香港應對氣候變化策略及行動綱領公眾諮詢
Public consultation on Hong Kong's Climate Change Strategy and Action Agenda
諮詢重點
Key Consultation Points

問題 (1)：
你有否留意香港的極端天氣情況(如酷熱天氣及暴雨)越來越頻仍？你認為氣候變化對我們有影響嗎？

Question (1) : 
Do you notice more extreme weather in Hong Kong, such as more hot days and heavier rainfall? Do you think climate change is affecting us?
Of course, it goes without saying.

 

問題 (2)：
因應國際社會及國家的最新動向，你是否同意香港應訂立碳強度下降目標，作為香港未來減控溫室氣體排放工作的指標？

Question (2) : 
In the light of international and national developments, do you agree that Hong Kong should adopt a carbon intensity target to guide our future actions to control GHG emissions?
It seems reasonable working towards mitigration.  

The key point is: is it enough?  It is not very clear in the document what at the end one would achieve (relating it back to the IPCC various scenarios?).  I am not sure if "carbon intensity" is the best indicator saving the planet.  It is known to be an easy way out for politicans.  Why the recent study by the Carnegie Institution for Science on Hong Kong's outsourcing its carbon dioxide is not even mentioned in the study?  Why "total carbon dioxide emission" based on consumption is not used?   As it is, I see the study picking easy targets and answers without telling the whole truth and solving the real problem.  I must say HK is not alone doing this. 
For example, I think Table 4 of 3,7 is meaningless as Hong Kong has no industrial base. Likewise, Table 7 of 5.49 is also not a good table showing the real picture.   It is like telling the world how good the City of London is in terms of Carbon Dioxide Intensity and everybody should be like them.  Using ppp also makes us look better!  I guess this is the purpose. 
   

問題 (3)：
你是否贊同社會透過節約能源和使用更環保的交通工具，以減少本港的溫室氣體排放？你認為在個人、企業或機構的層面上，你可以做些什麼？

Question (3) : 
Do you agree that the community should conserve energy and use greener transport to reduce local GHG emissions? What do you think you could do as an individual or as a business enterprise?
The future is not only about energy and greener transport.  I can see the compartmentation of the HK Govt here minding one's own (Bureau) business.  5.59 of the report sums up some of the important issues.  They are however not answered.  I suggest changing the title of the consultation document to be as narrow as its content, claim no more.       
問題 (4)：
你是否同意在滿足本港電力需求方面，採取減少用煤而增加使用天然氣和非化石燃料的建議策略？從改善環境、供應、可靠性和成本的角度考慮，你認為在2020年香港達至建議的燃料組合是否合適？
Question (4) : 
Will you agree to the proposed strategy of reducing use of coal and increasing use of natural gas and non-fossil fuels in meeting local electricity demand? Do you think the proposed fuel mix is appropriate for Hong Kong in 2020, with regard to such considerations as better environment, availability, reliability and cost?
No comment, as I have little idea the safety reliability of Nucheal energy and the supply reliability of gas.  I guess if one wishes to be business as usual and at the same time being perceived to be a green boy politically, this may be an easy way out.     
問題 (5)：
要把香港建設成為綠色城市，你是否認同香港在2020年把碳強度減低50%至60 %的建議目標？
Question (5) : 
To build Hong Kong as a green city, do you agree to the proposed target to reduce the carbon intensity of Hong Kong by 50 - 60 % by 2020?
As I have previously noted, Carbon Inentity is an easy way out - just outsource!  So the so call target is artifical.  It makes us feel better in the short term.  I suggest we don't dwell on this too much as if the job of saving the planet is done.   
問題 (6)：
你是否支持政府所建議的方向和行動綱領，以實現減低碳強度的建議目標？

Question (6) : 
Do you support the Government’s proposed direction and action agenda in achieving the proposed carbon intensity reduction target?
See my comment above.
問題 (7)：
你是否贊同香港應該加強與珠江三角洲地區合作，共同推動低碳發展，力爭成為中國其中一個最環保的城市？

Question (7) : 
Do you agree that we should strengthen regional co-operation in the Pearl River Delta Region in moving along the low carbon pathway, and aspire to become one of the greenest cities in China?
See my comment above.
問題 (8)：
個人而言，你對氣候變化的認識是否足夠？你是否準備為應對氣候變化而改變現時的一些生活習慣？你會在那些方面作出努力？

Question (8) : 
Do you think that as an individual, you know enough about climate change? Are you prepared to make changes to your lifestyle to help combat climate change? If so, how do you think you can contribute?
Of course, I cycle to work.  I don't use AC in my office.  My office temperature is set at 28 degree C - with a fan on.  At the end, it has to do with changes in life style. Has the HK Govt know something calls Cool Biz in Japan? Why not?  Make it a law that no AC space in HK should be set at less than 28 degree C and now tells me how much energy you could save and how much less CO2 you would emit.   
問題 (9)：
你認為氣候變化對諮詢文件中所提及的脆弱性範疇有何影響？對我們提出的適應策略框架，又有何意見？

Question (9) : 
How do you think climate change will impact the vulnerable areas as identified in this consultation paper? What are your views on the proposed framework of adaptation options?
This is the weaknest part of the report..  The text is desktop and the understanding  is well known - one does not need a consultant to package it.  The real question is, what is the Govt going to do about it?  This is why I keep on saying about the compartmentation mentality of the HK Govt.  The energy and transport side has some offering in the report, the study however is quiet on everything else. As such, I still wish to suggest that you change the title of the document to reflect on its narrow content dealing with the real issue.

I am sorry that I cannot be too nice here as I honestly cannot see how the problem of climate change, mitigratin and adaptation, has been fully addressed.
I therefore consider the attempt a step forward perhaps in the right direction, but it is a small step and the HK Govt cannot use this to tell the public that the job is done.  On the contrary, it has just begun. The CE must know that everything in 5.64 needs to be answered at the end of the day.   
I look forward to a better Section V Part 2 in due course. 

Professor Edward Ng

School of Architecture, CUHK   

