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'f.tjAltl13IJl/flm!lffiflJt M•lcing Conune,nt on Plllnning Applk:ation / Review ~--Reference Number: 
21 I I 12-123737-20395 

~ 03/1212<T2 I 
Deadline for nbadn6oll: 

~8-~ 
Date •nd time ofAflnniuioa: 

12F11fJ021 12:37:37 

~9'9--···· 
Tbe application no. to which the comment relates: 

Y/I-D812 

rfl!a~A.J :At~~-
Name ofpeno~ making this co1nment: 

11'fi Miss wu wai Ian 

X-"Mfft 
Detalls of the Comment : 

I opposite this plan, as it will impact the environment and many wild life will lose their habitat. 
This plan will also impact the trail to the famous tiger head, which is mass publio benefit especia 
llv in view of this convid critical time. 

file://pld:::-egisJ-=app/Online_Comnient/211112-123737-20395_Comment_ Y _I-DB_2.h... 12/11/2021 
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Ufl.1$ffl/Jf~fltit@:Jl Making Comment on Planning Application / Review 

~-t! 
Reference Number: 

211112-142811-01968 

~u 
Deadline for submission: 

03/12/2021 

~BJOl&Bfrffl 
Date and time of submission: 

12/11/2021 14:28:11 

~ll~ml9$ill1~ Y/1-DB/2 
The application n~. to which the comment relates: • 

r~J!A.J ~~~ffl 
Name of person making this comment: 

j(± Ms. Gigi Lee 

•.Jtm. 
Details of the Comment : 

!'age 1 or J 

6175 

&]ijftJltcfnJI~' lit-7il1J□iffi:~j\ffi.L9~, ($~tf7m(~~~'it~l¥9*1:< U 
$ flt &.A:D@llf:t~~) · 
1Ja...t~~irr~Lff&-ffil.:f-~~4i55t~""f 0 

Jr.d,t,B~ili ftG~ftP.Aff2~.@~L81it~ 0 
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~111$~/ffl~fil:ftiJi ·Making Comment on Planning Application /-,Review 

~3;~ 
Reference Number: 

21 l l 12-223157-43922 

~M-· 
Deadline for submission: 

03/12/2021 

~BWJ&~rdf 
Date and time of submission: 

12/11/202] 22:31 :57 

~rffl~ffllJJEf3~~~ 
The application nQ. to which the comment relates: 

Y/1-DB/2 

r~~J tt-titSffl e Name of person making;fhis comment: 
:t(±Ms. Chan 

~~~ffl .• 
Details of the C9mm'ent .: 

The corruption with 'HKRI oontinue 

First we, the residents, refused a tunnel into db, but yet, they illegally obtain•ed approval for tunn 
el. • • 

Then we, the residents refused the hotel Auberge, but, th~y illegally obtained approval and "surp 
rise" more voting power ... because mor.e "shares" by HKRI • 

The we didn't want to cancel night ferries, put they used the additional, illegal, voting power to • 
ake a "vote" they never even did ... to cancel the night ferries. • • "' • 

Then we, the residents, refused taxi fato db ... but yet HKRI again illegally obtained approval f6 
r taxi into db. • 

Then we didn't want -to ·.change :gas provider, but they forced San Hing to leave and replaced ·it w 
ith·ShellGas and we all lost.our-deposits and ShellGas already increased-the price X3 times, payi 
ng back HKRI as a favor. • 

. We don't want high rise.in.db ! Ok"!? Thank you. 
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gtAf1.i'J$ffl/M~~trt@":Jl Malting Comment on Planning Application / Review 

~ii~ 
Reference Number: 

211112-234254-42514 

~!Wffl 
Deadline for submission: 

03/12/2021 

ii& BWl&Birdl 
Date ancJ time of submission: 

. . . . 
12/11/2021 '.23:42:54 

~rD]~fflllJEf3rofttii~ · • Y/I-DB/2 
The application no. to which the ~omment relates: . 

r ifffi>tAJ tt,~/~ffl 
Name of person making this comment: 

~ Mr. Uthman chaima 

~Jt~~ 
Details of the Comment·: 

~~1;.bl~ ·horribl~ idea. Yo~ will ruin :the .:very thing that makes DB A TIRACTIVE TO RES~E I· 

.... , r ..- .....,.T"'II, "" 1 
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~ffil!J$roi/m~mlli~J! M_aking Comment on Planning Application l Review 

~lj~-
Reference Number: 

211113-1022_46-83850 

tJ5t!S&M 03/12/2021 
Deadline for submission: 

• · ~ SM&~rdl • 
Date and time of submission: 

13/11/2021 10:22:46 

.. 

~~®1U!JEl:IIDJ~5/! . · Y/1-DB/2 
The application no. to which the comment relates: 

r. flUt~ J tt_:.g;:.gffi 
e Nam~ of person making-this-comment: 

MMr. Ilya 

~ . 
Details of the Comment : • 

!I object the mentioned proposal. 



tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 6181 

1&¥F:E: 
Ill~: 

:Eli: 

!IN#: 

Dear Sir/Madam 

2021~11J=J14BfilWll3 3:08 
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
letters@scmp.com; robert.haddow@scmp.com; marcalJoanilho@singtaonewscorp.com; 
info@coconuts.co; info@hongkongfp.com 
Objection to Planning Application No Y/I-DB/2 in Discovery Bay Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext Part in 
DD352 . 
241454972_10159839107416543_863350557774848602_nJpg 

As a resident of Discovery Bay (DB) I would like to strongly voice my objection to the 
aboye referenced planning proposal, for the following reasons: 

In recent years, a lot of residential development has happened in Discovery Bay by 
Hong Kong Resorts International (HKRI). This has negatively influenced the quality of 
life for its residents, for example by having more traffic on the roads and 
similarly increasing demands on existing utilities and infrastructure services. If this 
project were to be implemented, it would put even more strain on the Discovery Bay 
area and its residents. 

The proposed development site is ~ight on top of the main trail from DB to the rock 
pools, Lookout point and Lantau Country Park. This trail is used by hundreds of people 
on a daily basis. The project would destroy this important passageway. From 
experience, whatever new passageway the developer would make is not going to be· 
satisfactory to the DB residents. 

The disruption,· pollution, nuisance and safety concerns caused by the.construction to 
the immediate residents and p"roperty owners nearby would be substantial, and such 
concerns have not been addressed in the submission. 

Discovery Bay was originally designed as a resort-like area. It has .reached its 
residential capacity already. Anything more decreases its attraction and quality of life. 

In 2016, when HKRI first submitted a planning application to develop area Y/I-DB/2, 
DB residents overwhelmingly made it known to HKRI and to the Town Planning Board 

-that they were not in favor of the proposed development. fast.forward to 2021, and 
here· we are again, HKRI does not consult DB residents on their latest dev~lopment 
proposal prior to their submission to the TPB. Probably just as well as. DB residents are 
already up in arms over· r_ecent proposal for taxis to gain access into the nucleus of DB 
by a Peng Chau District Councilor while DB does not currently have any District 
Councilor representation. 

i hope that you will consider my objection, which is in line with ·everyone I know in 
Discovery Bay. • 
Thank you and kind regards. Tony Chan 

1 
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APPLICATION 
FURTHER INFORMATION) 

Application No. 

ifu~ location 
( Y! "Fml See Plan Below) 

mJ~lj Plan 

M!~ Proposal 

~m~m6r~~~~~mas2~ 
Jt!!f:Jii# 3 8 5 ~f!Wt&Jnllt$f> ( mifJ-) 

Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext. (Part) In D.D. 362, Discovery Bay 

1iiH;:ljl/Jf>l!liffflJJ1J7d11mXt/li'll~~ SI 1-D B 14 
Approved Discovery Say Oul//ne Zoning Plan No. SII-DB/4 

le r :Jtfi!!lli~/rJill J WVJ r f-Jirii:'t.' C 5) J J~~ 
&IIJI) r U:~ WiR'i) 1 2 J ~rr, 

To rezone the appllc:allon site from "Olh11r Spee/fled Usn" 
annotated "Slarf Quarters (6)" to "'Resident/al (Group C) 12". 

ffAA±~~~m•~mmw~•· w~••~mn2021~12H3D~~~-~wAaa•#a<•~ 
~~n•m333~~~~na~15m> • Mr£ (2877 0245 r£ 2522 8,126) rt,l1fUli (tpbpd8pland.gov.hk) 

1i ~ • (t.}lJk ilH.Q ~ ~Hhl:f tlHli • 
Any• person may make comment on this application. The comment must be made to the Town Planning 
Board by hand or post (15/F, North Point Government omces, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong), 
fax {2877 0245 or 2522 8426) ore-mall (tpbpd@pland.gov.hk) on or boforo 3 Doc: 2021. 

ilFffi Particulars Location Plan 

( .R (f./'la5i'Jffl tor ldentlncatlon purpose only) 

Jf/iHJJ.llll/lJ~f.l er 
202lif.llP112B 
Town Planning Board 
12 Nov 2021 



tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
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lff~:ff: 
@f¾:SJ!JJ: 2021~11J=.l148mMB 4:52 

tpbpd@pland.gov.hk; enquire@pland.gov.hk l&ft::ff: 
Re: Objection to Planning Application Y/1-PB/2 - Discovery Bay (Area 6f) 

Attn: Town Planning Board, 

As resident of.Discovery Bay, I would like to voice my objection to the above-mentioned proposal to 

rezone from_Staff qua·rters to residential for the following reasons: 

• 1. In recent years, a lot of residential development has happened in Discovery Bay. This has negatively 
influenced._the qu~lity of life for its residents, for example by having more traffic on the roads. If • 

this project were to be implemented, it' would put even more strain on the Dis~overy Bay area. 
2. 
3. The area should be developed as per the current designated usage for staff quarters with low 

impact. As Discovery Bay has growri over the decades, HKRI hc!s failed in its obligation to develop ?, 
and provide sufficient numbers of staff quarters for workers engaged in the provision of servrces 
within Discovery Bay. Instead HKRI has chosen to ignore the housing needs of such workers and 
instead leave them to their own ·endeavors and expense to seek housing·in locations outside of DB 
such as Nim Shue Wan village, Peng Chau island or Tung Chung as example. In fact, the majority of 
DB_workers, are forced to live outside DB-because of the lack of staff quarters and are required to 
take the Bus operated by DB Transportation Services ~o connect to MTR stations for onward 

4. 

locations. This is in direct contradiction with the provisions of the Masterplan for HKRI to provide 
staff.quarters within the development zone which would lessen travel times for such workers and 
the impacts on the transportation.network servicing DB. 

5. The development masterplan contains many areas which are designated for residential 
development which should first be utilized before any change in area usage is considered. 

6. 
7. Equally important is that the proposed building site is right on top of the main trail from Discovery 

Bay to the rock pools and the Lookout point. This tr~il is used by hundreds of people on a daily (' 
basis. The proje~ would destroy this important passage way. From experience, whatever new '- -· 
passage way the developer would make is not going to be satisfactory to the Discovery Bay 
residents. 

8. 
• 9. Discovery Bay was originally designed as a resort-like area. It has reached its residential capacity 

already. Anything more decreases its attraction and quality of life. 

I hope that you will consider my objection, which is in line with everyone I know in Discovery Bay. 

Best regards. 
Seb Hong 

~ 
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From: 
Sent: Monday, December 19, 2016 5:14 AM 
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>; enquire@pland.gov.hk <enquire@pland.gov.hk> 
Subject: Objection to Planning Application Y/1-DB/2 - Discovery Bay (Area 6f) 



Attn: Town Pl.anning Board •. 

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk; enguire@pland.gov.hk 

Subject: Objection to Planning Application Y/I-DB/2 - Discovery Bay (Area 6f) 

Dear Sirs, 

In reference to Planning Application Y/I-DB/2 - Discovery Bay (Area 6f), kindly note that my 

• obj~ctlons concerning the Application are as follows:-

1.. HKR claims that they are the sole land owner of Area 6f is in doubt, as the lot is now held 
under the Principal Deed of Mutual Covenant (PDMC) dated 20.9.1982. Area 6f forms part 
of either the City Common Areas 55 or the "City Retained Areas" as detailed in the PDMC. 
Pursuant to Clause 7 under·Section I of the-PDMC, every Owner (as defined in the PDMC) 
has the right ·and liberty to go pass and repass over and along and use Area 6f for all 
purposes connected with Jhe proper use a·nd enjoyment of the same subject to the City 
Rules (as defined in the PDMC). The applicant HKR has failed to consult or seek proper 
consent from the co-owners of the Lot prior to this unilateral application. The property rights 
of the existing co-owners, i.e. all property owners of the Lot, should be considered, secured 
and respected. 

2. HKR's proposal to change the usage of Area 6f from that of a 170m2 GFA three storey 
building to two 18 storey buildiags, including 476 flats, of 21,600 m2 GFA is contradictory 
with -the OZP stipulation for the provision of (Low ri~e) staff quarters to serve the discovery 
bay development and a fundamental deviation to the land use of the original approved 
Master Plans. No explanation whatsoever is provided by HKR to clarify where they intend 
to alternatively provide/locate staff quarters to house the workforce originally envisaged in 
the OZP and currently needed to serve the ever increasing needs of the discovery bay 
development and HKR's various retail/commercial/hospitality ventures. 

3. The scale and intensity.of the proposed development including the plot ratio, site coverage 
and buildings heights ( 128 meters) are vastly oversized and completely unsuitable for the 

. character of the surrounding Parkvale, Midvale Villages and Discovery Bay Development 
as a·whole. 

4. HKR's application focuses mainly on reference to Coral and Crystal Courts as example of 
surroun~ing building character and fails to take into account that Parkvale, Midvale Villages 
also contains low rise apartments which provides an overall mix /diversity of building 
heights and massing's which permit view corridors to ridgelines and provide visual a·ccess 
to the countryside. HKR's proposal to concentrate a cluster of high rise/ high density 
buildings right beside each other would in effect form a massive Wall-like structure blocking 
views of the ridgelin•e and countryside. 

2 



The numer~us issues and concerns contained in the .PVOC Comments on.Application 
s. number: Y/I-DB/2 dated 12 July 2016 have not been addressed and remain vali~. HKR's 

.claim that many of the concerns raised in the public consultation _ar~ addressed in the 

departmental comments and do not require separable re~p~nse 1s 1n~ccurate a~d 
disrespectful of those who submitted their comments during the pub_hc consultation ~nd ~f 
the town planning process. Vehicular access via Woodbury Court to a development of this 
proposed scale/massii:tg is hot appropriate and raises major concerns r~gardlng safety and 

compliance with relevant standards as note~ in the PVOC document which must be 

addressed by HKR's. 

6. Information regarding the proposed numbers, locations, types, sizes of intended permeant 
vehicle parking spaces (golf carts, service vehicle, shuttle bus stop etc.) loading/unloading 

facilities to serve the proposed development must be provided by HKR for consideration. 
Similarly information concerning proposed number, types, and sizes of Constru~ion 
vehicles and durations on site should be provided by· HKR to understand their positional 

impact and required mitigation measures envisaged. ¼f1 

7. Ambulance Services Facilities: confirmation must be sought and presented by HKR that 
response time areas can be achieved for the proposed development (E.g. 1 O minutes and 
20 minutes in urban/new towns and rural area respectively). 

s. HKR have not clearly stated whether or not the proposed development would overstrain the 
o~erall provision of Educational/Govemment/lnstitution/Communi_ty/Transport facilities 
contained within Discovery Bay Development. 

9. Information on the provision of public transport to the proposed development and 
surrounding Parkvale, Midv~le ViilaQes is req~ired (e.g. locatio~ of bus stops, shelters, ~ 
consequences of proposed increased population and construction works on public bus ana· · 
minibus taxi numbers, their frequency and impact upon waiting times, peak traffic timings 
and impacts etc.) Currently public-buses servicing Parkvale and Midvale Villages are 
deployed to and from the plaza bus Interchange at approximately the same times. When 
buses are dropping off/picking up passage_s along the steep winding· a.scent/ decent of 
Parkvale Drive, unsafe backlogs of traffic (buses, heavy goods vehicles, golf carts and 
cyclists etc.} regularly.occur. These unsafe backlogs of traffic on the steep incline of the 
road also make it un~afe for the public to cross Parkvale Drive safely. Any proposal to 
increase traffic (Construction vehicles, pUblic bus, school bus, minivans, HGV etc.)-to 
Parkvale Drive is not acceptable as it would increase further the risk of serious injury to 
persons or damage to property. It would be advisable that someone from the TPB come to· 
visit the site and Parkvale Drive to see what the situation would be. 

10. Wid~h co~strain~s of Parkvale Drive through Parkval~ Village limit the a.bility of larger • 
. vehicles, including buses and construction.vehicles, to pass one another (e.g. the width of 
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an EVA in the form of.a carriageway should be not less than 7.3m. An EVA that is not in ttie 
form of a carriageway should be hard-paved, not less than 6 m·wide on site) The EVA 
should allow safe arid unobstructed access and safe operation, turning space for fire 
. appliances at all dead-end EVA. There is not enough space in Parkvale Village .. 
passageway to provide dedicated footpaths from the proposed· development plot through 
Parkvale Village connecting with the existing footpath on Parkvale Drive. HKR's application 
does not.demonstrate compliance with relevant standards. 

11. Road Access; The Parkvale Passageway which HKR proposes to use to transport the 
vehicles-to the construction site is not fit for purpose: These must include heavy duty 
vehicles carrying materials like ready-made concrete and the like. Likewise the 
Passageway will not support the vehicular access for the resident of the two proposed new 
blocks. The Passage way does not have the space for additional designated pedestrian 
pavement nor is it designed or constructed for use by heavy vehicles such ·as piling 
equipment or cement lorries and concrete pump lorries. The impact of such heavy 
construction vehicles will seriously compromise the operation and safety of the local public • 
bus and utility vehicles and importantly also endanger pedestrians. Parkvale Drive as a 
vehicular road does not extend to the proposed site but terminates down from Woodbury 
Court near where it meets the junction with the· Passageway. To proceed with development 
it would require this Passageway to be developed into a vehicular road with proper and 
adequate pavements on each side. The legal Position; there is serious doubt, confirmed by 
1egal opinion, that the Applicant has a legal right to resume the primarily pedestrian 
thoroughfare within Parkvale village, which is specified as a Passageway in the relevant 
DMC and sub-deed. 

. 12. The TPB/Govemment should review the ·personal transport options available to residents . 
. Consideration should be given· to completely replacing petrol and diesel vehicles (golf carts, 
buses, DB Management cars, mini vans, vendors/ property agent's vehicles etc.) with 
more sustaina~le transport options (e.g. electric vehicles) and adhere to the OZP 
requirement which states that Discovery Bay is declared to be "primarily a car:..free 
development". 

13. The proposed development allows direct sight lines into Living Rooms and Bedrooms 
between Crystal, Coral Court and the proposed development. The proposed development 
does not maintain or attempt to address clear sight lines of the hill side to the rear of 
Crystal or Coral courts for their respective residents. The proposed locations / orientations 
of the two tower blocks on the plot are inappropriate; as they face and look straight into the 
backs of Crystal Court and Coral court respectively. There is no attempt to maintain clear 
sight lines of the hill side .for residents of Crystal or Coral courts or provide a resemblance 
of privacy by p~eventing direct views into bedrooms by offsetting the locations of the 
proposed towers. . 

4 
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d'istances and adJ'acencies from existing 
. • I • formation concemin 

l4. Important d1mensiona in W di d Court) to the proposed development are not 
buildings (e.g. Crystal, Coral & oo . an . d'catI·on of the actual height of Crystal, Coral or 
. . HKR' d awings There Is no in 1 . . 
indicated on s r • d development (128 meters) height. This 
Woodland Court in relation to the propose new . . 
type of infonnation is critical in order to permit informed dec1s1ons. 

15 The photom~ntages contained in the developer / applicant's submissio~ :-re s~l:i:~:us 
• • nature and content; they do not represent a full and comple~e r~pre~e~ a 

1?" 0 

important viewing locations; an important photomontage which 1s m1ss1ng 1s one taken from 

• the junction of Parkvale Drive & Di~covery_ Valley Road looking toward the propos~d . 
development, containing the front elevations of Crystal, Coral Courts and Woodl~nd _court. 

. This critical ·,nfonnation if provided would only serve to strengthen the case for reJecting the . 

proposed concept due to its inappropriate massive scale and Wall-like structure . 

• appearance. 

16. The photomontages do not contain any measurements (levels) to explain the heights of 
Crystal, Coral, Woodland Courts or the surrounding Discovery Bay Development. Some 
photomontages when compared in tenns of the proposed.development height (128M) 
appear·not to be aligned and differ greatly with each other (e.g. Compare Photomontage 
VP1, with 12, .14 & 15). Key dimensional infonnation must be provide_d on all 
photomontages in order to understand the impact. of the proposed development. 

17. Photomontage VP15 (VSR T3) entitled ''View_ West to~ards Application Site from Middle 
lane with proposed development" does not include an illustration (Photomontage) of the 
p~p~sed development rendering it irrelevant. If this infonnation were to be provided it 
would most likely serve to strengthen the case for rejecting the proposed development due 
to· its inappropriate massive scale and W_all-like structure appearance .. 

18. HKR's Environmental Study fails· to address the fact that the site (Area 6f) is prone to 
flooding and/or provide any mitigation measures. 

19. Information concerning proposed approximate sizes and locations of facilities such as 
refuse collection room/point, site drainage, site sewage treatment facilityi electricity. 
room/substation and liquefied petroleum gas; should be provided. Disposition of broad 
uses by floors, such as residential, mechanical, lift lobby should all be provided on the 
application drawings. 

20. HKR advice concerning intended Facade treatment is vague at best and should be 
elaborated upon to provide a basic understanding of the intent for each material ty. 

(\ 

planned for the Facade construction with Chromatic palette. (E.-n. please no m pext 
1 Plaster d fi • h . . ~ , ore e erna 

ren er 1ms es_ requmng owner's/ residents to endure the maintenance cost/distress 
. . 
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every seven years when scaffold erecting,· repair and painting ·is required). 

21. The proposal does not attempt to positively enhance the environment or stipulate 
meaningful mitigation measures such as communal mid .. level landscaped gardens; 
landscaped communal roof gardens or vertical greening. The proposal does not attempt to . 
positively enhance the beneficial use of the land, such as looking for opportunities for 
outdoor sport arid recreation; to retain and enhance·Iandscapes such ·as the large rock 
formation beside Woodland Court, or to improve the general standard of health, comfort, 
and happiness experienced by Discovery-Bay residents with provision of public, toilet 

. facilities, drinking water fountains and meaningful landscaping design. The proposal does 
not make every reasonable effort to improve the environment for the betterment of the 
residents. The applicant simply wants to maximize the development GFA potential without 
_any due regard for the environment or residents wellbeing. 

22. The methodology for calculation of the population of Discovery Bay and resulting 
popul_ation figure must be clarified by the TPB/Government for the understanding of 
everyone. No details or methodology are given to support HKR's claim that the current 
population is 19,585. Further, HKR has not provided an independent, professional survey 
of the current population: The figure is provided by the Manager for Discovery Bay, 
Discovery Bay Services Management Limited (DBSML), which is a subsidiary of . 
HKR. HKR have utilized a ratio of 2.5 perso,:is per unit which contradicts the official 2011 
Population Census, persons-per-unit ratio of 2.7. as stated by HKR. 

23. Sewage Treatment; HKR has provided no details about exact location of the onsite local 
sewage treatment plant other than it will be within-Area 6f. That the area is of sufficient size 
and geographical stable enough to be suitable for such is doubtful. Its constru.ction would 
probably involve earth moving and ve·getation destruction that would affect considerably 
slc;,pe stability. . 
It is understood that the Applicant proposes to allow 'treated' sewage to be discharged into 
a marine outlet next to ferry pier and close to the surrounding restaurants. The depth of the 
water affected is such that sewage discharge would be likely to cause red tides and affect 
the public bathing beach adjacent to it. It must be that such a sewage treatment works 
would involve unpleasant and unhealtt:iy odors, especially during high summer. rts 
geographical position in relation to Discovery Bay Valley Road with its surrounding hills on 
both sides will ensure for at least the greater part of the year strong winds will blow such 
odors into the neighborhood causing offense arid affecting public health. 

24. Generally the Applicant and many Government departments and their respective 
overseeing bureaux have been negligent and failed to respond adequately to legitimate 
concerns and issues raised by members of the public in their well-reasoned submissions. 
The Town Planning Board should therefore reject the Applicant's proposal. The Applicant 
has additionally avoided explaining publicly its response to certain Government 
departmental concerns citing this is "commercially sensitive information". This attitude 
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6182 
should be unacceptable to the Town Planning Board during a public consultation exercise 
which is supposed to be open and transparent. 

2s. The disruption, pollution and nuisance caused by the construction to the immediate 
residents and property owners nearby is and will be substantial. This the submission has 
not addressed.this point. 

26, The proposed felling-of 118 nos. mature trees in Area 6f is an ecological disaster, and 
poses a substantial environmental impact to the immedla_te natural setting. The proposal is 
unacceptable and the proposed tree preservation plan or the tree compensatory proposals 
are unsati~factory. 

27. The revision of development as indicated in the Revised Concept Plan of Annex A is still 
l!nsatisf~ctory in term of its proposed height, massing and disposition in this revision. Th~ 
-two towers are still sitting too close to each other which may create a w_all-effect to the. 
existing rural natural setting; and would pose an undesirable visual impact to the immediate 
surrounding, especially to those existing towers in the vicinity. 

2s. It is yery disappointing that HKR have resubmitted a 4th application for the change of land -
6F use without addressing the objections that were submitted in the first 3 rounds by the 
residents. They count on wearing down the residents and then winning by persistenc~ 
rather that the facts of how this will affect all of Discovery Bay. I sincerely hope that the 
TPB are in a position to consider all the concerns and make HKR. responsible for 
addressing them before any change of use is granted. It is not fathomable that they say 
they will address it without being clear and forthright about it prior. 

Best Regards, · 

Seb Hong - Discovery Bay Resident 

7 



tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 

Dear Sir/Madam 

2021$11~14B!iHl1lB 8:20 
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
Application V/1-DB/2 - Attn Town Planning Department 

Re. Area 6F, Lot 385 RP & Ext. (Part) in D.D .• 352, Dis~very Bay·(DB), Lantau Island 

6183 

As a long time DB resident and fonner occupant of Coral Court located in midvaie-that's adjacent to area 
6F, I hereby lodge my objection to captioned application on the grounds that for a low density area the 
expected noise levels and air quality will deteriorate as a result of construction and live-in population in 
effect tripling in size which means current available water supply sources will be of great shortage. 

More concerning is the natural environment that wiH. be destroyed by this huge construction as the 
,A._urrounding natural fauna and wildlife habita~ loss particularly for Black-eared Kite and birds that nest close . 
lO the area. • . 

I trust my concerns will be addressed and recognized during your review of this application. 

Sincerely, 
Manpreet S. Chad.ha 

t 
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Dear Madam/Sir, 

2021~11J:315B!IW.l-10:49 
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
Objection to discovery bay development 
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.. 



As resident of Discovery Bay I would l_ike to voice my objection to the 
above-mentioned proposal, for the following reasons: 
- In recent years, a lot of residential development has happened in Discovery· 
Bay. This has negatively influenced the.quality of life for its residents, for 
e~ample by having more traffic on the roads. If this project ~ere to be 
implemented, it would put even more strain on the Discovery Bay area. 
- Equally important is that the proposed building site is right on top of the 
main trail from Discovery Bay to the rock pools and the Lookout point. This 
trail is us-ed by hundreds of people on a daily basis·. The project would destroy 
this important passage way. From experience, whatever new passage way the 
developer would make is not going to be satisfactory to the Discovery Bay 
residents. • 
Discovery Bay was originally designed as a resort-like area. It has reached its 
"residential capacity a:lready. Anything more decreases its attraction 1;1nd quality 
of life. . . · 
I hope that you will consider my objection, which i~ in line with everyone I 

. _, know in Discovery Bay. . • • • 

Thank you and kind regards. 
Marco Jorge . 

Sent from·my iPhone 
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from that of a 170m2 GFA three storey building for staff quarters to, two number 18 . 
ston~y buildings, including 476 flats, of 21,600 m2 GFA which was declined by Town 
Planning Board. However, HKRI are once again attempting to change the usage of 
Area 6f and if approved by Town Panning, HKRI shall pursue the largest scale 
development permissible. Send your-Christmas wishes and further comments to the 
Planning Department at tpbpd@pland.gov.hk on or-before 03 Dec 2021. . . 

r 
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2021~11F.115B~J!1l-11:00 
tpbpd@pland.gov.h~ . 
Objection to Y /1-DB/2 - Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) in D.D. 352, Discovery Bay 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

Section 12A Application No. Y/I-DB/2 
Area 6f, Lot 385 RP·& Ext (Part) in O.D. 352, Discovery Bay 

• Objection to the Submission 
. . 

I refer to the Response to Comments submitted by the consultant of 
Hong Kong Resort ("HKR"), Masterplan Limited, to address the 

@epartmental comments regarding the captioned application. 

Kindly please note that I strongly object to the subm·ission regarding the 
proposed development of the· Lot. My main· reasons of objection on this 
particular submission are listed as follows:-

. 1. HKR ci"aims-that they are the sole land owner of Area 6f is in do.ubt, 
as the lot is now held under the Principal Deed of Mutual-Covenant 
("PDMC') dated 20.9.1982. Area 6f forms part of either the "City 
Common Areas" or the "City Retained Areas" as defined in the PDMC. 
Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section I of.the PDMC, every Owner (as 
defined in the PDMC) has the right and libetty to go pass and repass over 
and along and use Area 6f for all purposes connected with the proper use 

And enjoyment of the same subject to the City Rules (as defined· in the· 
~MC). The applicant has failed to consult or seek proper consent from 
the co-owners of the Lot prior to this unilateral application. The property 
rights of the existing co-owners, i.e. all_ property owners of the Lot, 
should be considered, secured and respected. 

2. The disruption, pollution and nuisance causeq· by the construction ~o 
the immediate residents and property owners nearby are substantial,. and 
the submission has not been addressed. There is already substantial 
traffic (Buses/delivery trucks/dump trucks/rT}oving trucks,etc .. ) The 
Woods/Crystal/Coral Court area will be too congested With this new 
development. • -

3. There is major change to the development concept of the Lot and a 
fundamental deviation to the land use of the original approved Master 
Plans or the approved Outline Zoning Plan in the appHcation, i.e. from 
staff quarters into residential area, and approval of it would be an 

1 
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undesirable precedent case from environmental perspective and against 
the interest of all property owners of the district. 

4. The original stipulated DB population of 25,000 should be fully 
respected as the underlying infrastructure capacity could not afford such 
substantial increase in population by the submission, and all DB property 
owners would have to suffer and pay for the cost out of. this submission 
in upgrading the surro.unding infrastructure so .as to provide adequate 
supply or support to the proposed development, e.g. all required road 
network and related utilities improvement works arised out of this 

_ submiss_ion etc. The proponent should consult and liaise with all property • 
owners being affected and undertake the cost and expense of ~II 
infrastructure out of this development. Its disruption during construction 
to other property owners in the vicinity should be properly mitigated and 
addressed in the submission. 

5. The proposed felling of 1°18 nos. mature trees in Area 6f is an 
ecological disaster, and poses a substantial environment~! impact to the 
immediate natural setting. The proposal is •unacceptable and the 
proposed tre~ _preservation plan or the tree compensatory proposal are 
unsatisfactory. • 

6. The revision of develo.pment as· indicated in the Revised .Concept 
_ Plan of Annex A is still unsatisfactory in term of its proposed height, 
massing and disposition in this revision. The two towers are still sitting· 
too close to each other which may create a wall-effect to the existing 
rural natural setting, and would pose an undesirable visual impact to the 
immediate· surrounding, especially to those existing tow~rs in the vicinity. 

Unless and until the applicant is able to provide detailed responses to thtf • 
comments for further review and comment, the application for Area 6f 
should be withdrawn. 

Kind regards, 

Chan Ka Yan 

Woods Residerit and Longtime DB resident 

2 
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20211F11F.1158~Jtll-11:26 
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
Objection to Y /1-OB/2 - Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) in D.D. 352, Discovery Bay 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

Objection to the Y/1-DB/2 

Please find our comments below with respect to recent planning application. 

6186 

1 refer to the Response to Comments submitted by the consultant of Hong Kong Resort ("HKR"), Masterplan Limited, 

to address t~e departmental comments regarding the captioned application. 

Kindly please note that we strongly object to the submission regarding the proposed development of the Lot. My 

main reasons of objection on this particular submission are listed as follows:- . 
~ • . • 

1. HKR claims that they are the sole land owner of Area Gf is in doubt, as the lot is now held-under the Principal 
Deed of Mutual Covenant ("PDMC') dated 20.9.1982. Area 6f forms part of either the "City Common Are~s" or the 
"City Retained Areas" as defined in the PDMC. Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section I of the PDMC, every Owner (as 
defined in the PDMC) has the right and liberty to go pass and repass over and along and use Area 6f for all purposes 
connected with the proper use and enjoyment of the same subject to the City Rules (as defined in the PDMC). The 
applicant has· failed to consult or seek proper consent from the co-owners of the Lot prior to this unilateral 
application. The property rights of the existing co-owners, i.e. all property owners of the Lot, should be considered, 
secured and respected. 

2. The disruption, pollution and nuisance caused by the construction to the immediat~ residents and property 
owners nearby are substantial,· and the submission has not been addressed. There is already substantial traffic 
(Buses/delivery trucks/dump trucks/moving trucks,etc .. ) The Woods/Crystal/Coral Court area will be too congested 
with this new development. 

3. There is major change to the development concept of the Lot and a fundamental deviation to the land use of 
he original approved Master Plans or the approved Outline Zoning Plan in the application, i.e. from staff quarters 
~ o residential area, and approval of it would be an undesirable precedent case from environmental perspective 
~nd against the interest of all property owners of the district. 

4. The original stipulated DB population of25,000 should be fully respected as the underlying infrastructure 
capacity could not afford such substantial increase in population by the submission, and all DB property owners 
w_ould have ta suffer and pay for the cost out of this submission in upgrading the surrounding infrastructure so as to 
provide adequate supply or support to the proposed development, e.g. all required road network and related 
utilities improvement works arise out of this submission,etc; The proponent should consult and liaise with all 
property owners being affected and undertake the cost and expense of all infra~tructure out of this development. Its 
disruption during construction to other property owners in the vicinity should be properly mitigated and addressed 

• in the submission. • • 

5. The proposed felling of 118 nos. mature trees in Area 6f is an ecological disaster, and poses a substantial 
environmental impact to the immediate natural setting. The. proposal is unacceptable and the proposed tree 
preservation plan or the tree compensatory proposal are unsatisfactory. • 

6. The revision_ of development as indicated in the Revised Concept Plan of Annex A is still unsatisfactory in term of 
its proposed height, massing and disposition irithis revision. The two towers are still sitting too close to each other 
which may create a wall-effect to the existing rural natural setting, and would pose an undesirable visual impact to 
-t~e immediate surrounding, especially to those e~isting towers in the vicinity. 

1 
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undesirable precedent case from environmental perspective and against 
the interest of all property owners of the district. • 

4. The origi.nal stipulated DB population of 25,000 should be fully 
respected as the underlying infrastructure capacity could not afford such 
substantial increase in population by the submission, and all DB property 
owners would h'ave to suffer and pay for the cost out of this submission 

• in upgrading the surrounding infrastructure· so as to provide adequat~ 
supply or support to the proposed development, e.g. all required road 
network and related utilitres improvement works arised out of_this 
submission etc. The proponent should consult and liaise with all p_roperty 
owners being affected ·and undertake the cost and expense of all 
infrastructure ·out of this development. its disruption during construction . . 
to other property owners in the vicinity should be properly mitigated and 
addressed in the submission . 

• 5. The proposed felling of 118 ·nos. mature trees in Area 6f is an 
ecological di"saster, and poses a substantial environmental impact _to the 
immediate natural setting. The proposal is unacceptable and the 
proposed tree preservation plan or the_ tree compensatory proposal are 
unsatisfactory. 

6. The revision of development as indicated ·in the Revised Concept 
Plan of Annex ·A is still unsatisfactory in term of its proposed height, 
massing and disposition in this revision. The two towers are ·still sitting 
too close to each other which may create· a wall-effect to the existing 
rural natural settingr and would pose an undesirable visual impact to the 
immedi_ate sur~ounding, especially to those existing towers in the vicinity. 

. . 

Unless and unti_l the applicant is able to provide detalled responses to th 'i 
cornments for further review and comment, the application for Area .6f 
should be withdrawn. 

Kind regards, 

Chan Ka Yan 

Woods Resident and Longtime DB resident 

2 
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Dear Sir/Madam 

~021 ~11 J=l16B~WJ=·13:09 
l'pbpd@pland.gov.hk. 
Objection to Zonning Plan 

6188 

I am writing to request to not approve the Planning Application for Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext in D.D 352 
Dis~very Bay. • 

The scale and intensity of the propos~d development incl plot ratio, site coverage and building height is not 
compatible with the character of the surrounding area nor does it comply with the OZP stimulation. Furthermore, 
Discovery Bay is known for its wide open and green spaces which is essential to both its residents as well as visitors 
coming into the _island to make use of the various hiking trails etc, not to mention the environmental impact and 
disruption. Discovery Bay is also advertised as a green island, pet and children friendly and new developments just 
diminish this and do not respect current homeowner who have invested in the island for these reasons. • • • 
For the above reasons, I as both a property owner and very long time Discovery Bay resident, I _object to this 
development. • • • 

-1 would be grateful for you to carefully consider the above and help retain Discovery Bay's and the overall 
environmental· balance. • 

Regards 
Sridevi (Mrs) 
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gtm,flJ$~/~~t!tB~Je. Making Comme_nt on Planning Application / Review 

~~~ 211116-161935-78013 
Reference Number: 

~mm 03/12/2021 
Deadline for submission: 

~8M&~rdJ 16/11/2021 i6:19:35 
Date and time of submission: 

=1Ilffl8'9ffil!1Et=t~li!Jf 
The application no. to which the comment relates: 

Y/1-DB/2 

r &'l:U J tt~t~ffl. 
• Name of person making this com~ent: 

MMr .. Chau 

~J!Wffi 
Details .ef the Commebt : 

Access to the S.ite 

· • Access to the sit~ is by an extension to Parkyale Drive. In fact, 1he application states that 

"Area 6fis readily accessibl~,with an extension to the existing Parkvale_Drive". As Parkvale 
Drive is the oniy means:of access through our village,.all traffic would have to pass through out 
village to access Area ·6f. This is clear from Annex E of the Further Information and the aerial i 
mage below. • 

I 

The application notes .that "T-b.e 4 76 units .and ·l, 190 population increase .as a result of the propo~ : 
al is.very modest deYelopment intensities". In the context of Parkvale Village, we do not agree '. ' 
with this statement, as it is proposed that all traffic and people generated ·by the proposed develo 
pment would.have to pass through our currently peaceful village. Not ~:mly will the considerable ~ - . 
construction traffic have to .drive up a hill past the existing low rise flats in the village and then p 
ast the Woodbury Court, ·woodgteen Court.and Woodland Court residential buildings, the signif 
icant increase .in operational !traffic, ;including the increase in the number of buses, required to se 
rvice the proposed 476 flats, being nearly pouble the number of flats in the WoGdbury Court, W 
oodgreen Court and Woodland .Court residential buildings, will cause ongoing noise, poor air qu 
ality and disturbanoe-toithe residents of Parkvale Village. • ; 

I 

. l 
We noted in,our.comments,0n the initial application that Parkvale Drive is totally unsuited as a : 
means of access to Area 6f :due to concerns regarding its state of repair and its width constraints· 
and due to emergency vehicle access and safety concerns. 

No sectio~ of ParkvaleTI>rive was,c;oristructed·to support heavy usage -

No section of P~rkvale Drive ~as cons~ucted to support heavy usage and, as the photographs ab • 
ove show, the state ofrepair-.df•Parkvale Driv.e is already poor. In particular, Section 3 is designe. 
d as a pedestrian pavement under BD regulations,. and therefore· is only c_urrently designed to cat_ 

. er for 20 tonne FS and operational loading. There is significant concern over the existing and vi~ 
ible damage and settlement that has resulted from the current usage of all three sections of Park✓ 

: ale Drive, especially of Section 3, the pedestrian.pavem·ent section. The surface was not built to 

• •• • -- .. •-- I _.•-••--•<I,_,_,.,,. 
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?e able to sustain usage by heavy. construction traffic or the increase in operational traffic . espec 
1all th • • h · ' ' . Y e mcreas~ m t e number of buses, which would result from the number of proposed flats, 
be1~g ~ost ~ce that of the existing Woodbury Court, Woodgreen ·court and Woodland Court 
residential buildings. • 

Although this is known by .HKR, no mention of it is made in its application or Further Infonnati 
on.· 

The costs of maintaJning Section .I of Parkvale Drive ai:e not born directly by .the owners"bf Park 
vale Village, but they do bear a share of these costs and the costs of maintaining all other such r 
oads in Discovery Bay. However, all the costs of maintaining Sections 2 and 3 of Parkvale Driv 
e are born l;>y.the owners of Parkvale Village as these sections only serve Parkvale Village. We a 
re extremely concerned that the additional construction and operational traffic will cause serious 
damage and ongoing maintenance costs to the owners in Parkvale Village and ·other owners in D 
iscovery Bay. • • 

Width Constraints 

As well as the surface of Parkvale Drive not being built to support heavy traffic, its width does n 
ot support usage by large vehicles. When residential shuttle buses negotiate the sharp bends on P 
arkvale Drive, other small vans or delivery vehicles need to give way to them. 

_When a residential shuttle bus enters the pedestrian pavemep.t Section 3 of Parkvale Drive there 
is no ability for other vehicles to manoeuvre, especially while the bus turns in the culde-sac. 

The comer of Woodbury Court is only 11 cm (see photograph below) from the edge of the Passa 
geway. It seems unlikely that large equipment, such·as earthmoving equipm~nt, piling gear or to . 
wer crane segments, could safely transit this constricted area, if at all. In &nY .event, there would 
be no safe place for pedestrians with such heavy equipment or construction vehicles ·passing. 

The considerable construction traffic will significantly exacerbate these problems, especially wh 
en a construction vehicle and a bus, or when two construction ve}:iicles, are travelling in opposite 
directions along Parkvale Drive. 

Emergency Access 

In the event of a vehicle accident or a blockage on Parkvale Drive by two. or more large vehicles 
in conflict, there would be no access for emergency vehicles, whether ambulances, fire applianc 
es or police, to an emergency at either the construction site, the Woodbury Court, Woodgreen C 
ourt and Woodland Court residential buildings or the larger adjacent Midvale Village. 

The question of adequate. emergency access to the affected occupied residential blocks, as well a 
s to the construction site, should have been referred to the Police and the Fire Services Departme • 
nt for consideration before these roads and driveways were proposed for construc.tion site acces 

• s. This issue may also create implications under the Construction Sites Safety Ordinanc~. 

Safety 

Section 3 pedestrian pavement of Parkvale Drive, being the c}<;:cess to the Woodbury Court, Woo 
dgreen Court and Woodland Court residential buildings, is a quiet family pedes!rian a~ea that is 
used by children and young families for cycling, ball games ~nd general recreation. It 1s also use 
d by the elderly and for walking dogs, as well as for access to the residential buildings. This area 
is wholly unsuitable for heavy traffic flow and poses a very real risk of residents being hurt or ki 
Bed-by the he3.vy. traffic required for the proposed construction and the increase in operational tr 

··' 
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affic, especially the increase in the number o~ buses, which would re~ult from the number of pro'1 . 

posed flats being almost twice that of'the existing the Woodbury Court, Woodgreen Court and 1 
Woodland Court residential buildings. 

The Passageway is a cu·l-de-sac and is primarily a pedestrian thoroughfare, al.though it is shared 
with parking spaces for a few golf cart-s and three goods vehicle unloading spaces,. which were a 
dded out of necessity following the opening of the DB Tunnel Link. The Passageway also serves 
as a turning point for the village shuttle bus. However, it is very narrow, to the extent that a bus 
and a· medium-sized.delivery vehicle cannot pass. It is constrain~d):,ecause there is a st~ep slope 
on one side and the other side is right up against the entrances to the three occupied high:-rise W 

• oodbury Court, Woodgreen Court and Woodland Court residential buildings, whose main front 
doors open directly to the Passageway. There ai:e no separate footpaths, and there is no ·rpom for_ 
any, and there are no railings or other protections. Children can run directly olit onto and play on 
the pedestrian pavement and the elderly also use it for exercise as well as access. The Passagewa 
y design constraints did not envisage the introduction of through traffic, especially heavy trucks 
and buses, the presence of which would destroy the safety and amenity of Parkvale Village. 

Alternative Access to Are·a 6f 

After the pr<:>posed de:velopment of Area 6fwas made known, a member of the Parkvale Village 
VOC proposed an altemativ:e access 1o Area 6f from Discovery Valley Road. At a meeting of th • 
e Owners of.Parkvale Village in March 2016 an employee of City Management, a wholly owned 
subsidiary ofHKR, noted '.that HKR was considering this alternative. Subsequent to the meeting,
HKR sent an email to the Chairman of the PV OC which stated that: 

"We are aware of the potential traffic impact to the neighbourhood. As such, HKR is favourabl 
y considering to build either a temporary or permanent haul road from Discovery Valley Road" .. 

However, despite HKR~-s comment in the .email, it has not mentioned either the potential traffic i = 

mpact or the pt,ssibility,of an .alternative· access from Discovery Valley Road in either its Applic· 
ation or its Further InformatianAn fa,ct, in those documents HKR states that there are no impacts ; 
on the surrounding areas and .that they will use the Parkvale Drive access which we consider tota 
Uy unsatisfactory. • 

. . 
Furthermore, no Government Department has requested HKR to propose an alternative access, d 
espite. the concerns regarding usfog. Parkvale Drive as the only means of access to Area 6f and th 
e alte~ativ.e.access-which w.e noted in our,comment~ on the original application. 

The alternative access from Discovery Valley Road would not require the use of any part of Par 
kvale Dri:ve. We believe that the TPB-should require HKR to adopt this alternative access or to d 
emonstrate why it .cannot ib.e useli. 

• For tJie,reasons·noted:above,:I .consider that-the Town Planning Board is in no other position tha 
n to reject HKR's application to rezone Area 6f. 
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itml!Jl:f:lffl/if~~lli~~ Making Comment on Planning Application / Review 
~1}5llf • 

Reference Number: • 21 JI 16-202730-70875 

~lfflm 
Deadline for.submission: 03/12/202] 

~BWJ.&~fffl 
Date and time of submission: .J6/I 1/2021 20:27:30 

'1f-rB1~Ef3 roflj~ 
The application no. to which the comment relates: YII-PB/2 

r ~J tt:g1:gm 
~ Name of person making .this comment: 

1(±Ms. Yuen 

-~ Details .of.the Comment : 

What is the size.ofthe,propose sew~ge treatment structure for the application? What is the envir 
onmental impact of such treatment facility (includi~g the.noise, water, and air elements)? . 

What are the related· construction icw the water supply to the new development? Has the impact 
been assessed? There are natural streams and natural habitat alJ around the proposed developme 
nt area. Has all those been .assessed and carefully evaluated by professionals arid verified by the 
government's relevant departmental specialists? 

During the,constructian p.eriod, what is the plan .to control the noise and air pollution to the resid 
ents of Parkvale? Strongly oppose such large construction in the· already developed: area due to .t . 
he impact to residents. 

@ Strongly oppose the application as the road and buses are not designed for such a large populatio 
n .( over 400 units in two buildings, a~out J ,000 residents more?). The buses are already fuJI at ru 
sh hours. • 

The construction is taking out area of the public hiking trail. Is it.even legal? 

Overall, strongly oppose ,the .application due to environmental impact and di~uption to existing 
residents' .Gaily life. • 
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gtml!JEf3~/~;f'f<~tf:t~~ Malting Comment on Planning Application/ Review 

~-~ 
Reference. Number: 

211117-100312-00909 

t!BtlfflOJ 
Deadline for submission: 

. 0,3/12/2021 

t!BtBWJ&llirffl 
Date and time of submission: 

17/11/2021 10:03:12 

-
1i!Dl®ml!J~wl."1M Y/1-DB/2 
The applicatio~ no. to which the comment_ relates: . 

r ftiUU._i i'.f:~/~fi 
Name of-person making this comment: 

Details of the .Comment : 
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6191 f(-a o~ l 

~IU$~,m~rltfUl~ Making Comment on Planning Application/ Review . 
~~~· • • • 

Reference Number: 21 l 122-120654-50183 

tlBt!Wffl 
Deadline for-submission: 

03/.12/2021 

tlBtBffl&~ffll 
Date and time of submission: 

22/ll/2021.12:06:54 

fIIBJ®U!J Ef:lrot~~ 
The application no. to which the comment relates: 

• • Y/I-DB/2 

r~~J tt~/~ffl} • 
----., Name of person making this comment:. 

~Mr. Chau 

ffl=f.~-
1 

Details of the Comment : 

In its Further Information fiKR has acknowledged that the Siu Ho Wan Sewage Treatment Wor 
ks (SHWSTW) has no spare capacity t-0 cater for the additional sewage arising from the propose 
d further development in DisGovery Bay. The only alternative is, therefore, to build a local'sewa 
ge treatment works in Discovery Bay to serve the proposed development in Area 6f, either in AI 
ea 6f or in Area 1 Ob. If built in Area 1 Ob, it would serve the pro.posed developments in Area 6f a: 
rid~ 10b;. 

If a local sewage treatment works was built in Area 6f, its treated effluent would.,.be discharged i 
nto "the nullah", and from there mto the sea in Discovery Bay. 

If a sewage trea~ent works was built in Area in 1 Ob, a pipe one kjlometre in length would have 
to be built from Area 6f to Area I Ob along Discovery Bay Road. The effluent from these works 

c-- would also be discharged into the sea in Discovery Bay . 

. In its Further Information, HKR 's consultants admit that ''This additional effluent would have i · 
mpacts .on both water quality and marine ecology. All these would require a quantitative waterq 
uality model to be established for assessment as part of the subsequent EIA;'. (Revised Environ 
mental Sttidy,.6.3.1.3): 

In paragraph 6.2.iii of its original application, HKR's consultants also noted that "alte~tive on~ 
site sewage treatment plant could be provided, either at Area 6f or Area lOb. This is not preferre 
d, having nwnerous STW in tl)e area is considered to be ineffective in achieving economies for s 

• cale for the infrastructure and hmd area,,_ • 

furthermore, paragraph 5.6.2.2 ofHKR's Study on Qrainage, Sewerage and Water Supply Syste 
ms for Area 6f notes that "This STW will treat sewage only from 2 single residential towers for 
476 units at Area 6f so it is conside!ed not an efficient sewage planning strategy". 

Paragraph ·5.6.4.1 also notes that a local STW may cause "an offensive smell and is health ~azar 
d". 

Due to its proximity to our village, we consider that it is inappropriate to locate a STW in Area 6 
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• ' . . . -
f, due to the potential smell and health hazard, especially as the effluent will be discharged into a 
n open nullah, and as no mention has been made of what would happen to the sewage in the eve 
nt that the STW broke down. 

We are also concerned about the effluent being discharged into the sea in Discovery Bay. Altho 
ugh the effluent.will have been treated, it will have a high concentration of nutrients which has b 
een scientifically proven to encourage growth of harmful algae ("red tides"), particularly in shall 

· ow coastal areas (see page 170 of"Harmful Algae", volume 9, issue 10, 2010 of'Elsevier') and, 
as the prevailing winds come from the east, blowing onto Disc~>Very Bay, such harmful algae wo 
uld not dissipate easily. • 

In response to the Drainage Services Department request to clarify the future maintenance respo 
n~ibility for the proposed sewage treatment facilities under Option 2 and 3 in Sections 5.6.2 and 
5.6.3, respectively, ofHKR's Application, the Further Information states that "The 

Option 2 sewage holding tank and Option 3 sewage treatment plant will be maintained by City 
Management at the costs of undivided sharehplders of Area 6f and Area I Oh p~oposed developm 
ents". · • 

It is.not clear from HKR's response that all the maintenance costs arising fro~ the proposed ST 
W in .Area 6f, or from the proposed STW in Area 1 Oh, including the pipe from Area 6f to Area 1 
Oh, would be borne by.the undivided.shareholders of the Area 6f and Area 10b proposed develo 
pments. HKR should ~ requi,:-ed to confirm that all costs arising from either the proposed STW 
in Area 6f, or from the proposed STW in Area 1 Oh, including the pipe from Area 6f to Area 1 Oh, 
will be borne by the undivided shareholders of Area 6f and Area 1 Ob proposed developments . 

. Furthermore, even if the owners of Parkvale Village will not be responsible for any of the costs 
of the proposed.STW, we believe that the residents of Parkvale Village and other villages in Dis 
covery Bay should not have to suffer th~ disturbance of laying the one kilometre pipe. • 

For the reasons noted above, I consider that the Town Planning Board is in no other position tha 
ri to reject HK.R's application to rezone Area 6f. 

·-...... -- .. --,,,,· - . --. -- -
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littm11.1$~/ll~fit:f:i~~ Making Comment on Planning Application / Review 

~&I~ 
Reference Number: 21 n 18-154257-55745 

~!Wffl 
Deadline for submission: 

03/12/2021 

~BWl.&~rEO -
Date -and -time of submission: 

18/l_l/2021 15:42:57 

1frJl®ffll1J$rofli~ 
The application no. to which the comment relates: • 

Y/1-DB/2 

ru~.J ~;g,;gffl 
Name of person making this comment: 

Details of the Comment : 

m~wfftoo, ••oo, noo , -u, ~:lt2s3@JJ{fl, m-~.=::~E±JM~.@~lli 
A O ffl.~ ~~±{Efflt~lifl6~3~'Mfmia O 

• -

lllflU$wf~Ji!476ffl{fl , !>'F~Pitt:IJDlJ{flHil729@1J{fl , ~::f~JJ!~®--fff O U:fl:/Ja 
fu~®A.□~~ 0 •• 

m~E5±®~:it&~.ll5~1f1iJ~;i_R~~001Jaili O ffi:~ffiit®£Wlfr$~®~~i 
M~~-flflf[fjfi•§ , ~~~E± 0 ~~P~IIIJtUJ:$~.ffl{lr•§~5i~1fi:il~ 
l*-f~i}~3'.tffi~ 0 jl[IJJ:UJj.ieyEJ:1w1:na~z~mm~flr"~~ 0 

~~m~~~~~-1iJ~,~~~~~m~ff~~-~•1fa1Ja 0 tE-fcift& 
~~:1Ja®~~ffl::fo.T~ 0 

• 

r-: *Ae-.fEiJJ-Ef:rIDt 0 

file://pld-egis3-app/Online.=-.Comment/2l l 118-15425_7-55745_Comment_ Y _1-DB_2.h... 19/11/2021 
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~l!J$g_f/tf~ffililiJ& Making Comment on Planning Application / Review 

~~~ 211118-143143-09019 · 
Reference Number.: 

~u.-
Deadline for submission: 

03/12/2021 

~ S.WJ&ffflm 
• Date and time of-submission: 

18/11(202114:31:43 

#rm®~lflwHlitlf Y/I-DB/2 
The application no; to which the comme~t relates: • 

i 

rh~J~~t~ffl 
Name of person m-aking this comment: 

,j,ffl. Miss Kit Lam 

...,0 

~ 
Details of the Comment : 

rrhere is the entrance of the hiking trail, and is not a big space to build the tall big buildings ther 
e. totally not fit in the community!! • 
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s1s.4· 

~1!1$~/lf~mllil:~ Making Comment on Planning Application/ Review 

~Ii~ 
Reference Number: 

t:l&lfflffl 
Deadline for submission: 

~BM&~rdJ 
Date and time of submission: 

~IBJ($mllJft3IDJ(fi~ 
The application no. to which the comment relates: 

r tUtJ!A J ~~/~fffl 
Name of person making this comment: 

it~tJt 
Details of the ·C9mment : 

The Secretariat 
Town Planning Board 
15/F,,North Point Government-Offices ·. 
333 Java Road, North Point 
(Vi.a email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or fax: 2877 0245 / 2522 8426) 

Dear Sir, 

Section 12A Application No. Y/1-DB/2 
Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) in D.D. 352, Discovery Bay 

Objection to the Submission by the Applicant on 27.10.2016 

211120-141012-07673 

03/12/2021 

20/11/202114:10:12 

Y/1-DB/2 

*A Mrs. Chai Mei Carol 
Mak 

I refer to the Response to Comments submitted by the consultant 0f Hong Kong Resort ("HK 
R"J, Masterplan Limited, to address the departmental comments regarding the captioned applica 
tion on 27.10.2016. 

Kindly please note that I strongly object to the submission.regardi°ng the proposed development 
of the Lot. My main reasons of obje_ction on this particular submission are listed as follows:-

1. HKR claims that they are the sole land owner of.Area 6f is in-doubt, as the lot is now held un 
der the Principal Deed of Mutual Covenant ("PDMC') dated 20.9.1982. Area 6fforms part of eit 
her the "City Common Areas" or the·"City Retained Areas'' as defined in the PDMC. Pursuant t 
o Clause 7 under Section I of the .PDMC, every Owner (as defined in the PDMC) has the right a 
nd liberty to go pass and repass over and along and use Area 6f for all purposes connected with t 
he proper use and enjoyment of the same subject to the City Rules (as defined in the PDMC). Th 
e applicant has failed to consult or seek proper consent from the co-owners of the Lot prior to thi 
s unilateral application. The property rights of the existing co-owners, i.e. all property owners of 
the Lot, should be considered, secured ari.d respected. • 

2. The disruption, pollution and nuisance caused by the construction to the immediate residents 
and property owners nearby are substantial, and the submission has not been addressed. 
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3. There is ~ajor change to the de~elopment concept of the L9t and a f?ndame~tal devi?tion tot 
he land use of the original approved Master Plans or the approved Outhne Zonmg Plan m the ap 
plication, i.e. from staff quarters into residential area, and approval of it would be an undesirable 
precedent case from environmental perspective· and against the interest of all property owners of 
the district. • 

4. The original stipulated DB population of25,000 should·be fully respected as the underlying in 
frastructure capacity could not afford such substantial increase in population by the submission, 
and all DB property owners would have to suffer and pay for the cost out of this submission in u 
pgrading the surrounding infrastructure so as to provide adequate supply or support to the propo 
sed development, e.g. all required road network and related utilities improvement works arised o 
ut of ~is submission etc. The proponent should consult and liaise with all property owners being 
affected and undertake the cost and expense of all infrastructure o~t of this development. Its disr 
uption during construction to other property owners in the vicinity should be properly mitigated 
and addressed in the submission. 

5. The proposed felling of 118 nos. mature trees in Area 6f is an ecological disaster, and poses a 
substantial environmental impact to the immediate natural setting. The proposal is unacceptable 
and the proposed tree p:r:eservation_plan or the tree compensatory proposal are unsatisfactory. 

6. The revision of development as indicated in· the Revised Concept Plan of Annex A is still uns 
atisfactory in term of.its proposed-height, mas~ing and disposition in this revision. The two towe 

• rs are still sitting too close to each other which may create a wall-effect to the existing rural natu . 
ral setting, and would pose an undesirable visual impact to the immediate surrounding, especiall 
y to those existing towers in the vicinity. • • • 

. Unless and until the applicant is able to provide detailed responses to the comments for further r 
eview and comment, I fully object to this project and the application for Area 6f should be· _withd 
rawn. 

• 
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~1.!1$glllf~lli~~ Making Comment ,on Planning Application / Review 

~ii~ 
Reference Number: 

211123-140403-69082 

i!Btlruffl 
Deadlin~ for submission: 

03/12/2021 

~ BWl&~rdJ 
Date and time of _submission: 

23/ll/2021 14:04:03 

1f!Bl®~Ef3rolli~ 
The application no. to which the comment relates: 

Y/I-DB/2 

r~~J ~:g1:gffi 
Name of person making this comment: 

• ~Mr. Zh 

~~ft 
Details of the Comment : 

HKR's application has noted that the water supply from the Siu Ho Wan Water Treatment Work 
s (SHWWTW) and the SHW Fresh Water Pumping Station may not be able to supply potable w 
ater to the proposed developments in Discovery Bay. HKR's proposed alternative is to supply pr 
ivate water using the raw water stored in the private Discovery Bay Reservoir and building a pri 
~ate water treatment works to make a private water supply to 6f. 

This appears to be a very expensive alternative. HKR should be required to confirm that the capi 
tal costs and the operating costs arising from adopting this alternative will be borne by either H 
KR or the undivided shareholders of the Area 6f and Area I Ob proposed developments, and not 
by the own~rs of Parkvale Village or by the owners of any other village in Discovery_ Bay which 
nave their water supplied using the Siu Ho Wan Water Treatment Works (SHWWTW) and the S 
HW Fresh Water Pumping Station. 

file://old-efris3-aoo/Online Comment/211123-140403-69082 Comment Y I-DR 2.h ... ?.1/11/?.0?.1 
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w:a;.a M ki. Comment on Planning Application/ Review . 
i!ffl.111$fil1l"~ltru,m7u a ng 
~fi51Jt 211124-122116-48446 

Reference Number: 

~ 03/12/2021 

. Deadline for submission: 

~sm&~ri11 
Date and time of submission: 

~H~U$~&.i~ • · Y/l-DB/2 
The application no. to which the comment relates: • 

ril.~J i'E,~/~ffl. 
Name of person making this comment: 

~ 
Details of the Comment : 

·, f--r---ll'il O ' D REE *. ' ~ P.J. 
~-----fi~~ 0 ~~JllR~~~~Dffi~~fil~Q~~ffl4~F®mA~~ 
ffi 0 ~~~~~M~mm~m,~-~fflffl~m~-,~~~~B~®~fflffl~ffl,~ 

• ~~HM~®~Hti •0 

jt,~""f~ilfftiM~m~rJJm ,.tifflf, ~~Wil-~, H~i;~~~, ~ 
9GUlli, ~ffilli~ 0 ~ltffl:kltfi~, ~fflx~WiBU~ '~m00$~8'38 
~~--ffl-~~ffl~m•%½~m~~~-o 

file:/ /pld-egis3-app/Oniine:._ Comment/211124-1 ?.? 11 h. 11 o A u -
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UIJ$~/~~tf!tftfjt Making Comment on Planning Application / Review 

~~ 21 l 124-143018-05146 
Reference Number: 

~!Wffl 
Deadline for submission: 

~8Wl&~rdl 
Date and time of submission: 

~IHI~1'1$rofli~ 
The application no. to which the comment relates: 

r~J tt~t~ffl 
Name of person making this comment: 

it~ 
Details of the Coinment : 

To whom it may concern, 

I strongly object this proposal. . 

03/12/2021 

24/11/2021 14:30:18 

Y/1-DB/2 

M Mr. MUENZ, Michael T 
obias 

The driveway in front of the existing 3 buildings (Woodland, Woodgreen, Woodbury) is not suit 
able to cater any additional traffic. Especially the area in front of Woodbury Court is very narro 
wand very often there is a traffic congestion of departing delivery/service vehicles and arriving 
busses c;>r vice versa. • 

Actually the whole Parkvale Drive is a narrow road and not suitable for more traffic, especially 
during construction time. 

Also since the area in front of the existing 3 buildings currently is not a through road with !unite 
d traffic it is used by many children - ·so adding through traffic to ~each t4e _new proposed buildi 
ngs will cause a lot of danger to them. • 

Thanks a lot and Best regards,. 
Michael Muenz 

file://pld-egis3-app/On1ine_:Comnrent/21 I 124-143018-05146_ Comment_ Y _I-DB _2.h... 24/11/2021 
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口 Urgent口 Return receipt口 Sign 口 Encrypt口 Mark Subject Restricted 口 Expand personal&public groups 

竇 S_e_ctl«:>~-1~ Appllcat~n No. Y/I-DB/2. Area 6f, L~ 385 RP &amp; Ext (Part) in 
D.D. 352, Discovery Bay 
24/11/202112:11 

From: 
·— 

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
FileRef: 

@ 

@ 

Dear Sir/Madam, 
Section 12A Application·No. Y/1-DB/2 
Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext(Part) in D.D. 352, Discovery Bay 
Objection to the Submission by th e Applicant: 
I refer to the Response to Comments submitted by the consultant of Hong Kong Resort 
("HKR"), Masterplan Limited, to address the departmental comments regarding the captioned 
application on 27.10.2016. 
Kindly please note that, as home owner of one of the Parkvale units in Discovery Bay, I 
strongly obj ect to the submission regarding the proposed development of the Lot. My main 
「easons of objection on this particular submission are listed as follows:-
I. HKR claims that they are the· sole land owner of Area 6f is in doubt, as the lot is now held 
under the Principal Deed of Mutual Covenant ("PDMC') dated 20.9.1982. Area 6f forms part 
of either the "City Common Areas" or the "City Retained Areas" as defined in the PDMC. 
Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section I of the PDMC, every Owner (as defined In the PDMC) 
has the right and liberty to go pass and repass over and along and use Area 6f for all purposes 
co~ec ted with the proper use and enj oyment of the same subj ect to the City Rules (as 
defined in the PDMC). The applicant has failed to consult or seek proper consent from the 
co-owners of the Lot prior to this unilateral application. The property rights of the existing 
co-owners, i.e. all property owners of the Lot, should be considered, secured and respected. 
2. The disruption, pollution and nuisance caused by the construction·to the immediate 
「esidents and property owners nearby are substantial. In addition, the capacity of road nearby 
the site.has already been maximized and the current infrastructure in Parkvale Vill age will not 
support the further usage of heavy-duty trucks and other constructiQn-vehicles to frequently 
access the proposed construction site. If the development and construction were to be 
insisted, it would absolutely pose huge risks to the passers-by, especially young children who 
are often playing next to the only road in and out of the Vill age.. The above concerns 
regarding the plan submission have not been addressed at all. 
3. There is maj or change to the development concept of the Lot and a fundamental deviation 
to the land use of the original approved Master Plans or the approved Outline Zoning Plan in 
the application, i .e. from staff quarters into residential area, and approval of it would.be an 
undesirable precedent case fr om environmental perspective and against the interest of all 
property owners of the district. 

4. The original stipulated DB population of 25,000 should be fully respected as the underlying 
infrastructure capacity could not afford such substantial increase in population by the 
submission, and all DB property owners would have to suffer and pay for the cost out of this 
submission in upgrading the mound ing infrastructure so as to pr~vide adequate supply or 
support to the proposed development, e.g. all required road network and related utiliti e; 
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improvement works arised out of this suh~ss i~n et_c. r.iie pro_po~~ t should :°~~t and liaise 
~th all property owners being affected and undertak~ th~ cost and ex~e o~ all 
~c~ o~t of this development. Its disruption during construction to other property 
。wners in the vicinity should be properly mitigated and addressed in the submission. 
5. Toe proposed felling of 118 nos. mature trees in Area 6f is an ecological disaster, and 
poses a substantial environmental impact to the immediate natural setting. The proposal is 
una~ table and the proposed tree preservation plan o~ the tree compensatory proposal are 
unsatisfactory. 
6. The revision of development as indicated in the Revised Concept Plan of Annex A is sti ll 
unsatisfactory in terms of its proposed height, massing and disposition in this revision. The 
two towers are still sitting too close to each other which may create a wall-effect to the 
existing rural natural setting, and would pose an undesirable visual impact to the immediate 
sun:ounding, especially to those existing towers in the vicinity. 
7. Under the current housing supply condition in Discovery Bay, there are still plenty 
~f vac_ant_ first-hand new residential units for sale, including the ones in Ponggibons i ( 
~se J6 o_n Area N1~_of the dw~o pment of Discovery Bay City, completed on 2020);11 Picco (Phase 18 on Area 2a (Portion) 
'!._f the ~p m~ ~f Dlsco_very !3ay City, to be completed by 2022) as well as the on,going construction project"Multl 
R- tionCentre·(Lands Department Rof #LDDLO/IS98/CLT/61V (M.P.7.0) Pr. 2, to be completed approximately by 2024) 
whichcan further呾Ply 1,791 housing unltsi n thocomIngfi voyears.undera generaIlypessImIsticmarket appeUtedurlng 
coVID-19andIikelypost COVID-19.Iti sunroasonablotocreatemorehousing supplIesinDiscoveryBaywith out as trongand 
healthy market dem~ to largely digest the current sizable supply of houslng units. 

l.Jnless and until the applicant is able to provide detailed responses to the comments for 
further review and comment, the application for Area 6f should be withdrawn/rejected. 
Best r哆ards,

Home Owner in Parkvale Disco\,:ery Bay 
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improvement works aris~ out of this submission etc. The proponent should consult and liai se 
with all property owners being affected and undertalce the cost and.expense of all 
infrastructure oiit of this development. Its disruption during construction to other property 
。wners in the vicinity should be properly mitigated and addressed in the submission. 
5. The proposed felling of 118 nos. mature trees in Area 6f is an ecological disaster, and 
poses a substantial environmental impact to the immediate natural setting. The proposal is 
una~ table and the proposed tree preservation plan o~ the tree compensatory proposal are 
unsatisfactory. 
6. The revision of development as indicated in the Revised Concept Plan of Annex A is sti ll 
unsatisfactory in terms of its proposed height, massing and dispositi on in this revision. The 
two towers are sti ll sitting too close to each other which may create a wall-effect to the 
existing rural natural setting, and would pose an undesirable vi sual impact to the immediate 
surrounding, especially to those existing tow~ in the vi cinity. 
7. Under the curren t hous ing su pp ly cond ition in Discove ry Bay, there are s till plenty 
of vacan t first-hand new res iden tial un its for sale, Includ ing the ones in Pon ggibons i ( 
Phase 16 on Area N1d of the development of Discovery Bay City, completed on 2020), II Picco (Phase 18 on Area 2a (Portion) 
of the develo pment of Discovery ~Y City, to be completed by 2022) as well as the o吋］olng construction project "Multi 
Recreation Centre" (Lands Department Ref# LO DLO/IS98/CLT/61V (M.P.7.0) Pr. 2, to be completed approximately by 2024) 
w, leh can further s嵒 1,791 housing units in the coming five years. Under a generaily pessimistic market appetite during 
。VID-19 and likely post COVID-19, it is unreasonable to-aea te more housing-supplies in Discovery Bay without a strong-and 
hea/thym砒etdem町tD largely digest lhe current sizable supply of housing units. 

Unless and until the appli cant is able to provide detailed responses to the comments for 
further review and commen t, the appli cation for Area 6f should be withdrawn/rej ected. 
Best regards, 
Home Owner in Parkvale Discovery Bay 
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鯽闞賾岬回渴醞胃，而＇mli, 'iffl-
．參考編號
Ref;;;;~~ Number:.. 21 l 124-164147-24173 

提交限期
Dead li ne fo r subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Da te and ti me of subm i ssi on: 24/11/2021 16:41:47 

有關的規劃申請編號 • y/I -DB/2 
T~e applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person ma ki ng th is commen t: 先生 Mr. Yau 

6 意見詳情
Detai ls of the Commen t : 

'he newly subm itt ed i n fo nna ti on~o f concern fr om various parti e 
and th e commun ity. I support th e development. 

` 
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77;lj申請／覆核提出意見 Making Comment on Plann ing AppIicationlRev ie辶一一一一一|
參考編號
Re ference Number: 

21 l 124-165136-97787 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 

24/11/202116:51:36 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The a pplication no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person maki ng this commen t: 小姐Miss Wong 

意見詳情
Detai ls of the Commen t : 

f can be seen that envirorunent and landscape have been· further beautifi ed from the information 
1rovided in this consultation. I like it so much and the community can enj oy. The development h 

mv sup_eort. 
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參考編號
Re ference Number: 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 

21 l 124-165618-80014 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Da te and tim e of subm ission: 24/11/2021 16:56:18 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
The appli cati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person mak ing this commen t: 先生 Mr. Jun 

詹 意見詳情
Detail s of the Commen t : 

'urther prov ided information.is morefuvourabletothecommunity and the public. I don't see wh 
I am not ~s develo_2ment. 

憂
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|古t疇l申話／凌核提帛召見 MakiIIg Commem onPI,`"'`"I g Application / Rcv icw | 
參考編號
Re ference Number: 

~11124-170028-06956" 

提交限期
Deadl ine for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 24/11/2021 17:00:28 

有關的規劃申請編號 y/I -DB/2 
The applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person ma king th is commen t: 先生 Mr. Willi am Yau 

意見詳情
Detai ls of the Commen t : 

verall env ironment has been well considered and existing trees will be retained as a buffer. It c 
:ates less impact to adj acent developed areas but will provide better landscape view. The devel 
,ment is supported bv me. 
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匠1 77;Il1核提出意見I\laki IIg CommcIIt OIIPIamn,1g AppIication lRev iew -] 

參考編號
Reference Number: 

211124-170350-25317 

提交限期
Deadl ine for subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Da te and ti me of subm ission: 

24/11/2021 17:03 :50 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person mak ing this commen t: 先生 Mr. W. Yau 

@ 丨意見詳情
Deta ils of the. Commen t : 

rea 6F devel~e feasible w ithout adverse imp 
ct to the existing developments. To this extent, I agree with the development w ithout hesitation. 

窘
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I ,J店肆胆 IIIt＼／覆核捉出巳 }l Mak ing Commcn t onPlal1l1il1g AppIicatioIl lRev iew -

參考編號
Reference· Number: 21 l 124-170752-01498 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 24/11i202117:07:52 

有關的規劃申請編號
The appli~ti on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: Y/1-DB/2 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person maki ng this commen t: 先生 Mr. Yau Wing 

意見詳情
Details of the Commen t : 

rom the presented perspectives and photo montage, the impact of the new development to the s 
rrounding area is minimal. Please don't be mislead by others. The development can bring more 

·esidential units to Hon-o rt the development definite I y. 
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4 • ]國料嘛 1 - 曄清平澶-
參考編號 211125~090856-38846 
Reference Number: 

提交限期
Dead li ne for subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間．
Da te and ti me of subm ission: 

25/1 1/202 J 09:08:56 

有關的規劃申請編號 . Y/1-DB/2 
The applica tion no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person making this commen t: 先生 Mr. Or Hon Man 

m |'意見詳情
Details of the Commen t : 

巨言三言三王三二二二二二

.. 
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［士甩問申諂lA計夕提出巳見 Making Co·::7777777l plicationl Revicw — | 
參考編號
Reference Number: 211125-092644-23402 

提交限期
Deadline for submission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date ·and time of submission: 25/11/2021 09:26:44 

有關的規劃申請編號
The application no. to which the comment relates: Y/1-DB/2 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person mak ing this comment: 先生 Mr. Zhou 

意見詳情
Details of the Comment : 

s a resident of Parkvale Vill age, I noted in.the last round of submissiqn in 2016, it was claimed 
in the RNTPC Paper No Y/I -DB/2D, it was noted that under 2(0) that "The applicant has carried 
,ut rounds of public consultation in 2016 as a good practice. Open letters were issued to Discov 
ry Bay residential units; dedicated C?Dquiry hotline and email were established; public exhibitio 
s were held and articles were publ~shed regarding the details o f the subj ect rezoning proposal." 

can confmn as a resident there was extremely limited consultation to the affe~ted owners, and t 
e claimed ·exercises were conducted at a very closed, passive, and covert manner, just enough f 
,r a list to put into this paragraph. The situation for this applications is much worse as the~e is ab 
olutely'ZJ! ro information about the application short of the Planning noticed_posted on the site·b 
the Authorities. 

is lack of engagement" is per usual practice of the applicant in regards to the many aspects oft 
e daily management of Discovery Ba~, therefore this claim. if they were to repeat needs to be di 

1smissed and the application reviewed with the knowledge this is not the truth. 
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［就規1 申請／覆核提出意見 Making Commen t OI1 PlaIln i l1g AppI icationlReview'·1一' | 
參考編號
Re ference Number: 

211125-095906-03786 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Da te and ti me of subm ission: 25/11/2021 09:59:06 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I -DB/2 
The applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person maki ng th is commen t: 先生 Mr. 周

~ I 意見詳情
Detai ls of the Commen t : 

1直接受申請應向嘅樓宇亻系寶怡，寶峰，寶林，寶珊同寶晶。合共5O4個單位。如果用每個
1位平均有三個住客計算，最受影響居民共15l2 。

一次申請，該署竟然收到4446支持嘅意見，而反對或其他則有1726 。這4446支持者從
田來？該署有概括是愉景灣員工，商業機構居多。

次有居民熱心自發硏究贊成意見書的（簡單／呼顯）內容，申請重複名字等；而反對
意見書（包括Village Owners Committee, 即時代表1512居民嘅，反對意見書）有詳盡分
硏究，結果就在此網站一目了然https://dbay.cc/ 。

議委員會覆核意見書時，不可單靠數字評核作結論。應該落區直接觀察直接影響居民
嘅聲音。

爆
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|7U冏澗巾請／漫俘J是出五l\1aking Comment on Plann iIIg Applica tiol1 l Review | 
參考編號
Re ference Number: 21 l 125-112404-73679 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Da te and ti me of subm ission:· 25/11/2021 11 :24:04 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/l -DB/2 
The appli cati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person ma king th is commen t: 小姐Miss Lee Pui ki 

意見詳情
Details of the Commen t : 

佃景灣原本設計並不適合過份稠密的人口，區內交通路線已不勝負荷。



爭呼的．古ov.hk
寄件者：
寄件日覇： 2021年11月26日星期五 10:08

tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
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收件者：
主旨： [Possible SPAM) Article 12A Application Number Y/1-DB/2.Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) in D.D. 

Discovery Bay 352 

Dear Sir, 

Section 12A Application No. Y/1-0B/2 
Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) In D.D. 352, Discove ry Bay 

Objecti on to the Submiss ion by the ~ppllcant: 

! !'9f~r t_o _the ~~sponse to Comments subm itted by the consul tant of Hong Kong Resort ("HKR"), Masterplan 
Limited, to address the departmental comments regarding the captioned application on 27.10.2016. 

~i ndly_please note that I strongly object to the subm iss ion regarding the proposed develo pment of the Lot. 
('Y main reasons of obj ection on this particular subm iss ion are listed as follows:-

r. HKR cla ims that they are the sole land owner of Area 6f is in doubt, as the lot Is now held under the 
f:'rlncl l)al Deed of Mutual Covenant ("PDMC') dated 20.9.1982. Area 6f forms part of either the "C ity Common 

• Areas" or the "City Retained Areas" as defi ned In the PDMC. Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section I of the 
PDMC, every Owner (as defi ned in the PDMC) has the right and liberty to go pass and· repass over and along 
and use Area 6f fo r all purposes connec ted w ith the proper use and enjoyment of the same subject to the City 
Rules (as defi ned In the PDMC). The applicant has failed to consul t or seek proper consen t f rom the co-
owners of the Lot prior to this unilateral application. The property rights of the existing co-owners, i.e. all 
property owners of t he Lot, should be cons idered, secured and respected. 

2. The disru ption, pollu tion and nuisance caused by the construction to the immediate residents and 
property owners nearby are subs tantial, and the subm iss ion has not been addressed. 

3. • There is major chan ge to the development concept of the Lot and a fundamental deviation to the land 
use of the original approved Master Plans or the approved Outli ne Zoning Plan In the application, i.e. from 
staff quarters into res idential area, and approval of it would be an undesirable precedent case f rom 
env ironmen tal pers pective and against the interest of all property owners of the district. 

4. Theo rigi naI stipuIated DB popuIationo f 25,0OOshouId be fuIIy respectedas the underIying 
「frastructurecapacity couId notaff ordsuch subs tantiaI increaseIn popuIation byt hesubmcs ion, andaII 

rrg property own.ers would have ·to suffer and pay for t he c~st out of this su~mlsslon In upgrading the 
surround ing Inf rastructure so as to prov ide adequate su pply or support to the proposed develo pment, e.g. all 
required road network and related utiliti es improvement work:- a_rised_~ut O! thi~ sub_miss ion etc. The 
proponent should consul t and llal l!e_ "'."it~ all prope~ ~wn_!rs b!!n g ~ff~cted an~ un~_erta_ke t~e cost an~ 
expense of aU Infrast ructure out of this develo pme_nl I~ d_i~ruptio!°'_ du~ing c_on~tr':'ction to other property 
。wners In the v icinity should be properly mitigated and addressed in the subm iss ion. 

5. The proposed felli ng of 118 nos. mature trees In Area 6f Is an ecologlcal disaster, and poses a 
su bstantlal envlronmen tal impact to the.immediate natural setti ng. The proposal Is unacceptable and the proposed tree preserva tion plan or the tree com~ens atory proposal are unsatisfactory. 

6. The revision of develo pment as Indicated In the Revised Concept Plan of Annex A is stlll llnsa tisfactory 
i-~ term of Its proposed height, mass ing and disposition lil this revision. The ~o towers a~e stll~ ~itti ng too 
~lose to each· other wh ich may create a wall --effect to the existing rural natural setti ng, and w~ul~ po~~ ~n 
~~deslrable v isual Impact to the imm!!dlate surround ing, especlall y to those existing towers in the vicinity. 

Unless and until the applicant is able to provide detailed responses to the comments for further review and comment, 
the application for Area 6f should be withdrawn. 

Sent from my iPhone 
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寄件者：
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- 
2021年11月26日星期五 14:40

tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
Re Application Y /1-DB/2 
Submission-Nov.2021.do t 

To the Secretary Town Planning Board 

I attach herewith my comment in relation to Application Y/1-~B/2 

Concerning: 
Proposed Rezon ing of Area 6f of Lot 385 RP & Ext in D.D. 352, Discove ry Bay f rom "Ot her 
~peci~ed Us~s - Staff Q uarters (5)" tt> "Res idential (Grou p C) 12"• 

Peter A. Crush 

1 

--------
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Re: Applicati on Y/1-DB/2 

Proposed Rezon ing of Area 6f of Lot 385 RP & Ext in D.D. 352, Discove ry Bay from 
"O ther Specified Uses - Staff Quarters (5)" to "Res idential (Grou p C) 12" 

I object to the application because the proposed development has no safe means of access 
indicated on plans both for the construction phase and also no safe means of access for 
residents following completion. 

The developer appears to be suggesting that access to the site would be provided by 
utilizing the existing :-

a) Parkvale Drive (which is City Common Area shared by Midvale Village). This is a sub
standard road which does not meet Hong Kong's Highway Construction Codes in terms of 
road-w idth and the provision of adequate and safe pavements, making it unsuitable for large 
cemen t trucks and other construction vehicles. 

b) "Parkvale Passa geway" as defined on the Parkvale Sub-DMC. This is not a "road". It is a 
pathway primarily for residents to gain access to the building lobbies, for other pedestrians to 
pass through the village, to provide access to a limited number of golf cart parking spaces & 
delivery trucks and as a terminus for the local shuttle bus. The Passageway has very low 
capacity because it was designed for only very limited and occasional vehicle access by 
del ivery and/or service vehicles. Any large construction vehicles would impose an unsafe 
risk to pedestrians passing along the Passageway as well as obstructing the essential 
shuttle bus service. 

The attached photographs indicate that Parkvale Passageway is an essential pedestrianized 
paved area providing access and recreational space for residents of Woodland, Woodgreen 
and Woodbu ry Courts and is wholly un1::uitable for through traffic. 

¢6 /』-
P.A. Crush 

26/11 /2021 

/ continued on next page 

1 
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Re: Appli cation Y/1-DB/2 

Proposed ·Rezoning of Area 6f of Lot 385 RP & Ext in D.D. 352, Discove ry Bay fr om 
"Other Spec ified Uses - Staff Quarters (5)" to "Res idential (Grou p C) 12" 

I object to the application because the proposed development has no safe means of access 
indicated on plans both for the construction phase and also no safe means of access for 
residents following completion. 

The developer appears to be suggesting that access to the site would be provided by 
utilizing the existing :-

a) Parkvale Drive (which is City Common Area shared by Midvale Village). This is a sub
standard road which does not meet Hong Kong's Highway Construction Codes in terms of 
road-width and the provision of adequate and safe pavements, making it unsuitable for large 
cement trucks and other construction vehicles. 

b) "Parkvale Passa geway" as defined on the Parkvale Sub-DMC. This is not a "road". It is a 
pathway primarily for residents to gain access to the building lobbies, for other pedestrians to 
pass through the village, to provide access to a limited number of golf cart park ing spaces & 
delivery trucks and as a terminus for the local shuttle bus. The Passageway has very low 
capacity because it was designed for only very limited and occasional vehicle access by 
delivery and/or service vehicles. Any large construction vehicles would impose an unsafe 
risk to pedestrians passing along the Passageway as well as obstructing the essen tial 
shuttle bus service. 

The attached photographs indicate that Parkvo洹 P~ss~geway is an essential pedestrianized 
paved area providing access and recreation&! :-~pcit~e 囧 residents of Woodland, Wood green 
and Woodbu ry Courts and is wholly unsu:tab;e fer through traffic. 

邏 乙』一
P. A. Crush 

26/11/2021 

/ continued on next page 
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PARVALE VILLAGE PASSAGEWAY (to rear of Woodland, Woodgreen & Woodbury Cts). 
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PARVALE VILLAGE PASSAGEWAY (to rear of Woodland, Woodgreen & Woodbury Cts). 
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縟d@PIand.g0V.hk

寄件者：
寄件日翔：

收件耆：
主旨：
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2021年11月26日星期五 17:37

tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
section 12A Application No. Y/I-DB/2 Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) in D.D. 352, Discovery Bay 

Dear Sir, 

Section 12A Application No. Y/i-DB/2 
Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) in D.D. 352, Discovery Bay 

Objection to the Submiss ion by the Applicant: 

! ~ef!r t_o _the ~~spon~e to Comments subm itted by the consul tant of Hong Kong Resort ("HKR"), Masterplan 
Limited, to address the departmental comments regarding the captloned-app-llc7itlon on 27.10.2()16. 

~indly_please note that I strongly object to the submiss ion regarding the proposed development of the Lot. 
My main reasons of objection on this particular submiss ion are listed as foll~ws:-

@ HKRcIa ims thatt hey are thesoIeIandownero f Area6 f Is In doubt, as theIo ti snowheld under the 
rinclpal Deed of Mutual Covenant {"PDMC') dated 20.9.1982. Area 6f forms part of either the "C ity Common 

Areas" or the "City Retained Areas" as defined In the PDMC. Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section 1 • of the 
PDMC, every Owner (as defi ned In the PDMC) has the right and liberty to go pass and repass over and along 
~nd use Area 6f for all purposes connected w ith the proper use and enjoyment of the same subject to the City 
Rules (as defined in the PDMC). The applicant has failed to consul t or seek proper consent from the co-
owners of the Lot prior to this unilateral application. The property rights of the existing co-owners, I.e. all 
property owners of the Lot, should be cons idered, secured and respected. 

2. The disru ption, pollu tion and nuisance caused by the construction to the immediate residents and 
property owners nearby are subs tantial, and the submission has not been addressed. 

3. There Is major change to the development concept of the Lot and a fundamental deviation to the land 
use of the original approved Master Plans or the approved Outline Zoning Plan In the application, i.e. f rom 
staff quarters into resident lal area, and approval of it would be an undesirable precedent case from 
envlronmen tal perspective and against the interest of all property owners of the district. -

4.Theo riginaI stIpuIated DB popuIation of 25,0O0shouId be fulIy respectodas theunderl ying 
infras tructure capacity could not afford such subs tantial Increase In populatlon by the submiss ion, and all 
嵋roperty ownerswouId havo tosu fferand payf or thecos t out oft hissubmIssIon In upgradingt he 

rround ing infrastructure so as to provide adequate supply or support to the proposed development; e.g. all 
required road network and related utiliti es improvement works arlsed out of this submission etc. The 
proponent should consul t and liaise with all property owners being affected and undertake the cos t and 
expense of all inf rastructure out of this develo pment. Its disruption dur ing cons truction to other property 
owners In the vicinity should be properly mitigated and addressed in the submission. 

s. The proposed felling of 118 nos. mature trees in Area 6f Is an ecological disaster, and poses a 
subs tantlal environmental impact to the Immediate natural setting. The proposal is unacceptable and the 
proposed tree preservation plan or the 、tree compensatory.proposal are unsatisfactory. 

6. The revision of development as Indicated In the Revised Concept Plan of Annex A is still unsatisfactory 
In term of its proposed height, massing and d isposition in this revision. The two towers are still sitti ng too 
close to each other which may create a wall -effect to the existing rural natural setti ng, and would pose an 
undes irable visual Impact to the Immediate surround ing, especially to those existing towers In the v icinity. 

Unless and until the applicant is able to provide detailed responses to the comments for further review and comment, 
the application for Area 6f should be withdraym. 

I. W. Johnston 
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2021年11月26日星朔五 18:32

tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
Article 12A Applicati on number Y /1-DB/2. Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) in D.D. Discovery Bay 
352 

To whom it may concern 

I' m the owner of 
of the captioned subj ect. 

Regards 
Fun g Pik Yue Erica 
Mob il e:-

Discovery Bay. I would l ike to oppose to the develo pment 

縊
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2021年11月27日星期六 12:21

tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
Obj~k> n to se'ction 12A Application No. Y /I-DB/2, Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) in D.D.352, 
Discovery Bay 

Dear Sir/M.adam 

I am writing to obj ect strongly to this submission regarding the proposed development of Sec tion 12A Applica tion No. Y/1-
DB/2, Area 6f, Lot 385 RP. & Ext (Pa rt) in D.D.352 in Discove ry Bay. 

I refer to the Response to Comments submitted by the consultant of Hong Kong Resort(H KR) Masterplan Limit ed, to 
address the departmental comments ·regarding this application on 27 October 2016. 

May principle reasons for my objection are as follows: 

1. HKR claims to be the sole land owner of A函 6f are in doubt. The lot is now held upder the Principal Dead of 
Mutual Convenant(P DMC) dated 20 September 1982. Area 6ffo rm part of with the CiJy Common Areas or 
the City Retained Areas as defined in this PDMC. Under Clause 7 of Section l of the PDMC, every owner (as 
defined in the PDMC) has the right and liberty to pass and repass over and long Area 6f and to use it for all 
purposes connected with the proper use and enj oyment, subj ect to the City Rules (as defin ed in the PDMC). Thi s, 
the appli~t has failed to consult or seek proper consent from the co-0 wners of the lot prior to this unil ateral 
application. The property rights of the existing co-0 wners (i .e all property owners of the lot) should therefore be 
considered, secured and respected before any decision is made. 

2. The disruption, pollution and nuisance caused by the construction to the immediate res idents and property owners 
nearby are substantial, and the submission bas not addres_sed this. 

3. _ The application contains a maj or change tot the development concept of the lot and ·a fundamental devi ation to the 
區d use of the origin al approved Master Plans or the approved Outline Zoning Plan, i .e. from staff quarters 
into residential area, and its a硏oval would be an undesirable precedent fromlthe environmental perspective and 
against the interest of all property owners of the district. 

4. The original plan stipulated a DB population of 25,000 should be fully respected as the underlying infrastructure 
capacity could not afford the substantial increase in population in the submission. All DB-property owners would 
have to suff er and pay the cost of this submission_ in upgrading the surrounding infrastructure in order to provide 
adequate supply or support to the proposed development, e.g. all the road network and 
related ptiliti es improvement works required by this submission. The proponent should consult and liai se with all 
property owners being affected and undertake the CQSt and expense of all infrastructure required for this 
development.- Its disruption to other property owners in the vicinity during construction should be properly 
mitigated and addressed in the submission. 

5. The proposed felling of 118 mature trees in Area 6f is an ecological disaster and poses a substantial enviro runental 
impact to the immediate natural setting. The proposal is unacceptable le and the proper tree preservati on plan and 
tree compensatory proposal are far from satisfactory. 

6. The revision of develop_ments indicated in the Revised Concept Plan of Annex A is still not satisfactory in tenns of 
its proposed high, massing and disposition. The two towers sit too close to each other, potentially creating a wall 
effect on the existing natural rural setting. Thi s would pose an undesirable visual imp act on the immed iate 
~urro~ds, parti~y to those existing towers in the vicinity, but also in the central shopping area of Discovery 
Bay Plaza. 

~ application !or Area 6f should be withdrawn until the applicant is able to provide detailed, satisfactory responses to 
th函 comments for further review and comment. - • • • 

Youn. faithfully 
Dr Jane Robbins 

。wner
1 
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2021年11月27日星期六 12:22

tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
Objection ~o Section 12A Application No. y/I-DB/2,Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) in D.D.352 in 
Discovery Bay 

Dear Sir/Madam 

~~_writing to obj ect strongly to this submission regarding the proposed development of Section 12A Application No. Y/1-
DB/2, Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) in D.D.352 in Discovery Bay. 

I ,:e_fer to_the_Response to Comments submitted by the consultant (?f Hong Kong Resort(HKR )Mas terplan Limited. to 
address the departm~ntal comments regarding this application on 27 October 2016. 

May principle reasons for my obj ection are as follows: 

氬． HKR claims to be the sole land owner of Area 6f are in doubt. The lot is now held under the Principal Dead of 
Mutual Convenant(P DMC) dated 20 September 1982. Area 6f form part of with the City Common Areas or 
the City Retained Areas as defined in this PDMC._Under Clause 7 of Section I of the PDMC, every owner (as 
defined in the PDMC) has the right and liberty to pass and repass over and long Area 6f and to use.it" for all 
purposes connected with the proper use and enj oyment, subj ect to the City Rules (as defined in the PDMC). This, 
the !lPPli cant has failed to consult or. seek proper consent from the co-0 wners of the lot prior to this unilateral 
application. The property rights of the existing co-0 wners (i.e all property owners of the lot) should. therefore be 
considered, secured and respected before any _decision is made. 

2. The disruption, pollution and nuisance caused by the construction to the immediate residents and property owners 
• nearby are substantial, and the submission has not addressed this. 

3. The application contains a maj or change tot the development concept of the lot and a fundamental devjation to the 
land use of the original approved· Master Plans or the approved Outline Zoning Plan, i .e. from staff quarters 
into residential area, and its approval would be an undesirable precedent from the environmental perspective and 
against the interest of all property owners of the district 

4. The original plan stipulated a DB population of 25,000 should be fully respected as the underlying infrastructure 
capacity could not afford the substantial increase in population in the submission. All DB property owners would 
have to suffer and pay the cost of this submission in upgrading the surrounding infrastructure in order to provide. 
adequate supply or support to the proposed development, e.g. all the road network and 

• relatedutiliti es improvement worlcsrequiredbythis submission. Theproponent shouldconsult andl iaisewith all 
property owners being affected and undertake the cost and expense of all infrastructure required for this 
development. Its disruption to other property owners in the vicinity during construction should be properly 
mitigated and addressed in the submission. 

5. The proposed felling of 118 mature trees in Area 6f is an ecological disaster and poses a substantial environmental 
impact to the immediate natural setting. The proposal is unacceptable le and the proper tree preservation plan and 
tree compensatory proposal are far朊m satisfactory. 

6. Toe revision of developments indicated in the Revised Concept Plan of Annex A is still not satisfactory in tenns of 
its proposed high, massing and disposition. The two towers sit too close to each other, poten~all_y crea~ g a wall 
eff~t on the existing natural rural setting. This would pose an undesirable visual impact on the immediate 
surrounds, particularly to those existing towers in the vicinity, but also in the central shopping area of Discovery 
Bay Plaza. 

This application for Area 6f sho~d be withdrawn until the applicant is able to. provide detailed, satisfactory responses to 
these comments for further review and comment. 

Yours faithfully 
Ir Neil Robbins 

Owner 
1 
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tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
• Arti~I~ 12AApplic~ti~ri No. Y/1-DB/2 Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) in D.D. 352; Discove~ Bay 

Dear Sir, 

Section 12A Application No. Y/I -DB/2 
Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext(Part) in D.D. 352, Discovery Bay 

Obj ection to th~ Submission by the Applicant: 

~ ~efer t~ the Response to Commen ts submitted by the consultant of Hong Kong Resort ("HKR"), 
~as~eiy_l~ Limited, to address the departmental comments regarding the captioned appiication on 
27.10.2016. 

~dl y_please note !h,~t_I strongly obj ect to the submission regarding the proposed development of the Lot. 
My main reasons of obj ection on this particular submission are li sted as follows:-

!. HK.R claims that they are the sole land owner of Area 6f is in doubt, as the lot is now held under the 
~rincipal Deed ?f Mutual Covenan t ("PDMC') dated 20.9.1982. 八ea-6ffonns part of either the "City 
Common Areas" or the "City Retained Areas" as defined in the PDMC. Pursmui:t to Clause 7 under S~ction 
I o~ the PDMC, every Owner (as defined in the PDMC) has the right and liberty to go pass and repass over 
and along and use Area 6f for all purposes connected with the proper use and enj oymlmt of the same subject 
to the City Rules (as defined in the PDMC). The applicant has failed to consult or seek proper consent from 
~e co-owners of the Lot prior to this unilateral application. The property rights of the existing co-owners, 
i.e. all property owners of the Lot, should be considered, secured and respected. 

2. The disruption, pollution and nuisance caused by the construction to the immediate 1:esidents and property 
。wners nearby are substantial, and the submission has not been addressed. 

3. There is maj or change to the development concept of the Lot and a fundamental deviation to the land use 
of the original approved Mas ter Plans or the approved Outline Zoning Plan in the application, i.e. from st 
quarters into res idential area, and approval of it would be an undes irable precedent case from environmental 
perspective arid against the interest of all property owners of the district. 

4. The original stipulated DB population of 25,000 should be fully respected as the underlying infrastructure 
capacity could not afford such substantial increase in population by the submission, and all DB property 
。wners would have to suffer and pay for the cost out of this submission in upgrading the surrounding 
infrastructure so as to provide adequate supply or support to the proposed development, e.g. all required 
road network and related utiliti es improvemen t works arised out of this submission etc. The proponent 
should consult and liaise with all property owners being affected and undertake the cost and expense of all 
infrastructure out of this development. Its disruption during construction to other property owners in the 
vicinity should be properly mitigated and addressed in the submission. 

5. The proposed felling of 118 nos. mature trees in Area 6f is an ecological disaster, and poses a substantial 
en吐onmental impact to the inunediate natural setting. The proposal is unacceptable and the proposed tree 
preserva tion plan or the tree compensatory proposal are unsatisfactory. 

6. The rev ision of developmen t as indicated in the Revised Concept Plan.o f Annex A is sti ll unsatisfactory 
in tenn of its proposed height, mass ing and dispositi on in this revi sion. The two towers afe sti ll sitting too 
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2021年11 月27日星期六 19:03

tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
• ArticIe 12AAppIication No.Y/l-DB/2Area6f, Lot 385 RP&Ext(Part)i n D.D.352, Discovery Bay 

Dear Sir, 

Section 12A Application No. Y/I-DB/2 
Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext(Part) in D.D. 352, Discovery Bay 

Obj ection to th~ Submission by the Applicant: 

I refer to the Response to Comments submitted by the consultant of Hong Kong Resort ("HKR"), 
Masterplan Liinited, to address the departmental comments regarding the captioned application on 
27.10.2016. 

Kindly please note that I s~n gly obj ect to the submission regarding the proposed development of the Lot. 
M y main reasons of obj ection on this particular submission are listed as follows:-

1. HKR claims that they are the sole land owner of Area 6f is in doubt, as the lot is now held under the 
Principal Deed of Mutual Covenant ("PDMC') dated 20.9.1982. Area 6f forms part of either the. "City 
Common Areas" or the "City Retained Areas" as defined in the PDMC. Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section 
I of the PDMC, every Owner (as defined in the PDMC) has the right and liberty to go pass and repass over 
and along and use Area 6f for all purposes connected with the proper use and enjoyment of the same subject 
to the City Rules (as defined in the PDMC). The applicant has failed to consult or seek proper consent from 
the co-owners of the Lot prior to this unil ateral application. The property rights of the existing co-owners, 
i.e. all property owners of the Lot, should be considered, secured and respected. 

2. The disruption, pollution and nuisance caused by the construction to the immediate ~esidents and property 
。wners nearby are substantial, and the submission has not been addressed. 

3. There is maj or change to the development concept of the Lot and a fundamental deviation to the land use 
of the original approved Master Plans c;,r the approved Outline Zoning Plan in the application, i .e. from st 
quarters into residential area, and approval of it would be an_ undesirable precedent case from environmental 
per8pCCtive arid against the interest of all property owners of the district. 

4. The original stipulated DB population of 25,000 should be fully respected as fue underlying infrastructure 
capacity could not afford such substantial increase in population by the submission, and all DB tn:OPerty 
。miers-would have to suffer and pay for the cost out of this submission in upgrading the surrounding 
infrastructure so as to provide adequate supply or support to the proposed development, e.g. all required 
road network and related utiliti es improvement works arised out of this submission etc. The proponent 
should consult and liaise with all property owners being affected and undertake the cost and expense <?fall 
infrastructure out of this development. Its disruption during construction to other property owners in the 
vicinity should be properly mitigated and addressed in the submission. 

5. Toe proposed felling of 118 nos. mature trees in Area 6f is an eco_l<?gical disast~~'and_ p~ses a subst.~tial 
enviro~~ tal impact to the inunediate natural setting. The p~o~osal is unacceptable and the proposed tree 
preservation plan ~r the tree compensatory proposal are unsatisfactory. 

6. The revision of development as indicated in the Revised_ <?oncep! Pl~o f Annex A is still ~sa_ti~factory 
in tenn of its proposed h~ight, massing and disposition in this revision. The two towers ~e still sitting too 
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close to ~ch other which may create a wall-effect t~-the existing rural natural setting, an~ would pose an 
~d~~bl;-~s~al impact to the immediate surrounding, especially to those existing towers in Uie vicinity. 

「Unless and until the applicant is abl~-t~ pr~~.de d:~:U~ed responses to the coriun~t s for further review and 
comment,th ea pplication forArea6 f shouldbe withdrawn. 

Regards, 
Cameron Bodey 
Woodbury Court 

HKG: 
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「、寄件者：
寄件日期：
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- 
收件者：
主旨

2021年11月27日星期六 21:47

tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
~e: ~rticle 12A Application number Y /I-DB/2.Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) in D.D. Discovery 
Bay 352 

Dear Sir, 

Section 12A Application No. Y/1-DB/2 
Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) In D.D. 352, Discovery Bay 

; Objection to the Submiss ion· by the Applicant: 

I refer to the Response to Comments subm itted by the consul tant of Hong Kong Resort ("HKR"), Masterplan 
I Limited, to address the departmental comments regardin9 the captioned application on 27.10.2016. 

. i l<lndly please note that I strongly object to the submiss ion regarding the proposed development of the Lot. 
; My main reasons of objecti on on this parti cular submiss ion are listed as follows:-

• 1. HKR cJaims that they are the sole land owner of Area 6f is in doubt, as the lot Is now held under the 
: Principal Deed of Mutual Covenant ("PDMC') dated 20.9.1982. Area 6f forms part of either the "City Common 
1 Areas" or the "City Retained Areas" as defi ned in the PDMC. Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section 1· of the 

PDMC, every Owner (as defi ned in the PDMC) has the right and liberty to go pass and repass over and along 
• and use Area 6f for all purposes connec ted with the proper use and enjoyment of the same subject to the 

City Rules (as defi ned in the PDMC). The applicant has failed to consul t or seek proper consent f rom the co
: owners of the Lot prior to this unilateral application. The property rights of the existing co-owners, I.e. all 

property owners of th~ Lot, should be cons idered, secured and respected. 

. 2. The disru ption, pollution and nuisance caused by the construction to the immediate residents and 
1 property owners nearby are subs tantial, and the subm ission has not been addressed. 

3. There is major change to the development conce pt of the Lot and a fundamental deviation to the land use 
of the original approved Master Plans or the approved Outli ne Zoning Plan in the application, i.e. from staff 
quarters Into residential area, and approval.o f It would be an undesirable precedent case from 
env ironmental perspective and against the interest of all property owners of the district. 

4. The original stipulated DB population of 25,000 should be fully respected as the underl ying inf rastructure 
; capacity could not afford such subs tantial increase in populatipn by the subm ission, and all DB property 
• owners would have to suffer and pay for the cost out of this subm is~ion in upgrading the surround ing 

Infrastructure so as to prov ide adequate supply or su pport to the proposed develo pment, e.g. all required 
road network and related utiliti es Improvement works ar ised out of this subm ission etc; The p·roponent 
should consul t and liaise with all property owners being affected and undertake the cost and expense of all 
infr~ tructure out of this develo pment. Its disru ption during construction to other property owners In the 
vicinity should be properly mitigated and addressed in the subm ission. 

5. The proposed felling of 118 nos. mature trees in Area 6f is an ecological disaster, and poses a subs tantial 
environmen tal impact to the immediate natural setting. The proposal is unacce ptable and the proposed tree 
preservation plan or the tree com pensatory proposal are unsatisfactory. 

6. The revision of develo pment as indicated in the Revised Concept Plan of Annex A is still unsatisfactory In 
tenn of Its p~oposed height; mass ing and disposition in this revision. The two -towers are still sitti ng too 
close to each other wh ich _may create a wall -effect to the existing rural natural setting, and would pose an 
undes irable v isual Impact to the immed iate surround ing, especially to those existing towers In the vicinity. 
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i ~nless and until the app!i~~t i~ ?~le t~.~~~~-i~~ detailed responses to the comments for further review ~nd comment, 

the application for Area 6f should be withdrawn. 
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「爭嵒~ov.hk
·•件考
寄件日期：

收件者：
主旨：

Dear Sir, 

2021年11月27日星期六 21:51
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
Parkvale village, Discovery Bay 

Secti on 12A Appli cation No. Y/I -DB/2 
Area 6f, Lo t 385 RP & Ext (Part) in D.D. 352, Discovery Bay 

Obj ection to the Submi ssion by the Appli cant: 

6217 

Ire fer to theRes ponse toCommen ts subm itt edb yt heconsuI tant of Hong Kong Resort (`HKR"), 
MasterplanL區ite4 toaddress thedepartmentalconunents regardingthecapqonedapplicationon
27.10.2016. 

!{in~~ please note th at I str ongly obj ect to the submission regarding the proposed development of the 
Lot. My main reasons of obj ection on this parti cular submi ssion are-listed as-follows:-

1. HKR claims th at they are the sole land owner of Area 6f is in doubt, as the lot is now held under 
the Prin cipal Deed of Mu tual Covenan t ("PDMC') dated.20.9.1982. Area 6f forms part of eith er the 
"C ity Common Areas" or the "C ity Retained Areas" as defi ned in the PDMC. Punuan t to Clause 7 
under Section I of the PDMC, every· Owner (as defin ed in the PDMC) has the right and liberty to go 
pass and repass over and along and use Area 6f for all purp oses connected with the proper use and 
enj oyment of th e same subj ect to the City Rules (as defmed in the PDMC). The appli cant has failed t 
consul t or seek proper consen t fr om the co-:owners of the Lot pri or to thi s unil ateral application. The 
property r ights of the existing co-owners, i.e. all property owners of the Lot, should be considered, 
secured and respected. 

2. The disru pti on, polluti on and nuisance caused by the constru ction to the immediate residents and 
property owners nearb y are substantial, and the submi ssion has not been addressed. 

3. There is maj or chan ge to the development concept of the Lot and a fundamen tal deviation to the 
bnd use of the origin al approved Master Plans or the approved Outllile ~ning Plan in the 
appli cati on, i.e. fr ;m staifq uarters int o res iden ti al _area~ and_ap~roval of !t ~ould be an undesir ~~!e pr;ceden t c'ase fr om envir on~en tal perspective and against the int erest of all proper ty owners.of the 
distri ct. 

4. The origin al stip ula ted DB popula ti on of 25,000 sho~~- be fully ~espect~d -~s t~e u~derl~~ 
~fr;s tru cture capacity could 'itot affo rd such substanti al increase in popula tion by the submi ssion, 

1 



, 
、 an~ all DB property owners would have to suff er and pay for the cost out ·or this submission in 

upgr ad ing the surround ing infr astr uctur e so as to prov ide adequate supply or support to th e 
('Proposed develo pment, e.g: all requir ed ro~d n~~ork ~nd r!l_~ted utiliti ;s -impro.;;men t works arised 

out of this submi ssion etc. The proponent should consu lt and li aise with all property owners being 
aff ected and unde rt ake the cost and expense of all inf ras tr uctur e out of thi s development. I ts 
dis~~~on d°!1:°g ~ons~c_ tio_n to other property owners in the vicinity should be properly ~tig ated 
and addressed in the submission. 

6211 

5. The proposed felling of 118 nos. mature trees in Area 6fi s an ecological disaster, and poses a 
subs tan ti al envir onmen tal impact to the immediate na tural setting. The proposal is unacceptable and 
the proposed tr ee preserva tion plan or the tr ee compensatory proposal are unsa ti sfactory. 

6. The revi sion of development as indi cated in the Revi sed Concept Plan of硒ex A is still 
unsa tisfactory in term of its proposed height, massing and d ispositi on in thi s revision. The two towers 
are still sitting too close to each other which may crea te a wall-eff ect to the exi sting rural na tural 
setting, and would pose an undes ir able visual impact to the immediate surround ing; especially to 

se existing towers in the vi cinity. 

Unless and until the applicant is able to provi de detailed responses to the comments for further revi ew ~d 
comment, the application for Area 6f should be withdrawn. 

Wannes t regards 
Mary Eramela and Tong Kwok Leung 
Crystal court 
Discovery Bay 

Sent from my iPhone 

2 
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tp_j_~ov.hk 

n罡盂
一·

收件考：
主旨：

2021年11月27日星期六 23:06
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
Re: Parkvale Tenants & Landlords Re: Planned developn:ient 

RE: Section 12A.Applicatlon No. Y/1-08/2 
Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) In D.D. ~52, Discovery Bay 

l DearSlr, 

| Section 12AA ppIIcatIon No.Y/I-DBl2 
Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) in D.D. 352, Discove ry Bay 

I Objection to the Submiss ion by the Applicant: 

! I refer to the Response to Comments submitted by the consul tant of Hong Kong·Resort ('~HKR"), Masterplan 
j Limited, to address the departmental comments regarding the captioned application on 27.10.2016. 

Kindly please note that I strongly object to the subm issio_n regarding _the proposed· development of the Lot. 
My main.reasons of objection on this particular subm ission are listed as follows:-

i 1. HKR claims that they are the sole land owner of Area Sf Is In doubt, as the lot Is now held under the 
! Principal Deed of Mutual Covenant ("PDMC') dated 20.9.1982. Area Sf forms ·part of either the "City Common 
i Areas" or the "City Retained Areas" as defined in the PDMC. Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section I of the 
I PD~C, e~ery ~ner ~~ defi ned in the PDMC)_has the right and liberty to go pass and repass over and along 
; and use Area 6f for all·purposes connected with the proper use and enjoyment of the same subject to the 
'. City Rules (as defined in the PDMC). The applicant has failed to consult or seek proper consent f rom the co
l owners of the Lot prior to this unilateral application. The property rights of the existing co-owners, i.e. all 
l property owners of the Lot, should be cons idered, secured and respected. 

| 2ThedIsru ption, poIIution and nuIsancecaused byt hecons truction to the immediate resIdentsand 
丨property owners nearby are substantial, and the submission has not been addressed. 

l 3. There Is. maj or change to the development concept of the Lot and a fundamental deviation to the land use 
l of the original approved Master Plans or the approved Outline Zoning Plan In the application, i.e. from staff 
i quarters into residential area, and approval.of it would be an· undesirable precedent case from 
; environmental perspective and against the Interest of all property owners of the district. 

! 4. The original stip ulated DB population of 25,000 should be f ully respected as the underlying infrastructure 
; capacity could not afford such substantial Increase l_n ~O_P_ulati~n ~Y !he !ubm issi~n, a~d all DB pr~perty 
j owners would have to suffer and pay for the cost out of this submission. In upgrading the surround ing 
, infrastructure so as t~ prov ide adequate supply or !u pp~rt ~o the ~~~~ose~ d~v~lopmen~_e.g. all required 
i road network and related utiliti es Improvement works arlsed out of this submission etc. The proponent 
1 should consul t and liaise with all property owner~ bei~g _affected and_~nderta~e the cost and expen_se_~f all 
j Infrastructure out of this developr.nent. Its disruption during-construction to other property owners in the 
i vicinity should be properly mitigated and addressed in the submission. 

5. The proposed felli ng of 118 nos. mature trees in Area 6f is _an ecological disaster, and poses a substantial 
; environmental impact to the immediate natural setti ng. The pro_p'?sal is unacceptable and the proposed tree 
! preservation plan or the tree compensatory proposal are unsatisfactory. 

6. The revision of development as Indicated_ In the Revised Concept Plan of Annex A is still unsatisfactory in 
term of its proposed height, massing and disposition in this revision. The two towers are·still sitting too 

, close to each other which may create a wall-effect to the existing rural natural setti ng, and would pose an 
undesirable visual Impact to the immediate surround ing, especially to.those existing towers in the vicinity. 

1 
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. I ~nless and until the app!i~~t i~ ?~le t~.~~~~-i~~ detailed responses to the comments for further review and comment, 

1 the application for Area 6f should be withdrawn. 

「Yours faithfully,
Stanley Lee 

l 
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己吋~:
收件者：

主冒：

6219 

- 
2021年11月28日星期日 9:32

tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
Article 12A Application number Y/1-DB/2.Area Gf, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) in D.D. Discovery Bay 
352 

To whom it may concern 

I live with my wife in 
development on subject. Thanks. 

Please consider my opposition to the 

Best regards, 
Edoardo Zari 

Mobile 

1 
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出主鼬乜．． ov.hk
寄件者：
寄件日翔：

收件者：
主旨：

2021年11月28日星期日 10:27

tpbpd@pland.gov.~k 
.protest 

．
丶

Dear Sir, 

re: Section 12A Applicati on No Y /1-DB/2 
Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext {Part) in D.D. 352 Discovery Bay 

I resolutely oppose this proposed residenti al develo pment by Hong Kong Resort 
company. 

art from giving rise t o valid technical and urban planning objections, t he develo pment 
on the hillside right behind Parkvale Village would subject residents to· a long ordeal of 
unmitigated and unhea~thy const ruction noise and dust. 

The plan h~s been rejected initi ally by the Government 's urban planning author iti es and, 
in my opinion, t hat should be the end of the matter, and t he proposal dro pped. 

28.11.2021 
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t~ov.hk 6221 

「件者：
寄件日翔： 2021年11 月28日星期日 13:17
收件者；
主旨：

Dear Madam or Sir, 

tpbpd@pland.gov.hk..,. :,. 
~,~_e_ct~o_n ~o Section 12A Application No. Y /I-D8/2, Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) in D.D. 352, 
Discovery Bay 

~ ~ef~r to_ th~ ~e~po_nse to_ Comments submitt ed by the consultant of Hong Kong Resort(、HKR"),
~a~e~~,~~ Limited, to address the departmental comments regarding th~ captioned applicatio·~ on 
27.10.2016. 

Please reg!st_e_r my strong_ objection to the proposed development of the Lot referenced above. My main 
reasons of objection on t his particular submission are as follows: 

1. HKR asserti ons that it is t he sole land owner of Area Gf is in doubt, as the lot is now held under the 
~rincipal Deed of Mutual_ Covenant ("PDMC') dated 20.9.1982. Area Gf forms part of eit her t he "City 
Common Areas" or the "City Retained Areas" as defined in the PDMC. Pursuant to Clause 7 under Se~ion I 
of the PDMC, every Owner (as defined in the PDMC) has t he right and liberty to go pass and repass over 
and along and use Area 6f for all purposes connected with.the proper use and enjoyment of the same 
subject to the City Rules (as defi ned in the PDMC). The applicant has failed to consult or seek proper 
consent from t he co-owners of the Lot prior to this unilateral application. The property rights of t he 
existing-co-owners, i.e. all property owners of the Lot, should be considered, secured, and respected. 

2. The disruption, polluti on, and nuisance ca·used by the construction of residenti al towers on the Lot to 
the immediate residents and nearby property owners are substanti al, which has not been addressed. 

3. The developmental concept of the Lot is a fundamental deviati on to the land use in original approved 
Master Plans or approved Outli ne Zoning Plan. Specifically, the application _envisions the development 
approved for staff quarters into development of residenti al towers. If t he plan goes ahead, approval 
would be an undesirable precedent case from environmental perspective and against the interest of all 
property owners of.the district. 

4. The original.stipulated DB populati on limitation of 25,000 people should be fully respected as the 
underlying infrastructure capacity can not afford the substanti al increase in population envisioned in the 
submission. All DB property owners would have to suffer and pay for the additional costs involved in 
upgrading the surrounding infrastructure so as to provide adequate supply or support to the proposed 
development, including but not limited to t he required road network and related utiliti es enhancements. 

5. The proposed felling of 118 mat ure t rees in Area Gf would be an ecological disaster, posing a 
substanti al negati ve environmental impact to t he Immediate natural setti ng. The proposal's t ree 
preservation plan or the t ree compensatory proposal are unsati sfactory. 

6. The development plan proposes unsatisfactory height, massing, and disposition. The proposed two 
towers will be too close to each other, t hereby creati ng a wall-effect in the existing rural natural setti ng and 
will have an undesirable visual impact to the owners of the existi ng residenti al buildings and to DB 
residents as a whole. 

The applicati on for Area Gf should be rejected with imm~diate effect. 
1 
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Respectf ully, 
rohn Antwe iler 

6221 
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｀凸也~ov.hk

「、巧件耆：
寄件日期： 2021年11月28日星期日 13:47

tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 

- 
收件者：
主旨：
附件：

~ect~on 12.A Application No. y/I -DB/2. Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) in. D.D. Discovery Bay 352 
Section 12A Application No. YI-DB2 Area 6f Discovery Bay Obj ection.pdf 

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board 

Section 12A Application No. Y/1-DB/2 

November 28, 2021 

Dear Sirs, 

~e: H«:>n~ Ko_ng -~es~rt ~o Ltd's Appli cati on to Develo p Areas 6f (beh ind Parkvale): Obj ecti on to the 
Subm iss ion by the Appli can t. 

I ref~r_ to the Response to Commen ts submitted by the consultant of Hong Kong Resort {"HKR"), Masterplan Limited, 
to address the departmental commen ts regarding the captioned application on October 27, 2M6. 

Please note that I strongly object to the submission regarding the proposed development of the Lot. My primary 
「easons of objection on this submission are as follows: 

1.· HKR's claim that they are the sole land owner of Area 6f is in doubt,·as the lot is now held under the Principal 
Deed of Mutual Covenan t ("PDMC') dated 20.9.1982. Area 6f forms part of either the "City Common Areas" or the 
"City Retained Areas簣 as defined in the PDMC. Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section I of the PDMC, every Owner (as 

• defined in the PDMC) has the right and liberty to go pass and repass over and along and use Area 6f for all purposes 
connected with the proper use and enjoyment of the same subject to the City Rules (as defined in the PDMC). The 
applicant has failed to consult or seek proper consent from the co-owners of the Lot prior to this unilateral application. 
The property rights of the existing co-owners, i.e. all property owners of the Lot, should be considered, secured and 
respected. 

2. The disruption, pollution and nuisance caused by the construction to the: immediate residents an~ property 
。wners nearby are substantial, and the submission has not been addressed. 

;........ 
.... ---•·•··.~.....…. 

.....· -·.．．，－一·---T ·, • -··^. • 

3: There is major change to the developm.~nt-~~~cepi of t~e L」t anJ心ndarhental qeviation to the land use of 
the original approved Master Plans or the approved Outline Zon ing Plan In the application, i.e. from staff quarters _into 
residential area, and approval of it would be an undes irable precedent case from environmental perspective and 
against the interest of all property owners of the district. 



• 
~- The original stipulated DB pop~!a!i~n of 25,?00 sho_uld be fully.respected as the underiying infrastructure 
capacity could not afford such substanti~l _ _i~cre~se _in ~op~lation by the submission, and all DB property owners would 

「have to sufferand payfor the cost out oft his submission in upgrading thesurrounding infrastructureso as to provide 
adequate supply or support to the proposed developm~nt, e.g. all required road network and related utilities 
improvement works arised out of this submission ~tc. The proponent should consult and liaise with all property 
。wners being affected and undertake the cos_t a~d e~pense of all inftastructl,!re out of this development. Its disruption 
during construction to other property owners in the vicinity should be properly mitigated and addressed in the 
submission. 

5. • The proposed felling of 118 nos.、 mature trees in Area 6f is an ecological disaster, and poses a substantial 
environmental impact to the immediate natural setting. The proposal is unacceptable and the proposed tree 
preservation p_lan or the tree compensatory proposal are unsatisfactory. 

6. The revision of development as indicated in the Revised Concept Plan of Annex A is still unsatisfactory in term 
of its proposed height, massing and disposition in this revision. The two towers are still sitting too close to each other 
which may create a wall-effect to the existing rural natural setting, and would pose an undesirable visual impact to the 
immediate surrounding, especially to those existing t9wers in the. vicinity. 

I also have concerns on the following issues: 

Given the fact that the only access to Area 6f is through Parkvale Drive which is a Village Passage way of Parkvale 
_Village, HKR should explain the proposed mean~ to deliver construction materials and to dispose of construction 
wastes. 

How will HKR minimize the disturbance to residents and visitors during construction and operation periods? 

The existing open area at Woodland Court, Woodgreen Court and Woodbury Court is already very tight. Any new 
idential developments must take into account present-day requirements under the Planning Standards and 

Jidelines. 

If Staff Quarter is no longer required in DB, the vacant sites for such uses should consider to release for enjoyment of 
the existing residents so as to enhance the livability of the area. • • 

The Master Plan for Discovery Bay is an integral part of the Land Grant (1S6122 in the Lan~ Registry):The Land 
Grant requires that no development or redevelopment'may take place on the Lot until an approved Master Plan 
showing the development is in place. The current Master. Plan is dated 28 February, 2000. It is not compatibl~ _with 
either the current outline zoning plan or the current development on the lot. In order to protect the interests of the 
current 8,300+ assigns of the developer, it is essential that the existing Master Plan and OZP are aligned with the 
existing development on the lot before consideration of any proposal to amend the OZP. Otherwise there is simply too 
much risk that the rights of the other owners of the.lot will be interfered with. Problems that need to be addressed 
include incursion on Government land; recognition of the Existing Public Recreational Facilities; siz_e and surrounding 
area of the land designated GI/C on the current OZP; configuration of the Area N2 at the inclined lift, etc. 

2 



Unless and until my demands are acceded to and my concerns are addressed I object to the above-mentioned 
clevelopment application. r 

Yours sincerely 

Name: 

Owner of: 

Simon C Graham 

Tel: 

Email Address: 

3 
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To: Secretary, Town Plann ing Board 

(Vla email:~ 

Section 12A Application No. Y/1-DB/2 

November 28, 2021 

Dear Sirs, 

Re: Hon g Kon g Resort Co Ltd's Application to Develop Areas 6f (beh ind Parkvale): 

Objection to t he Subm iss ion by the Applican t 

I refer to the Response to _Comments submitted by the consultant of Hong Kong Resort 

("HKR"), Masterplan Limited, to address the departmental comments regarding the captioned 

application on October 27, 2016. 

Please note that I strongly object to the submission regarding the proposed development of 

the Lot My primary reasons of objection on this submission are as follows: 

1. HKR's claim that they are the sole land owner of Area 6f is in doubt, as the lot is now 

held under the Principal Deed of Mutual Covenant ("PDMC') dated·20.9.1982. Area 6f fo~s 

part of either the "City Common Areas" or the "City Retained Areas" as defined in the PDMC. 

Pursuan t to Clause 7 under Section I of the PDMC, every Owner (as defined in the PDM(?) 

has the right and liberty to go pass and repass over and along and use Area 6f for all 

purposes connect~d with the proper use _and enjoyment of the same subject to the .City Rules 

(as defined in the PDMC). The applicant has failed to consult or seek proper consent from the 

co-owners of the Lot prior to this unilateral application. The property rights of the existing 

co-owners, i.e. all property owners of the Lot, should be considered, secured and respected. 

2. The disruption, pollution and nuisance caused by the construction to the immediate 

residents and property owners nearby are substantial, and the submission has not been 

addressed. 



r 

3. There is major change to the development concept of the Lot and a fundamental 

deviation to the land use of the original approved Master Plans or the approved.Outline 

Zoning Plan in the application, i.~. from staff qu.arters into residential area, and approval of it 

would be an undesirable precedent case _from environmental perspective and against the 

interest of all property owners of the district 

4. The original stipulated DB population of 25,000 should be fully. respected as the 

underlyin_g infrastructure capacity could not afford such substantial increase in population by 

the submission, and all DB property owners would have ·to suffer and ·pay for the cost out of 

this submission in upgra~ing the surrounding infrastructure so as to provide adequate supply 

or support to the proposed development, e.g. all required road network and related utilities 

improvement works arised out of this submission etc. The proponent should consult and 

liaise with all property owners being affe_cted and undertake the cost and expense of all 

infrastructure out of ~i s development Its disruption during construction to other、property

owners in the vicinity should be properly mitigated and addressed in the submission. 

5. The proposed felling of 118 nos. mature trees in Area 6f is an ecological disaster, and 

poses a substantial environmental impact to the immediate natural setting. The proposal is 

unacceptable and the proposed tree preservation plan. or the tree compensatory proposal are 

unsatisfactory. 

6. The revision of development as indicated In the Revised Concept Plan of如nexA is still 

unsatisfactory in term of its proposed height, massing and disposition in this revision: The_two 

towers are still sitting too close to each other which may create a wall-effect to the existing 

rural natural-setting, and would pose an undesirable visual impact to the Immediate 

surrounding, especially to those existing towers in the vicinity. 

I also have concerns on the following Issues: 

Given the fact that the only access to Area 6f is through Parkvale Drive which is a Village 

Passage way of Parkvale Village, HKR should explain the proposed means to deliver 

construction materials and to dispose of construction wastes. 

H的will HKR minimize the disturbance to residents and visitors during construction and 

。peration periods? 
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The existing open area at Woodland Court, ~ood green Court and Woodbu_ry Court is already 

very tight. Any new residential developments must tak~ into account present-day 

「equirements under the Planning Standards and Guidelines. 

If Staff Quarter is no longer required in DB, the vacant sites for such uses should consider to 

release for enjoyment of.the existing residents so as to enhance the livability of the area. 

U-
The Master Plan for Discovery Bay is an integral part of the Land Grant (1S6122 in the Land 

Registry}. The Land Grant requires that no development or redevelopment may take place on 

the Lot until an approved Master Plan showing the development Is in place. The current 

Ma.ster Plan is dated 28 February, 2000. It is not compatible with either the current outline 

zoning plan or the ·current development on the lot. In order to protect the interests of the 

curre.nt 8,300+ ass igns of the developer, it is essential that the exi~ting Master Plan and OZP 

are aligned with the existing development on the lot before consideration of any proposal to 

amend the OZP. Otherwise there is simply too much risk that the rights of the other owners of 

the lot will be interfered with. Problems that need to be addressed include incursion on 

Governmen t land; recognition of the Existing Public Recreational Facilities; size and 

surround ing area of the land designated GI/Con the current OZP; configuration of the Area 

N2 at the .inclined lift, etc. 

` 
Unless and until my demands are acceded to and my concerns are addressed I object to the 

above-mentioned development application. 

Yours sincerely 

三c_巳

Name: Simon C Graham 

OWnero f: 

Tel. 

Ema il Address: 



... 
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「島件苓
寄件U期： 2021年11月28日星期日 15:11

tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
Jennifer Khoo 
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收件者：

副本：
主旨： Article 12A Application number Y/I-DB/2. Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) in D.D. Discovery Bay 

352 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

. Section 12A Application No. Y/1-DB/2 
Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) in_D.D. 352, Discovery Bay 

Objection to the Submiss ion by the Applicant: 

I refer to the Response to Comments submitted by the consul tant of Hong Kong Resort 
("HKR"), Masterplan Limited, to address the departmental comments regarding_ the 
captioned application on 27.10.20_16. 

Kindly please note that I strongly object to the submission regarding the proposed 
development of the Lot My main reasons of objection on this particular subm ission are 
listed as follows:-

1. HKR claims that they are the sole land owner of Area 6f is in doubt, as the lot is now held 
under the Principal Deed of Mutual Covenant ("PDMC') dated 20.9.1982. Area 6f forms part 
of either the "C ity Common Areas" or the "City Retained Areas" as defi ned in the PDMC. 
Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section I of the PDMC, every Owner (as defi ned in the PDMC) 
has the right and liberty to go pa_ss an~ repass over and along and use Area 6f for all 
purposes connec ted with the proper use and enjoyment of the s~m~ subject to the City 
Rules (as defi ned in the PDMC). The applicant has failed to consult or seek proper consen t 
from the co-owners of the Lot prior to this unil ateral application. The property rights of the 
~xisti ng co-owners, i.e. all property owners of the Lot, should be cons idered, secured and 
respected. 

2. The disruption, pollu tion and nuisance caused by the construction to the immediate 
residents and property owners nearby are substantial, and the subm ission has not been 
addressed. 

3. There is major change to the development concept of the Lot and a fundamental 
d~viation to the land use of the original approved Master Plans or the approved Outline 
Zoning Plan in the application, i.e. f rom staff quarters into residential area, and approval of 
it would be an undesirable precedent case from environmental perspective and against the 
interest of all property owners of the district. 

4. The ·original stipulated DB population of 25,000 should be fully respected as the 
underlying infrastructure capacity could not afford such substantial increase in population 
by the submission, and all DB property owners would have to suffer and pay for the cost 
out of this submission in upgrading the surround ing inf rastructure so as to provide 
adequate supply or support to the proposed development, e.g. all required road network 
and related utiliti es improvement works arised out of this subm iss ion etc. The proponent 
should consul t and liaise with all property owners being affected and undertake the cost 
and expense of all infrastructure out of this development. Its disruption dur ing 
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cons tructi on to other property owners il'.l the vicinity shoul ct be properly mitig ated and 
addressed in the subm iss ion. 

「~- The proposed felli ng of 118 nos~ !Tlature tre!s in Area 6f is an ecolo gical disaster, and 
poses a subs tantial environmen tal impact to the immed iate natural se_tti ng. The pro posal is 
unacce ptable and the proposed tree preserva tion plan or the tree com pensa tory proposal 
are unsa tisfactory. 

6. The revision of develo pment as. ind icated in the Revised Conce pt Plan of Annex A is still 
unsa tisfactory in term of its proposed height, mass ing and dispos ition in this rev is ion. The 
two towers are still s itti ng too close to each other wh ich may create a wall-e ffect to the 
ex isti ng ·rural natural setti ng, and would pose an undes irable visual Impact to the 
immed iate surround ing, especially to those existi ng-towers in the vicinity. 

Unless and until the applicant is ·able to provide detailed responses to the comments for further 
review and comment, the application for Area 6f should be withdrawn. 

Yours sincerely, 
錚nt • 

2 
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「為件耆：
寄件日蝴：

收件者：
主旨：

Dear Sir, 

2021年11 月28日星期日 18:42

tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
Discovery Bay Area GF, lo t 385 RP and Ext (part) in D.D. 352 

Section 12A Application No. Y/1-DB/2 
Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) in D.D. 352, Discovery Bay 

Objection to the Submiss ion by the Applicant: 

6、224'

I refer to the Response to Comments subm itted by the consul tant of Hong Kong Resort ("HKR"), Masterplan 
Limited, to address the departmental comments regarding the captioned application on 27.10.2016. 

Kindly please note that I strongly object to the submission regarding the proposed develo pment of the Lot. 
My main reasons of objecti_on <m this partlcular,submlss ion are listed as follows:-

1. • HKR claims that they are the sole land owner of Area 6f Is in doubt, as the lot is now held under the 
P rinc ipal Deed of Mutual Covenant ("PDMC') dated 20.9.1982. Area 6f forms part of either the "C ity Common 
Areas" or the "City Reta_ined Areas" as defi ned in the PDMC. Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section I of the 
PDMC, every Owner (as defi ned in the PDMC) has the right and liberty to go pass and repass over and along 
and use Area 6f for all purposes connected with the proper use and enjoyment of the same subject to the City 
Rules (as defi ned in the PDMC). The applicant has fail ed to consul t or seek proper consen t f rom the co-
owners of the Lot prior to this unilateral application. The property rights of the e~isting _co-owners, I.e. all 
property owners of the Lot, should be cons idered, secured and respected. 

2. The disruption, pollu tion and nuisance caused by the construction to the immediate residents and 
property owners nearby are substantial, and the submission has not been addressed. This to me is most 
pressing, the access to this area is very narrow, there is no other road current ly-to access this land, it will 
disrupt all of the neighbour ing buildings to the extreme, as well as impacting on access to the main walk ing 
trails. 

3. There Is major change to the development concept of the Lot and a fundamental deviation to the land 
use of the original approved Master Plans or the approved Outline Zoning Plan in the application, I.e. f rom 
staff quarters Into residential area, and approval of it would be an undesirable precedent case f rom 
environmental perspective and against the Interest of all property owners of the district. 

4. The original stipulated DB population of 25,000 should be fully respected as the underl ying 
Infrastructure capacity could not afford such substantial increase In populatlon by the subm ission, and all 
OB property owners wou Id have to suffer and pay fo r the cost out of this subm iss ion In upgrading the 
surround ing infrastructure so as to prov ide adequate supply or support to the proposed development, e.g. all 
「equired road network and related utilities improvement works arised out of this subm ission etc. The 
proponent should consul t and liaise with all property owners being.affected and undertake the cos t and 
expense of all Infrastructure out of this development. Its disruption dur ing cons truction to other property 
owners In the vicinity should be properly mitigated and addressed In the subm issl~n. 

5. The proposed felling of 118 nos. mature t rees In Area 6f Is an ecological disaster, and poses a 
subs tantial environmental impact to the Immediate natural setting. The proposal Is unacceptable and the 
proposed tree preservation plan or the tree compensatory proposal are unsatisfactory. 

6. The revision of develo pment as Indicated In the Revised Concept Plan of Annex A Is still unsatisfactory 
In term of Its proposed height, massing and disposition in this revision. The two towers are still s itting too 
close to each other which may create a wall -effect to the existing rural natural setting, and would pose an 
undeslrable vlsual Impact to the immediate surround ing, especlally to those existing towers In the vicinity. 

Yours sincerely 

Mrs Carol Cam and family 
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C户Pd@PIand.gouhk
寄件者：
寄件日翔：

收件奢：
主旨：

2021年11月28日星期日 21:54

tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
Article 12A application number Y/1-DB/2. Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext (part) in D.D. Discovery Bay 
352 

T<_:> whom it may concern 

As a homeowner in Discovery Bay - I fully oppose the proposed urbanization plan to build as mentioned in 
the subj ect title. 

It would cause massive disturbance to the many buildings nearby. There are plenty of room in north plaza -
and would cause less disruption. 

七｀tion theroadupisverybusy,having constructionwouldbeevenV0rse. Just recentlytherewasa
ifi c accident on that road. 

Samantha 

. 



「~ov.hk
霉件耆

寄件日珥 2021年11月28日星期日 22:54

tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
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收件者：
主旨： Article 12A application number y/I-DB/2.Area 6f. Lot385RR&EXT(part)ln D.D.Discovery Bay 324 

Dear Sir, 

Section 12A Application No. Y/1-DB/2 
Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) In _D.D. 352, Discovery Bay 

Objection to the Submission by the Appllcant: 

! ~!!~ !o.'!1~ ~~-s~o~~e t? Co'!1m•~~ submitted by the consul tant of Hong Kong Resort ("HKR"), Masterpl~n 
Limited, to address the departmental .comments regarding the captioned application on 27.10.2()16. 

~lndl y_please note !h~t. I st_rongly ".>~Ject to the submission regarding the proposed development of the Lot. 
My main reasons of objection on this particular submission are listed as follows:-

!· _ ~~_cla ims_that they are the sole land owner of Area 6f Is in doubt, as the lot Is now held under the 
~rinci~al ~~e~ ~~- M~tua~ Co_v~mant ("PDMC') dated 20.9.1982; Area 6f forms part of either the "City Common 
Areas" or the "City Retained Areas" as defi ned In the PDMC. Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section (o f the 
PD~C, e~ery <?!'._ner (~ defined In the PDMC) has the right and liberty to go pass and repass over and along 
!"~ us_e AJ:~ 6f f~_r aU P~rpC>SeS connected with the proper use and enjoyment of the same subject to the City 
Rules (as defined in the PDMC). The applicant has failed to consul t or seek proper consent f rom the co-
owners of the Lot prior to this unilateral application. The property rjghts of the existing· co-owners, I.e. all 
property owners of the Lot, should be cons idered, secured and respected. 

2. The disruption, pollu tion and nuisance caused by the construction to the immediate residents and 
property owners nearby are subs tantial, and the submission has not been addressed. 

3. There Is major change to the development concept of the Lot and a fundamental deviation to the land 
use of the original approved Master Plans or the approved Outline Zoning Plan in the appllcatlon, i.e. f rom 
staff quarters into resldentlal area, and approval of it would be an undeslrable precedent case f rom 
envi ronmental perspective and against the interest of all property owners of the district. 

4. The original stipulated DB population of 25,000 should be fully respected as the underl ying 
Infrastructure capacity could not afford such subs tantlal Increase in populatlon by the submission, and all 
DB property owne~ would have to suffer and pay fo r the cost out of this submission In upgrading the 
surround ing Inf rastructure so as to provide adequate supply or support to the proposed development, e.g. all 
required road network and related utiliti es Improvement works arlsed out of this submiss ion etc. The 
proponent should consul t and liaise with all property owners being affected and undertake the cost and 
expense of all Inf rastructure out of this development. Its disruption dur ing construction to other property 
owners In the vicinity should be properly mitigated and addressed in the submission. 

5. The proposed felli ng of 118 nos. mature trees In Area 6f is an ecological disaster, and poses a 
substantial envlronmen tal impact to the Immediate natural setting. The proposal Is unacceptable and the 
proposed tree preservation plan or the tree com pensatory proposal are unsatisfactory. 

6. The revision of development as Indicated In the Revised Concept Plan o~ Annex A Is still unsatisfactory 
In term of Its proposed height, massing and disposition In this revision. The two towers are still sitting too 
close to each other which may create a wall -effect to the existing rural natural setting, and would pose an 
undeslrable visual Impact to the immediate surround ing, especlall y to those existing towers in the vicinity. 

Unless and until the applicant is e;1ble to provide detailed responses to the c~mments for further review and comment, 
the application for Area 6f should、 be withdrawn. 

Vivi an Chan 
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爭~ov.hk
寄件者：
寄件日期：

收件者：
主旨：
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寸

2021年11月29日星期一 10:48

tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
Re: Article 12A '(II -邙（ 2 0O因W己

Please see att ached fo r t he application. 

Sen t via mob ile 

On 29 Nov 2021, at 09:36, tpbpd@pland.gov.hk wrote: 

, 
Dear Sir/M adam, 

I refer to your. follow ing e-mail dated 28.11.2021. As you have not mentioned any 
Application Number in your e-mail, I write to seek your clarifi cation on which application 

f' case you would like to make represen tation/comment on. 

(Mandol in SIT) 
Town Plann ing Board Secretariat 

--Or iginal Messa ge----
From:I 
Sen t: Sunda y, November 28, 2021 9:10 AM 
To: tpbpd@pl.and.gov.hk 
Subject: Article 12A 

Hello. 

Urgent appeal 

We live in Woodbu ry cou rt. We just moved here with youn g bab ies. We fully oppose to the 
develo pmen t in the area 



I checked w ith the agent t~ make sure THERE ARE NO plans befo re mov ing in. 

We need a QUIET and safe place to live. 

Trucks and dr illi ng and ~oise will fo rce us to move ASAP in breach of our. cont ract. 

We fully oppose and I'm sure all parents here do too. 

Sent via mob ile 

6227 

2 
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爭~ov.hk

寄件者：
寄件日期：

收件者：．
主旨：

6228 

2021年11 月29日星期一 11:33

tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
Section 12A Application No. Y /1-DB/2 Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) in D.D. 352, Discovery Bay 

Dear Sir, 

Obj ection to the Subinission ·by the Applicant: 

I refer to the Response to Commen ts submitted by the consultant of Hong Kong Resort ("HKR"), 
tvfasterplan Liqiit ed, to address the departmental comments regarding the captioned application on 
27.10.2016. 

Kindly please note that I strongly obj ect to the submission regarding the proposed development of the-Lot. 
~y main reasons of obj ection on this particular submission are listed as follows:-
~. 

1. HKR claims that they are the sole land owner of Area 6f is in doubt, as the lot is now held under the 
Princ ipal Deed of Mutual Covenant ("PDMC') dated 20.9 .1982. Area 6f forms part·of either the "C ity 
Common Areas" or the "City Retained Areas" as defined in the PDMC. Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section 
I of the PDMC, every Owner (as defined in the PDMC) has the right and liberty to go pass and repass ov~r 
and along and use Area 6f for all purposes connected with the proper use and enj oyment of the same subj ect 
to the City Rules (as defined in the PDMC). The applicant has failed to consult or seek proper consen t from 
the co-owners o f the Lot prior to this unilateral applic.ation. The property rights of the existing· co-owners, 
i.e. all property owners of the Lot, should be considered, secured and respected. 

2. The disruption, pollution and nuisance caused ~y the construction to the immediate r~ idents and property 
。wners nearb y are-subs tantial, and. the submission has not been addressed. 

3. There _is maj or change to the development concept of the Lot and a fundamental deviation to the land use 
of the origin al approved Mas ter Plans or the approved Outline Zoning Plan in the application, i.e. from staff 
quarters into res idential area, and approval of it would be an undesirable precedent case from environmen tal 

-rs pective and against tl_ie interest of all property owners of the district. 

4. The original stipulated DB population of 25.,000 should be fully respected as the underlying infrastructure 
capacity could no t afford such substantial increase_ in population by the submission, and all DB property 
owners would have to suff er and pay for the cost out of this submission in upgrading the surrounding 
infrastructure so as to prov ide adequate supply.or support to the proposed development, e.g. all required 
road ne twork and related utilities improvement works arised out of this submission etc. The proponen t 
should consul t and liaise w ith all property owners being aff ected and undertake the cost and ·expense of all 
infrastructure out of this development. Its disruption during construction to other property owners in the 
vicinity should be properly mitigated and addressed in the submission. 

5. The proposed felling of 118 nos. mature trees in Area 6f is an ecological disaster, and poses a substantial 
env.irorunen tal impact to the immed iate natural setting. Tiie proposal is unacceptable and the proposed tree 
preserva tion plan or the tree compensatory propo~al are unsatisfactory. 

6. The revi sion of development as indicated in the Rev ised Concept Plan of Annex A is still unsatisfactory 
in term of its proposed height, massing and dispositi on in this .revision. The two tqwers are still sitting too 
close to each other which may create a wall-eff ect to the existing rural natural setting, and would pose an 
undes irable visual impact to the immed iate surround ing, especially to those existing towers in the vicinity. 

1 
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Unless and unti l the applicant is able to provide de tailed respons~ to the commen ts for. furt her rev iew and 
commen t, tl1e application for Area 6f should be withdrawn. 

Best regards 
Edwin Tam 

2 
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坪pd＠戶~ov.hk

寄件者：
寄件日期：

收件者：
主旨：

Morn ing Sir/Madam: 

2021年11 月29日星期一 11:51
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
Article 12A Application number Y /l~D8/2. Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) in D.D Discovery Bay 
352 

Referr ing to t he captioned subject, we ca·n't see any reason why the developer HKRI to apply it again as 
Urban Planning Commission rejected t he plan with solid and valid reasons. 

We as the owner and to support Urban Planning Commission 
t o rej ect t his plan again. 

｀证暈onsideration and b~st regards Denis Ho Wai Keung 

Sent fr om my iPhone 



t严壅座匣孽ov.hk
寄件者：
寄件日期：

6230 

收件者：

主旨：

2021年11 月29日星期一 11:56

tpbpd 
Arti cle 12A, Application Number Y/1-DB/2,Area6f, Lot 385RP & Ext (Part) in D.D. Discovery Bay 
352 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

Referring to the captioned application in Discovery.B~y, I would like to oppose this development. 

The reason being are: 

• The access road to this area is not designed for heavy traffic and heavy construction 
vehicles. 

• As the site is so close to the current residential buildings, the noise and dust from the 
construction works are huge disturbance to the residents. 

• The site is an access point to a hiking trial and ttie development will block the trial 
completely. 

• The area will become too congest with two new high rise buildings. 

Thank you for your kind attention and regards, 

Wong Ka Hing 
Discovery Bay Resident 



te2瓩＠止2-d■•s,ov.hk

寄件著：
卫寄， 日關：

6231 

收件者：
主旨：
附件：

2021年11 月29日星朔_1.5:01

tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
Objection to building Discovery Bay 
imageO.png；未命名的附件 00151.txt 1 /1- OE/L 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

I st rongly obj ect to t he bu ilding behind t he high rise. Our t ransport and.supermarke t (Infrastruct ure) 
does not suppo~ so many people. 

Thank you fo r your att enti on to t he matt er. 

Yours fait hfully, 

eee Keswani 

• 

1 
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－出意見Ma1上L尘尘己L己上mIning App Iica tion lRcv icw | 
參考編號
Re ference Number: 

21 l 125-201558-79691 

提交限期
Deadl ine for subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 

25/1 1/2021 20:15:58 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I -DB/2 
The appli cati on no. to-which the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person maki ng th is commen t: 先生 Mr. Samuel 

意見詳情
Deta i ls of the Commen t : 

support the above-mentioned application as the development w ill help increase the supply of hi 
h-qual ity ~d divers ifi ed private hous ing, prov ide more hous ing choices for the publ ic and imp 
·ove their qual~ of life. 
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|-h, >gCommemo7=7r gll AppIicationl Rev iew | 
參考編號
Re ference Number: 

提交限期
Deadl ine for subm ission: 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 

211125-201911-45503 

03/12/2021 

25/11/2021 20:19:11 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The appli cati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person ma ki ng this commen t: 

先生 Mr.. MMip 

意見詳情
Detai ls of the Commen t : 

I support the captioned application as the new development proj ect will create more j ob opportu 
iti es and bring econom ic benefits to the public and socie 

台
l
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鼱曰膈閘舅 - 1 i lll ,」,』,ffl同····
參考編號
Reference Number: 

211125-202t'43-92506 

提交限期
Dead li ne for subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 25/l l /2021 20.:21 :43 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The appli cati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person mak ing th is commen t: 女士 Ms. Nora Zhang 

意見詳情
Detai ls of the Commen t : 

認為計劃有利持續優化愉景灣的整體建設及設施，改善社區環境之餘，亦同時為物業
曾值，因此我十分支持這項申請。



6235 

-==七,` lRev iew --- | 
參考編號
Reference Number: 21 l 125-204057-16320 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 25/1 1/2021 20:40:57 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The appli ca ti on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person maki ng this commen t: 先生 Mr. 葉先生

意見詳情
Deta ils of the Commen t : 

I fully support the captioned proj ect, as !t not only to provide more housing units to ease housing 
roblem bu t also creates iob opportunities to the communi~. 
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－提出苣見丶｀＝＝＝＝上＂＇I i IIg AppIication lRev iew Il· lI J 
參考編號
Re ference Number: 

211125-211309-18136 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 

25/11/2021 21:13:09 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person mak ing this com inent: 

女士 Ms. ZHANG Hui 

意見詳情
Details of the Commen t : 

支持此項目的申請，它不但可以增加住屋的數量，有助於舒緩目前香港的嚴重住屋不
問題：同時亦可為區內人士增加相關的就業機會



623'7 

尸柑l屮严严是出意見 Making CommeIIto======~ I7 

參考編號
Re ference Number: 2 l l l 26-090540-99893 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me ofs ubm ission: 26/11/2021 09:05:40 

有關的規劃申請編號
The applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: Y/1-DB/2 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person ma king th is commen t: 先生 Mr. Peter Tsang 

'1 意見詳情

Deta ils of the Commen t : 

ous ing supply in HK is in extreme shortage. Any chance to improve the housing supply must n 
it be given up eas ily. To my understanding, the infrastructure and services in Discovery Bay are 
nough to support the proposed housing proj ect. Hence the proposal should be support and impl 
men ted w ithout delay. 



8 

一出哲見Maki「上己己己L'rPIanniI1g Applicati 0I1 lRev7一－一J
參考編號
Re ference Number: 

21 l 126-111315-70995 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 

26/11/2021 11:13:15 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The appli cati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person mak ing this commen t: 女士 Ms. Sophia Woo 

意見詳情
Detai ls of the Commen t·: 

SupPort this development for the bettennent of the community. Green area provision should be 
ade. 

「



6239 

|mU1劃巾詁l漫核提出芒見 NIaking Commemon Plann i l1g Applicatio尸氐vicw | 
參考編號
Reference Number: 211126-112228-35675 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Da te and ti me of subm ission: 26/11/2021 11 :22:28 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person mak ing th is commen t: 先生 Mr. Wong Wai Hon 

意見詳情
Detai ls of the Commen t : 

「必須正這宇供應短決問題，我絕對支持這方案，為香港的未來著想。交通必須充裕，
需加強對外交通網絡，包括的士到愉景灣南面，到九龍的巴士。



6240 

尸價1一閆｝＇－
參考編號
Re ference Number: 

211126-115616-0l 93 l 

提交限期
Dead li ne for subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Da te and fun e of subm ission: 

26/1 1/2021 11 :56: 16 

有關的規劃申請編號 . Y/1-DB/2 
The appli cation no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person making th is commen t: 女士 Ms. Wong King Chun 

尸 意見詳情
Detail s of the Commen t : 

區支持這建議。

C` 

. 



624.1 

回已I1請／覆核提IL:-`"1C1ItOIII==-
參考編號
Reference Number: 21 l 126-145331-31352 

提交限期
Deadline for sqbmission: 03/12/202-1 

提交日期及時間
Date and time of subm ission: 26/11/2021 14:53:31 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
The application no. to which the comment relates: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person making this comment: 女士 Ms. Linda Woo 

意見詳情
Detai ls of the Comment : 

esolve housing issues in Hong Kong and provide options fo_r residents of Discovery Bay and n 
arby residents. This also create employment opportunities and supports ecoriomic development. 



6242 

鼱滷l'討珊＇－』iffl-
參考編號
Re f;;;:;e Number: • 211126-151506-87546 

提交限期
Dead line fo r -subm ission: 

提交日期及時間
Da te and ti me of subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

26/11/2021 15:15:06 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
The applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person mak ing this commen t: 先生 Mr. Sing 

G 
意見詳情
Deta ils of the Commen t : 

It is very good to have the new development. To cope with the development, the bus company h 
.s comm itted to invest more on new Euro standard double deck and electric buses. It will mitiga 
ea ir~ y. 

靈／



624,3 

忻見盡」片品／沒核提出它兄 Making CommeIIt OIl Plam] iIIg AppIicati on/ Re、iew
參考編號
Re ference Number: 

2 l l l 26-151835-85687 

提交限期
Deadl ine for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Da te and ti me of subm ission: 26/11/2021 15:18:35 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
The applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person mak ing th is commen t: 先生 Mr. YW ing 

意見詳情
Deta ils of the Commen t : 

I support the new development and expect it w ill provide more recreation faciliti es; leisure place 
, pl~ fi eld for chi ldr~n and teenan箜rs in Discovery Bav. 



6244 

777777i是出芍見l\Iak i I1g C·?mmeI1t OI1 PIam1ing AppI ica ti:777一一·一一一］
參考編號
Re ference Number: 

21 l 126-152038-58340 

提交限期
Deadl ine for subm ission: 

提交日期及時間
Da te and ti me of subm_iss ion: 

03/12/2021 

26/11/202115:20:38 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I ·DB /2 
The applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person ma king this commen t: 

e 
女士 Ms. Flora Lau 

意見詳情
De ta ils of the Commen t : 

严ftyth;？；i＝＝＝＝；；芸闆e====：立這
ove their quality of life. 

tfhanks! 

. 



6245 

1由詞嗌l7虯針是出意見 Maki I1g Con`"===== icatioll l Review _ 

參考編號
Reference Number: 21 l 126-152134-60271 

提交限期
Deadl_ine for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 26/11/2021 15:21 :34 

有關的規劃申請編號 y/I ·DB/2 
The application no. to wh ich the comment relates: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person making this comment: 先生 Mr. Yue Hong Yu 

意見詳情
Detai ls of the Com merit : 

＼現時有關愉景灣的發展，相關發展是有需要的，因為設施上是公開予我們市民的，
l1的擴展是予以我們更多更多遊樂設施可用，支持發展！



鉅

e 

6246 

r==7核提出意見 Makingll=lCl1t onPlaIln i lI g Ap==7=----
參考編號
Reference Number: 

21 l 126-152459-42200 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 

26/11/2021 15:24:59 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The appli cati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person maki ng th is commen t: 先生 Mr. Law Cheuk Kwan 

意見詳情
Detail s of the Commen t : 

認為計劃有利持續優化愉景灣的整體建設及設施，改善社區環境之餘，亦同時為物業
百值，因此我十分支持這項申請。



624-7 
7J\hlt,i}囯7-aki IIg Comml;,``== g AppIicati oI1 lRe` iew | 
參考編號
Reference Number: 

211126-152654-27084 

提交限期
Deadl ine for subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me ofs ubm ission: 

26/11/2021 15:26:54 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I -DB/2 
The applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person ma king this commen t: 

先生 Mr.· J. Y. Hiu 

意見詳情
Detai ls of the Commen t : 

With government 's intention to develop Lantau Island North, transport will be improved therein. 
TRC has already confi rmed to open a MTR station at Siu Ho Wan depot. The new developme 

1t wi ll-push MTRC to open the statio·n quicker and earlier. Traffi c or road link from D iscovery 
ay tunne~ to the new station is coming. Existing residents in Discovery Bay will gain benefit o 
more conven ient MTR service therefrom. Travel time is also saved. 

IWhy don't I support the new development? 



6248 
-l憶可＼Iaki1I: Commcnt on Pla:7:7:77:7?777····一
參考編號
Reference Number: 

21 l 126-153303-55733 

提交限期
Deadline for submission: 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of submission: 26/11/2021 15:~、3:03

有關的規劃申請編號 面－DB/2
The applicati on no. to which the comment relates: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of pe~on making this comment: 小姐Miss Lai 

令 丨意見詳情
Details of the Comment : 

c 

［香港地少人多，寸金尺土。 6嘔這幅私人土地平整了接近四十年卻一直未被善用，白白
、良費珍貴土地資源。希望城規會加快審批上述申請，釋放未被善用的私人土地資源，以

：諤轟芋鼴閑呈增加暉及多元化私人樓宇的供應，為市民提供更多住屋
選擇，從而提升生活質素。



6249 

|?U翌叭1請／覆核提出苕兄i\1aki II g Commen t oIIPlaIIIIing AppIica tioII I Rm icw | 
參考編號
Re ference Number: 2-11126-153611-01961 

提交限期
Deadl ine for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Da te and ti me of subm ission: 26/11/2021 15:36:11 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
The appli~ti on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person maki ng th is commen t: 先生 Mr. Lam 

意見詳情
Deta il s of the Commen t : 

·香港地少人多，寸金尺土。 6埕［這幅私人土地平整了接近四十年卻一直未被善用，白白
浪費珍貴土地資源。希望城規會加快審批上述申請，釋放未被善用的私人土地資源，以
助增加本港土地及房屋供應。
．支持題述申請，因為計劃有助增加優質及多元化私人樓宇的供應，為市民提供更多住屋
`'一，從而提升生活質素。



6250 
|7t甩1江詰l詎7提出；；凸巳尘己＝二Lon Planm:777777「7·~
參考編號
Reference Number: 21 l 126-154123-54222 

提交限期
Deadli ne for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and time of subm ission: 26/11/2021 15:41:23 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I~DB/2 
The appli cation no. to which the comment rela·tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person maki ng this comment: 小姐Miss Lai Sui.Yi 

~ I 意見詳情
Detail s of the Commen t : 

6 i 

港地少人多，寸金尺土。 6瓔；這幅私人土地平整了接近四十年卻一直未被善用，白白
浪費珍貴土地資源。希望城規會加快審批上述申請，釋放未被善用的私人土地資源，以
助增加本港土地及房屋供應。
．支持題述申請，因為計劃有助增加優質及多元化私人樓宇的供應，為市民提供更多住屋
｀寸擇，從而提升生活質素。



6251 

户＼」［｀菩t列是出芍｀＝＝I|l?：＝：：l:「｀－：：i｀:I益＇：atI()l|1·l1 ，＼＇；I，'·一－ I
參考編號
Reference Number: ~11126-155042-46768 

提交限期
Deadline for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and time of subm ission: 26/11/202) 15:50:42 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The application no. to which the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person making this commen t: 小姐Miss Yeung 

意見詳情
Details of the Commen t : 

hgree themUltiplesuse 



6252 

|叩77777i核提出哲兄 Maki I1g Commemon PIanning AppIicatio;7:77----- i 
參考編號
Reference Number: 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
The applicati on no. to which the comment rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person maki ng this comment: e 

21 l 126-155209-04221 

26/11/2021 15:52:09 

女士 Ms. S Lai 

意見詳情
Detai ls of the Commen t : 

rf景灣的生活鴻境與外地來港專才的原居生活接近，有助吸引各個專業範疇的專才來港
作及生活，為本港經濟及科技等發展作出貢獻，本人十分支持這項申請。

儈



6·253 

「-)IIication / Rev iew l| 
參考編號
Reference Number: 

21 l 126-155247-23693 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and time of subm ission: 

26/11/2021 15:52:47 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person mak ing th is commen t: 

先生 Mr. Mok Wai Ming 

意見詳情
Details of the Commen t : 

港地少人多，寸金尺土。 6磴囧囯幅私人土地平整了接近四十年卻一直未被善用，白白
浪費珍貴土地資源。希望城規會加快審批上述申請·釋放未被善用的私人土地資源，以
助增加本港土地及房屋供應。支持題述申請，因為計劃有助增加優質及多元化私人樓
的供應，為市民提供更多住屋選擇，從而提升生活質素。



6254 

隣一＝霑7M;上＝＝＝尘',';l7日7===一＝＝一一－丨丨
參考編號
Reference Number: 

21 l 126-155258-77998 

提交限期
Deadline for submission: 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of submission: 26/11/2021 15:52:58 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I·DBl2 
The application no. to which the comment relates: 

「提意見人:.J姓名／名稱
Name of person making this comment: 先生 Mr. Li 

令 I 意見詳情
Details of the Comm_ent : 

~t o hear that 

編



6255 

1 就規制巾請lf箋核提出芒兄 Maki Ilg Comme1It OI1 Pkmn iIIg ApplicaUonl Re、ie"
參考編號
Reference Number: 211126-155942-6,3814 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 26/11/2021 15:59:42 

有關的規·劃申請編號 Y/l -DB/2 
The applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person maki ng this commen t: 小姐Miss Mok wing chi 

意見詳情
Details of the Commen t : 

·香港地少人多，寸金尺土。 6磴四i幅私人士地平整了接近四十年卻一直未被善用，白白
、良費珍貴土地資源。希望城規會加快審批上述申請，釋放未被善用的私人土地資源，以
助增加本港土地及房屋供應。
．支持題述申請，因為計劃有助增加優質及多元化私人樓宇的供應，為市民提供更多住屋
｀才睪，從而提升生活質素。



6256 

「＝一］核提出己己上＝二＝芷°`==7==「=----
參考編號
Re ference Number: 21 l 126-160017-52448 

提交限期
Deadl ine fo r subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Da te and time of subm ission: 26/11/2021 16:00:17 

有關的規劃申請編號 . Y/I-DB/2 
The applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person mak ing th is commen t: 女士 Ms. Lee Wing Yee 

、 I I 意見詳情
Detai ls of the Commen t : 

宅

持題述申請，因為計劃有助增加優質及多元化私人樓宇的供應，為市民提供更多住屋
丶刁擇，從而提升生活質素。



6257 

|就甩乩巾請／覆t多1是出皂見 NI``k i ng Commcm o7777;·:' ppIicati oIl lRe\ icw | 
參考編號
Reference Number: 211126-160050-68004 

提交限期
Deadl ine for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 

26/11/2021 16:00:50 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
The applicati on no. to which the commen t relates: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person mak ing this comment: 小姐Miss Chan 

意見詳情
Detai ls of the C~mmen t : 

港地少人多，寸金尺土。6璸；這幅私人土地平整了接近四十年卻一直未被善用，白白
浪費珍貴土地資源。希望城規會加快審批上述申請，釋放未被善用的私人土地資源，以
助增加本港土地及房屋供應。



6258 

一1是出意見 N：巴凸；己己己L尘｀1；mn iI1 g A ppIicaUonl Review j 
參考編號
Re ference Number: 

21 l 126-160321-12439 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and· ti me of subm iss ion: 

46/I 1/2021 16:03:21 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person ma ki ng th is commen t: 小姐Miss Chan 

詹丨意見詳情
Detail s of the Commen t : 

儻

持題述申請，因為計劃有助增加優質及多元化私人樓宇的供應，為市民提供更多住屋
l、°°擇，從而提升生活質素。



6259 

r1測屮請／覆核提出苕兄 Makit1g CommemoIl PlamUIlg AppIicatioI1lRev ie` 

參考編號
Re ference Number: 

211126-160459-79802 

提交限期
Deadl ine for subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 

26/11/2021 16:04:59 

有關的規劃申請編號 面－DB/2
The applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person ma~n g this commen t: 先生 Mr. Chun Wai Kwok 

意見詳情
Detai ls of the Commen t : 

．香港地少人多，寸金尺土。 6喧；這幅私人土地平整了接近四十年卻一直未被善用，白白
浪費珍貴土地資源。希望城規會加快審批上述申請，釋放未被善用的私人土地資源，以
助增加本港土地及房屋供應。
．支持題述申請，因為計劃有助增加優質及多元化私人樓宇的供應，為市民提供更多住屋
b..P擇，從而提升生活質素。



6260 

|亨l嘔」什 1請l没＝二一土尘己己己＝己h""j,====7=----
參考編號
Re ference Number: 21 l 126-160532-58443 

提交限期
Deadl ine for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 26/11/2021 16:05:32 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person making this commen t: ．小姐 Miss Chan 

念 I 意見詳情
Details of the Commen t : 

@) 

｀汰为计划有利持埃优化愉景海的整体建讠女及没施，改善社匡玕境之余，亦同时为物並
百值，因此我十分支持送璜申清。



6261 

一1工=-==Comme'"=;,g Appl ica ti0I1lRmi1~I
參考編號
Reference Num_ber: 

211126-160937 -47524 

提交限期
Deadline fQr submission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of submission: 

26/11/2021 16:09:37 

有關的規劃申請編號 y/I -DB/2 
The applicati on no. to wh ich the comment relates: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person maki ng this comment: 先生 Mr. 羅輝

意見詳情
Detail s of the Commen t : 

持題述申請，因為計劃有助增加優質及多元化私人樓宇的供應，為市民提供更多住屋
l、"'擇，從而提升生活質素。



6262 
|-===]己己Makmg Comment onPI.'"""' g;7777777·~ 
參考編號
Re ference Number: 211126-161043-80662 

提交限期
Dead li ne for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Da te and time of subm ission: 26/11/2021 16:10:43 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The appli cation no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person making this comment: 小姐 Miss Chan 

@ 1 意見詳情
Details or-the Commen t : 

傷）

「明日大嶼願景」是香港政府的重點工作之一，關乎香港未來數十年的整體規劃以及多
｀大型基建的推許子。希望城規會能夠配合政府積極發展大嶼山的步伐，加快批核6磴纇勺
展計劃，提升大嶼山及愉景灣的競爭力。



6263 

|「\i肆lj申請lf《氥 Ii意見 Mak!"g CommcmoI1 P`77777777rr一一一一1
參考編號
Reference Number: 211126-161218-03101 

提交限期
Deadline for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 26/11/2021 16:12:18 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
The appli cati on no. to wh ich the comment rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person mak ing this comment: 小姐Miss Chan 

意見詳情
Detai ls of the.Commen t: 

為商戶，我十分支持這項申請。因為新發展計劃將吸引更多人口遷人愉景灣，以及在
ill景灣消費，增加生意商機，帶來更多經濟效益。



6264 

-IIi芍見 NIakmg Commcn t on Pla"" i ng Appl ic:7777一一一一一I
參考編號
Reference Number: 

21 l 126-161246-80898 

提交限期
Deadl ine for subm ission: 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
The appli cation no. to wh ich the commen t relates：一

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name'? f person mak ing this commen t: 

03/12/2021 

26/11/202116:12:46 

~. I 意見詳情
'De tai ls of the Commen t : 

小姐Miss Law Sum Yin 

§港地少人多，寸金尺土。 6磴囧囯幅私人土地平整了接近四十年卻一直未被善用，白白
、良費珍貴土地資源。希望城規會加快審批上述申請，釋放未被善用的私人土地資源，以
助增加本港土地及房屋供應·

@ 



6265 

|7U驛］巾請／溭核提出古見 Making Commen t on Plann ing AppIicati on / Review 

參考編號
Reference Number: 21 l 126-161451-70556 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 26/1 1/2021 16:14:51 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The appli cati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
N~me of person mak ing th is commen t: 先生 Mr. Mok Yiu Lam 

意見詳情
Detai ls of the Commen t : 

严｀｀洁轟霏畫二．雪』蠹园霆二＼璧
助增加本港土地及房屋供應。
．支持題述申請，因為計劃有助增加優質及多元化私人樓宇的供應，為市民提供更多住屋
選擇，從而提升生活質素。



6266 

7=一＝f．是出荳．兄 Makll==Lnt OIl PIaIIIlI;ll ==-=----

參考編號
Re ference Number: 

211126-16)657-51897 

提交限期
Dead line.for subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Da te and ti me of subm ission: 26/11/2021 16:16:57 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
The applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person making this commen t: 先生 Mr. Terence Yue 

e 丨意見詳情
Details of the Commen t : 

~-

ully support for this development. ThiswTil ~en tial units for DB commun ity w 
i ch contributes to our brighter future. 



6267 

1 卍疇］申請／范核提出意見 Maki IIg CommcIl t ()Il PlamI iIlg ApplicatioIl l Rm ie、、 | 
參考編號
Reference Number: 211126-161752-25100 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

26/11/2021 16:17:52 

有關的規劃車請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
The application no. to which the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person maki ng this commen t: 小姐Miss See Oi Yee 

意見詳情
Details of the Commen t : ,-' 

鯽＼＼，｀｀五霍轟信莖譯，雷霜諤誌慧詁譬
．支持題述申請，因為計劃有助增加優質及多元化私人樓宇的供應，為市民提供更多住屋
丶擇，從而提升生活質素。



6268 

＝針是出巴見Maki`=·cnt onPIam1ing Appl icationlRe：：一· | 
參考編號
Reference Number: 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 

提交日期及時間
Date and time of subm ission:. 

211126-162029-11994 

03/12/2021 

26/11/2021 16:20:29 

有關的規劃申請編號 y/I -DB/2 
The applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person mak ing th is commen t: 小姐Miss Chan 

e 
意見詳情
Detail s of the Commen t : 

作為商戶，我十分支持這項申請。因為新發展計劃將吸引更多人口遷人愉景灣，以及在
漣景灣消費，增加生意商機，帶來更多經濟效益。

e 



6269 
匡賾l申請／覆核提出菩兄 MakiIIg CommemoII PImmiIIg AppIica tioII lRe、iew | 
參考編號
Reference Number: 

21 l 126-162043-23634 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Da te and ti me of subm ission: 

26/1 1/2021 16:20:43 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The appli cation no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person ma ki ng th is commen t: 小姐Miss Ng Wai Ling 

意見詳情
Deta ils of the Commen t :· 

严［磾严信昌言需：；蠢函f:'芸國，白』
·支持題述申請，因為計劃有助增加優質及多元化私人樓宇的供應，為市民提供更多住屋
丶擇，·從而提升生活質素。



6270 

T1溭核提出芒見 Making上巴1emoI1PIaIIniIIg AppIica tionlReview | 
參考編號
Re ference Number: 

21 l 126-162228-35164 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Da te and ti me of subm ission: 

26/11/2021 16:22:28 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
The applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person mak ing th is.commen t: 小姐Miss Chan , 

c;? I 意見詳情
Detail s of the Commen t : 

', 

1香港地少人多，寸金尺土。 6磴5這幅私人土地平整了接近四十年卻一直未被善用，白白
浪費珍貴土地資源。希望城規會加快審批上述申請，釋放未被善用的私人土地資源，以
助增加本港土地及房屋供應。



6271 

同割屮請／溭核提出意見 Maki"g CommemoI,PIam1 ing AppIication /Rev iew | 

參考編號
Reference Number: 2 I 1126-162402-054 73 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 26/11/2021 16:24:02 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱 . 
Name of person mak ing th is commen t: 

意見詳情
Details of the Commen t : 

先生 Mr. Mok Din Chung 

．香港地少人多，一寸金尺土。 6環這幅私人土地平整了接近四十年卻一直未被善用，白白閂囍鑉：盂蠶諤卹D快審批上述申請·釋放未被善用的私人土地資源，以
．支持題述申請，因為計劃有助增加優質及多元化私人樓宇的供應，為市民提供更多住屋
選擇，從而提升生活質素。

J 



6272 

咖瓚＇鼱酈＇｀ - 

參考編號
Re ference Number: 

21 l 126-163827-00445 

提交限期
Dead li ne for subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Da te and ti me of subm ission: 26/11/2021 16:38:27 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The.a ppli cation no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name .of person maki ng this commen t: 先生 Mr. Kwok 

乙 ，意見詳情
Detail s of the Commen t : 

·我十分支持這個計劃。因為愉景灣起新樓，東涌、坪洲、捻樹灣等離島居民就有多些就
薳機會，跨區返工車費好貴、長途跋涉、搭車時間又長，影響家庭生活。



6273 

曰即l申請／蔑t針是出芍見 Maki 1Ig Commemon Pkmn i IIg Applicati onlRev iew 

參考編號
Reference Number: 21 l l 26-165355-88754 

提交限期
Deadl ine for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 26/11/2021 16:53:55 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
The applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Nam~ of person mak ing this commen t: 先生 Mr. Mok Wai Leung 

意見詳情
Detail s of the Commen t : 

1· 香港地少人多，寸金尺土。 6璸；這幅私人土地平整了接近四十年卻一直未被善用，白白
賅費珍貴土地資源。希望城規會加快審批上述申請，釋放未被善用的私人土地資源，以
協助增加本港土地及房屋供應。
區支持題述申請，因為計劃有助增加優質及多元化私人樓宇的供應，為市民提供更多住屋
丶擇，從而提升生活質素。



6274 
-i夕提出甘兄Ma上已1?'l1ment onPl777777「77-··--
參考編號
Reference Number: 211126-165711-45016 

提交限期
D.eadline for submission: 

提交日期及時間
Date and time of subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

26/11/2021 16:57:11 

.,有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
The application no. to which the comment rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person mak ing this comment: 小姐Miss Endang Rosyikahatul Aliyah 

C 丨意見詳情
Detai ls of the Comment : 

·香港地少人多，寸金尺土。 6嘔i這幅私人土地平整了接近四十年卻一直未被善用，白白
浪費珍貴土地袞源。希望城規會加快審批上述申請，釋放未被善用的私人土地資源，以
助增加本港土地及房屋供應。
．支持題述申請，因為計劃有助增加優質及多元化私人樓宇的供應，為市民提供更多住屋
丶才睪，從而提升生活質素。

G 



6275 

＝屮請／覆核提出苣心1aki"g CommemoI1PlamIing AppI ica tioIUReview _」
參考編號
Reference Number: 

211126-165931-48866 

提交限期
Deadl ine for subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 26/11/2021 16:59:31 

有關的規劃申請編號 y/I -DB/2 
The application no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person mak ing this commen t: 女士 Ms. Lai 

意見詳情
Details of the Commen t : 

丨It'sabetterway of landusa ge, with bettero ptions to the pubIic. 



6276 

777一77求出，己兒 Making Commcm oIlPlaIIIlh g ApplicatioIl I Rcv iew | 
參考編號
Re ference Number: 

21 l 126-170019-01688 

提交限期
Deadl ine for subm困ion: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Da te and ti me.o fs ubm ission: 

26/11/2021 17:00:19 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-0B/2 
The application no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人j姓名／名稱
Name of person making th is commen t: 先生 Mr. Cha 

(: I 意見詳情
De tails of the Commen t : 

尸

·ovis ion of Other Utiliti es 

.. 
serious om iss ion. from the application is that all other utiliti es have been overlooked. 

'hese include electricity, LPG supply, telephone, TV and street lighting. As well as likely subst 
ti on cap!l city issues with all of these services needing to be laid through Parkvale Vill age, inclu 
ing the ex isting narrow and congested pedestrian pavement, adj acent to the Woodbury Court, 
ood green Court and Woodland Court residential buildings, leading to Area 6f. 

KR should be required to confirm that the provision of these utiliti es will have no impact on th 
res idents and owners of Parkvale Village or explain what the impact will be and how HKR wil 

II m itigate their impact. 



6277 
I ,fL現，則屮詒l覆核提出已 Maki Ilg CommcI1t OIlPIaml ing AppIicatioIl IRev icw 7 
參考編號
Re ference Number: 211126-171153-13352 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Da te and ti me of subm ission: 26/11/202117:11:53 

有關的規劃申請編號
The applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: Yn-DB/2 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person ma ki ng th is commen t: 先生 Mr. KCChan 

意見詳情
Details of the Commen t : 

now live in Crystal Court and I have a very nice mountain view outside my Kitchen and bedro 
m. Th is is the same for all flats in the two buildings: 

ilf this development is allowed, I will have people's living room looking into my bedroom. and th 
afternoon sun w ill be blocked. This w ill be the only situation happening in D iscovery Bay. Th 
property value of DB property is kept because everyone have nice v iew and the view will not 
e blocked. If this is allowed, then no building is safe from HRI building in.front of them or righ 
outside their w indows. 

here were supporting letters last year saying they support the plan because their property value 
ill go up. These people are niave, or they do ·not live in DB; they are probably HK.RI staflf and 

lying. I don't want my investment to do down in value, and I dont want people looking into 
y bedroom, and I am sure everyone in these buildings will say the same. 



6278 

777777列是出菩兄 Maki1Ig Comment on PIam血g Applica tionlRe` ie7一·l
參考編號
Reference Number: 

21 l 126-172226-52597 

提交限期
Deadline for submission: 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission: 

· 26/11/2021 17:22:26 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The application no. to which the comment relates: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person making this comment: 先生 Mr. TChan 

(」 l 意見詳情
Details of the Comment_: 

戸

「明日大嶼願景」是香港政府的重點工作之一，關乎香港未來數十年的整體規劃以及多
大型基建的推行。希望城規會能夠配合政府積極發展大嶼山的步伐，加快批核6瓘；的
展計劃，提升大嶼山及愉景灣的競爭力。



627 9-

巨場割申請／覆核提出意見 Mak西 CommeIIt OII Pkmn ilIg AppIica tion /Rcv icw | 
參考編號
Reference Number: 211126-175419-79523 

提交限期
Deadl ine for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and tim e of subm ission: 26/1 1/2021 17:54:19 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person maki ng this commen t: 先生 Mr. Law 

意見詳情
Detai ls of the Commen t : 

十分支持這個計劃。因為愉景灣起新樓，東涌、坪洲、捻樹灣等離島居民就有多些就
」機會，跨區返工車費好貴、長途跋涉、搭車時間又長，影響家庭生活。



6280 

曰没核提出－乙己己己己己占出己温g AppIicati on l Re、ie、 | 
參考編號
Refer~nce Number: 211126-184737-21570 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 

提交日期及時間
Da te and ti me of subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

26/11/2021 18:47:37 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y /I -DB/2 
The appli cation no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person maki ng this commen t: 

。 意見詳情
Deta ils of the Commen t : 

柊持改建·善用士地，不要浪賓資源

女士 Ms. Lai 

暈



6281 
戸詛lj I|1請l＆核提出亞兄 NIaki"g Comment OIlPIa7=77:7777r--·一
參考編號
Reference Number: 21 l 126-185225-38041 

提交限期
Deadline for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and time of subm ission: 26/11/2021 18:52:25 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
The application no. to which the comment relates: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person maki ng this comment: 先生 Mr. MrL i 

意見詳情
Detai ls of the Comment : 

·香港地少人多，寸金尺土。 6磴囧囯幅私人土地平整了接近四十年卻一直未被善用，白白
浪費珍貴土地資源。希望城規會加快審批上述申請，釋放未被善用的私人土地資源，以
助增加本港土地及房屋供應。
．支持題述申請，因為計劃有助增加優質及多元化私人樓宇的供應，為市民提供更多住屋
、－擇，從而提升生活質素。



6282 

T==＝核1是出意｀＝＝＝＝匕') PIann i IIg AppIication lRev iew 

參考編號
Re ference Number: 

211126-185913-92895 

提交限期
Deadl ine for subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 

26/11/2021 18:59:13 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
The application no. to which the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person maki ng this commen t: 小姐Miss Ms Li 

@ 
意見詳情
Detail s of the Commen t : 

·香港地少人多，寸金尺土。 6瓘；這幅私人土地平整了接近四十年卻一直未被善用，白白
浪費珍貴土地資源。希望城規會加快審批上述申請，釋放未被善用的私人土地資源，以
助增加本港土地及房屋供應。
．支持題述申請，因為計劃有助增加優質及多元化私人樓宇的供應，為市民提供更多住屋
擇，從而提升生活質素。

` 



6283 

|Tt規劃中請／覆核提出菩見 Maki Ilg Commen t OIlPlaIlIIiIIg Applica tioIl IRcv icw | 
參考編號
Re fer~nce Number: 

211126-190443-1481 l 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me ofs ubm ission: 

26/11/2021 19:04:43 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: ·'·'. 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person mak ing this commen t: 夫人 Mrs. Li 

意見詳情
Deta ils of the Commen t : 

iscovery Bay· owns a high quailed of living env~en t as residents can enj oy the nature view 
. I am fully support the recommendation to attach more people to live in Discovery Bay and ens 
ire the resources can be used more effi ciendy. 



6284 

一核提出意見Maki II上己．mment onPlaIIniIIg AppIiI777777一l~
參考編號
Re ference Number: 

21 l 126-193601-85097 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 

提交日期及時間
Date and time of subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

26/11/2021 19:36:01 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
The application no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person mak ing th is commen t: 女士 Ms. Angela Li e 
意見詳情
De tails of the Commen t : 

~pli cation as the new development proj ect will create more j ob opportu 
iti es and bring econom ic benefits to the public and society. 



6285 

|几現，！｛l| 心＼／覆核提出u兄l\Iakmg CommcI:====ca ti oIl lRe、icw | 
參考編號
Re ference Number: 211126-195930-90591 

提交限期
Deadl ine for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Da te and ti me of subm ission: 26/1 1/2021 19:59:30 

有關的規劃申請編號
The applica tion no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: Y/I-DB/2 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person ma ki ng th is commen t: 小姐Miss Chan 

意見詳情
Detai ls of the Commen t : 

ti s noticed that the developer has made the above application to the Town Plann ing Board. As 
shop oper:ator in Discovery Bay, I fully support the application as the plan will attract more pe 
ple to live in Discovery Bay and br ing more business opportun ities to us. 

• I support the above-men tioned application ·as the development w ill help increase the supply of 
igh-qua lity and divers ifi ed private hous ing, provide more housing choices for the public and im 
,rove their qual ity of life. 

• I read the gist and newspaper notice about the captioned application and I think it is a good as t 
i s private land has been idled for ·nearly 40 years. Apparently, it is a wastage of precious land r 
sources. I therefore urge the ·Town.Planning Board to approve the application in order to releas 
the idled private land resources for helping the hous ing supply in Hong Kong. 

• Since the captioned development plan w ill further enhance the overall infrastructure and facilit 
lies of Discovery Bay that definitely will improve the living environment of residents and add val 
1e to the.property, I fully support the application. 

• I suppo~ the captioned applicati on as the new development proj ect will create more j ob opport 
1nities and bring econom ic bene~ ts to the public and society. 

• Accord ing to the consultation documen t, the original plan of area 6f is for staff quarter purpose 
. With the opening of the Discovery Bay Tunnel in 2000, the need for building this donn itory 

much reduced. If the Town Plann ing ·Board rej ects the application, the developer has no incen 
ive to develop the site wh ich may resulting in a lose-lose situation. Therefore, the Town Plann i 

Board should only cons ider whether these 400+ households w ill bring excess ive demands to th丨
bas ic faciliti es of Discovery Bay when approving the captioned application. 

··It is understood that the developer has made a number of commitments under this applications 
that the current faciliti es in Discovery Bay will not be affected too much. The Town Planning 
oard should take into account of these comm itments when considering the application, to see i 

hey are suffic ient to _2rotect the rights and interests of current owners. 



6286. 

|忧現割巾請／度I-多門出意見 Mak巳已上＂1ent o,1PImm i Ilg Appl ica tioI:;777－－－一I
參考編號
Reference Number: 

提交限期
Deadl ine for subm ission: 

21 _l l 26-205415-36520 

03/12/2021 

-'提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 26/11/2021 -20:54:15 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y /I -DB/2 
The applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person making this commen t: 小姐Miss Wong , 
意見詳情
Detai ls of the Commen t : 

港地少人多，寸金尺土。 6瓘；這幅私人土地平整了接近四十年卻一直未被善用，白白
浪費珍貴土地資源。希望城規會加快審批上述申請，釋放未被善用的私人土地資源，以
助增加本港土地及房屋供應。

｝．支持題述申請，因為計劃有助增加優質及多元化私人樓宇的供應，為市民提供更多住屋
選擇，從而提升生活質素。

' 



6287 
|7,t甩割 l1心相翟桴且出宅見 NI.`kmg Cpmment oI777777777Re、Iew | 
參考編號
Reference Number: 211126-210626-17788 

提交限期
Deadl ine for subm ission: 03/)2 /2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and rune of subm ission: 26/1 1/2021 21 :06:26 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
The application no. to wh ich the comment relates: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person mak ing this comment: 夫人 Mrs. Lai 

意見詳情
Deta ils of the Commen t : 

1香港地少人多，寸金尺土。 6暱；這幅私人土地平整了接近四十年卻一直未被善用，白白
浪費珍貴土地資源。希望城規會加快審批上述申請，釋放未被善用的私人土地資源，以
助增加本港土地及房屋供應。



6288 

|777lT=7提出荳兄：上凸上己尘辶°'1 PIaIIning AppIication I,R;v·i·e?、-II· | 

參考編號
Re ference Number: 

. 211126-210918-50324 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The application no~ to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person maki ng th is commen t: , 

03/12/2021 

26/1.1/2021 21:09:18 

女士 Ms. Woo Hui Ping 

意見詳情
Detail s of the Commen t : 

I am supportiveo fth edevelo pment whichw ill providemorecho iceso f residential units ina ple 
.sant envirorunent like DB. 

` 



6289 

匠［見問 I1請／覆核提出芍見 MakiIlg Commemon PlanIliIlg A ppIicati oIllRev icw I 

參考編號
Re ference Number: 

21 l 126-211407-29930 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 26/l l/ 202121:14:07 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The appli cati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person maki ng th is commen t: 小姐 Miss Ms Chung 

意見詳情
Detai ls of the Commen t : 

·香港地少人多，寸金尺土。 6瑄；這幅私人土地平整了接近四十年卻一直未被善用，白白
浪費珍貴土地資源。希望城規會加快審批上述申請，釋放未被善用的私人土地資源，以
助增加本港土地及房屋供應。 . 

．支持題述申請，因為計劃有助增加優質及多元化私人樓宇的供應，為市民提供更多住屋
`'擇，從而提升生活質素。



6290 

「7777一77莒兄丶Iak嗌上己尘nt Ol1 PI山1mng'\77777「77··一－」
參考編號
Re ference Number: 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 

211126-212005-08149 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 

26/11/2021 21:20:05 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The application no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person maki ng this commen t: • 先生 Mr. Eva Yue 

意見詳情
Detai ls of the Commen t : 

檸該部分轉運部分居屋，公共渡假營，再提高公共設施，圖書館，社圍中心。

• 



6291 
户訌l！請／没核提出団見 Making Commcm onPlamI iIIg Applicati on l Rc、icw | 
參考編號
Reference Number: 

21 l 126-212501-91582 

提交限期
Deadl ine for s_ubmbsion: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and tim e of subm ission: 26/11/2021 21:25:01 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
Th~-app.-i~cati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name·or person maki ng this commen t: 女士 Ms. Fanny 

意見詳情
Detai ls of the Commen t : 

．香港地少人多，寸金尺土。 6淫［追幅私人土地平整了接近四十年卻一直未被善用，白白
隈費珍貴土地資源。希望城規會加快審批上述申請、釋放未被善用的私人土地資源，以
協助增加本港土地及房屋供應。
區支持疇申請，因為計劃有助增加優質及多元化私人樓宇的供應，為市民提供更多住屋
丶擇，從而提升生活質素。



6292 
丨忱規割申請／溭核提出芒一上上尘占凸己茁 PImm i IIg AppI icatioII/Revie、 | 
參考編號
Re ference Number: 

21 l 126-214425-78299 

提交限期
Dead li ne for subm ission: 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

26/ll/2021 21:44:25 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The appli cation np. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person maki ng this commen t: O

J 

先生 Mr. Le_e 

意見詳情
Detai ls of the Commen t : 

棒港地少人多，有可以起樓的土地就應該用來起樓

^ 



6293 
忭見書l中請／覆桴提出芒見 Maki I1g Commen t onP===; icat IOI1 lRev iew 

參考編號
Re ference Number: 21 l 126-214727-94970 

提交限期
Deadl ine for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 26/11/2021 21 :47:27 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
The application no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person _maki ng th is commen t: 女士 Ms. Mak 

意見詳情
Detai ls of the Commen t_: 

ack of land supply is a criti cal problem in Hong Kong, this application could increase the num 
er of residential fl ats and enlarge housing supply. 



6294 
|卍亡」寸 1請／覆樗提出古見1上＝止＝Lf']t OIIPI``""'ngl1777=~7:----I
參考編號
Re ference Number: 2_11126-215105-55915 

提交限期
Dead li ne f or subm ission: 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

26/11/2021 21 :51 :05 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The appli cation no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: i1..-uu,". 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person mak ing this commen t: 女士 Ms. Mei Lam 

。
意見詳情
Detail s of the Commen t : 

支持這項申請，因為愉景灣的生活環境與外地來港專才的原居生活接近，有助吸引各
專業範疇的專才來港工作及生活，為本港經濟及科技等發展作出貢獻。

. 



6295 

圉規劃l|1請成核提出意見1 NIAking Commen7777=77霈atIOII lRe、iew | 
參考編號
Reference Number: 211126-215611-14692 

提交限期
Deadline for subm ission: 03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 26/11/202121:56:ll 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
The appli cation no. to which the comment relates: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person mak ing this comme~t: 先生 Mr. Leung 

意見詳情
Detai ls of the Commen t : 

．香港地少人多，寸金尺土。 6醞這幅私人土地平整了接近四十年卻一直未被善用，白白

严户言言竺，加快審批上述申請，釋放未被善用的私人土地資源，以
．支持題述申請，因為計劃有助增加優質及多元化私人樓宇的供應，為市民提供更多住屋
丶擇，．從而提升生活質素。



6296 
T7777\I1核提出意見 Making Commcnt on PlaIIIIiIIg Applica;77777一一一一—|
參考編號
Reference Number: 

提交限期
Dead line for subm ission: 

2 l l l 26-220049-16921 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 

26/11/2021 22:00:49 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
The applicati on no. to which the comment relates: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person making th is comment: . 女士 Ms. Sun Hoi Yi 

意見詳情
Detail s of the Commen t : 

I、]十分支持這個計劃。因為愉景灣起新樓，東涌、坪洲、捻樹灣等離島居民就有多些就
示機會，跨區返工車費好貴、長途跋涉、搭車時間又長，影響家庭生活。



6297 

一了pIicatioI1 lRevi1己一一一·一
參考編號
Re ference Number: 

21 l 126-220216-29350 

提交限期
Dead li ne for subm ission: 

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date.and ti me of subm ission: 

26/11/2021 22:02: 16 

有關的規劃申請編號 • . .. · Y/1-DB/2 
The applicati on no. to wh ic.h the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person mak ing this commen t: 

先生 Mr. Chan Check Hei 

意見詳情
Deta ils of the Commen t : 

港政府成日話無地、又話樓宇供應緊張，呢幅私人土地閒置咗幾十年，根本浪費珍貴
地資源。城規會應加快處理這宗申請，協助增加房屋供應，急市民之所急。



6298 
一1琶己芒見 Ma:上己尘1nt oIlPlann ing AppIication l Review, | 
參考編號
Re ference Number: 

提交限期
Deadl ine for subm ission: 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me ofs ubm ission: 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
The applicati on no. to ·which the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person mak ing this commen t: 

211126-220407~25683 

03/12/2021 

• 26/11/2021 22:04:07 

先生 Mr. Chan Cheuk Fung . 
意見詳情
Deta il s of the Commen t : 

認為計劃有利持續優化愉景灣的整體建設及設施，改善社區環境之餘，亦同時為物業
值，因此我十分支持這項申請。

丶



6299 

「屮I懦l覆核提出意兄l\Iaking CommemoIlPlanIIing AppI icati0IIlRev iew
參考編號
Reference Number: 

211126-220518-88804 

提交限期
Deadl ine fo「 submission:

03/12/2021 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me ofs ubm ission: 

26/11/2021 22:05:18 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
The applicati on no. to wh ich the commen t rela tes: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person maki ng th is commen t: 先生 Mr. Chan Wing Kit 

意見詳情
Detai ls of the Commen t : 

認為計劃有利持續優化愉景灣的整體建設及設施，改善社區環境之餘，亦同時為物業
值，因此我十分支持這項申請。



6300 
嶧瓚囿碸黷 - 1 
參考編號
Re f;;;;c~ Number: 21 l 126-220820-03161 • 

提交限期
Deadl ine fo r subm ission: 

提交日期及時間
Date and ti me of subm ission: 

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I -DB/2 
The applicati on no. to wh ich the comment relates: 

「提意見人」姓名／名稱
Name of person maki ng this comment: 

03/12/2021 

26/11/2021 22:08:20 

先生 Mr. Sun Ping Kwai 

層 意見詳情
Detai.ls of the Commen t : 

港政府成日話無地、又話樓宇供應緊張，呢幅私人土地閒置咗幾十年，根本浪費珍貴
地資源。城規會應加快處理這宗申請，協助增加房屋供應，急市民之所急。

. 
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