The Library Extension Project:
An Update
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Background (’F']'PFJJ )

A key decision made by the University in early 2005:
classroom, laboratory, library and student amenities are
the tog priorities of the University in regaratlon for 334 (
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A general consensus among the University management
and the University Library System that a library
extension is more desirable than a new independent
library for service effectlveness and operatlonal
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Various optfons in the design of the lera Extension
have been considered. (ﬁfﬁé = f/|ﬁﬁ%§l B Efjl%gfﬂ

Background (;'F‘J'FJ )

. It has been the University’s policy to preserve the
University Square, in particular the Beacon, the Forum
and the ‘Bushes’. Would consider any reasonable
options/methods that would minimize the impact on the
University Square during the construction of the
basement. (ﬁkﬁﬁl U— i HIRLA S jij, u E |~ clerJ
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. Any changes in the bundlng site implies that the project
will be substantially delayed, well beyond 2012. This is a
334 project WhICh has to be completed by fall 2012. (El
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Initial Layout Plan (¥/H45])
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University Library Extension at Central Campus

Initial Designs (FH*/I%%)

Night View
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Library Extension ([fa',lzi' EbaE))

* 6,100 sq.m. NOFA (351 [ = A& [= 1] 174)
Book stacks (&%)

Reading rooms (&%)

Circulation areas ([ﬁé'f*

Learning commons (1 400 sg.m.)
Offices (B£* %)
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Rewsed Layout Plan (['T—‘Tl&ﬁ J%EJ EIH)
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Communication Sessions (4 \thrﬁ)

Nov 26 Session with student leaders (2% ﬁ'giﬁh)

Dec 1 Session with College admin. Staff (3! S FHE

Dec 2,5 Open sharing sessions with univ. community (2%
wHEE 2 R )

Dec 13 Video conferencing session with alumni organized

by the Convocation (% &S 54 ﬁﬁ)

Jan 9,16,23 .« Briefing on 3+3+4 building projects in NA, UC and
CC assemblies (Bp*5° 334 B SEFIE I Frifh, ﬁﬁb’_ﬁu
LA BRAVRI GE S REE)

Feb 4 Library User Group Meeting (ﬁi}ﬁﬁfﬁlﬂl:ﬁ'}%‘gﬁ)
Session with student leaders (8% TLJEFEI)

Feb 6 Session with postgraduates (P4 %)

Feb 20 Briefing on 3+3+4 building projects in SC assembly

(28 334 BSTRE l&i%i?;wm%' F’?%F%Eﬂ)

Summary of Major Opinions
(= 1%1%151.}%%[)
Beacon should not be touched for its significant
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cultural, historical and sentimental value (%% ') 7,2 &
V[ BRI R - ] EREY)

Relocation of the beacon, forum and bushes and
reinstatement of all of them after construction is
acceptable (R B FZA 1! fé?fﬁl'@"f'f} CHUE S T
ARy RLA T ApY)

Library extension versus New library at Shaw College
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More open and transparent
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Options Considered (= #55fY %)

1. Use of entire Univ. Square as a
basement for the Library Extension (i+ %~
TS o 3153

2. Beacon untouched using horizontal pipe
jacking technique; with retaining wall
constructed surrounding the Beacon (%[J
“ﬁ B B g )
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Options Considered (= #5EAvH %)

3. Beacon untouched with retaining wall
constructed surrounding it (Island Option)
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4. Construction of the basement with the
Beacon and the passage linked with the
Mall untouched (U-shaped Option)
QU7 s S N F[i}gg}\ lﬂ[lgr_%—k%e?z[
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The U-shaped Option (“[/{I"}"+ %)
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Factors to be Considered (#/5[3)

« Different opinions from the univ. community
(NS T [ L)

Technical feasibility (3 7s Fpyp’ i %)

Cost (5% %)

Area to be provided (Fr&f g 5y v p’ Mo 17H)
Time involved in construction (& %ﬁ’?ﬁjﬁﬂj [t])
Meeting the need of 2012 (E‘E'fl 2012 EI\J%T'{E;I)
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Upon Completion (7 #d 5 £1)
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Facade being designed
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Pros (11

» Beacon untouched and accessible during
construction (7 AT fﬁ%ﬁéﬂ@'kf‘,, Ll ~ |
g BRI ()

» Less area for excavation in the Univ.
Square (ST p 7 f’}' FLAZH)

* No need to consider temporary placement
of the Beacon (- H|# /" F F[EJ&&E@@EI’
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Cons (™~ 1)

» Reduction in CFA of 600 sg.m.
(Yax 'P600-T ) A prug! SE 1A

» Additional cost in building retaining wall of
65 m long (& i—rj65%F [HFTEIVEESE L )

« Basement divided into two parts
([Bil 31 BT P43 740 7 55 5% o 15 )

Work in Progress (:% /= [l IA9ZEIE 1)

» Ground investigation (drillholes and trial pit
excavation) will be commenced from Feb
9 (not the actual construction)
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» Survey of Bushes and Forum
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Work in Progress (:£ = f[1fZEIE )

 Architectural consultant and CDO working
closely on the design of the building
b SRR i 3 i A A 0

* Plans to be submitted to Legco (¥& ﬁﬁjatéi"«fz
FEHELE )

« Communication (&t jL % k)

Q&A
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