
Page 1

GRF1

Temp RGC Ref No. T16133916

RESEARCH GRANTS COUNCIL
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Application Form (GRF1)

Please read the Explanatory Notes GRF(2) (Aug 15) carefully before completing this

form.

To safeguard the interests of the researcher and the institution, awardee institution bears

the primary responsibility for prevention, detection and investigation of research

misconduct, including but not limiting to misusing of funds, data falsification, plagiarism

and seeking duplicate funding for projects which the applicant has already completed

partially or entirely.  Concerning research grant applications, the institution is strongly

advised to use anti-plagiarism software before submitting the application to the RGC.

PART I      SUMMARY OF THE RESEARCH PROPOSAL
                     [To be completed by the applicant(s)]

 

1. Particulars of the Project 

(a) (i) Name and Academic Affiliation of Principal Investigator:

Name    Post Unit/ Department/ Institution
Prof Ferretto, Peter Associate Professor School of Architecture/The Chinese

University of Hong Kong 
 

 

 

(ii)   Is the PI a new appointee within 2 years of full-time paid appointment to his/her first

substantive position as an academic staff in a university at the time of submission of the

proposal?

Yes No

 

 

(iii)   Title of Project: Urban Pauses: Reclaiming Hong Kong's Residual Urban Spaces. 
 

(iv)   Nature of Application

New Re-submission Continuation

(b) (i)     Primary Field: Architecture & Code 4401 
             Secondary Field: Urban Studies and Planning & Code 4412 
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(ii)    A maximum of five keywords to characterise the work of your proposal

            (a maximum of 30 characters for each keyword)
         1) Urban Pause 
         2) Alternative Urban Design  
         3) Residual Urban Spaces 
         4) City Infrastructure 
         5) Hong Kong

(iii) Project Duration: 24 Months

(iv) Total Amount Requested:   $ 974,000

 

(c)  Abstract of Research comprehensible to a non-specialist (a maximum of one A4 page

in standard RGC Format for attaching PDF documents or a maximum of 400 words for

direct input in the text box): 

The aim of this project is to devise a creative strategy to reclaim urban pauses within
Hong Kong through specific design transformations, connecting marginal, hidden and
neglected urban spaces back into the fabric of the city. Due to Hong Kong’s extreme
density, where 7.1 million inhabitants occupy only a built up area of 14% of its total
surface, urban pauses can no longer be neglected or dismissed; they encompass arguably
the biggest opportunity to impact on the existing tissue of the city, an untapped public
asset, that has the potential to strategically push forward ecological and technical
infrastructures and redefine the spatial urban ecology of Hong Kong.
 
Architects tend to project their desires on to vacant spaces, with the resulting
interventions often acting as violent transformations that shatter the existing continuity
in both time and space.  Inspired by Solà-Morales’ paper “Terrain Vague” (1995) where
he argues that abandoned and unproductive spaces represent the anonymous reality of
the city that help generate a sense of urban continuity, this research project seeks to
unfold and differentiate Hong Kong’s vacant spaces to change their common negative
perception and devise a strategic reactivation plan.
 

We intend to survey the existing Urban Pause conditions of Hong Kong by identifying
four categories that are the result of prior research into the field, namely: Margins,
Infrastructure, Artificial and Traces. From these conditions, based on established
research templates for this kind of study, we will generate a catalogue of typologies of
the various Urban Pauses and through a series of participatory workshops, soliciting
input from the key players (public and private), we aim to produce a series of micro
prototypes in the form of temporary site-specific interventions.  Finally, working with
such findings, we seek to formulate a macro strategy for how the city can engage with
Urban Pauses to develop site-specific design typologies that could be employed
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throughout the city.
 
Although the issue of reclaiming urban residual spaces is rapidly becoming the zeitgeist
of our period, with numerous urban and architectural projects underway around the
world, Hong Kong paradoxically, given its extreme urbanity, has little critical studies on
the matter.  This project will address this shortfall, exploiting how multi-layered urban
pauses can accommodate overlapping programmes and, through creative design
solutions, transform typically avoided public spaces that isolate and blight communities
into alternative paradigms that will benefit not only Hong Kong but other emerging
cities in China and Southeast Asia.
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(d) Special funding template (Applicants can select more than one box)

Clinical Research Fellowship Scheme (Please also complete an additional

form (Enclosure I) and see (Enclosure II)) (only available for applications

under Biology and Medicine Panel)

Support for Individual Research (Time-off) (see Enclosure III) (only

available for applications under Humanities and Social Sciences Panel and

Business Studies Panel)

Longer-term Research Grant (see Enclosure IV)

Employment of Relief Teacher under Humanities and Social Sciences Panel

(see Enclosure V) (only available for applications under Humanities and

Social Sciences Panel)

Provision of Research Experience for Undergraduate Student (see

Enclosure VI)

Support for Academic Research related to Public Policy Developments (see

Enclosure VII)
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PART II     DETAILS OF THE RESEARCH PROPOSAL 

                      [To be completed by the applicant(s)]

RESEARCH DETAILS

1.     Impact and objectives 

       (a maximum of 800 words in total for the long-term impact and project objectives)

(a) Long-term impact:

Urban Pauses
 
The relationship between the surrounding urban context, the built environment, and
people living together in a cohesive city is the starting point of this research project.
Change and transformation are characteristic of all cities but in Hong Kong, due to its
intense conditions, these changes are extreme.  By generating a framework that allows
creative concepts to guide and understand this change, working outside established
paradigms, Urban Pauses seeks to make an important contribution in tackling the
challenges arising from these changes: be it economic, social, and environmental to
establish a sustainable city.  Sola-Morales in his text “Terrain Vague” (1995) analyzing
Gilles Deleuze’s thinking on architecture, highlights the fact that architecture is forever
on the side of forms, of the distant, of the optical and the figurative, while as individuals
in the city we look for forces instead of forms, for the incorporated instead of the distant
and for the haptic instead of the optic, the rhizomatic instead of the figurative. In the
same manner Urban Pauses constructs a strategy for accommodating Hong Kong’s
realities, rather than imposing a theoretical abstraction, we make the background city
complicit in preserving a sense of inherent urban continuity.
 
Alternative Urban Design Strategies
 
In “Convertible City”, the sociologist Saskia Sassen (2006) relates her informal economic
theory “Novel Assemblage” directly to the city pointing out that architecture needs to
engage directly with unforthcoming spaces, elaborating a “another architecture” to occupy
todays massive urban infrastructures.  Large cities, in her view, contain a diversity of
under-used spaces, which often lie outside today’s logical spatial frames. It is exactly
these spaces that the Urban Pauses project believes are an essential part of the
interiority of the city and that any proposal to reactivate or inhabit them has got to avoid,
the predictable Hong Kong developer mindset, which only seeks to maximize their real
estate value.  New practices have to be sought out, steering away from an architecture of
permanence, towards a temporary architecture of interventions that subvert and
reactivate abandoned public spaces, to borrow Sassen’s analogy, barefoot architects
working like China’s barefoot doctors.  We do not aim to present one solution to one
specific site, rather present a spectrum of possibilities in the form of architectural
prototypes exploit the potential conditions of existing residual spaces.
 
Residual Urban Spaces
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Dwelling in-between residual space, the interstitial city, from the hawker stalls in Mid-
levels to the demon chasing ladies under the Causeway Bay viaduct, have long been part
of the Hong Kong urban experience.  However an important distinction exists between
conventional readings of residual spaces and urban pauses, where the latter as well as
referring to the empty, vacant and indeterminate introduces a further qualifying
element: time. By pausing the city, it allow us to cultivate (momentarily) a culture of
slowness to explore the imminent latent energy of the site, before returning to the
inescapable world of instantaneous communication. Rather than starting from a tabula
rasa condition we seek to stimulate change by designing within existing urban structures,
allowing the project not only to address specific local issues but also to awaken the
general public of Hong Kong to the importance and role or architecture in our society.
 
Hong Kong
 

The Urban Pause project is based on the premise that the residual spaces of Hong Kong
offer an unparalleled resource to the city. As theorized by Ackbar in “Hong Kong and the
Politics of Disappearance” (1997) the city is unremittingly faced with an identity dilemma,
describing the space of disappearance as the changing cultural space in the transition
from colonialism to the capitalist condition of the global city. By activating these forgotten
spaces it is possible to establish a programme that will: galvanize public interest and
imagination, optimize conditions of marginal sites, capture the value of a unique asset and
connect both local and city communities.
 
 

(b) Objectives

 

[Please list the objectives in point form]
1.   To survey the social/spatial characteristic of “Urban Pauses” in Hong Kong identifying
a series of typical and prevalent conditions that characterize both the negative as well as
the positive examples.
2.   To position Hong Kong’s Urban Pauses as a new typology of public space, unique to
the city and region, distinct from other categories identified in existing academic studies.
3.   To implement four architectural prototypes that will focus and capture public
imagination and leverage support for improving and transforming Urban Pauses. 
4.   To create a comprehensive knowledge framework regarding Urban Pauses in Hong
Kong and articulate a phased urban design strategy that capitalizes on three dimensional
space, usable land, existing infrastructures and surfaces possibilities.
 

 

2. Background of research, research plan and methodology:

(a maximum of seven A4 pages in total in Standard RGC Format for items (a) and (b))

(a) Background of research

(b) Research plan and methodology



Page 6

GRF1

Temp RGC Ref No. T16133916

Attached 7 pages(s) as follows
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-Initial Studies
A prior contextual research project was organized to identify the major issues governing
Hong Kong’s Urban Pauses. Starting first by localizing the issue into an academic
discourse and secondly situating the topic into a local perspective, we built-up a literary
review and specific fieldwork mapping documentation regarding the present urban
condition.
 
“What is a city? What determines its specificity? What shapes its quality? The evolution
of the contemporary city does not follow a linear movement.”  In his recent book “The
Inevitable Specificity of the City” (Herzog, 2015) claims all cities are fruit of
transformation processes, however much we live in a connected globalized network, cities
develop their own way to dealing with change. Hong Kong is a city that fully embodies
this theory, one could argue that Hong Kong is a state of transformation, where every
square meter of its urban territory is transformed into an artificial, highly technical
landscape.  The interrelation between city and landscape, from infrastructural facilities to
reclaimed land, is the product of a highly engineered pragmatic thinking (policy) of
control. Yet with an urban density of more than 30,000 inhabitants per square kilometer
and an average residential area of about 11 square meters per person (Jenni, 2015)
together with a multi-assemblage of layers, there is another side to this unique city that
we often take for granted.
 
With regards to Hong Kong Government policy vis-à-vis public spaces, in his article
“Forming Public Space: A Critique of Hong Kong’s Park Governance through
Architectural Intervention” (Carlow, J. 2013) outlines the highly comprehensive set of land
use guidelines and regulations for use and planning of open space within the Territory.
Carlow expands that HKSAR government makes a distinction between different types of
public open space listing a series of categories divided into Active Open Space, Passive
Open Space all regulated by mandatory rules.   Given such strict control over both design
and public space ratio (Active/Passive) it is interesting to observe how Carlow and his
students at Hong Kong University developed a series of design installations that pushed
and questioned these statutory instructions to breed more flexibility and provoke a
reconsideration of how public domain could be “misused”.
 
Besides the already cited “Terrain Vague” (Solà-Morales, 1995) two other theoretical texts
about space/city were analyzed. “Of Other Spaces: Utopias and Heterotopias” (Foucault,
1984) where the French philosopher argues that the present epoch will be characterized
as the epoch of space. In the course of his argument, he distinguishes between utopia
sites “fundamentally unreal spaces” and Heterotopias counter-sites, different spaces he
classifies as “Other Spaces or Real spaces”.  The concept of “other spaces” here is of
specific interest to our Urban Pause thesis, as they represent places on the margin of
society, located on the border of cities that function both in overtly explicit and covertly
contradictory terms to its original function. Furthermore, the principle that heterotopias
can change function within a single society links directly with our reading of how residual
spaces can be transformed.  While the second text “Practices of Space” (de Certeau, 1985)
theorizes the importance of understanding the city not in ideal terms, from above like
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urban planners see the city, but on the ground by walking. The everyday city has to be
read by walking, by drifting, much in the manner of Walter Benjamin’s flâneur “Like
words, places are articulated by thousands of usages.  They are thus transformed into
variations – not verbal or musical, but spatial”.  This provided us with the rationale for
our fieldwork analysis and the starting point of our design strategies: interacting with
locals.
 
-Fieldwork Investigations

The initial literature research into various associated fields was followed by a fieldwork
period around Hong Kong.  With the main concentration of urban fabric located around
Victoria Harbor, on the Kowloon peninsula and the northern Hong Kong Island, these
areas were selected for study.  Over 16 destinations were visited and for each site we
conducted a traditional photographic survey as well as a basic mapping, using a GPS
(Global Positioning System) software called Carto-DB that allowed us to digitally record
the residual locations into an overall map of HK.  Four categories of Urban Pause
conditions were identified.
 
01-	Margins: Unoccupied spaces on the edge of the city, characterized by indeterminate
use and unengaged with the context. (Lan Tim, Sai Wan Ho)
02-	Infrastructure: Forgotten spaces cut-off from their surroundings, typically under
viaducts or bridges that form urban empty islands, both inaccessible and uninhabitable.
(Causeway Bay and Quarry Bay)
03-	Artificial: Foreign to any urban system, usually redundant or abandoned sites,
Characterized by mitigating with HK steep terrain.  (Pok Fu Lam and Mid-Levels)
04-	Traces:  Historical locations with uncertain futures. Often with undefined and
imprecise boundaries generating a blurred relationship with the city. (Bracken Hill and
Kowloon Bay)
 
To widen the discourse and scope of the research, we met with a series of
interdisciplinary experts, to understand the ongoing academic concerns in the field. With
Prof. Mathews (Anthropology - The Chinese University of Hong Kong) we discussed the
importance of these spaces in relation to Hong Kong minority groups, quoting examples
such as the Filipino women gatherings on a Sunday which transform streets into a
collective living room, thereby establishing a community and change the meaning of
public space as we know it. With Professor Crawford (Architecture - University of
California, Berkeley) how the urban pauses of Hong Kong differ from those in Guangzhou
and other cities within the Pearl River Delta region and with Professor Wallace Chang
(Architecture - The Chinese University of Hong Kong) concerning his Bamboo Theater, a
very successful example of residual space transformation engaging not only the local
community but becoming a temporary destination for the whole city (Chang, 2012). Finally
in April of 2015, I also applied as PI with Prof. Matthew Pryor (Landscape Architecture –
University of Hong Kong) as CoI for an Environment and Conservation Fund project
called “A Residual Urban Space Catalyst: A Green Wall Prototype” that is still pending
for approval.
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These meetings gave us the opportunity to establish important partnerships with local
and international collaborators which subsequently matured in an invitation to exhibit the
work on the topic at the international architectural exhibition “China in Flux: Mapping
the Middle Zone” in Shenzhen, China organized by Qingyun Ma, Dean of the University of
Southern California, School of Architecture. In tandem with the exhibition USC also
organized a conference where we presented “Background City: The Urban Residual
Spaces of Hong Kong” where it became apparent that addressing these marginal urban
sites is a critical issue facing Chinese cities that have hundreds of kilometers of dormant
voids waiting to be activated.
 
-Previous Research

The City and Design are the two topics that frame my academic and professional
research; the Urban Pause project falls exactly between these two categories.  Whilst
teaching at Seoul National University, I undertook a two-year funded research project
“Seoulscape” that culminated in the publication of “Place/Seoul” (Ferretto, 2015).  The
concern here was with the background conditions of the city exposing the conflicting
processes that penetrate deeper in Seoul’s character.  As well as developing research on
the city, I actively participate in design projects and architectural competitions that relate
to public space.  I was awarded 3rd Prize for the International architecture competition
“Seun Walk City” in Seoul (2015), which sought to reactivate a 1.2 km megastructure in
the heart of the city by working with the existing DNA of the building to create a new
elevated urban park. In Hong Kong, I was also awarded 3rd prize for a public space
sculpture competition, whose concept was to materialize the notion of “respect” through a
process of casting.  Finally in 2014 I published a design theory book “Architect’s Notes”
(Ferretto, 2014) about demystifying the design process into a series of independent steps.
 
-Further Investigation
The aim of the initial pilot study was to establish a broad survey of Urban Pauses in HK,
understand their nuances and become acquainted with the complex network of complicit
agents regulating their existence or lack of.  The next objective, is to delve deeper into the
problem and prepare a substantial inventory of this untapped public asset by: identifying
shared issues and shared opportunities; develop realistic, site specific designs and explore
development strategies that do not encroach into or eradicate the existing DNA.
 
To implement this vision we rely on a prior research template produced by Design Trust
from Public Space of New York for their project “Under the Elevated: Reclaiming Space,
Connecting Communities” (2015).  Their approach relies on a four-prong agenda,
analyzing each site in relation to, space, land, structures and location.
 
Aware that in the timescale proposed (2 years) and with the resources available it would
be unrealistic to device a series of permanent solutions to the challenges exposed, we have
devised an incremental method that allows for a cycle of testing and calibrating design
interventions, in the form of temporary prototypes, before building on these lessons and
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expanding towards more strategic programmatic and operational proposals.  The spatial
prototypes would be moderate to small in scale, installed for a minimum period of 3
months and developed in close proximity with the relevant communities. They aim is to
seek to address particular site conditions, community and regulatory issues yet at the
same time awaken latent possibilities.  The four prototypes proposed, one for each
category highlighted (Margin, Infrastructure, Artificial and Traces) would use on-site
workshops, and stakeholder interviews to tailor a bespoke and creative solution.
 
In light of these developments and mindful of the associated financial implications of
designing and fabricating these prototypes we have contacted Jan Jongert, the founding
director, Head of Research for the Superuse Studio in Holland and currently head of the
“Inside Flows” Master’s programme in Interior Architecture at the Royal Academy of Arts
in de Hauge, Netherlands.  Jongert, a pioneer in re-using material has developed over a
17 year career in the field the novel concept of Harvest Map (2015), a web platform for
the reuse of residual materials that he is due to introduce to China at the forthcoming
Shenzhen Biennale (2015).  In a recent visit to Hong Kong, Jongert expressed a key
interest in collaborating on this project, believing HK has a very sophisticated network
potential material sources ideal for design implementation.  Specifically we discussed the
possibility of arranging two design workshops in collaboration with local communities,
each one week in duration, leading to a prototype design.
 
-Academic Discourse
To place the Urban Pause argument into a wider academic discourse, we have identified
the topic of “Background City” as potential encompassing platform allowing various
academics in the field to gather and discuss and compare research arguments.  In
December 2015, we have planned at the Chinese University of Hong Kong, School of
Architecture a two-day symposium entitled “Background City” bringing together both
international and local professors including: Prof. Peter Carl (London Met. University,
Architecture), Prof. Roger Riewe (TU Gratz, Architecture), Prof.  Eui-Sung Yi (UCLA-
Architecture) and Prof. Gordon Mathews (CUHK- Anthropology).
 

To date, Hong Kong as a city has been reluctant and avoided dealing with its Urban
Pause condition; Government institutions and authorities still display inflexible approach
towards such a vast urban asset.  However, as our prior research has confirmed, there is a
growing public awareness that such a piece of public “hardware” can be converted and
adapted into a genuine piece of urban “software”.  The significance of this project is to
expose and define the social/spatial public conditions available to the city, demonstrate
their potential via design transformations and situate Hong Kong’s Urban Pauses in
direct communication with the city’s policy makers.  The key issue of the research is to
activate a forgotten component of Hong Kong’s urban landscape without genetically
modifying its DNA.
 
(b) Research plan and methodology
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Phase 1
Objective 01 - To survey the social/spatial characteristic of “Urban Pauses” in Hong Kong
identifying a series of typical and prevalent conditions that characterize both the negative
as well as the positive examples. (8 months)
 
Having identified, in our prior pilot study, four main categories of Urban Pause
conditions, namely: Margin, Infrastructure, Artificial and Traces we will now proceed with
surveying 8 specific sites, 2 for each condition, with the findings producing a feasibility
report, structured according to social and spatial headings.
 
The social survey will analyze local organizations, community representatives and existing
initiatives to gain valuable local knowledge and establish contact with experts,
stakeholders and potential partners. For each site we will further map both formal and
informal relationships, documenting how both local and non-local people engage with the
site, monitoring: Flows- understanding daily lives, when is the site used, by whom, with
what patterns and how do people access it; Energies – who maintains the site, waste
disposal, day and night discrepancies, parties that activate use; Rhythms – associated
activities such as leisure and culture, seasonal routines, priorities and anxieties of the
community, long and short term ambitions. 
 

The spatial survey will be organized firstly by collating all the relevant historical data,
maps and literature, of how the site was transformed, detecting the parameters of growth
and understanding their spatial implications. We will then produce three-dimensional
drawings, exposing boundaries, site jurisdictions, ownership, material and structural
qualities and opportunities. Further, we will investigate the environmental qualities of the
site: air pollution, noise and light levels, contamination and potential for inhabitation.
Finally, we will take a step back and analyze the macro dimension, its disposition into an
urban network of similar sites.  The methods used to gather the above survey will consist
of:
 
Interviews: We will conduct 4 interviews for each site, with various levels of the
community, including: local inhabitants, commercial players, district authorities, school
teachers, local users, Taxi drivers and others.  Digital Mapping: Registering all GPS
coordinates into an active digital Urban Pause map of Hong Kong (somethings that
currently does not exist), produced using the Carto-DB software.  Drawings and Graphic
Material: 2D plans and sections together with 3D axonometric views, diagrams and
sketches, photography and scaled site models.
 
Objective 02 – To position Hong Kong’s Urban Pauses as a new typology of public space,
unique to the city and region, distinct from other categories identified in existing
academic studies. (4 months)
 
Based on the finding from the feasibility report we will establish an inventory of the
various typologies of Urban Pauses unique to HK. Following the lexicon of “Hong Kong
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Typology” (Christ & Gantenbein, 2010) that capture the core issues of HK’s building types
our taxonomy will collect, in a directly comparable manner (scale), social and physical
information gathered from our survey.
 
This database will not only allow us to build an understanding of the various types,
possible changes and processes involved, but establish patterns between typologies. It will
also act as an important tool in assessing the relative impact potential for each site, the
main criterion in selecting the four proposed prototypes.
 

Phase 1 will conclude with the assembly and publishing of a status report arranging the
information developed to date: Feasibility Report, Site Survey, Typology Database and
Case Studies. This final section will highlight related projects around the world and relate
how from micro-interventions to short-term urban strategies various residual sites are
being activated.
 
Phase 2
Objective 03 - To implement four architectural prototypes that will focus and capture the
public imagination and leverage support for improving and transforming Urban Pauses.
(6 months)
 
Phase two of the project will begin with the design development of the four proposed
spatial prototypes, with the aim to translate the knowledge gained in phase 1 - a
catalogue of issues into a catalogue of opportunities. To calibrate a realistic scope of
works we envisage the prototypes to function as a tool-kit, not acting as a site-specific
architectural interventions addressing particular issues, rather as a set of elements that
can work both individually and in tandem to address multiple sites and issues. Our design
criteria, beyond activating so-called “dead spaces”, will focus on assessing the design
capability in terms of: injecting new ideas, creating more vibrancy, increasing site
inhabitation, encourage resident’s participation, reduce noise and ultimately to repurpose
vacant plots into public spaces for the community.
 
Mindful of the extensive red tape surrounding such projects, from a very early stage
(phase 1) we will engage with local HKSAR authorities, namely: The Highways
Department (ACABAS), the Lands Department and the HK Leisure and cultural
Department (LCSD). Concurrently we will also seek the support of the local communities,
residents, commercial and schools to explain and promote our project as well as listening
to their pressing concerns, worries and goals.
 
The design development of the prototypes will be conducted via a two-stage approach.  In
the first instance we will prepare a series of community workshops (2) organized with the
participation of invited specialist guests, such a Director Jan Jongert head of research at
Superuse.org, to introduce innovative ways of building with waste.  From these
brainstorming sessions, we select the best ideas to further pursue and translate into
completed 1:1 prototypes.  The prototypes will be temporary and movable in nature,
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relatively light for ease of transportation and erection, and component based for
feasibility purposes.
 
Once completed the prototypes will be installed and tested as to how they perform and
transform the surrounding urban ecology.  We will carefully document public
participation, photographically, via film and organize roundtable meetings with local
participants to hear their feedback.  For each prototype, we will produce a report listing
the process (design development, construction time and cost) as well as capturing the
social public participation.  The report will conclude with a set of recommendations
elucidating the lessons learned, means of improvement and opportunities opened.
 
Objective 04 - To create a comprehensive knowledge framework regarding Urban Pauses
in Hong Kong and articulate a phased urban design strategy that capitalizes on three-
dimensional space, usable land, existing infrastructures and surfaces possibilities. (6
months)
 
The implementation of a city based Urban Pause strategy has to be incremental. Building
upon the lessons learned from the three prior objectives we propose a phased urban
design plan of interconnected residual networks, refraining from a standard masterplan
approach of imposed visions.  This method proposes three phases, the first phase
“awareness” allows for small scale and temporary interventions (3-6 months) to spark
public interest, the second phase “pilot” progresses from a series of interventions schemes
into semi-permanent projects (1- 3 years) providing scope for significant spatial,
programmatic and operational changes prior to phase three “permanent” where the
designs are consolidated into an enduring urban improvements.
 

The output of this phase will be presented in a detailed final report, with a series of
digitally coordinated (GPS) maps, drawings, diagrams and 3D graphics.  It will be
presented to both local authorities and community agencies with a public exhibition
organized to disseminate the knowledge gained.
 
Team
The research team will consist of the principal investigator and a senior research
assistant for the duration of the project, 2 years. A further research assistant will assist
in Objectives 1 and 3, in total for 1 year, broken down into two non-sequential 6 months
periods. Additional student helpers/volunteers will be solicited during the fabrication of
the prototypes. As the attached project diagram explain, each objective will end with a
clear list of deliverables, including conference presentations, public exhibition, feasibility
report, physical prototypes, journal paper. Also on completion of the project we aim to
integrate the outcome of the project into a book “Urban Pause/Hong Kong” a
continuation from our previous city project “Place/Seoul”.
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(c) A maximum of two non-text pages of attached diagrams, photos, charts and table etc, if

any.

Attached 2 pages(s) as follows



SURVEY TYPOLOGY PROTOTYPES STRATEGY

Phase 1 Phase 2

Figure 1 - Research Methodology Diagram
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ut

pu
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ollaborations

Feasibility Report
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Obj. 1 Obj. 2 Obj. 3 Obj. 4

Interviews: Local / Authoreties

12 months 12 months
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New Typology of Public Space

Four Prototypes

Conference Presentation
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Public Exhibition

Journal Paper

Urban Networks



Figure 2 - Prior Research Output

Site 1 - Pok Fu Lam Proposal - Lam Tim

Site 2 - Mei Foo Market Proposal - Mei Foo Exhibition - China in Flux, USC American in China  

Site 3 - Quarry Bay Proposal - Pok Fu Lam

Site 4 - Sai Wan Ho Proposal - Bracken Hill Architectural Competition - Seun City Walk Park, Seoul, Korea.
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PROJECT FUNDING

 

3. Cost and justification 

 
(a)     Estimated cost and resource implications: 
    [Detailed justifications should be given in order to support the request for each item
below] 
    (a maximum of 500 words for each box)
 

Year 1

($)

Year 2

($)

Year 3

($)

Year 4

($)

Year 5

($)

Total

($)

(A) One-line Vote Items 

(i) Supporting Staff Costs 

Types

Monthly salary x Nos. x

Months

Senior Research Assistant $672,000

28,000 * 1 * 12 336,000

28,000 * 1 * 12 336,000

Research Assistant $237,000

19,750 * 1 * 6 118,500

19,750 * 1 * 6 118,500

Justification:

01 - Senior Research Assistant (SRA) for 24 months (336,000 x 2 = 672,000).
 
Required experience:
•	Master in Architecture or higher, above a five-year undergraduate programme.
•	3/5 Years work experience in professional practice, with key project management
roles and responsibilities (schedules, cost management connected with running a small
project)
•	Urban Research Studies in similar fields carried out at institutional levels, be it a
university or public/private partnerships level.
•	Software competence, including a high literacy in 3D packages.
•	Presentation Skills, ability to produce: reports, booklets, panels.
•	Experience in liaising with local planning and building control departments.
•	Construction and material knowledge, i.e. previously built small/medium scale
interventions.
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•	Ability to interpret data and survey findings
•	Ability to edit and translate data into visual diagrams
 
The SRA will be responsible in assisting the PI with:
•	Collect historical cartographic material and redraw maps and diagrams digitally
•	Input GPS coordinates in digital “Urban Pause” map of Hong Kong
•	Coordinate site photographs with the Digital Map
•	Ascertain site physical properties: Area, Height, Materials

•	Ascertain site jurisdictions: government authorities, ownership, covenants, planning
restrictions
•	Environmental report:  Noise, light, air pollution levels, existing fauna and land
contamination
•	Programmes and Access analysis: both site and context specific
•	Interview: draft questionnaire and assist in sessions
•	Literature research: existing paper and government documents
•	Case studies: research precedents both in HK and internationally
•	2D drawings: Plan, sections of the 8 selected sites in CAD
•	3D Models: construct accurate digital models of key urban fragments
•	Construct digital models of Prototype designs
•	Liaise with local fabricators for the manufacturing of prototypes
•	Source recycled materials
•	Document the prototypes in-situ: video, photography and drawings
•	Final report: drawings, report layout, printing
•	Public exhibition: panels, models and videos
 
02 - Research Assistant (RA) for 12 months (237,000), i.e. two separate nonconsecutive
periods of 6 months.
 
Required experience:
•	Master in Architecture or higher
•	1 Years work experience in professional practice
•	Software competence, including a high literacy in 3D packages

•	Presentation Skills, ability to produce: reports, booklets, panels
 
An additional RA will be required during two key moments of the project, coinciding
with Objective 1 and 3.  During these periods, they will assist to collate data and relieve
pressure from both the PI and SRA. Specifically during the prototype period they will
assist in the fabrication and manufacturing of the prototypes.

(ii) Equipment Expenses

[please itemize and provide quotations for each item costing over $200,000]

Justification:
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Quotation Provided: Yes No

(iii) Outsourcing Expenses of Research Work Outside Hong Kong

[please itemize your cost estimation with justification and provide quotations for work

costing over $200,000]

Justification:

Quotation Provided: Yes No

(iv) General Expenses

[please itemize and provide quotations for services/purchase costing over $200,000]

Production drawings and
booklets

7,500 7,500 0 0 0 15,000

Public exhibition 0 10,000 0 0 0 10,000

Justification:

Production of Drawings and Booklets for each Phase
Phase 1: $ 7,500 - Feasibility Report, Typology booklet
Phase 2: $ 7,500 - Final Report
 
Public Exhibition:
To be held in two venues: $ 10,000 - Urban Pause site within HK and CUHK School of
Architecture

Quotation Provided: Yes No

(v) Conference Expenses

Attendance of one
international conference per
year

20,000 20,000 0 0 0 40,000

Justification:

Attendance of one international conference per year at the conclusion of each phase.

Sub-total for (A) (One-line Vote Items):   $ 974,000

 

(B) Earmarked Items

(vi) Costs for Employment of Relief Teacher

[see Enclosure III for individual research and Enclosure V for relief support under

Humanities and Social Scienecs Panel]



Page 21

GRF1

Temp RGC Ref No. T16133916

Rank

Monthly salary x Months

Justification:

Current Average Teaching Load: 	Total 0 classroom hours per academic year [please

report UGC-funded programmes only]

(vii) Expenses of Research Experience for Undergraduate Student

(see Enclosure VI for Provision of Research Experience for Undergraduate Students)

Justification:

(viii) High-performance Computing Services Expenses

Justification:

Quotation Provided: Yes No

(ix) Research-related Software Licence /Dataset

[Please itemize and provide quotations for each item]

Justification:

Sub-total for (B) (Earmarked Items):   $ 0

(x) Total cost of the proposal (A) + (B)   $ 974,000

 

(C) Deduction Items

Less :

(xi) Institutional funding for provision of research experience for

undergraduate student

  $ 0  

(xii) Other research funds secured from other sources   $ 0  

Sub-total for C (Deduction Items):   $ 0  

(xiii) Amount requested in this application : (A) + (B) - (C)    $ 974,000  

 

(D) Academic Research related to Public Policy Developments

(xiv) Percentage of the total cost of the proposal related to public policy

developments ((A) + (B))

[see Enclosure VII for Support for Academic Research relating to

Public Policy Developments]

 
 
100%
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(b) Declaration on the Equipment Procurement:

(i) I declare that no equipment is required

OR

(ii)	I declare that the equipment indicated in 3(a)(A)(ii) above is not

available in the institution

OR

(iii)	I declare that all or some of the equipment (please provide

details in the following text box) indicated in Section 3(a)(A)(ii)

above is available in the institution but cannot be used by me in

view of the following reasons (a maximum of 500 words)

Reasons : (a maximum of 500 words) 

(c) Declaration on employment of relief teacher: 

(i) I declare that no relief teacher is required 

OR

(ii) I declare that I currently do not hold any grant for

employment of relief teacher of any on-going project under

UGC/RGC funding schemes (excluding Humanities and Social

Sciences Prestigious Fellowhsip Scheme (HSSPFS)) 

OR

(iii)	I declare that I hold grant for employment of relief teacher of

the following on-going project(s) under UGC/RGC funding

schemes (excluding HSSPFS) and undertake to submit the

corresponding completion report(s) by 30 April 2016 

(d) Declaration on high-performance computing services: 

(i) I declare that no high-performance computing services is

required 

OR

(ii)	I declare that the high-performance computing services

indicated in Section 3(a)(B)(viii) above is not available in the

institution 

OR

(iii)	I declare that all or some of the high-performance computing
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services (please provide details in the following text box) indicated

in Section 3(a)(B)(viii) above is available in the institution but

cannot be used by me in view of the following reasons(a maximum

of 500 words)

Reasons : (a maximum of 500 words) 

(e) Declaration on the research-related software licence / dataset

(i)	I declare that no research-related software licence / dataset is

required

OR

(ii) 	I declare that the research-related software licence / dataset

indicated in Section 3(a)(B)(ix) above is not available in the

institution

OR

(iii) 	I declare that all or some of the research-related software

licence / dataset (please provide details in the following text box)

indicated in Section 3(a)(B)(ix) above is available in the institution

but cannot be used by me in view of the following reasons (a

maximum of 500 words)

Reasons : (a maximum of 500 words) 
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4.      Existing facilities and major equipment available for this research proposal:
         (a maximum of 400 words)
The research base for this project will be within School of Architecture at CUHK,
including: Work space for SRA and RA with dedicated computer station with required
software, Laser cutter facilities and 3D printing to make scaled models,  workshop both
woodwork and digital where prototypes ca be tested and fabricated.  Therefore this
project does require any further or outside facility.
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5.    Funds secured or to be secured 
 
(a)   Other research funds already secured for this research proposal:

[This amount will be deducted from the total cost of the project in Section 3 of Part II

above.]

Source Amount ($)

 

 

 

(b)   Other research funds to be or are being sought for this research proposal. 

[If funds under this item are secured, the amount of the GRF to be awarded may be

reduced]:

Source Amount ($)

 

 

DECLARATION OF SIMILAR OR RELATED PROPOSALS

[Please refer to GRF2 for information required and implications for non-disclosure of

similar or related proposals]

6. Re-submission of a proposal not supported previously 
(a)   Is this proposal a re-submission or largely similar to a proposal that has been
submitted to but not supported by the UGC/RGC or other funding agencies?

Yes No

If yes, please state the funding agency(ies) and the funding programme(s):

Research Grants Council (HK) - GRF

Reference No(s).: [for UGC/RGC projects only]: 14604315

Project title(s) : [if different from Section 1(a) of Part I above.]

Urban Pauses: A Taxonomy of  Hong Kong's Residual Spaces

Date(month/year) of application: 9/2014

Outcome: not supported
 

 

 

(b)   If this application is the same as or similar to the one(s) submitted but not supported

previously, what were the main concerns / suggestions of the reviewers then?



Page 26

GRF1

Temp RGC Ref No. T16133916

The feedback from 2/3 reviewers of the original application focused on three main areas
where the proposal had shortfalls.
 
 
1 - Objectives
The objectives of the research were hidden and insufficient to qualify as a serious social
science academic analysis.
A better case needs to be made for why Urban Pauses are important to Hong Kong.
What are the potential outcomes and why are they significant?
 
2 - Academic Discourse and Theoretical framework
The research was not situated against a theoretical and empirical body of work and a
stronger literature review is required.
Improve and develop a finely honed hypothesis with clear “Theoretical framing”.
 
3 - Methodology
It was recommended that a smaller project be started to develop a stronger hypothesis
and to discover if a larger survey is useful.
Improve the methodological framing and dialogue with existing studies and tie into the
unique Hong Kong conditions.

 

 

(c)   Please give a brief response to the points mentioned in Section 6(b) above,

highlighting the major changes that have been incorporated in this application. 

In response to the above comments I have redrafted the proposal with the following
highlighted corrections:
 
1 - Revised Objectives
We have defined 4 clear objectives outlining the scope of the research as:
Surveying the Social/Spatial characteristic under four categories (margin, infrastructure,
artificial and traces)
Position Hong Kong’s Urban Pauses as a new typology within the current academic
discourse, listing their unique properties and collating the data into a digital interactive
(GPS) map.
Fabricating 4 architectural prototypes, that will capture the public imagination and
leverage awareness and support for ways of improving and transforming residual urban
sites.
Finally we conclude with a comprehensive knowledge framework for Urban Pauses in HK
and articulate a phased urban design strategy.
 
2 – Revised Academic Discourse
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We have placed the proposed research firmly against prevalent existing studies, from an
interdisciplinary social science perspective, considering various arguments: Sociology
(Sassen, 2006), Anthropology (Matthews, 2011), Theoretical (Foucault, 1984; Sola-Morales,
1999), Hong Kong (Carlow, 2013), Urbanism (Design Trust from Public Spaces of NY,
2015) and Architectural (Jongert, 2007).

The theoretical framework is now structured to argue that the enormity of today’s
contemporary cities, such as Hong Kong, have produced a collective sense of dislocation,
which can be readdressed by capturing it’s ephemeral qualities specific to residual urban
spaces that offer the possibility  to create a sense of continuity and collective belonging.
This is a position based on a series of seminal texts, including: ““Of Other Spaces:
Utopias and Heterotopias” (Foucault, 1984), “Practices of Space” (de Certeau, 1985) and
“Terrain Vague” (Sola-Morales, 1999).
 
3- Revised Methodology
Over the last year, we started a small self-funded pilot research project entitled
“Background City – A taxonomy of Hong Kong’s Infrastructural Spaces” which lasted 8
months and culminated with a public exhibition organized by University of Southern
California under the theme China in Flux.
Through this projects which was conducted with two graduate students we were able to
visit over 16 residual sites within HK, produce a basic location map, highlighting both
negative (disconnected and threatening) and positive (connecting communities) examples.
We also opened the question to a wider academic audience, receiving advice, suggestions
and support from leading figures in the field.
We researched various similar projects currently underway across the world, the most
important of which was “Under the Elevated” a NY project which helped us establish both
a realistic and structured framework for the research.
Finally we investigated current projects in Hong Kong that are addressing ways of
translating these conditions into a public asset, specifically the work of Barrie Ho
Architects currently engaged in converting non-places of the city into active participatory
programmes such as sport and community centers.
 

7.   Submission of a new proposal or proposal similar or related to on-going and

completed projects, and proposals pending funding approval 

 

(a)       Is/are there any other proposal(s) being submitted by PI or Co-I(s) to the RGC

(including those submitted by PI or Co-I(s) through other institutions) in this funding

exercise?

Yes No

If yes, please give the following details -

 

(b)(I)       Is there similar research being carried out by the PI or Co-I(s) or the

collaborators?
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Yes No

   (II)       Is there related research being carried out by the PI or Co-I(s) or the

collaborators?

Yes No

If yes to 7(b)(I) or (II), please give a brief account including names of investigators,

departmental and institutional affiliations, project title(s) and nature of the project(s): (a

maximum of 400 words)

 

 

(c)(I)       Is/Are there similar proposal(s) being submitted by PI or Co-I(s) (in both

capacity as PI/PC or Co-I/Co-PI) to other competitive funding schemes of the RGC or

other funding agency(ies) or his/her institution(s)?

Yes No

   (II)       Is/Are there related proposal(s) being submitted by PI or Co-I(s) (in both

capacity as PI/PC or Co-I/Co-PI) to other competitive funding schemes of the RGC or

other funding agency(ies) or his/her institution(s)?

Yes No

If yes to Section7(c)(I) or (II), please give the following details -

Proposal(s) submitted by PI

The

funding

agency(ies)

/

institution(

s) and the

funding

programme

(s)

Reference

No(s): (for

RGC

funding

schemes

only)

Proposal

Title(s):

Capacity: Name of PI

of the

Proposal(s)

A brief account of the

proposal(s) including month &

year of application for

funding, if applicable an

explanation on the differences

between the proposal(s)

concerned and this

application: (a maximum of

400 words)[If you have

difficulty in making the

declaration, please explain]
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Enviromen
t and
Conservati
on Fund,
Hong Kong

A
Residual
 Urban
Space
Catalyst
: A
Green
Wall
Prototyp
e. 

PI Peter W.
Ferretto

The application was made in
May 2014, with the decision
still pending, expected
January 2015.
 
Differences:
This project, done in
collaboration with Prof.
Matthew Pryor Co-I from the
University of Hong Kong
(Landscape Architecture
Department) proposes a
specific green-wall prototype
to improve the environmental
qualities for a specific site in
Causeway Bay. The
parameters here, focus on one
case and relate to specific
environmental improvements.
 
Description:
Hong Kong has two pressing
urban and environmental
issues that need urgent
attention: a dramatic lack of
public space and dangerously
high levels of street pollution.
This is a pilot project to
develop a high-performance
green wall for an
Infrastructural Residual
Space in Causeway, Hong
Kong, to filter the air
pollution and simultaneously
create a better public space.

Proposal(s) submitted by the Co-I

 

 

(d)(I)       Is/Are there similar project(s)/work by PI or Co-I(s) (in both capacity as PI/PC

or Co-I/Co-PI) already completed?
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Yes No

   (II)       Is/Are there related project(s)/work by PI or Co-I(s) (in both capacity as PI/PC

or Co-I/Co-PI) already completed?

Yes No

If yes to 7(d)(I) or (II) , please give the following details -

 

8.  Particulars of PI and Co-Is

(a)   Investigator(s) information:
Name and Academic Affiliation of Applicant:

Name Post Unit/ Department/

Institution

Current

Member of

RGC

Council/Subj

ect Panel as

at

application

deadline

(Yes or No)

RGC

Council/

Name of

RGC

Subject

Panel

PI Prof
Ferretto,
Peter 

Associate Professor School of
Architecture/The
Chinese University of
Hong Kong 

No

 

 

 

 

 

(b)   Curriculum vitae (CV) of Applicant(s).

[For the PI and each Co-I, please attach a CV (a maximum of two A4 pages in standard

RGC format for attaching PDF documents or (a maximum of 800 words for direct input

in the text box) per person in the following format.]

i) Name: 

ii) Academic qualifications: 

iii) Previous academic positions held(with dates): 

iv) Present academic position:
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v) Previous relevant research work: 

vi) Publication records [Please refer to GRF 2 Part II Section 8 for the format required by the

RGC]:

       Section A - Five most representative publications in recent five years

       Section B - Five representative publications beyond the recent five-year period with the

latest publication entered first.

vii) Others (please specify):



CV of Prof Ferretto,Peter

(i) Name:
Peter Winston Ferretto
 
(ii) Academic qualifications: 
BA (Hons), DipArch (Cantab), RIBA Part3 (Cantab), ARB.
 
(iii) Previous Academic Positions held:	
2014 – 2012: Seoul National University (Associate Professor)
2009 – 2014: Seoul National University (Assistant Professor)
2007-2009: The Architectural Association, London (Unit Master)
 
(iv) Present Academic Position:
2014 – current: The Chinese University of Hong Kong (Associate Professor)
 
(v) Previous relevant research work:
 
Architectural
2015 – Seun City Walk: International Architectural Competition (3rd, Prize)
2014 – MTR Public Sculpture Competition for HK (3rd Prize)
2014 – Seoul Memorial for Catholic Martyrs Architectural Competition (2nd Prize)

2013 – Goheung Pottery Museum, National Architecture Competition (1st Prize)
2012 – Busan Opera House: International Architectural Competition (1st Prize)
 
Research Grants
2009 – 2011: Seoul National University Research - Direct Grant,
PI: Peter W. Ferretto. Title: “Seoulscape”. Duration: 2 years
2011-2013: “Seoul-time”, Seoul National University Research - Direct Grant,
PI: Peter Ferretto + Co-I.  Duration: 2 years
 
Publication records:
Section A – Five most representative publications in recent five years
 
1. Place/Seoul, Peter W. Ferretto, ISBN 978-89-98143-30-5 (03610), July 2015,
total pages 340.
2. Peter W. Ferretto, “Converging Fragments. Seoul: A Portrait of a 21st Century
City” in Docomomo Journal #50, pp. 12-16. September 2014.
3. Architect’s Notes, Peter W. Ferretto, ISBN 978-89-98656-20-1, April 2014, total



pages 236.
4. Cast Space, Peter W. Ferretto, ISBN: 987-89-5592-292-9, March 2014, total
pages 186.
5. Vertical Museum, Peter W. Ferretto, ISBN: 987-89-5592-269-8, April 2013,
total pages 420.
 
Section B – Five representative publications beyond the recent five-year period
 

6.  Peter W. Ferretto “Cast Space: Subverting the Spatial Paradigm” in Time, Space,
Body 5, Inter-Disciplinary.Net International Conference, Oxford, August 30th, 2015.
(Publication forthcoming).
7. Peter W. Ferretto, “The Future of Seoul: Eight Fragments” Keynote lecture in
Open Cities: The New Post-Industrial World Order, ACSA International
Conference, June 21-23, 2014.
8. Vertical Urbanism, Peter W. Ferretto, ISBN: 987-89-5592-232-9, September
2012.
9. Peter W. Ferretto, “Interpreting Fragments” in Space Magazine, no. 523, June
2011.
10. Peter W. Ferretto, “Seoul Paradigms – A User’s Manual” in Space Magazine, no.
515, October 2010.
 
Others
 
Exhibitions and Curatorship
 
1. “Background City: The residual Spaces of Hong Kong” in China in Flux, Mapping
the Middle Zone, organized by USC School of Architecture. July, 2015 – Shenzhen,
Beijing, Los Angeles.
2. “Cast Respect: Public Sculpture” in MTR Shenzhen Public Exhibition Centre,
Shenzhen, Hong Kong, January 2015.
2. “Urban Filter” in Seun City Walk Exhibition, Seoul City Hall Exhibition. June
2015.
3. “Ground Wall” in Seosomun Park Exhibition, Seoul Catholic Cathedral Gallery
Spaces, August 2014.
4. “Abstract Compositions” RA Summer Exhibition, London. July 2014.
5. “Architectural Waste” - Architectural Solo Exhibition in G:Colon Publishing
House, Paju Book City, Seoul, Korea, April 2014.

6. “Walking the City” Korean Pavilion at the Venice 12th 2012 Architectural



Biennale, Co-curator. August – November 2012.
7. “Stop-Abstract Undertakings” Solo exhibition at CU-Space, 798 Beijing, April
2012.
8. “Go-Home” Seoul Square - Public Art Piece, Seoul, November 2011.
9. “Home” in Always on My Mind, international Exhibition at Seoul Museum of Art,
September 2011.
10. “The Rebirth of the River” Architectural Association Visiting School Director,
Seoul, July 2010.



Page 32

GRF1

Temp RGC Ref No. T16133916

(c) Plan(s) for collaboration in this application:

        [Indicate the role and the specific task(s) the PI and each Co-I , if any, is responsible

for.]

        [Letter(s) of collaboration can be attached to section 13] 

Although there no formal Co-I involved, as stated in the “background” section I am
planning to invite Jan Jongert, founder and head of research at Superuse.org, a
Netherlands company that specialize in Recycling and reusing waste materials for
architectural built projects. This would take the format of two public workshops in Hong
Kong.
(d) Number of hours per week to be spent by the PI in the proposal: 22 hour(s)

 

 

GRANT RECORD OF INVESTIGATOR(S)

 

9. Details of Research Projects

(i). PI - Details of research projects undertaken by the PI (in a PI/PC or Co-I/Co-PI

capacity) including (a) completed research projects funded from all sources (irrespective

whether from UGC/RGC) in the past five years; and (b) on-going research projects

funded from all sources (irrespective whether from UGC/RGC); (c) terminated projects

funded by UGC/RGC in the past five years; and (d) unsuccessful proposals or withdrawn

projects submitted to UGC/RGC in the past five years.

Project Ref

No.

Status of

proposal/

project

(Completed,

On-going,

Terminated,

Unsuccessful,

 Withdrawn)

Project Title  PI/P

C/C

o-

I/Co

-PI

Funding

Source(s)

and

Amount($

)

UGC/R

GC

Funding

 (Yes or

No)

Start

Date

 (if

applic

able)

Estima

ted

Compl

etion

Date

 (if

applic

able)

Number

of Hours

Per

Week

Spent by

the PI in

Each

On-

going

Project*

14604315 Unsuccessful Urban Pauses:
A Taxonomy of
Hong Kong’s
Residual Spaces

PI GRF  $ 0 -- -- 0

* The PI is not required to report on the time spent in the capacity of Co-I in GRF

projects.
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Please provide the objectives of each project listed in (a), (b) and (c) above.

   

(ii). Co-I(s) – Details of on-going research projects funded from all sources (irrespective

whether from UGC/RGC) undertaken by each Co-I (in a PI/PC capacity).

ANCILLARY INFORMATION

10. Research Ethics/Safety Approval and Access to Government/ Official/ Private Data

and Records

[Please refer to GRF2 Part II Section 10 for the responsibilities and implications]

(a) Research Ethics/Safety Approval

(i) I confirm that the research

proposal

involves / does not involve human

subjects.

 

(ii)  Please tick the appropriate boxes to confirm if approval for the respective ethics

and/or safety issues is required and has been / is being obtained from the PI's institution.

PIs are encouraged to seek necessary approval before application deadline as far as

possible

Approval not

required

Approval obtained Approval being

sought

(1)   Human research ethics

(2)  Animal research ethics

(3) Biological safety

(4)  Ionizing radiation safety

(5)   Non-ionizing radiation

safety

(6)  Chemical safety

 

(iii) If approval is required by other authorities, please indicate below the names of the

authorities and the prospects of obtaining such approval. If not applicable, please put

down "N.A.".

The Chinese University of Hong Kong Ethics Committee.

 

(b) Access to Government/ Official/ Private Data and Records
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(i) Is access to Government / official / private data and records critical to the research

proposal?

  

Yes

No

 

             If approval is required, please indicate below the names of the agency(ies) of

obtaining such approval. 

 

(ii) Please tick in the appropriate boxes to confirm if approval for access to the related

data/records has been / is being obtained from the relevant agency(ies).  If approval has

been obtained, please provide evidence.

List of agency(ies) Approval not
required

Approval
obtained

Approval being
sought

 

             [Note: PIs are encouraged to seek necessary approval before application deadline

as far as possible.]
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11. Proposed reviewers
(a) List of proposed reviewers:

PI assumes full responsibility for reporting all the relationship(s) between himself/herself

with each of nominated external reviewers.  To avoid any possible or preceived conflict of

interests, external reviewer(s) having any of the following relationship(s) with the PI

should not be nominated

(i) Is currently employed / was employed from 14 November 2013 to 13 November 2015 by

the institution of the PI;)

(ii) Holds adjunct, honorary or visiting position(s) in the institution of the PI;

(iii) Serves as consultant / advisor to a committee or department of the institution of the

PI;

(iv) Submitted applications as Project Coordinator, Principal Investigator (PI), Co-PI, Co-

Investigator or Collaborators in the same funding exercise;

(v) Has pre-reviewed the application;

(vi) Has advisor / advisee relationship (such as tutor and PhD student relationship) with

the PI;

(vii) Has co-authorship of patents with the PI;

(viii) Has close personal relationship (e.g. partner, spouse, immediate family member,

long-term close friend) with the PI;

(ix)	Has co-authorship of paper or publications with the PI from 14 November 2012 to 13

November 2015;

(x)	Is a collaborator (in the capacity of Co-PI or Co-I) in research projects or programmes

held by the PI from 14 November 2012 to 13 November 2015; or

(xi)	Serves the same editorial board with an appointor-appointee relationship.

 

[Please refer to Part II Section 11 of GRF2 for responsibilities and implications.  The PI

should make the list of nominated reviewers available to the Co-Is for making declaration]

 

(b) Declaration of any past and present relationship between the investigator(s) i.e., PI and

Co-Is, and the nominated reviewers [minimum one tick per reviewer]: 

Nature of relationship (please elaborate) Reviewer

(i) (ii) (iii) (iv) (v)

Has co-authorship of paper or publications with

the PI in the period from 14 November 2008 to

13 November 2012

Was a collaborator (in the capacity of Co-PI or

Co-I) in research projects or programmes held

by the PI from 14 November 2008 to 13
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November 2012

Partnership / co-organisers of major events with

the PI from 14 November 2008 to 13 November

2015

Teacher at undergraduate studies

Fellow members of the same editorial board

Others (please specify)

None

 
 
(c) Indicate the name of PI/Co-Is and the nature of the relationship declared in (b) (e.g.
when
 
 and where the relationship was / is developed, name / nature of project(s), publication(s)
or event(s) involved):
 

12.    Release of completion report, data archive possibilities and public access of

publications resulting from research funded by the RGC
 
           (a) Is the proposed project likely to generate data set(s) of retention value? 

Yes No

If yes, please describe the nature, quantity and potential use of the data set(s) in future.

 
Nil

(b) Are you willing to make the data set(s) available to others for reference twelve months

after the publication of research results or the completion of this proposed project? 

Yes No

I/We understand that the RGC will release the completion report to the public and only

considers data archiving requests after the completion of the RGC-funded project. The

RGC has full discretion in funding the archiving requests. Data sets archived with RGC

funds will require users to acknowledge the originator and the RGC. The originator will

also be provided with copies of all publications derived from the use of the data.
 

 

I undertake that upon acceptance of a paper for publication,

 

(i)	I will check whether the publisher already allows (A) full open access to the publisher's

    version, or (B) my depositing a copy of the paper (either the publishers version or the

final

    accepted manuscript after peer-review) in the institutional repository for open access;
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(ii)	if both (i) (A) and (B) are not allowed, I will request the publisher to allow me to place

either

     version in my institutional repository for restricted access immediately upon

publication

     or after an embargo period of up to twelve months if required by the publisher; and

(iii)	subject to the publisher's agreement on (i) or (ii) above, I will deposit a copy of the

     publication in my institutional repository as early as possible but no later

     than six months after publication or the embargo period, if any.

 

 

13.    Education Plan, Letters of Collaboration and Supporting Documents

(A maximum of 20 words for each box to caption each uploaded pdf documents)
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