacity
and preferencefor the two proposed development options

A4l Consi derations for investment in expand!

According to the MP2030, substantial growth is fostea the aviation market of the
Greater Pearl River Delta (GPRD) including that in Hong Kd®espondents were
asked to rate their agreemenith the following considerationsindividually for
investment in expanding HKI& capacity using five-point scale (Strongly agree,
agree, neutral, disagree and strongly disagree)

Benefit to the qdity of airport services and facilities;

Benefit to Hong Kongds air connectivity w
Benefit to Hong Kongdés economic growt h;
Ceating more job opportunities for Hong K
Benefit to Hong Kongds competiveness,;
Making it more convenient for respondents and their family to travel;

Environmental impact; and

Construction cost.

© N o g brwNPR

Figure A.6 shows thatthe majorityrespondents (89%) either strongly agreed or
agreed thathe benefit to theuality of airport services and facilities an important
consideration, while only a tiny proportion of thein®%) either strongly disagree or
disagreed with it.

For consideation ofthe benefit to Hong Kong's air connectivity with the rest of the
world, the majority of respondents @7%) either strongly agreed or agreédt itis

an important consideration, while only a tiny proportion of thein®%) either
strongly disagred or disagreed with it

For consideration ofhe benefit to Hong Kong's economic growtiiost respondents
(86.1%) either strongly agreed or agrdédt it is an important consideration, while
only a tiny proportion of thenil(5%) either strongly disagrder disagreed with it

For considerationof making HKIA more convenient for the respondents and their
families to travelmost respondent8%.26) either strongly agreed or agrabdt itis

an important consideration, while only small proportion of them 3.0%0) either
strongly disagresor disagreed with it.
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For considerationof creating more job opportunities for Hong Kong's workforce
most respondenté352%) either strongly agreed or agreed tlitats an important
consideration, whilea tiny proportion of then{1.6%) either strongly disagreleor
disagreed witlit.

For consideratiorof the benefit to Hong Kong's competitivenessost respondents
(84.9%) either strongly agreed or agreed thas an important consideration, whie
tiny proportion of then{1.6%)either strongly disagreeor disagreed witlit.

For consideratiorof environmental impacslightly overthree quartersf respondents
(76.8%) either strongly agreed or agreed thas an important consideration, whie
smallproportion of then{3.1%) either strongly disagreleor disagreed witlt.

For considerationof construction costabout 70% of respondentg70.36) either
strongly agreed or agreed thatis an important consideration, whila small
proportion of then{4.5%)either strongly disagreeor disagreed witlit.

It is worthwhile to note thammost ofthe respondents considerdtht all the eight
considerations are important considerationsifon v e st me nt i n expandi
capacity, and among themnvironmentaimpact and construction cost ardatively
lessimportant.
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Figure A.6: Summary ofthe level of agreement that individuatonsiderationsare
importantfor investment in expanding HKI& capacity

Considerations

Benefit to the quality L.2% | | |

and facilities [
Benefit to Hong 0
Kong's air 46.3%

connectivity with the
rest of the world |

Kong's economic BRI

growth

Making it more -
convenient for them _ 46.8%

and their families to

travel |

Hong Kong's
workforce

Benefit to Hong
Kong's
competitiveness

42.2%

Environmental
impact

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Percentage of completed feedback questionnaire:

1%
6%
Creating more job 0
opportunities for 42.2%
6%
0%
6%

m Strongly disagree = Disagree m Neutral = Agree = Strongly agree

(Base:Benefit to the quality of airport servicemdfacilities = 5,500excluding140
missing dataBenefit to Hong Kong air connectivity with the rest of the word
5,492excluding148 missing dataBenefit to Hong Kon& economic growtkr 5,469
excluding 171 missing data,Creating more job opportunities for Hong Kdeg
workforce = 5,461 excluding 179 missing data, Benefit to Hong Kon
competitiveness 5,456 excluding184 missing dataMaking it more convenient for
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the respondentsnd their family to travel = 5,460 excluding 180, Environmental
impact = 5,421 excluding 219 missing data, Construction cost = 5,395 excluding 245
missing datp
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A.4.2 Preferencdor the two proposed developmt options

In the MP2030, AAHK presents two development options, that is, to maintain the
ai r po rrunvasy systenoor to expand into a thraaway systemRespondents
were asked to indicate their prefereieeOption 1, Option 2or neutral againsach
of the following considerations individually:

Benefit to the qdity of airport services and facilitee

Benefit to Hong Konds air connectivity with the rest of the world,;

Benefit to Hong Kong economic growth;

Creding more job opportunities fdlong Kongs workforce;

Benefit to Hong Kong competiveness;

Making it more convenient for respondents and their family to travel;
Environmental impact; and

Construction cost.

© N o s wNPRE

Figure A.7 shows that aboubalf of respondents4({.4%) preferred Option 2fter
consideration of the benefit to Hong Kong's economic grawtlisolation while
about one sixtlof them (6.72%0) preferred Option 1.

After consideration of the benefit to Hong Kong's air connectivity with the rest of the
world in isolation over half of respondents5@.3%) preferred Option 2, while about
onesixth of them (5.3%) preferred Option 1.

After consideration of creating more job opportunities for Hong Kong's workiorce
isolation abouthalf of respondents40.3%) preferred Option 2, whelabout onesixth
of them (6.0%) preferred Option 1.

After considerationofthb enef it t o Hong Kroisolgtdrsabouto mpet i t i
half of respondentA8.6%) preferred Option 2, whilabout onesixth of them (6.4%)
preferred Option 1.

After cansideration of the benefit to the quality of airport services and fasilitie
isolation abouthalf of respondents4@8.26) preferred Option 2, while over 1086
them Q0.4%) preferred Option 1.

After consideration of makingiKIA more convenient for theespondents and their
families to travein isolation less tharhalf of respondentté.8%) preferred Option 2,
while slightly less than onéfth of them (B.5%) preferred Option 1.
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After consideaition of construction cosin isolation close to a thirdf respondents
(31.39% preferred Option 2, whilslightly overa quarter of them26.6%) preferred
Option 1.

After consieration of environmental impacin isolation similar proportions of
respondents preferred OptionZB(3%) and Optia 1(30.246).

More respondents preferred Option 2 than Option 1 after considering each
contribution individually except environmental impact. However, the proportion of

respondents preferring Option 1 after considering environmental impact and
construction cost individually was much higher than that after considering the other
Six considerations.
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FigureA.7: Summary othe preference for the two proposed development options
against each ahe considerations individually

Descriptions

Benefit to Hong
Kong's air
connectivity with
the rest of the
world

Creating more job
opportunities for
Hong Kong's
workforce

Benefit to Hong
Kong's

competitiveness

Benefit to the
quality of airport -
services and
facilities

Benefit to Hong
Kong's economic

growth

Making it more _

convenient for

them and their
families to travel

Construction cost

ﬁ

impact

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Percentage of completed feedback questionnaire:

= Prefer Option 1: Maintaining the Existing TweRunway System

= Neutral

u Prefer Option 2: Expanding into a Thredrunway System
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(Base:Benefit to the quality of airport servicemdfacilities = 4,902excluding738
missing dataBenefit to Hong Kong air connectivity with the rest of the word
4,750excluding890 missing dataBenefit to Hong Kong economic growtk 4,734
excluding 906 missing data,Creating more job opportunities for Hong Kdeg
workforce = 4,723 excluding 917 missing data, Benefit to Hong Kon
competitiveness 4,703excluding937 missing dataMaking it more convenient for

the respondentsand their family to treel = 4,704 excluding 936, Environmental
impact = 4,697 excluding 943 missing data, Construction cost = 4,691 excluding 949

missing data
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A.4.3 Overall preferencdor the two proposed development options

Respondents were asked to indicate thearall preferencdor Option 1 Option 2or
neutral

Figure A.8 shows thabver halfof respondents5é.8%6) preferred Option 2 overall,
while aboutoneseventhof them (#.9%) preferred Option bverall

FigureA.8: Overall preferencéor the two proposed development options

Descriptions
| | | | |
Overall preference | 14.9% 30.7% 54.4%
| | | | |
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Percentage of completed feedback questionnaire

Prefer Option 1: Maintaining the Existing TweRunway System
Neutral

Prefer Option 2: Expanding into a Thred&Runway System

(Base:4,331excludingl,309missing data)
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A.4.4 Agreement withAAHK should make a decision NOW on how the airport
should be further developed

Both options require considerable time to conduct further studies cdtain
regulatory approvals before works can commence. If HKIA is to expand into a 3
runway system, in particular, it will require a construction e of about 10 years.
Respondentsere askedo rate their agreement withhetherit is urgent thaAHK
should make a decision now on how the airport should be further developed
five-point scalgStrongly agree, agree, neutral, disagree and strongly disagree).

FigureA.9 shows thatboutthree quartersf therespondents @ 5%) either strongl
agreed or agreed that it was urgent that AAHK should make a decision NOW on how
the airport should be further developed, while a small proportion of tBef#io)

either strongly disagree or disagreed with it.

FigureA.9: Agreement that it is urgent thARHK should make a decision NOW on
how the airport should be further developed

Itis urgent that [0.4% ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘

AAHK should
make a decision 44.1% 30.4%
NOW on how our

airport should be
further developed

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Percentage of completed feedback questionnaire:

m Strongly disagree = Disagree m Neutral = Agree = Strongly agree

(Base:5,283excluding357 missing data)
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Annex B Cross tabulation tables of the overall preference of the two proposed
developmentoptions with the eight considerations for investment in
expanding HKIA s capacity

This sectiorshows:
M1 ther el
agreement with each of theight considerationsbeing important for

at.i b eoverale maierencansl pheimlevel oft s 6

onship

investment irexpanding HKIAs capacityand
1 ther el b everallprefarencesmd thetr prefferamde s 6

aftertaking into account eaatonsiderationn isolation

ationship

Among thoseespondentsvho eitherstrongly agreed or agreed thhae benefit to the
quality of airport services and facilities an important consideration, a higher
proportionof thempreferred Option 2 (7.4%) than Option 1§.9%) overall

Table B.1:Agreement thathe benefit to the quality of airport services and facilities
an important consideration and overall preferefoceghe two proposed development

options

Overall Preferencéor the two proposed developme
options
Prefer Option 1: PreferOption 2:
Maintaining the Expanding into a
Existing Two ThreeRunway
Variable Level Base Runway System | Neutral System
Strongly disagree| 122 63.1% 21.3% 15.6%
thA?tfﬁef;e”;_t Disagree 234 59.8% 24.4% 15.8%
at the lenefi :
Strongly disagree
to the quality | g dg;’gree gree 3se 61.0% 23.3% 15.7%
of arport "N tiral 1548 24.0% 44.3% 31.8%
services and - = -
facilitiesis an | Adree 8402 13.4% 20.7% 65.9%
important Strongly agree 9986 5.2% 7.7% 87.2%
consideration | Strongly agree |y gagq 8.9% 13.6% 77.4%
and agree
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Among those respondenigho preferred Option aftertaking intoaccounthe benefit
to the quality of airport services and facilitiesisolation,17.7%% of themindicated

theypreferOption 2 overall

Table B.2 Preferenceor the two proposed development opticafter taking into
accountthe benefit to the qualityof airport services and facilitieand overall

preferencdor the two proposed development options

Overallpreferenceor the two proposed developmer
options
Prefer Option 1: Prefer Option 2:
Maintaining the Expanding into a
Existing Two ThreeRunway
Variable Level Base Runway System Neutral System
Preferencdor [Prefer Option 1:
the two R L 2420 64.9% 17.4% 17.7%
proposed Existing Two-
development |Runway System
optionsafter [Neutral 3884 10.9% 50.9% 38.2%
taking into
accounthe
benefit to the [Prefer thiqn z
quality of  [EXPandingintoa | 45530 1.3% 4.9% 93.8%
airport service! NfeeRUNway
and facilitiesin>YStem
isolation
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Among thoserespondentsvho either strongly agreed or agreed thée benefit to
Hong Kong's aiconnectivity with the rest of the world an important consideration,
a higher proportiof thempreferred Option 2 (7.6%) than Option 1§.7%) overall

Table B.3:Agreement thathe benefit to Hong Kong's air connectivity with the rest of
the worldis an important consideration and overall preferdocehe two proposed

development options

Overall Preferencéor the two proposed developmen
options
Prefer Option 1: PreferOption 2:
Maintaining the Expanding into 4
Existing Two ThreeRunway
Variable Level Base Runway System Neutral System
Strongly 137 67.2% 19.0% 13.9%
disagree
Agreement Disagree 226 60.2% 26.1% 13.7%
thatthe benefit | Strongly
to Hong disagreeand 363 62.8% 23.4% 13.8%
Kong's air | disagree
connectivity | Neutral 1447 27.1% 45.6% 27.3%
with the rest of| Agree 7289 14.4% 23.6% 62.0%
the worldis an Strong|y
important agree 11203 5.0% 7.3% 87.7%
consideration ["Srongly
agree and 18492 8.7% 13.7% 77.6%
agree
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Among those respondenigo preferred Option a&ftertaking into accounthe benefit
to Hong Kong's air connectivity with the rest of the wanldsolation,11.8% of them
indicated theyreferOption 2 overall

Table B.4 Preferenceor the two proposed development opticafter taking into
accountthe benefit to Hong Kong's air connectivity with the rest of the wenhdi
overall preferencéor the two proposed development options

Overall Preferencéor the two proposed development opti

Prefer Option 1:
Maintaining the Existing

Prefer Option 2:
Expanding into a

Variable Level Base Two-Runway System | Neutral [ThreeRunway Syste

Prefer

Preferencdor Option1:

the two Maintaining

proposed ko Eyisting| 1840 73.2% 15.1% 11.8%

development |1,

optionsafter Runway

taking into System

accounthe . o 3325 15.7% 53.9% 30.5%

benefit to Hongprefer

Kong's air : .

connectivity (Ethlon d?'

with the rest of! >t‘pa”T'h”9 14551 2.0% 6.6% 91.4%

the worldin  [Nt0 & Three

isolation g;‘:t‘gﬁ]y
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Among thoserespondentsvho either strongly agreed or agreed thée benefit to
Hong Kong's economic growtls an important consideration, a higher proportdn
thempreferred Option 2 @.4%) than Option 1§.1%) overall

Table B.5: Agreement thatthe benefit to Hong Kong's economic growis an
important consideration and overall prefererioe the two proposed development

options
Overall Preferencéor the two proposed developmen
options
Prefer Option 1: PreferOption 2:
Maintaining the Expanding into g
Existing Two ThreeRunway
Variable Level Base Runway System Neutral System
?.”O”Q'V 154 65.6% 15.6% 18.8%
isagree
Disagree 309 60.8% 21.7% 17.5%
Agreement tha{ Strongly
thebenefit to | disagree and 463 62.4% 19.7% 17.9%
Hong Kong's | disagree
economic Neutral 1880 25.6% 40.3% 34.1%
growthis an | Agree 7742 12.4% 21.7% 65.8%
important
consideration i‘;rr‘égg'y 10184 4.9% 7.2% 87.9%
Strongly
agree and 17926 8.1% 13.5% 78.4%
agree
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Among those respondenigho preferred Option aftertaking into accounthe benefit
to Hong Kong's economic growtim isolation,12.26 of themindicated theyprefer
Option 2 overall

Table B.6 Preferenceor the two proposed development opticafter taking into
accountthe benefit to Hong Kong's economic growdimd overall preferenclr the
two proposedlevelopment options

Overall Preferencéor the two proposed development opti

Prefer Option 1:
Maintaining the Existing

Prefer Option 2:
Expanding into a

Variable Level Base Two-Runway System | Neutral [ThreeRunway Syste

Prefer

Preferencdor [Option 1:

the two Maintaining

proposed the Existing| 1789 73.8% 14.0% 12.2%

development (Two-

optionsafter |Runway

taking into  [System

accounthe Neutral 4129 14.5% 48.1% 37.5%

benefit to Hon{Prefer

Kong's Option 2:

ng\;‘fhrmc E’t‘gaa”g'hr:ge 13770 1.7% 5.7% 92.6%

isolation Runway
System
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Among thoseespondentsvho eitherstrongly agreed or agreed tlta¢ating more job
opportunities for Hong Kong's workforae an important consideration, a higher
proportionof thempreferred Option 2 @.5%) than Option 18§.0%) overall

Table B.7: Agreement thatcreating more job opportunities for Hong Kong's
workforceis an important consideratiaand overall preferencer the two proposed
development options

Overall Preferencéor the two proposed developmen
options
Prefer Option 1: Prefer Option 2:
Maintaining the Expanding into 4
Existing Two ThreeRunway
Variable Level Base Runway System Neutral System
j.”ong'y 170 64.1% 17.1% 18.8%
isagree
Agreement Disagree 350 51.7% 24.0% 24.3%
thatcreating | Strongly
more job disagree and 520 55.8% 21.7% 22.5%
opportunities | disagree
for Hong Neutral 2284 23.3% 35.2% 41.4%
Kong's Agree 7772 12.0% 20.5% 67.5%
workforceis Strongly
an important | agree 9694 4.9% 7.9% 87.3%
consideration ["Strongly
agree and 17466 8.0% 13.5% 78.5%
agree
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Among those respondentgho preferred Option after taking into accountreating
more job opportunities for Hong Kong's workforae isolation, 13.3 of them
indicated theyreferOption 2 overall

Table B.8 Preferenceor the two proposed development opticafter taking into
accountcreating more job opportunities for Hong Kong's workforred overall

preferencdor the two proposed development options

Overall Preferencéor the two proposed development opti

Prefer Option 1:
Maintaining the Existind

Prefer Option 2:
Expanding into a

Variable Level Base Two-Runway System | Neutral [ThreeRunway Syste
Preferencédor |Prefer
the two Option 1:
proposed Maintaining
development [the Existing| 1650 71.5% 15.2% 13.3%
optionsafter (Two-
taking into  [Runway
account System
creating more |Neutral 4231 14.2% 44.0% 41.8%
job ~ |Prefer
opportunities |Option 2:
for Hong Expandin
Kong's Ao 13794 2.7% 6.6% 90.7%
workforcein  [Runway
isolation System
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Among thoserespondentsvho either strongly agreed or agreed the kenefit to
Hong Kong's competitiveness an important consideration, a higher proportdn
thempreferred Option 2 @.5%) than Option 1§.0%) overall

Table B.9: Agreement that the dmefit to Hong Kong's competitiveness an
important consideratiomnd overall preferencéor the two proposed development

options
Overall Preferencéor the two proposed developme
options
Prefer Option 1: Prefer Option 2:
Maintaining the Expanding into
Existing Two a Three
Variable Level Base Runway System Neutral Runway System
strongly 170 67.6% 17.1% 15.3%
disagree
Disagree 302 62.3% 21.2% 16.6%
h Strongly
Agreementthat | yisaqree and 472 64.2% 19.7% 16.1%
the kenefit to disagree
Hong Kong's =oe i) 1795 27.5% 41.2% 31.3%
competitivenesss
an important égree | 7052 13.0% 23.5% 63.5%
consideration | Strongly 10933 4.7% 7.1% 88.2%
agree
Strongly
agree and 17985 8.0% 13.6% 78.5%
agree
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Among thoseespondents/ho preferred Option aftertaking into accounthe kenefit
to Hong Kong's competitiveness isolation, 11.1% of themindicated theyprefer
Option 2 overall

Table B.10 Preferencdor the two proposed development optiafter taking into
accountthe kenefit to Hong Kong's competitiveneaad overall preferencr the
two proposed development options

Overall Preferencéor the two proposed development|
options
Prefer Option 2:
Prefer Option 1: Expanding into a
Maintaining the Existing ThreeRunway
Variable Level Base Two-Runway System | Neutral System
Prefer
Option 1:
Preferencdor |Maintaining
the two proposefthe Existing [ 1674 74.7% 14.3% 11.1%
development [Two-
optionsafter Runway
taking into System
accounthe Neutral 3886 16.1% 50.0% 33.9%
benefit to Hong [Prefer
Kong's Option 2:
fnoir:gl‘;tt'it(')\f”essi'i’t‘gi”g'h‘:ge 14097 2.0% 5.9% 92.1%
Runway
System
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Among thoserespondentsvho either strongly agreed or agreed thatking it more
convenient fothe respondents and th&mily to travelis an important consideration,
a higher proportiof thempreferred Option 2 @.7%) than Option 1{.9%) overall

Table B.11:Agreementhat making it more convenient fahe respondents and their
family to travelis an important consideratioand overall preferencéor the two

proposed development options

Overall Preferencéor the two proposed developme
options
Prefer Option 1: Prefer Option 2:
Maintaining the Expanding into
Existing Two a Three
Variable Level Base Runway System Neutral Runway System
g’.”o”g'y 281 54.1% 19.6% 26.3%
isagree
Disagree 533 37.0% 22.1% 40.9%
Agre_emfant that Strongly
making it more | qicaqree and| 814 42.9% 21.3% 35.9%
convenient for disagree
he respondents
:t:md theirfamily Neutral 3380 18.1% 28.1% 53.8%
to trave is an Agree 7778 10.2% 18.5% 71.3%
important | Strongly 8259 5.7% 8.6% 85.7%
consideration | 89ree
Strongly
agree and 16037 7.9% 13.4% 78.7%
agree
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Among those respondentsho preferred Option aftertaking into accounmaking it
more convenient fothe respondents and théamily to travelin isolation,19.1% of
themindicated to prefe©ption 2 overall

Table B.12 Preferencdor the two proposed development optiafter taking into
accountmaking it more convenient fadhe respondents and thémily to traveland
overall preferencéor the two development options

Overall Preferencéor the two proposed development|
options
Prefer Option 2:
Prefer Option 1: Expanding into a
Maintaining the Existing ThreeRunway
Variable Level Base Two-Runway System | Neutral System
Prefer
Preferencdor  [Option 1:
the two propose/Maintaining
development [the Existing| 2189 63.1% 17.7% 19.1%
optionsafter ~ [Two-
taking into Runway
accountmaking [System
it more Neutral 6204 10.1% 34.8% 55.1%
convenient for |prefer
the respondentsOption 2:
%n?récg:ir;am"y E’t‘gzng'h”rgee 11221 1.3% 4.2% 94.5%
isolation Runway
System
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Among thoserespondentsvho either strongly agreed or agreed thatvironmental
impactis an important consideration, a higher proportbnhempreferred Option 2
(71.4%) than Option 1X2.6%) overall

Table B.13:Agreement thatrevironmental impacts an important consideratiand
overall preferencéor the two proposed development options

Overall Preferencéor the two proposed developme
options
Prefer Option 1: Prefer Option 2:
Maintaining the Expanding into
Existing Two aThree
Variable Level Base Runway System| Neutral Runway System
Strongly 358 22.1% 8.9% 69.0%
disagree
Disagree 674 10.5% 12.6% 76.9%
Strongly
Agreement that | disagree and| 1032 14.5% 11.3% 74.1%
environmental | disagree
impactis an Neutral 4901 5.6% 17.8% 76.7%
importanf[ Agree 6707 8.0% 16.9% 75.1%
consideration | Strongly 7541 16.7% 15.2% 68.1%
agree
Strongly
agree and 14248 12.6% 16.0% 71.4%
agree
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Among those respondentwho preferred Option 1lafter taking into account
environmental impacin isolation, 50.1% of them indicated theyprefer Option 2

overall

Table B.14 Preferencdor the two proposed development optiafter consiéring

environmental impact and overall prefererfoe the two proposed development

options
Overall Preferencéor the two proposedevelopment option
Prefer Option 1: Prefer Option 2:
Maintaining the Existing Expanding into a
Variable Level Base Two-Runway System | Neutral |ThreeRunway Systet
Prefer
Option 1:
Preferencdor|Maintaining
the two the Existing] 5953 30.5% 19.4% 50.1%
proposed  (Two-
development/Runway
optionsafter [System
taking into  |Neutral 6206 3.9% 26.9% 69.2%
account Prefer
environmentgOption 2:
IR E’t‘gaa”?'h”rgee 7464 1.3% 2.7% 96.0%
Runway
System
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Among thosaespondentsvho eitherstrongly agreed or agreed tlwanstruction cost
is an important consideration, a higher proporobthempreferred Option 272.7%)
than Option 112.1%) overall

Table B.15:Agreement that theomstruction costs an important consideraticand
overall preferencéor the two proposed development options

Overall Preferencéor the two proposed developme
options
Prefer Option 1: Prefer Option 2:
Maintaining the Expanding into
Existing Two aThree
Variable Level Base Runway System| Neutral Runway System
Strongly 409 22.2% 10.0% 67.7%
disagree
Disagree 816 12.9% 13.7% 73.4%
Strongly
Agreement that | disagree and| 1225 16.0% 12.5% 71.5%
the onstruction | disagree
costis an Neutral 5332 7.1% 19.4% 73.4%
imp.ortan.t Agree 6983 9.6% 17.0% 73.4%
consideration ' Strongly 6565 14.7% 13.4% 71.9%
agree
Strongly
agree and 13548 12.1% 15.2% 72.7%
agree
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Among those respondentwho preferred Option 1lafter taking into account
construction cosin isolation,44.9% of themindicated theyreferOption 2 overall

Table B.16 Preferencdor the two proposed development optiafter taking into
account the construction cost and overall preferenéer the two proposed
development options

Overall Preferencéor the twoproposed development optig

Prefer Option 1:
Maintaining the Existing

Prefer Option 2:
Expanding into a

Variable Level Base Two-Runway System | Neutral [ThreeRunway Syste

Prefer
Option 1:

Preferencdor [Maintaining

the two the Existing| 4974 35.1% 20.0% 44.9%

proposed Two-

development |[Runway

optionsafter [System

taking into Neutral 6267 5.0% 29.0% 66.0%

account Prefer

construction [Option 2:

et :i)t(gz”g'hr:ge 8342 1.0% 2.6% 96.4%
Runway
System
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Annex C

List of public fora organized by AAHK

SSRC attended and took notes and audio recording of the ifogjBvpublic fora
which were orgarsed by AAHK. All concerns and views were collectadd
includedin the qualitative analysis.

TableC.1: List of public foraorgansed by AAHK

No. | Date held Details

1 11 June 2011 First Public Forum

2 19 June 2011 Second Public Forum
3 2 July 2011 Third Public Forum
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Annex D List of eventsorganized by AAHK and/or co-organized with other
organizations

SSRCwas invited toattended and took notes aaddio recording of the folloiwg 33
events including conferengeround tablesand seminarswhich were organized by
AAHK and/or co-organized with other organizations. All concerns and views were
collectedandincludedin the qualitative analysis.

TableD.1: List of eventsorganized by AAHK and/oco-organized with other
organizations

No. | Date held Details

1 10 June 2011 MP 2030 Seminar

2 14 June 2011 Briefing to the Hong Kong Construction Association (HKG

3 25 June 2011 Hong Kong LogisticAssociation Seminar

4 27 June 2011 Joint Business Chambers Seminar

5 9 July 2011 | Briefing to Tung Chung Resident Group

6 14 July 2011 | Breakfast Meeting with British Chamber of Commerce

7 17 July 2011 | Briefing to Tai O & Sha Lo Wan Resident Groups

8 17 July 2011 | Briefing to Lantau South & Discovery Bay Resident Group

9 19 July 2011 | Briefing to the Association for Project Management

Hong Kong Federation of Trade Unions (HKFTU) Logistics
and Transport Industry Committee Seminar (
10 |19 July2011| )

Briefing to the Hong Kong Fishermen Consortium (
11 | 22 July 2011 )

Public Policy Roundtable Series 8, jointly organised by:
1 City University of Hong Kong
12 23 July 2011| 9§ SynergyNet

Briefing to the Rotary Club (Sha Tifmsuen Wan and New
13 25 July 2011 | Territorie9

Briefing to the Association of Consulting Engineers of Hon
14 27 July 2011 | Kong
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No.

Date held

Details

15

29 July 2011

Forum on HKIA MP2030, jointly organised by:
1 Hong Kong Institute of Surveyors (HKIS)
1 Hong Konginternational Airport (HKIA)
1 Hong Kong Institution of Engineering (HKIE)
1 Hong Kong Institute of Planners (HKIP)
9 Hong Kong Institute of Landscape Architects (HKILA)

16

4 Aug 2011

Small and Medium Enterpris
Alrport and Export Trde: Now and Future ( A
N ), jointly organised by:
‘ﬂ Hong Kong Small and Medium Enterprises Associatio
9 Hong Kong Productivity Council

17

6 Aug 2011

Joint Conference on HKIA MP2030, jointly organised by:
1 Hong Kong Association of Freight Forwardi&g
Logistics Ltd (HAFFA)
1 Chartered Institute of Logistics and Transport in Hong|
Kong (CILTHK)
fTHong Kong Shippersé Coun

18

13 Aug 2011

Chartered Institute of Logistics and Transport in Hong Kon
(CILTHK) MP2030 Forum

19

13 Aug 2011

AES-YES Discussiori-orum, jointly organised by:

1 Young Engineers in Society Committee (YES) of the
Association of Engineering Professionals in Society
(AES)

1 Dashun Policy Research Centre Limited (

e )
1 Kowloon West New Dynamic

20

15 Aug 2011

Briefing to the Hong Kong kstitute of Urban Design

21

16 Aug 2011

Dinner talk on MP2030 organised by the Y Elites Associat
( )

22

20 Aug 2011

Briefing to Tsuen Wan Resident Group

23

20 Aug 2011

Briefing to Ma Wan Resident Group

24

20 Aug 2011

Environmental ManagemeAsssociation of Hong Kong
(EMAHK) Public Forum on Airport Expansion, jointly
organised by:
1 MSc Programme in Environmental Management, The
University of Hong Kong
1 EMAHK

25

21 Aug 2011

Tuen Mun District Development Forum (- '\ )

26

26 Aug 2011

Briefing to Ma Wan Village Residents
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No. | Date held Details

Briefing to the Council of Hong Kong Professional
27 | 27 Aug 2011 | Associations

WWEF 3rd Runway Stakeholder Engagement Forum cum
28 | 29 Aug 2011 | Workshops
29 | 30 Aug 2011 | Briefing to New Territoriesdeung Yee Kuk ( )
30 |31 Aug 2011 2" Green Groups Roundtable

31 Aug 2011 | The Federation of Hong Kong & Kowloon Labour Unions

31 Seminar ( ¢ & )

Briefing to the Canadian Chamber of Commerce in Hong
32 1 Sept 2011 | Kong
33 |2 Sept 2011 | Aerospacd-orum Asia (AFA) HKIA MP2030 Symposium
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Annex E Lists of meetings of the Panel on Economic Development of the
Legislative Council and organisations/individuals who submitted
written comments to the Legislative Council

SSRC attended and took notes andio recording of the folloiwg 2 meetings of the
Panel on Economic Development of ttegislative Council All concerns and views
were collecte@ndincludedin the qualitative analysis.

TableE.1: List of meetingsf the Panel on Economic Development of tlegislative
Council

No. | Date held Details

Meeting of the Panel on Economic Development of the
1 10 June 2011| Legislative Council

Meeting of the Panel oBconomic Development of the
2 19 July 2011 | Legislative Council

A total of 105 written submissios were made by various organisations and
individualsto the Legislatre Council to express their views.

Among these 105 submissio®2 were from organisations ardi@ from individuals.
Among thesesubmissions? were in support of Option 1 an® were in support of
Option 2 while the others showed no clear preference

TableE.2 List of organsations/individuals whasubmitted written amments to the
Legislative Council

Item | Name of organisation

1 Airline Operator's Committee

Airport Air Freight Employees' Association

Airport Development Concern Network

Airport Development Concern Network (ffoer subrmsson)

Airports Council International AsiPacific

Association of Engineering Professionals in Society Ltd

Board of Airline Representatives Hong Kong

Business and Professionals Federation of Hong Kong

Ol |N|O|(O|dIW[N

Cathay Pacific Airways Limited

10 | Cathay Pacific Airways Local Management Staff Consultative Committe

11 | Cathay Pacific Airways Local Staff Union

12 | Cathay Pacific Catering Services (HK) Ltd

13 | China Aircraft Services Limited
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Item | Name of organisation

14 | Civic Party

15 | Concern Domestic Economy Union

16 | Credit Suisse (Hong Kong) Limited

17 | Dah Chong Hong Dragonair Airport GSE Service Ltd

18 | Designing Hong Kong Limited

19 | DHL Aviation (HongKong) Limited

20 | Economic Synergy

21 | Federation of Hong Kong Industries

22 | Friends of the Earth (HK)

23 | Friends of the Earth (HK) (& submsson)

24 | Gate Gourmet Hong Kong Limited

25 Green Council

26 Green Lantau Association

27 | Green Lantau Association (fher subrsgon)

28 Green Sense

29 | Greeners Action

30 | Greenpeace

31 GuangdongHong Kong Association for the Promotion of Technology
Enterprise (HK) Ltd.

32 | Hong Kong Air Cargo Terminals Employees Union

33 | Hong Kong Air Cargo Terminals Ltd

34 | Hong Kong Air Cargo Terminals Ltd (Rier subnggon)

35 | Hong Kong Air Freight Transport and Express Transport Employees Un

36 | Hong Kong Aircraft Engineering Company Limited

37 | Hong Kong Aircrew Officers Association

38 | Hong Kong Airline Pilots Association

39 | Hong Kong Airline Service Providessssociation

40 | Hong Kong Airport Catering Employees Union

41 | Hong Kong Airport Ramp Services Employees Union

42 | Hong Kong Airport Services Limited

43 | Hong Kong Association of China Travel Organisers Ltd

44 | Hong Kong Association of Travel Agent

45 | Hong Kong Aviation Industry Employees General Union

46 | Hong Kong Business Aviation Centre Ltd

47 | Hong Kong Construction Association

48 | Hong Kong Construction Industry Employees General Union

49 | Hong Kong Dolphin Conservation Society

50 | Hong Kong Dragon Airlines Flight Attendants Association

51 | Hong Kong Dragon Airlines Limited

52 | Hong Kong Dragon Airlines Limited (Fther subnsgon)

53 | Hong Kong General Chamber of Commerce

54 | Hong Kong Ideas Centre

55 | Hong Kong Japanese Tour Operators Association
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Item | Name of organisation
56 | Hong Kong Kowloon Taxi & Lorry Owners' Association Limited
57 | Hong Kong Logistics Association
58 | Hong Kong Outbound Tour Operator's Association Ltd
59 | Hong Kong Professionals and Senior Executives Association
60 | Hong Kong Retail Management Association
61 | Hong Kong Shippers' Council
62 | Hong Kong Shippers' Council (Rher submsgon)
63 | Hong Kong Taiwan Tourist Operators Association
64 | Hong KongTourism Board
65 | Hongkong Association of Freight Forwarding and Logistics Ltd
66 | International Air Transport Association
67 | J. P. Morgan Securities (Asia Pacific) Ltd
68 | Joint Hong Kong Express Airways Limited and Hong Kong Airlines Limi
69 | Liberal Party Youth Committee
70 | LSG Lufthansa Service Asia Ltd
71 | NuanceWatson (HK) Limited
72 | Park Island Owners' Committee
73 | Singapore Airlines Ltd
74 | Sky Connection Limited
75 | SSP Asia Pacific Ltd
76 | The British Chamber of Commerce in Holkgng
77 | The Chamber of Hong Kong Logistics Industry
78 | The Chartered Institute of Logistics and Transport
79 | The Chinese Manufacturers' Association of Hong Kong
80 | The Federation of Hong Kong Hotel Owners
81 | The Hong Kong Bird Watching Societymited
82 | The Hong Kong Chinese Importers' & Exporters' Association
83 | The Hong Kong Electronic Industries Association
84 | The Hong Kong Institution of Engineers
85 | The Hong Kong Institution of Highways and Transportation
86 | The Professional Commons
87 | The Staffs & Workers Union Of Hong Kong Civil Airlines
38 The Staffs & Workers Union Of Hong Kong Civil Airlines (HAECO
Branches)
89 | Transition South Lantau
90 | Vogue Laundry Service Limited
91 | WWF- Hong Kong
92 e 8 f
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Item | Name ofindividual

93 | Dr CAO Wen, The Chinese University of Hong Kong

94 | Professor HUNG Wingat, Hong Kong Polytechnic University
95 | Professor LEE Tiersheng, Hang Seng Management College
96 | Professor YEUNG Yuenan, The Chinese University Biong Kong
97 | Ms Angela CHOW Ngawing

98 | Mr David LAI, Wan Chai District Councillor

99 | Mr KOO Taktsai

100 | Mr Peter SHIU Kafai, Eastern District Councillor

101 | Mr Raymond SIEW Wakeung

102 | Mr TSANG Hayeung

103 | Ms TSUI Hintung

104 | Mr YAU Yuk-lun, Sai Kung District Councillor

105 | Mr YEUNG Waising, Eastern District Councillor
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Annex F List of District Council meetings

SSRC attended and took notes and audio recording of the ifojjoi8 District
Council meetings All concerns and views were collected to be included for the
analysis as qualitative analysis.

Although no motion regarding MP2030 was moved at these 18 District Council
meetings, at seven of these meetings,
views on MR2030.In summary, seven District Councils generally supported Option 2,
while thediscussion irelevenDistrict Councilsreached no clear conclusion

TableF.1: List of District Council meetings

No. Date held Details

1 20 June 2011 | Briefing to IslandDistrict Council

2 23 June 2011 | Briefing to Yuen Long District Council

3 23 June 2011 | Briefing to Yau Tsim Mong District Council

4 28 June 2011 | Briefing to Sham Shui Po District Council

5 5 July 2011 Briefing to Tuen Mun District Council

6 5 July 2011 Briefing to Wong Tai Sin District Council

7 5 July 2011 Briefing to Kwun Tong District Council
Briefing to Tai Po District Council Environment,

8 13 July 2011 | Housing and Works Committee

9 14 July 2011 | Briefing to Southern District Council

10 14 July2011 | Briefing to Kowloon City District Council

11 14 July 2011 | Briefing to Kwai Tsing District Council

12 19 July 2011 | Briefing to Wan Chai District Council

13 21 July 2011 | Briefing to Sha Tin District Council

14 26 July 2011 | Briefing to Tsuen Waiistrict Council

15 28 July 2011 | Briefing to North District Council

16 30 Aug 2011 | Briefing to Sai Kung District Council
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No. Date held Details

Briefing to Central & Western District Council Food,
17 1 Sept 2011 | Environment, Hygiene & Works Committee

Briefing to Eastern District Council Planning, Works
18 2 Sept 2011 | and Housing Committee
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Annex G List of written submissions sent to AAHK or HKUSSRC

SSRC also receive?b6 written submissions including the associatiarganisation

and individuals sent to AAHK d8SRC through letters and emails.

Table G.1 List of written submissions sent to AAHK or HKUSSRC

Item | Name of organisation

1 30s Group

2 Air Hong Kong Ltd.(AHK) ( )

3 Airline Operators Committe@AOC), HKIA ( QN
)

4 Airport DevelopmenConcern Network )

5 Airport Freight Forwarding Centre Co. Ltd. e QAN)

6 Asian Business Aircraft Association

7 | AsiaWorld-Expo Management Limite@K ’ )

Association for Tai O Environment and Development 4

)

9 Aviation Development Advisory Committee

10 Board of Airline Representatives Hong Kong

Business and Professionals Federation of Hong Kong Q

11 )

12 Civic Party(Q )

13 Commission on Strategic Developmént )

Concern Group for a Competitiexhibition Industry in Hong Kong

14 )

Democratic Alliance for the Bettermieand Progress of Hong Korfg

15 )

16 Democratic Party y )

17 ECO Environmental Investments Limited

18 | Economic Synergy ° F)

Federation of HK Guangxi Communi@rganisations Ltq

19 )

20 Federation of Hong Kong Industriés )
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Item | Name of organisation

21 Fire Services Departme(t )

22 Global Source$ )

23 Greater China Transport Logisticsr&ights Magazine (Issue 8, 2011)

24 Green Lantau Associatidn )

25 Green Lantau Association ( © )7 further submission

26 Green Powe( F )

27 Green Sensg )

28 Green Sense (d ) 1 with signatures

29 Greeners Action ° )

30 GuangdongHong Kong Association for the Promotion of Technology
Enterprise (HK)Ltd. ( 6 )

31 Heung Yee Kuk New Territorigs )

32 Hong Kong Business Aviation Centre L{d. e Q
N)

33 Hong Kong Dragon Airlines Ltd. ( QAN)

34 Hong Kong Exhibition & Convention Industry Associatipn

)

Hong KongFederation of Trade Unions Logistics and Transport Indu

35 .
Committee( 14 )

36 Hong Kong General Chamber of Commefce )

37 Hong Kong Institute of Carbon Emission Reduction and Energy
Management

38 Hong Kong Institution of Highways and Trsportation Q )

39 Hong Kong Islands District Association

40 Hong Kong Logistics Associatian )

a1 Hong Kong Logistics Management Staff Associatjon X

)

42 Hong Kong Monetary Authority )

43 Hong Kong New TerritorfCommercial & Industrial General Associatig
( T ( o )

a4 Hong Kong Professionals And Senior Executives Associdtion

4 X )
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Item | Name of organisation
45 Hong Kong Shippers' Coundgil § X )
46 Hong Kong Small and Medium Enterprises Associafion e
A )
47 InnoFocai MaD Project Runway Youth Engagement on MP2030 (FuU
Report)
48 Jardine Engineering Corporation
49 Kowloon Federation of Associatiof§ )
50 Lantau Tourism Alliance
51 Liberal Party( )
52 Living Islands Movement Fo°)
53 Living Seas Hong Kong
54 Logistics Cargo Supervisors Association )
55 Momentum104107- F)
56 New People's Party )
57 Ocean Park Conservation Foundation of Hong Kong Q d
)
58 Park Island Owners' Committ¢e y ) (article onnoise
issue)
59 Park Island Owners' Committ¢e y ) T with signatures
60 Park Island Owners' Committée y ) (survey results)
Powersoft Consultandyi Unconventional 6 You
61 Activities for the Hong Kong International Airport (Youth Engagemer
Report)
62 Professional Property Services Limtied
63 Sun Fook Kong Construction Lt(l. QN)
64 Textile Council of Hong Kong Ltd )
65 The British Chamber of Commerce in Hong Kdng )
66 The Chartered Institute of Logistics and Transport in Hong Kong
)
67 The Chinese General Chamber of Commérce é )
68 The Environmental Management Association of Hong Kong
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Item | Name of organisation
69 TheFederation of Hong Kong & Kowloon Labour Unionsg T °
)
70 The Hong Kong Electronic Industries Associat{on )
71 The Hong Kong Institute of Architec(s )
72 The Hong Kong Institution of Enginegfs )
73 The Incorporated Owners Gfaste Peak Villaé
74 The I)ncorporated Owners of Hongkong Gar¢len y
)
75 The Owners' Committee of Aqua Blge y )
76 The Professional CommoiiQ "Q )
-7 The St_affTand Wor kerso Uni s o
members unions ( w )
78 Transport and Logistics Services
79 Travel Industry Council of Hong Kong )
80 WWEF - Hong Kong
81 WWEF - Hong Kong(Petition Letter 2011)
82 Yat Tung Community Network N )
83 |Y-Link (¥ )
84 |o & o T 8 G W T ]
Item | Name of individual
85 A L NANIK
86 Albert CHAN Watyip, Legislative Councillor
87 Alpha
88 Angus HO Honwai ([email address redactgd]
89 AnnaMAK ([email address redactgd]
90 | Anna WONG([email address redactgd]
91 Arthur KH LEE
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Item | Name of individual
92 Babel Bat Limited[email address redactgd]
93 Carrie WONG([email address redactgd]
94 Cat WONG([email address redactgd]
95 Celia FUNG([email address redactgd]
96 Celia FUNG([email address redactgd] further submission
97 | CHAN Ka-yee
98 CHAN Manyee
99 CHAN Sarkwong
100 | CHAN Siufei, departing passenger
101 | CHAN Wanshum
102 | CHAN Yung
103 | CHEN Yu Chui([email address redactgd]
104 | CHENG Sze Lind[email address redactgd]
105 | CHEUNG Leelee departing passenger
106 | CHEUNG Wahkeung
107 | CHEUNG Wing SumAllen ([email address redactgd]
108 | CHEUNG Yu Wai([email address redactgd]
109 | ChloeMOK ([email address redactgd]
110 | CHOI Pakhei
111 | CHOW Waityee
112 | Christina CHAN([email address redactgd]
113 | CHUNG Chiman
114 | CHUNG Wing Tung([email address redactgd]
115 | CHUNG Wing Yi([email address redactgd]
116 | Connie KAN departing passenger
117 | Cyndi HUNG ([email address redactgd]
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ltem | Name of individual

118 | Daniel CHENG

119 Daswani Praveen Mohan

120 | David CHUNG([email address redactgd]

121 | David COX([email address redactgd]

122 David COXi further submission

123 David LAN, Member of the National Committee of CPPCC

124 | David

125 | Dawn LAM Shun Yed[email address redactgd]

126 | Dennis LI Yeungnung

127 | Derek TSH[email address redactgd]

128 | DirectorGeneral of Civil Aviation Mr Norman L@ )

Dr C W TSQ School of Energy and Environment, City University of
129 >

Hong Kong ( , 4 )
130 | Dr John CHAN Chustung( ’ A ) )

Dr LAW Cheungkwok, Aviation Policy and Research Centre of the
131 | Chinese University of Hong Kong ( ~ , e

e )

132 Dr Peter K S PUN

Dr Peter WONG Chchung Hong Kong Polytechnic University
133 | Department of Logistics and Maritime Studies
( & 1 )

134 Edmond HON

135 | Eduardo Freyre ROACIK{email address redactgd]

136 | Emmy TSANG([email address redactgd]

137 | [email address redacted]

138 | FUNG Ka Keung [email address redactgd]

139 | FUNG Shun Kwar{[email address redactgd]

140 FUNG Shuntsui

141 | Georgiana CHAN[email address redactgd]
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Item | Name of individual

142 | Gloria LO([email address redactgd]

143 | Harry WU ([email address redactgd]

144 | [email address redacted]

145 | Heidi ADICK ([email address redactgd]
146 | Helen WONG([email addressedacted)
147 | Herbet([email address redactgd]

148 | Herman SO

149 | Hillman ([email address redactgd]

150 | Him Him ([email address redactd]

151 | [email address redacted]

152 | [email address redacted]

153 | Ivy WU ([email address redactd]

154 | JacksonVONG Fanfoung

155 | Jacqueline MIU[email address redactgd]
156 | Jamie CHENQ[email address redactgd]
157 | Jan BOCHENSKI[[email address redactgd]
158 | Jan LAI([email address redacted])

159 | Jason CHENG

160 | Joanne CHO([email address redactgd]
161 | Joe CHAN([email address redactgd]

162 | Justin TSENG[email address redactgd]
163 | KK KWOK ([email address redactgd]
164 | Karen BARRETTQ([email address redactgd]
165 | Karin WONG ([email address redactgd]
166 | Kayee LEUNG([email addressedacted)
167 | Kelvin LIAO ([email address redactgd]
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Item | Name of individual

168 | Kenneth TSE

169 | Kenneth YUNG([emalil address redactgd]
170 | Kevin Cheng[email address redactgd]
171 | King KWOK ([email address redactgd]
172 | Kinkei TAI ([email address redactgd]

173 | Kui CHEUNG ([email address redactgd]
174 | KWOK Long Yin ([email address redactgd]
175 | LAl Kam-wa

176 | LAM Lai-yan

177 | LAM Pak-yan

178 | LAM Pui Kwan ([email address redactgd]
179 | LAM Wai-leung

180 | LAM Wai-leungi further submission

181 | LAU Han-shing

182 | Lau([email address redactgd]

183 | Laurence LAU([email address redacted]
184 | LEE Qun Ui ([email address redactgd]
18 | LEUNG Chi Wan([email address redactgd]
18 | LEUNG Katsun

187 | LI Shiu-bong

188 | Linda CHOI Kwokpor

189 LING Ka Yan([email address redacted]
190 | Lok Man CHU([email address redactgd]
191 | Magdalena WONG Maskun

192 | Mandi([email address redactgd]

193 | Margaret DYER([email address redactgd]
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Item | Name of individual

19 | Martin NG ([email address redactgd]
195 | Maurice K CHANG([email addressedacted)
196 | May SIU

197 | Mayling CHAN ([email address redactgd]
198 | Mega LAU ([email address redactgd]
199 | Michael FONG Kata

200 | Michael MO([email address redactgd]
201 | Michelle ([email address redactgd]

202 | Michelle AU ([email addressedacted)
203 | Michelle AU

204 | Middle Class Dude

205 | Miss CHEUNG

206 | Mo Pang([email address redactgd]

207 | MOK Sui-hung departing passenger
208 | Mr CHAN

209 | Mr NG

210 | Mr NG

211 | Mr POON

212 | Mrs K KWAN ([email address redactgd]
213 Ms CHAN

214 | Ned LIU (Jemail address redactgd]

215 | NG Pat Yu

216 | NG Wing Chi([email address redactgd]
217 | NGAI Kwai-yung

218 | Nicole YU

219 | NY
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Item | Name of individual
220 | Orry YUNG
221 | P C CHAN
222 | P C CHANI further submission
223 | PANG Hoi Yan([email address redactgd]
224 | PaulZIMMERMAN, Designing Hong Kong Limited
25 Paul ZIMMERMAN, Designing Hong Kong Limited further
submission
226 | Paulo( d ) ([email address redacted]
227 | PEKY
228 | Peter LAl Pei Taf[email address redactgd]
229 | Philip LEONG
230 | POON Ho War([email address redacted]
231 | Portia CHEUNG
232 | Priscilla CHAU ([email address redactgd]
Professor Michael FUNG Kuiu, Aviation Policy and Research Centre
233 | of the Chinese University of Hong Kong ( &
e )
Professor Victor SITDirector ofAdvanced Institute for Contemporary
234 | China Studies, Hong Kong Baptist University ( :
e -0 , )
235 | Purple Rain
236 | Raghbi Syed Jamil
237 | Raymond HO Markit, Sai Kung District Councillor
238 | Roni WONG([email addressedacted)
239 | Ruby AUYEUNG Pui Yi([email address redactgd]
240 | Ruy BARRETTO SC
241 | Sam CHOW Tunghan
242 | Samuel Hund[email address redactgd]
243 | Scott WARNER departing passenger
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Item | Name of individual

244 | SHKNE

245 | SHU Lokshing( €& UN)

246 | SIU Pui Yu([emailaddress redacted]

247 | Smart James

248 | SO Mankit

249 | SO Wing On([email address redactgd]
250 | Society of Hong Kong Nature Explorgffemail address redactgd]
251 | Stanely HUI([email address redactgd]

252 | Stanley CHUN@[email address redactgd]
253 | Stella KAT

254 | Sylvia CHOI([email address redactgd]
255 | TANG Wing-sze

256 | Terence CHU[email address redactgd]
257 | Thomas CHO[[email address redactgd]
258 | Thomas YEUNG (Y )

259 | Tim LO ([email address redactgd]

260 | Timothy CHENG([email address redacted]
261 | Tom PANG Kinchung

262 | Trevor YANG

263 | TSANG Sau Ying[email address redactgd]
264 | TSE WingSze([email address redactgd]
265 | TSOI Yuet King([email address redactgd]
266 | TUNG Puiyeung

267 | Vincent HO([email addressedacted)

268 | Vivian WONG ([email address redactgd]
269 | Wendy LEUNG([email address redactgd]
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Item | Name of individual

270 | Wilson LAU ([email address redactgd]

271 | WONG Chiyuen

272 | WONG Kim-man

273 | WONG Manho

274 | WONG Pui Chi([email address redactgd]
275 | WONG YatHang([email address redactgd]
276 | xpqdvxz([email address redacted]

277 | YMFAN

278 | YEUNG Shuwing

279 | YEUNG Tak Chiu([email address redactgd]
280 | YEUNG Tsz Kit([email address redactgd]
281 | Yim TSANG ([email address redactgd]

282 | YOUNG Fuk-ki, Tsuen Wan District Council Member
283 | YU Hon Kwan Islands District Council Member
284 | YU Mei-ling

285 | YUEN Kwok-ki

286 | Zoe FAN([email address redactgd]

287 |6 ( H )

288 |0

289 J G

290 a

291 |~

292 UN

2983 UN

2A UN

295 J G
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Iltem

Name of individual

2%
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Annex H

List of printed media and broadcasting

A total of 16 radio programmes, 5 online programmes @&/ programmes were
included in the qualitative analysis.

TableH.1: List of broadcasting programmes

Item |Date Source Broadcasting Programme

1 2June2011 [Now d | Iz

2 3June2011 |cRr2 a Tk

3 3June2011 |\etro Radio King King

4 3June2011 |RTHK1 B edw

5 3June201l |RTHK1 YN

6 4June2011 |cRr1 5

7 4 June2011 |RTHK1 [

8 5June2011 [RTHK1 4 H

9 7 June2011 |\etro Radio King King

10 8 June2011 |\etro Radio King King

11 8 June2011 |RTHK3 Backchat

12 8 June2011 [Now d | 4

13 | 11June201l|RTHK1

14 24 June2011|TVB Pearl [Money Magazine

15 7 July2011 [Online Radio|(HK ReporterB v w ? 41
16 14 July 2011 |Online Radio|(HK ReporterB v & ° 42
17 21July2011 |Online Radio|(HK Reporterg v = ° 43
18 23July2011 |RTHK1

19 24 July 2011 |TVB

20 4 Aug 2011 |Online Radio|(HK Reporterg v = ° 45
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Item Date Source Broadcasting Programme
21 6 Aug 2011 |RTHK2 5
22 9 Aug 2011 RTHK1 B et
23 10Aug 2011 RTHK1 B ed
24 10Aug 2011 |cRr2 a Tk th
25 | 12Aug2011|TVB -«
. s L & )- - WWF 1
2 | 19Aug2011 [Online RadioS =¥ { °V € ) 4
27 30Aug 2011 [RTHK TeenPowers z
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A total of 852 articles (including25 editorials, 235 column articles an®92 news
articles) from18 newspaperand a total of @rticles from3 magazinesvere included
as printed median the qualitative analysis.

TableH.2: List of printednewspaper

No. of No. of

news column No. .Of
ltem Newspapers and magazines articles articles Sl
1 Am 730 5 5 0
2 Apple Daily 43 8 1
3 China Daily Hong Kong Edition 5 10 0
4 Headline Daily 23 0 2
5 Hong Kong Commercial Daily 25 19 4
6 Hong Kong Daily News 36 6 2
7 Hong Kong Economic Journal 26 35 1
8 Hong Kong Economic Times 43 9 1
9 Metropolis Daily 7 1 0
10 Ming Pao Daily News 56 12 2
11 Oriental Daily News 27 14 2
12 Sing Pao Daily News 29 8 1
13 Sing Tao Daily 67 33 2
14 South China Morning Post 33 39 1
15 Ta Kung Pao 58 19 2
16 The Standard 24 2 0
17 The Sun 32 3 2
18 Wen Wei Po 53 12 2
TableH.3: List of magazines
ltem Newspapers and magazines No. of articles
1 Bauhinia Magazine 1
2 Next Magazine 4
3 PCMarket 1

In Table H.2, oe news articlgroupedunderthe Hong Kong Economic Journalas published in
iMoney, a separate magazine published by tlewspaper. This particular article could have been

groupedn Table H.3, under an ltem-4Money.
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Annex |

List of Internet and Social Media

A total of 644 commentfrom 99webpagesvere includedn the qualitative analysis

Tablel.1: List of Internet and Social Media

Iltem |Website Webpage Title Ne, @
comment
> 1| "o Qo d
1 |141hongkong.col > 1T 3 10
2 |blogspot dragonlordgardefDragonlordgarden 2
my L
3 |blogspot robustorlo Y- - 2
m U
4  |blogspot robustorlo |3 b = 6
5 |blogspot Greenairport 1 3 9
. ap h
6 [|discuss.com.hk ~» 3 et . d 93
r» S 3 B
. » 33 £ W
7 |discuss.com.hk [o» " L V25 4
. » 3 o 3
8 |discuss.com.hk Eo» " q ° (P.3W" map) 2
9 |discuss.com.hk F oy > 3 3 yes 1 1
»X
10 |discuss.com.hk |& X » 3 0 i 4
Logistics
»\
11 |discuss.com.hk »y >3 18 304 4
»\ . "
0 a v
12 |discuss.com.hk »y a @ g 5
o
M ([ e)sp d4v 3
13 |discuss.com.hk »y Op . O 1
n a o B
, ” i R T g ;
14 |discuss.com.hk » 6 Z 5 1
2e
»? 3 T w =~ e’
15 |discuss.com.hk » 6 Z S ‘ 3
M 3
» - -~
. k 70
16 |discuss.com.hk | » 6 s = 8
J
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Iltem |Website Webpage Title Ne, @
comment
»
. 1362 dz
17 |discuss.com.hk T; » 6 {230 Yo U (June3) 35
» -
18 |discuss.com.hk |t » ) " 2 2
R b O° (June 5)
» -
19 |discuss.com.hk |t » " & 3 ’ 2
U b O (June 7)
> g2 D 30
; a ;
20 |discuss.com.hk T‘J » 6 (June 11) 1
»
21 |discuss.com.hk » B 4L (July 18 1
J
» I T
. 3 O ¥k
22 |discuss.com.hk T‘J » 6 & ‘0 u (August5) 7
» e e
23 |discuss.com.hk | » 5 |0 « |} Ns = 6
i ¥ (Aug 29)
24 |Facebook y Green Sense 1
H 3 No
25 |Facebook 3rd Runway 21
H 3 N a e
26 |Facebook € N3 3— a 1
]
27 |Facebook 1
28 |Facebook 0] 3
29 |Facebook (o] i-cable.com 3
30 |Facebook Dragonair 7
H 3H ¥ 3
31 |Facebook N Say NO to No 3rd Runway 14
32 |Facebook 0 2
33 |Facebook % : 3 12
34 |Facebook Vote for You uLp @ 1
35 |Facebook Care For Dolphins.net 1
36 |Facebook . N LT ®o 650 5
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Iltem |Website Webpage Title Ne, @
comment
37 |Facebook WWF Hong Kong 3
38 |Facebook "H Pink Dolphin Saver 1
39 |Facebook Economic Synergy s 7
—
40 |Facebook i wo 3 4
41 |Facebook W b 63
42 |Facebook n- ¥ 1
43 |hkgolden.com 1362 3 101
» td
3 my LI _
44 |hkgolden.com > 1 d (June 5) 55
3 m u |
45 |hkgolden.com > 1 d b 7
WO 3 8
46 |hkgolden.com > 1 d T 4
2 o
47 |hkgolden.com > 1 d S q o 5
48 |MySinaBlog 1
49 |MySinaBlog i 9 O 1
B
50 |uwants > S 5 . 1
to» 1 2
51 |uwants g O K N 3
to» 1 .
52 |uwants 2
53 |uwants to» ) 14
54 |Yahoo Blog o= 1
55 |Yahoo Blog V K - 3 1
56 [Yahoo Blog g O K N 1
57 |Yahoo Blog b x0 1
58 |Yahoo Blog T3 i 1
59 |Yahoo Blog s 1w 2
- t 3 b s
60 |Yahoo Blog 2 4
61 |Yahoo Blog ‘R— 3 D T 1
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Iltem |Website Webpage Title Ne, @
comment
62 |Yahoo Blog T3 1
63 |Yahoo Blog £ ; Dp 1
64 |Yahoo Blog 3 ! 2
65 |Yahoo Blog 3 ! 1
66 |- BLOG ) 3 1
§ 9
67 | BLOG 3 Y R 3
y A
68 |- BLOG o 3 B 1
v A
3 1362
69 | Y 6500 3
70 A . - ! 6
9
21 |y ) 2000 & 3 7
X
72 N ey | “ 3 1
73 e 2
AT ) y
74 N " 1
L 2u |
[E 2030 A 3
¥
76 | WB L 6
77 R wy O 1
78 R L, B0 ALY 1
h z+
. B 3
79 R 3 5 ww 3
80 R 3D 1
81 R _ i1o 2 3 1
m o
lj v o~
82 R bbb L \ z Uy 1
NalLl e A
. 3 W i
83 R ¢ 1
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Iltem |Website Webpage Title Ne, @
comment
84 R B ah w Lo ek 1
: 2030 - n
85 R 03 vMNDIY "H m 1
86 R 2030 e ao 1
: N 2h L
87 R \ ZUN 2 1
88 R 2030 e3 d 1
- 2030 e
89 R snm 1
a ds > W
. M J o 382
90 R UR> O wg E 1
> A 18
91 a P g / 1
92 e . n GDP 1
invl68.com »
3 T 1300
93 |OtherForum ; » 98e & T v 700 2
] J - |
94 |OtherForum MOQ's notebook 3 3 6 a 5
to4 >
2030 !
95 |OtherForum S z o 6
» Ap
3 3
96 |OtherForum S z s I 1
» 1 O
2 |
97 |OtherForum 8 z 030 g 4
» 1 Yy 93 2¢
98  |otherEorum alexanther.xanggq - 3 1
com
99 |otherForum yuuji.wordpress.d - o T 1
om !
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Annex J Feedback Questionnaire
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