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Our Ref.: SHK/LDD 5/12  

18 July 2014 

 
Ms. Wong Sean Yee, Anissa, JP 
Director of Environment Protection 
Environmental Protection Department 

46/F, Revenue Tower, 
5 Gloucester Road, 
Wan Chai, Hong Kong 
(email: eiaocomment@epd.gov.hk) 

By Email ONLY 
 
 
Dear Ms Wong, 
 

Re: Expansion of Hong Kong International Airport into a Three-Runway System  
(EIA-223/2014) 

 

Over the past 20 years, over 2,000 hectares Hong Kong’s irreplaceable marine habitat has been 

destroyed or degraded by dredging, dumping and reclamation work. The direct loss of sea area 

resulting from the reclamation work of the Third Runway project will be 650 hectares and during the 

construction phase an additional 981 hectares will also be heavily impacted.  

 
As a conservation organisation, WWF-Hong Kong’s main focus on this proposed project is its 

impact on the marine ecology and is deeply disappointed with the quality of the captioned EIA 

report. It has failed to properly address the impacts to the marine ecology, in particular Chinese 

white dolphins (CWD), as well as fisheries resources. We urge Government to reject the 

captioned flawed EIA report, as it fails to fully address the requirements stated in Technical 

Memorandum and the Project Study Brief. 

 

WWF’S KEY MITIGATION MEASURES 

The approach of “Development first, Conservation later” is not working and the Chinese white 

dolphin numbers has declined over 60% in the last 10 years. Now is the time to adopt the correct 

conservation approach in Hong Kong. Specifically: 



 

 

1. In order to conserve and enhance the Chinese white dolphins and their habitats in the local 

waters, immediate designation of west Lantau and the Soko Islands as Marine Parks is 

needed as these areas form the largest, unprotected core habitat still used by the CWD in 

Hong Kong. Designating them as Marine Parks will ensure a development-free area with 

vessel speed restricted and fishing activities regulated, hence improving the habitat quality 

and the carrying capacity for the dolphins. The EPD should not approve the EIA report 

unless these Marine Parks will be designated before the commencement of project.  

 

2. The government should carefully evaluate the effectiveness of other proposed mitigation 

measures. The construction work should not start until they are proven to be effective 

to conserve. 

 

 

The main reasons for rejection are as follows: 

 

Ineffectiveness of the compensation measure – new Marine Park in north Lantau 

The impact of the proposed project on the Chinese white dolphins is deemed of moderate to high 

significance in the EIA. In order to compensate for the permanent habitat loss of 650 ha and a 

temporary impact on an even larger sea area of 981 ha during construction phase, the project 

proponent proposed the establishment of a new Marine Park which would comprise an area of 

~2,400 ha surrounding the water areas of the Third Runway. However, such a Marine Park will only 

be designated in 2023 after the construction is completed. WWF believes that this cannot mitigate 

the serious impact due to the following reasons: 

i. Wrong Timing – Large-scale impacts and disturbance (both direct and indirect) will be posed 

to the marine environment in the north Lantau waters during the construction phase. 

However, the proposed marine park will only be designated in 2023 (after the completion of 

all the construction works, which will take at least 8 years). The local dolphin population is 

expected to be impacted and decline further over the next 9 years should this proposed 

project go ahead, and there is no measure proposed to mitigate this. Similarly, there is no 

measure to mitigate for the impact on the marine biodiversity. 

ii. Wrong Location – The Marine Park proposed in the EIA will be adjacent to the Third Runway 

itself which is not the most core dolphin habitat or important fisheries spawning/ nursery 

ground. 



 

 

iii. Unfulfilled Promises – Previous promises by the Government to protect the marine 

environment such as the establishment of SW Lantau & Soko Islands Marine Park (2002) 

and banning of commercial fishing in marine parks (2008) still have not been fulfilled. WWF 

would like to know what mechanism is in place to guarantee the new MP will be designated 

nine years later.  

iv. Disturbance from High Volume of Marine Traffic – The proposed Marine Park area will cover 

the navigation channel between Sha Chau and Lung Kwu Chau Marine Park and north of the 

Airport, which is heavily used by fishermen, river-trade vessels and high speed vessels. If the 

Marine Park is designated, the stakeholders who use this channel with be seriously affected, 

as the vessel speed will be restricted down to 10 knots. According to the Appendix 13.13, at 

least 250 trips made by marine vessels per day will continue to use this narrowed navigation 

channel after the completion of the Project, before the establishment of the Marine Park 

(Figure 1). Such high volume of marine traffic inside the proposed Marine Park will cause 

significant disturbance to the CWD inhabiting in the area and affect the function of the Marine 

Park. In addition, not all the affected stakeholders were consulted and aware of the details of 

such plan. As such, conflicts and resistance from the stakeholders could turn high during the 

consultation stage of the proposed Marine Park and may delay or even kill the setting up of 

the Marine Park. 

Figure 1. Key traffic routes for future traffic environment. (Extracted from Appendix 13.13 of 

EIA report) 

 



 

 

v. Uncertainty on Return of Dolphins - The project proponent has been emphasising both in the 

EIA report and public that dolphins would return and utilize the enhanced habitat (the 

proposed north Lantau Marine Park). This is a hugely unsubstantiated assumption made 

without backing by any hard science. The example stated in the report (oceanic dolphin 

species of high adaptability) would not be applicable in the case of Chinese white dolphin 

(estuarine species). As such, it is not guaranteed that the majority of the displaced dolphins 

(i.e. the proportion) will return and continue to use the areas in the new Marine Park. 

 

To conclude, by proposing the designation of a Marine Park after the completion of construction and 

in the wrong location, then further impacts to the Chinese white dolphin are likely. The regional 

context in which this project is being proposed is largely ignored, and the already declining CWD 

will be further threatened by the reclamation work.  

 

 

Lessons learned from the Hong Kong-Zhuhai-Macao Bridge (HZMB) Project 

The purpose of setting up a marine protected area is to conserve the marine environment and 

provide a sanctuary for the marine species to inhabit, with human disturbance being kept to a 

minimum (e.g. development-free, vessel speed restriction, regulated human activities). However, 

the establishment of a Marine Park in Hong Kong has recently been used as a compensation 

measure for large-scale development project after the construction works have been completed.  

One example is the Hong Kong-Zuhai-Macao Bridge project. The Brothers Island Marine Park will 

be designated in 2016 as the operational phase compensation measure of the project, while there is 

no targeted measure to safeguard and conserve the disturbed population during the construction 

phase. The EM&A data show there is a sharp decline of dolphins using the NE Lantau waters 

(Figure 2) where the HZMB-associated construction works (including the reclamation works of 

HKBCF and HKLR as well as bored piling activities of TMCLKL) are located. Concerns have been 

raised on the viability and effectiveness of the future Brothers Island Marine Park – whether none or 

only very few dolphins will return to use the Marine Park area, which was once a core area of 

activities for CWDs (please also refer to Appendix 1 – CWD infographic). 

 In addition, the latest AFCD dolphin monitoring survey1 shows that the majority of dolphin 

individuals surveyed shifted their overall ranges away from the Brothers Islands to north Lantau 

                                                 
1
 Hung SKY 2014. Monitoring of Marine Mammals in Hong Kong Waters (2013-14). Final Report (1April 2013 to 31 March 

2014). Report prepared by Hong Kong Cetacean Research Project and submitted to AFCD. 



 

 

after the commencement of HZMB construction work. Therefore, it is clear that the construction 

work of HZMB does pose an adverse impact to the dolphins in the NE Lantau area and has not 

been mitigated. 

The scale of the footprint of Third Runway project (650ha) is five times bigger than that of HZMB 

(130ha), and the impact duration is at least a double (8 years vs 4 years).  WWF is deeply worried 

about the negative impacts that will pose to the dolphins in the Lantau waters. 

 

 

 

Figure 2. The number of Chinese white dolphin sighted in northeast Lantau (on-effort) – EM&A data 

of the Hong Kong Zhuhai-Macao Bridge Border Crossing Facility project. 

 

 

Ineffectiveness of the on-site mitigation measures 

A number of on-site measures was proposed to mitigate the impacts incurred during the 

construction phase; however, six out of these eight measures are those which have been adopted 

in the construction of Hong Kong-Zhuhai-Macao Bridge (e.g. installation of silt curtain, 

establishment of dolphin exclusion zone), and have proven to be ineffective as EM&A data shows 

that there is a drastic decline of dolphin numbers in NE Lantau (Figure 2). These measures cannot 

fulfil the Technical Memorandum (Annex 18), in which the proposed on-site mitigation measures 

shall be able to minimise the loss of the damaged caused by the Project during the construction 

phase. As such, off-site mitigation measures are needed. 

 



 

 

Off-site mitigation measures - Immediate designation of West Lantau and Sokos Marine 

Parks 

The reclamation area for the third runway will be in the middle of CWD habitat, and is adding further 

stress to a species whose population has already shown signs of collapsing. The population has 

dropped by more than 60% in the past decade in Hong Kong waters2, and projected to continue to 

decline3 and reported to suffer a 30% in the Pearl River Estuary4. The Third Runway project could 

well deliver the final blow to the dolphins in Hong Kong. 

 

The local population of CWDs in Hong Kong has decreased dramatically in the last decade. 

Simultaneously, the intensity of threats has increased: habitat loss from coastal development, 

disturbance from marine traffic, underwater noise and water pollution. The reclamation work 

involved in the Third Runway project will add to these threats and place the existing small and 

unhealthy dolphin population under further stress. The ultimate result will be a limited chance that 

very few CWD will return to the area and use the future Marine Park proposed in the Third Runway 

EIA. In fact the EIA does not even attempt to estimate how many dolphins will move out and how 

many dolphins will return after the construction. 

 

WWF considers that off-site mitigation measures are crucial to increase the dolphins carrying 

capacity during the construction phase (approximately 10 years). The dolphins in the N Lantau will 

likely be displaced due to the habitat destruction and disturbances resulted from the construction 

work, (either move further north and enter the Sha Chau and Lung Kwu Chau Marine Park area), go 

east (outside the Hong Kong boundary and move towards to the East Pearl River Estuary and 

National CWD Reserve), or move south (towards Tai O, Yi O and Fan Lau). As such, in order to 

enhance the carrying capacity of the dolphins in the local waters, immediate designation of west 

Lantau and the Soko Islands as Marine Parks is needed as these areas form the largest, 

unprotected core habitat still used by the CWD in Hong Kong. This will also serve as a refugee zone 

for the displaced dolphins during the construction phase.  

 

                                                 
2
 The dolphin number in Hong Kong has dropped from 158 individuals in 2003 to 62 individuals in 2013. 

3
 Huang SL, Karczmarski L. et al. 2012. Demography and population trends of the largest population of Indo-Pacific 

humpback dolphins. Biological Conservation 147: 234-242 
4
 Approximately 30% decline of Chinese white dolphin in Pearl River Estuary was recorded in seven years, from 2,500 

individuals in 2006 down to 1,800 individuals in 2013. 



 

 

Inside these Marine Parks, no development should be allowed, vessel speed restrictions should 

apply and fishing should be regulated; together, these measure will provide a safe sanctuary for the 

highly-stressed dolphin population and improve their chances of survival. 

 

In the Technical Memorandum (Annex 18; 5.4c), it stipulates that “if the residual ecological impacts 

require mitigation and all practicable on-site ecological mitigation measures have been exhausted, 

off-site ecological mitigation measures shall be provided”. As mentioned above, most of the 

suggested on-site mitigation measures are proven to be ineffective in conserving dolphins under the 

case of HZMB. As such, off-site compensation, which is to designate the west Lantau and Sokos 

Islands as Marine Park as the refugee zone for the displaced dolphins, is deemed necessary. Off-

site mitigation/compensation has been adopted for other projects including the construction of the 

Chek Lap Kok airport.



 

 

Other Technical Comments 

 

i. Chinese White Dolphins 

Impacts incurred from Marine Traffic 

The EIA only focuses on the evaluation of the risk of collision of the marine vessels to the CWD, but 

did not assess the disturbance impact brought by the traffic volume (number of vessels and trips) 

during the construction and operation phase. 

 

Impacts from Marine Traffic during Construction Stage 

According to Session 13.9.2.93, during the construction phase, large numbers of construction 

barges and other vessels will be required. During the peak construction time for reclamation 

(2016/17), the maximum vessel movement will be 120 per day, and 120 stationary vessels will be 

located within the works area. Together with the traffic contributed from other vessel types, more 

than 400 vessel movement will be expected in the vicinity of Project Area daily (Figure 3). Such 

large volume of vessel traffic certainly will pose adverse impacts and disturbance to the CWD in the 

North Lantau area. 

 

Figure 3. Forecast daily construction traffic movements associated with barging activities during 

peak period. (Extracted from Appendix 13.13 of EIA report)  

 

 

 



 

 

Impacts from Marine Traffic during Operation Stage 

There is a navigation channel between the Sha Chau and Lung Kwu Chau Marine Park and Third 

Runway. The marine vessels still could make use of such navigation channel before the 

establishment of proposed N Lantau Marine Park. Although one of the mitigation measures is to set 

speed restriction and/or re-route the SkyPier high speed vessels, the project proponent has not 

proposed any measure in addressing the traffic impacts contributing by other marine vessels and 

high speed vessels operating by other companies (Figure 1). As the navigation channel between 

the Sha Chau and Lung Kwu Chau Marine Park and the Third Runway will become much narrower 

should the project go ahead (less than 800 metres), less space will be available for the vessels and 

the channel will become more congested. Hence the collision risk to the dolphins will be higher and 

such mitigation measure (i.e. those for managing the vessels from the SkyPier only) proposed by 

AAHK will not be able to fully address and alleviate the impact. 

 

In addition, it was estimated that there will be growth of marine traffic volume in the North Lantau 

areas (in 2030, there will be a 43% increase of marine traffic making use of the navigation channel 

between Sha Chau and Lung Kwu Chau Marine Park and the Third Runway, and 50% increase at 

Urmston Road; see below table extracted from Appendix 13.13). The project proponent did not 

identify such impacts and provide any mitigation measures to alleviate the impact from the growing 

marine traffic, which cannot fulfil the requirement stated in the Study Brief Appendix F (vii)(e) – 

“identify and recommend practicable mitigation measures to…..reducing the volume of marine traffic, 

especially those to and from the SkyPier….”. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Impacts on the Existing Sha Chau and Lung Kwu Chau Marine Park 

The level of impact on the Sha Chau and Lung Kwu Chau Marine Park will increase during the 

construction phase, as it is in the close proximity of the construction site. The large volume of 

marine traffic from different vessel types (including the work barge) would add extra stress and 

disturbance to the dolphins in the Marine Park area for at least 7-8 years, hence affecting its 

effectiveness in conserving the CWD. This impact is not mitigated in the EIA. 

 

Usage of Project Footprint Area 

Although not many dolphins were sighted at the project footprint area during the daytime (dolphins 

are observed less in areas where vessel traffic is high, as stated in Session 13.4.6.91), the 

hydrophones used during the passive acoustic monitoring recorded the clicks and whistles of CWD 

at the stations at and surrounding the footprint during the nighttime. It implies that dolphins do make 

use the waters of the Project Area. 

 

Data showed that the Third Runway project will be located in a CWD preferred travel area during 

the daytime and also important for nighttime use. The loss of this habitat would be a notable source 

of disturbance to the CWDs currently utilized this area during the night time. This is not mitigated in 

the EIA.  

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

ii. Marine Ecology 

Destroying the 16-years “No Take Zone” 

The Hong Kong International Airport Approach Area (HKIAAA) has been established in the northern 

extent of the airport since its establishment in 1998. It is considered as a “non-statutory” no-take 

marine protected area as no fishing activity is allowed.  

 

Since the area has remained undisturbed for almost 16 years, and in particular as no trawling has 

occurred, a richer and higher abundance of marine fauna and vulnerable fish species were found 

within land formation footprint and the immediately adjacent area, compared to the surrounding 

unprotected area. According to Table 5-3 and 5-4 of Appendix 13.5 (see below) of the trawl survey 

results, the species diversity, abundance and yield were found higher (highlighted in yellow) within 

the HKIAAA in both dry and wet season when compared with other areas in the western waters. 

Sadly, a total of 240 ha of HKIAAA will all be destroyed and lost due to the proposed reclamation 

work. No measure was proposed to mitigate or compensate such loss. 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Undermining the conservation importance of a gorgonian species. 

According to a territory-wide octocoral study commissioned by the AFCD in 2005, of 67 octocorals 

recorded in Hong Kong waters, only one gorgonian species – classified as globally rare and named 

Guaiagorgia – has been found in the western waters, as well as in the vicinity of the Project Area. 

Although due to a lack of research, no gorgonian species are currently listed in any protection 

regulations, this species is of potential conservation concern due to its restricted global distribution. 

WWF urges the conservation importance of this species should be evaluated and appropriate 

measures adopted to mitigate the impacts. 

 

                                                 
5
 P Ang, MW Lee, HL Fung. 2008. Provision of services on reference collection and study on octocorals and black corals 

in Hong Kong waters. Study was commissioned by AFCD. 



 

 

iii. Fisheries 

 

The whole Fisheries section is geared to downplaying the importance of losses to fisheries. While to 

be expected, it is particularly obvious for this project which has a huge marine footprint. 

 

The EIA Fails to Account for the Forthcoming Recovery of the Marine Environment and Fish Stocks 

Fisheries modeling is widely accepted as a valid and extremely useful tool globally. Several 

fisheries modeling studies for Hong Kong waters have been conducted by fisheries experts at the 

University of British Columbia (UBC), one of which were commissioned by the AFCD, and another6 

was highly influential in the decision to ban all trawling. 

 

Fundamentally, there is anecdotal evidence that seabed communities and fish stocks are starting to 

recover in Hong Kong waters following the trawling ban 18 months ago, from a depleted and 

degraded state and major increases in fish stocks are anticipated in decades to come6. The most 

recent study by UBC7 represents the best available knowledge on the likely future impacts to fish 

stocks and fisheries, and if the study is believed to be flawed as the EIA states, an alternative 

method for evaluating future impacts should be adopted.  

 

In the UBC study, it projected the impacts of the 650 hectares third runway reclamation on the 

recovery of the marine ecosystem and the development of sustainable fisheries in the wake of the 

trawling ban (which was implemented in Dec 2012) and ban on commercial fishing in Marine Parks. 

It showed that the fishing industry would likely suffer losses in value of their catches of HK$48 

million and losses in net profit of HK$11 million over a 18-year period
8
.  

 

In the EIA report, the project proponent did not take into account the benefit to the fisheries 

resources has been brought by the trawling ban over years, nor provide any figure on the total loss 

of production or total cost.  

 

According to the UBC study, the fishing industry will suffer losses in landed value and net benefit, 

over a 20 year time-frame, of HK$129 million and HK$ 30 million, respectively. The UBC study 

                                                 
6
 Sumaila UR, Cheung WWL, Teh L. 2007. Rebuilding Hong Honh’s Marine Fishery – An evaluation of management 

options. Study commissioned by WWF-Hong Kong. 
7
 UR Sumaila and WWL Cheung. 2012. Modeling the Socio-economic Impacts of Two Large Reclamations on the 

Recovery of the Marine Ecosystem and Fisheries in Hong Kong. 
 



 

 

calculated the loss against the more healthy marine ecosystem and fishery resources that will occur 

when trawling stops in late 2012.  

 

The project proponent has a clear vested interest in evaluating the fishery impacts while still in a 

degraded state, and this bias should not be permitted to defy the foundation on which the HKSAR 

Government based its decision to ban trawling, and the best available scientific knowledge, and 

ignore the future recovery of fish stocks and benefits to fisheries.   

 

 
The proponent fails to quantify the loss of fisheries production, and to demonstrate that the benefits 

of compensation measures are commensurate with the loss  

As the abundance of different fish species in a given area is difficult to directly quantify, it is 

reasonable to use annual catch i.e. production figures as a proxy. 

 

Fundamentally, compensation measures should attempt to benefit the environment to the same 

degree as the amount of damage done.  The EIA notes that the direct loss of fishing ground is 

moderate, and therefore requires mitigation. It states (without justification) that the Port Survey 2006 

data is "still applicable" and while quoting the production values per hectare for the area affected 

from the Port Surveys, the total loss of production is inexplicably not calculated. 

 

Without quantification of the impacts to both species and production, any claims that fisheries 

compensation/mitigations will reduce impacts to fisheries habitat and grounds to an acceptable level 

are without basis. The EIA is fundamentally flawed in this respect.  

 

As the most recent Port Survey data is 8 years old, and as 18 months have passed since the 

trawling ban (removing 80% of fishing effort), the Port Survey production data is out of date and 

likely an underestimate. As the proponent conducted their own fisheries surveys, these should be 

used to “groundtruth” the Port Survey data with regards to current production (these figures can 

then be adjusted for future production, see above).  

 

Compounding earlier deficiencies, the proponent fails to quantify any perceived benefits to species 

and production from the proposed compensation measures, making it impossible to assess whether 

                                                                                                                                                                    
8
 This study projects the losses in landed value and net benefit over a 20-year time frame starting in 2012. It was assumed 

that the ecological and fisheries impacts would start to occur once the reclamation project starts in 2014. 



 

 

the benefits of compensation measures are commensurate with the loss. As already stated, this is a 

fundamental flaw in the EIA. 

 

There is little justification for an expectation that an extended marine park will compensate for the 

permanent loss of approximately 672 ha of habitat to fish populations 

The same marine park as proposed for the dolphins is the main compensation measure proposed 

to compensate for fisheries (after various techniques have been employed to reduce disturbance 

during construction). However, no data is presented that fishing pressure is less inside a marine 

park than outside, or that other management measures would permit a greater increase of fish 

populations inside the proposed marine park extension, than adjacent areas. In reality, the fishing 

pressure post trawling-ban inside the existing Sha Chau and Lung Kwu Chau Marine Park, where 

approximately 400 mixed-gear commercial fishing vessels are still allowed to conduct unlimited 

fishing per vessel, is unlikely to be much different to adjacent areas.  

 

It should be noted that the Tam et al. 2013 reference cited in the EIA covers the period when 

trawling was still permitted in Hong Kong, and when fishing pressure would certainly have been less 

in marine parks where trawling was not permitted. Statements such as “Therefore, it is indicative 

that there is a certain protection effect on fisheries resources within these protected areas” (4.9.1.23) 

reflect past, but not current reality.  

 

In a similar vein, comparisons with overseas marine protected areas where fishing is banned (see 

4.9.1.25) are highly misleading as there is no commitment in the EIA that fishing would be banned 

in the proposed marine park (even if the HKIAAA extension is no-take).   

 

Banning all fishing in the existing and proposed extension of the Sha Chau and Lung Kwu Chau 

Marine Park would certainly be an appropriate compensation measure expected to increase fish 

populations (although the scale of the benefits would need to be calculated and commensurate with 

the loss, see above), but there is no suggestion in the EIA that this will be the case. 

 

The EIA completely fails to demonstrate that management measures in the proposed marine park 

will facilitate an increase in fish populations over and above those predicted for all of Hong Kong 

waters following the trawling ban, and is fundamentally flawed in this regard.  

 



 

 

Overall, as can be seen, statements such as the following “4.10.1.3 The total area of the new 

marine park to be established for this project is approximately 2,400 ha, which is much greater than 

the lost habitat and fishing ground of 672 ha / 768 ha respectively. With full implementation of all 

proposed mitigation measures in place, it would be expected that there would be no adverse 

residual impacts on the loss of fisheries habitats / fishing ground. There will be a positive impact on 

the conservation of fisheries resources with the connection of existing and planned / potential 

Marine Parks in place” are without scientific basis and demonstrate a fundamental lack of 

understanding of fisheries fundamentals.   

  
 
Species of Conservation Importance Recorded 

A number of fish species of conservation importance were recorded within the project footprint and 

its adjacent areas from the in-situ fisheries survey, which are: 

 

•Longheaded eagle ray (IUCN Red List: Endangered) 

•Pale edged sting ray (IUCN Red List: Near Threatened) 

•Goatee croaker (China Species Red List: Vulnerable) 

•Long tooth grouper (IUCN Red List: Vulnerable) 

•Orange spotted grouper (IUCN Red List: Near Threatened) 

•Tiger toothed croaker (China Species Red List: Vulnerable) 

 

The project proponent stated that these species were highly mobile, the affected populations were 

small and there was an availability of suitable habitats in other areas. WWF is concerned that the 

impact is underestimated, with no mitigation measures being proposed for the fisheries resources 

during the construction phase. In addition, as the local population status of these species is 

unknown, the impacts such as the destruction of the habitat of species of conservation importance 

were not being assessed properly.  

 

Fail to Fill in the Information Gap of Artificial Reefs 

According to Session 14.3.5.4, “Fisheries data around the ARs deployed in SCLKCMP were 

identified as an information gap under this EIA”. However, no fisheries data related to the artificial 

reefs were provided as the survey team failed to conduct underwater visual count for fisheries data 

collection due to high turbidity and low observation range during two dive visits. The effectiveness 

for such artificial reef in enhancing fisheries resources remains unknown. 

 



 

 

WWF considers it was inappropriate for the Project Proponent to evaluate the impact to the artificial 

reefs as “Low” without referring to any updated data (the latest data used in the EIA report was in 

2001) and conducting a complete dive survey. In addition, this part of the impact assessment 

cannot fulfil the requirement stated in the Study Brief Appendix F (viii)(a) – “if artificial reef 

deployment is proposed as a mitigation measure for enhancing prey resources for Chinese white 

dolphins, supporting information should be provided to demonstrate that existing artificial reefs in 

western waters are effective in enhancing fisheries resources”. 

 

We trust you will give our comments due consideration. 

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

 

 

Gavin Edwards 

Director, Conservation 

WWF – Hong Kong 


