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To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
(Via email:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk)
Application No,: TPB/Y/I-DB/3

Dear Sirs,
♦

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltdf s Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula Village)

Mycomments as follows: •

Applications TPB/Yfl-DB/2 and TPBfY/l-DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate population at Discovery Bay from 
25,OCX) under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29,000 under the revised OZP. The Applications include detailed 
impact statements to show that the increase is well within the capacity limits of the lot. However, the impact statements 
ignore the essential fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to provide potable water and 
sewerage services to the Lot-

Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the Land Grant, and HKR wrote to 
the City Owners’ Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that the reservoir was built for a maximum population of 25,000.
The impact assessments ignore this essentia] fact.

I demand that the population esp o f  25,000 be preserved, so as not to breach the Land G rant
■ •

In spite o f the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was built Government agreed to allow potable 
water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. However, the agreements are between HKR and the Government, and 
they remain secret. Now, the Government has refused to provide additional water and sewerage services to cater for a 
population beyond 25,000-

♦

I  dem and that Government release the existing Water and sewerage services agreements.

If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that the following issues be addressed

Due to Govemment# s to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a population of 25,000, HKR is proposing 
to restart the water treatment and waste water treatment plants on the Lot. Under the Deed of Mutual Covenant (DMC), 
HKR may further develop the lot, provided such development does not impose any new financial obligations on existing 
owners (Clause 8(b), P. 10).

I demand that all costs for water and sewerage services to areas 6f and 10b, including operation of all trcatmfint plants, storage facilities and , 
pipeliDcs, be chaxsed to areas 6f and 10b and not to existing villages.

Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when the tunnel was built, it refused to pay 
for and maintain the connections. As a result, the Owners are paying over $1 million per year to the Government to lease 
land to run pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are also paying for all maintenance of the 
pipelines and pumping systems.

I demand that G ov«nm cnt provide potable water and sewerage conncctioiis to the Lot boundaiy, just like every other residential development in 
Hong Kocg.
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The Traffic Impact Assess (TIA) states that the roads both within and outside DB have plenty of spare capacity 
cater for a population incre^Tfrom 25,000 to 29,000. However, the TIA ignores the essential fact that, under the e. 
OZP, DB is declared to be “primarily a car-free development” - As such， road capacity is irrelevant.

Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing number.

I demand that the Government consider whether it is safe to allow increased traffic in competition with slow-moving golf caits that offer no 
collision protection to occupants.

I demand that Government review the sustainability of capping golf carts at the current level while increasing populatio 
Golf carts arc already selling for over HK$2 million.

No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parking) on the Lx>t, and vehicles are currently 
parked illegally at different locations. .

I Demand that Government review vehicle parking before any population increase.
0

The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that 4<This zone is intended primarily for the 
provision of outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade, for active and/ or passive recreational uses serving the
needs of the local residentsand visitors/ Under the DMC, there is no provision to allow public access to the Lot, nor is

*

there any requirement for the residential owners to pay for the maintenance of public areas. Public access is only allowe< 
if an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master Plan， and HKR undertakes to pay for management and
maintenance of the public area.

I Demand that either 0) the 
maintenance of new public

reference
areas.

to visitors be removed or Qi) the Master Plan be revised and HKR undertake all management and

HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot- This is untrue. There are presently over 8t300 assigns of the developer who 
coow n the Lot together with HKR^

• *

I Demand that HKR withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognise the coowners.

Under the DMC City Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including HKR) in all matters and dealings with Government or any 
utility in any way concerning the management of the City, Despite this condition, HKR continues to negotiate direct with Government and 
utilities, and conclude secret agreements to which wc have no input or access. The water and sewerage agreements, plus the lease to run the water 
and sewage pipelines outside the Lot, have already been mentioned, but there are more.

I demand that the LPG supply agreement with San lUng be made public

I demand that the proposed bus depot at Area 10b be declared a public bus depot, and ensure that henceforth franchised bus operators have the 
right to run bus services between Discovery Bay and other places.

The Area 10b Application claims that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from the sea at Nim Shue Wan, and 
cites Gazette Notice 710 of Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice does not include the area of the proposed reclamation. 
HKR only secured the relevant seabed and foreshore lease in 1980 (see New Grant IS6788, registered in the Land 
Registry.

I demand thai 
seabed area a

t HKR show proof that it has the right to reclaim the area of the seabed at Area 10b before the QZP is extended to include the 
at Nim Shuc Wan.

The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier.

I demand proper studies showing how dangerous goods will be handled in the future^



T h e  M aster Plan forms part o f the Land G rant a t D iscovery Bay, yet the current M aster Plan, 6.0E1, and the current OZP
are not aligned.

I dem and that the G overnm ent and  H K R  first update the existing M aster Plan and O ZP to ensure that they arc properly aligned, before 
considering  any  am endm ents to  the  O ZP.

U nless and until my dem ands are acceded to I object to the above-m entioned developm ent application.

Y ours sincerely

N am e: W ong K a Y un

Email Address:籲

1
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To: Secretary, Town Planning Board 
(Via email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk)
Application No“ TPB/Y/卜DB/3

Dear Sirs,
♦

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltdfs Application to Devetep Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula Village)

I have the following comments:

The Applkratfons TPB/Y/l-DB/2 and TPB/Y/l-DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate"population at Discovery Bay from 
25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29,CK)0 under the revised OZP  ̂The Applications include detailed Impact 
statements to show that the increase is well within the capacity limits of the lot* However, the impact statements ignore the 
essential fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to provide potable water and sewerage services to 
the Lot.

*

o  Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the Land Grants and HKR wrote to 
the City Owners' Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that the reservoir was built for a maximum population of 25,000. 
The impact assessments ignore this essential fact-

*

I demand that the population cap of 2 S$000 be preserved, so as not to breach the Land Grant.

〇 In spite of the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was built Government agreed to allow potable 
water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan^ However, the agreements are fc>et>veen HKR and the Government, and 
they remain secret. Now, the Government has refused to provide additional water and sewerage services to cater for a 
population beyond 25,000.

/ demand that Government release the existing water and sewerage services agreements.
_

If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that the following issues be addressed^

o  Oue to Governm ents to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a populatfon of 259000f HKR is proposing to 
restart the water treatment and waste water treatment plants on the Lot- Under the Deed of Mutual Covenant (〇MC)t 
HKR may further develop the lot, provided such development does not impose any new financial obligations on existing 
owners ^Clause 8(b), P. 10).

/ demand thot all costs for water and sewerase services to areas 6f and 10bt inctudins operation of alt treatment ptants9 storas^ 
facilities and pipelines, be charged to areas 6f and 10b ond not to existing villases.

〇 Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when the tunnel was built, it refused to pay 
for and maintain the connections. As a result, the Owners are paying over $t million per year to the Government to 
lease land to njn pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are also paying for all maintenance of 
the pipelines and pumping systems.

*

/ demand that Government provide potable water and sewerage connections to the Lot boundary, just like every other residential 
development in Hons Kons^

1 • The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states that the roads both within and outside DB have plenty of spore capacity to cater for a 
population increase from 25,000 to 29,000. However, the 77A isnores the essential fact that, under the existins 〇ZP9 DB is 
declared to be ^primarily a cor-free developments As such$ rood capacity is irrelevant

〇 Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing number
薅

/ demand that the Government consider whether it is safe to allow increased traffic in competition with slow^movins 50// carts 
that offer no collision protection to occupants.

/ demand that Government review the sustainability of cappins S°ff carts at the current level while increasing population. Golf 
carts are already seUing for over HK$2 million.

o  No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parking) on the Lot, and vehicles are currently 
parked fUesalty at different locations.

/ Demand that Government review vehicle porkins before any population increase.
$

1. The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states thot '"This zone is intended primarily for the provision of % 
outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade, for active and/ or passive recreotionol uses ser/ins the needs of the local 
residents ond visitors.9f Under the DMC, there is no provision to allow public access to the Lot, nor is there any requirement for
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the residential owne 
Public Recreation oi.

p〇)/ for the maintenance of public oreos. Public access is only allowed if on area is declared to be 
Master Plan, and HKR undertakes to pay for manosement and maintenance of the public area.

I Demand that either (i) the reference to visitors be removed or (it) the Master Ptan be revised and HKR undertake all manas^roent 
and maintenance of new public areas.

HKR cktims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot. This is untrve. There are present 丨y over 8,300 assist of the 
developer who co-own the Lot tosether with HKR.

Demand that HKR withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recosnise the co-owners.

1 • Under the DMCf City Management is supposed to represent the Owners (includins HKR) in aft matters ond dealings with 
Gcr/emment or any utility in any wcy concernins the manosement of the City. Despite this condition, HKR continues to 
negotiate direct with Government and utilities, and conclude secret agreements to which we hcr/e no input or access. The woter 
and sewerage 〇sreements0 plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the Lot, have already been mentioned, 
but there are more.

I demand that the LPG supply asreement with San Hing be made public.

I demand that the proposed bus depot at Area 10b be declared a public bus depot9 ond ensure that henceforth fronchised bus 
operators hove the ri$ht to run bus services between Discovery Bay end other places.

\

1. The Area 10b Application claims that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from the sea at Nim Shoe Wan. and cites 
Gazette Notice 710 of Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice does not include the area of the proposed reclamation. HKR only 
secured the relevant seabed ond foreshore lease in 1980 (see New Grant IS6788, registered in the Lond Registry.

I demand thot HKR show proof that it has the right to reclaim the area of the seobed at Area 10b before the OZP is extended to 
include the seabed area at Nim Shue Wan.

1. The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier.

/ demand proper studies showins how danserous goods will be handled in the future.
4

The Master Ptan forms part of the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, yet the current Master Plan, 6.0E1, and the current OZP are not 
aligned.

/ demand that the Government and HKR first update the existins Master Plan and OZP to ensure that they are properly a(isned$ 
before considerins 〇ny amendments to the OZP.

Unless and until my demands are acceded to I object to the above-mentioned development application.

Yours sincerely

Name: Lue Bo Kor^ Owner/Resident of:

Email Address



收件者： tpbpd@plandgov.hk
主 g : Discovery bay planning
附件： ATT00082.pdf

T o  th e  se c re ta ry , to w n  p la n n in g  b o a rd
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To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
(Via email: tpbod@pland.g〇 v，hk} 
Application No.: TPB/Y/卜 DB/3

DearSirs/

Re: Hon^ Kong Resort Co Ltd's Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula 
Village)

蠡

I have the following comments:

(l) The Applications TPB/Y/l-DB/2 and TPBA/l-OB/3 seek approval to increase the uttimate 
population at Discovery Bay from 25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 
29,000 under the revised OZP. The Applications include detailed impact statements to show
that the increase is well wrthin the capacity limits of the lot. However, the impact statements 
ignore the essential fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to 
provide potable water and sewerage services to the Lot.

• Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the 
Land Grant, and HKR wrote to the City Owners1 Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that 
the reservoir was built for a maximum population of 25,CX)0. The impact assessments 
ignore this essential fact.

I dem and that the population cap o f 25,000 be preserved, so as not to breach the Land 
Grant

• In spite of the conditions contained in the Land Grant when the tunnel was built 
Government agreed to allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. 
However, the agreements are between HKR and the Government and they remain secret 
Now^ the Government has refused to provide additFonal water and sewerage services to 
cater for a population beyond 25,000. 、

/ dem and that Government release the existing water and sewerage services 
agreements.

(2) If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that the 
following issues be addressed

• Due to Government's to provide potabfe water and sewerage services beyond a
population of 25,000, HKR is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water

♦ 0 # *

treatment plants on the LotUnderthe Deedof Mutual Covenant (DMC), HKRmay
*  * i

further develop the lot, provided such development does not impose any new financial 
obligations on existing owners (Clause 8(b), P. 10).

/ dem and that all costs for water and sewerage services to areas 6fand 10b, inducting 
operation o f all treatment plants^ storage facilities and pipelines, be charged to areas 6f 
and 10b and not to existing villages.



• Att hough Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to OB when the 
tunnel was buift, it refused to pay for and maintain the conneaions. As a result, the 
Owners are paying over $1 million per year to the Government to tease lanrf to run 
pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are also paying for all 
maintenance of the pipelines and pumping systems.

I demand that Governmentpmvide potable water and sewerage connectbns to the 
Lot boundary Just tike every other residential development in Hong Kong.

♦

(3) The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states that the roads both within and outside OB Ziove 
plenty of spare capacity to cater for a population increase from 25,000 to 29Xi〇0. However, 
the TIA ignores the essenthlfact that, under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be 
^primarily a car-free development". As such, road capocity is Irrelevant

• Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing 
number.

/ demand that the Government consider whether it is safe to allow increased traffic 
in competition with slow-moving golf carts that offer no collision protection to 
occupants.

I demand that Government review the sustainability of copping golf carts at the 
current level wh"e increasing population. Goif carts are already selling for over 
HK$2 million.

p

• No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cartparking) on 
the Lot, and vehides are currently parked illegally at different locations.

! Demand that Government review vehicle parking before any population increase.

(4) The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that "This zone is 
intended primarily for the provision of outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade, 
for active and/ or passive recreational uses serving the needs of the local residents and 
visitors.M Under the DMC, there is no provision to allow public access to the Lot, nor is there 
any requirement for the residential owners to pay for the maintenance of public areas. 
Public access is only allowed if an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master 
Plan, and HKR undertakes to pay for management and maintenance of the public area.

t  %

/ Demand that either (i) the reference to visitors be removed or(il) the Master Pian be 
revised and HKR undertake ail management and maintenance of new public areas.

%

(5) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot This is untrue. There are
摯  *

presently over 8,300 assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot together with HKR.

/ Demand that HKR withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognise the co-owners.



(6) Under the DM Q  City Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including HKR) in all 
matters and dealings with Government or any utility in any way concerning the management
of the City. Despite this condition^ HKR continues to negotiate direct with Government and 
utilities/ and conclude secret agreements to which we ha^e no input or access. The water and
sewerage agreements^ plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the Lot, 
have already been mentioned, but there are more.

/ demand that the LPG supply agreement with San Hingbe made public.

t demand that the proposed bus depot at Area 10b be declared a public bus depot, and 
ensure that henceforth franchised busoperators have the right to run bussenfices between 
Discovery Bay and other places.

(7) The Area 10b Application claims that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from the sea 
atNim  Shue Wan, and cites Gazette Notice 710 of Gazette 14/1976. However^ this Notice
does not include the area of the proposed reclamation. HKR only secured the relevant 
seabed and foreshore lease in 1980 (see New Grant IS6788, registered in the Land Registry,

f dem and that HKR show  proof that it has the right to redaim the area of the seabed at Area 
10b before the OZP is extended to indude the seabed area at Nim Shue Wan.

(7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier.

I dem and proper studies showing how  dangerous goods will be handled in the future.

(8) The Master Plan forms part of the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, yet the current Master Plan, 
6.0E1, and the current OZP are not aligned.

/ dem and that the Government and HKR first update the existing Master Plan and OZP to 
ensure that they are properly aligned, before considering any amendments to the OZP.

Unless and until my demands are acceded to I object to the above-mentioned development 
application.

Yours sincerely

Name: Owner/Resident of:

Tel.
%

Email Address:
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e mail as attatched



To: Secretary, Town Planning Board 
(Via email: tpbpd@pland.g〇v,hk)
Application No.: TPB/Y/l-DB/3

«

Dear Sirs,

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd^ Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula 
Village)

I have the following comments:
■ * ■ • ■ . .

• • • ♦ •• ♦ ♦  • • • •♦ « «

⑵ The Applications 十PB/Y/卜DB/2 and TPB/Y/卜DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate •
population at Discovery Bay from 25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to
29,000 under the revised OZP.The Applications include detailed impact statements to show
that the increase is well within the capacity limrts of the lot. However, the impact statements
ignore the essential fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to
provide potable water and sewerage services to the Lot.

• Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the 
Land Grant, and HKR wrote to the City Owners' Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that 
the reservoir was built for a maximum population of 25,000. The impact assessments 
ignore this essential fact.

1 dem and that the population cap o f 25,000 be preserved^ so as not to breach the Land 
G rant

• In spite of the conditions contained in the Land Grants when the tunnel was built 
Government agreed to allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. 
However, the agreements are between HKR and the Government, and they remain secret. 
Now, the Government has refused to provide additional water and sewerage services to 
cater for a population beyond 25,000*

/ dem and that Governm ent release the existing water and sewerage services 
agreements.

#

(2) If the Town Planning Board insistsonapprovingthe Applications, I further request that the 
foHowingissues be addressed.

0

• Due to Governments to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a
population of 25,000, HKR is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water 
treatment plants on the Lot.Underthe Deedof Mutual Covenant (DMC), HKRmayv 
further develop the lot, provided such development does not impose 马ny new financial 、 

obligations on existing owners (Clause 8(b), P. 10).
* ♦

I dem and that aU costs for water and sewerage services to areas 6fand 10b, inducting 
operation ofott treatment plants, storage facilities and pipelines, be charged to areas 6f 
and 10b and not to existing villages.



• Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when the 
tunnel was built, it refused to pay for and maintain the connections. As a result, the 
Owners are paying over $1 million per year to the Government to lease land to run 
pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are also paying for all 
maintenance of the pipelines and pumping systems.

I demand that Government provide potable water and seweroge connections to the 
Lot boundary, just tike every other residential development in Hong Kong.

(3) The Traffic Impact Assessment (11A) stcftes that the roads both within and outside DB have 
plenty of spore capacity to cater for a population increase from 25,000 to 29,000. However, 
the TIA ignores the essential fact that, under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be
”primarily a car-free development". As such, road capacity is irrelevant

• Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing 
number.

/ demand that the Government consider whether it is safe to dlow  increased traffic 
in competition with slow-moving gotf carts that offer no collision protection to
occupants.

I demand that Government review the sustainability of capping golf carts at the 
current level while increasing population. Golf carts ore already selling for over 
HK$2 mSlion.

• No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parking) on 
the Lot# and vehicles are currently parked illegally at different locations.

/ Demand that Government review vehicle parking before any population increase.

(4) The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that "This zone is 
intended primarily for the provision of outdoor open-airspace at the foreshore promenade, 
for active and/or passive recreational uses serving the needs of the loco! residents and 
visitors•“ Under the DMC, there is no provision to allow public access to the Lot, nor is there 
any requirement for the residential owners to pay for the maintenance of public areas.
Public access is only allowed if an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master 
Plan  ̂and HKR undertakes to pay for management and maintenance of the publicarea.

*

/ Demand that either (i) the reference to visitors be removed or(ii) the Master Plan be 
revised and HKR undertake all management and maintenance of new public areas.

(5) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot This is untrue. There are 
presently over 8,300 assigns of the developer who coow n the Lot together with HKR.

/ Demand that HKR withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognise the co-owners.



(6) Under the DM Q  City Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including HKR) in all 
matters ond dealings with Government or any utility in any way concerning the management 
of the Gty. Despite this condition, HKR continues to negotiate direct with Government and 
utilities, ond conclude secret agreements to which we have no input or access. The water ond 
sewerage agreements, plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the Lot, 
have already been mentioned, but there are more.

/ demand that the LPG suppiy agreement with San Hing be mode public
%

«

/ demand that the proposed bus depot at Area 10b be declared a public bus depot, and 
ensure that henceforth franchised bus operators have the right to run bus services between 
Discovery Bay and other places.

(7) The Area 10b Application claims that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from the sea 
at Nim Shue Wan, ond cites Gazette Notice 710 of Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice 
does not include the area of the proposed reclamation. HKR only secured the relevant 
seabed and foreshore lease in 1980 (see New Gran t IS6788^ registered in the Land Registry.

/ demand that HKR show  proof that it has the right to redaim the area of the seabed at Area 
10b before the OZP is extended to include the seabed area at Nim Shue Wan.

(7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier. 

t demand proper studies showing how dangerous goods will be handled in the future.

⑻ The Master Plan forms part of the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, yetOie current Master Plan, 
6.0E1, and the current OZP are not aligned*

t dem and that the Government and HKR first update the existing Master Pian andOZPto 
ensure that they are properly aligned^ before considering any amendments to the OZP.

Unless and until my demands are acceded to I object to the above-mentioned development 
application.

# #

Yours sincerely

Name: Owner/Resident of:

Tel,

Email Address:

Fax



tpbpd
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主旨：
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Objection lo Application No.: TPB/Y/I-DB/3
Submission to TPB on Area 10b Service Area at Peninsula Villa£C.docx

Please see objection letter attached.



To: Secretary, Town Planning Board 
(Via email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk) 
Application No.: TPB/Y/卜DB/3

Dear Sirs,

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd^s Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula 
Village)

I strongly object to the captioned application on these grounds:

The Applications TPB/Y/卜DB/2 and TPB/Y/卜DB/3 seek approva丨 to increase the ultimate 
population at Discovery Bay from 25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan to 29,000 
under the revised OZP. The Applications include detailed impact statements to show that the 
increase is well within the capacity limits of the lot* However, the impact statements ignore 
the fact that, under the Land Grant/the Government has no obligation to provide potable 
water and sewerage services to the Lot.

• Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the 
Land Grant, and HKR wrote to the City Owners' Committee on 10 July 1995 stating that 
the reservoir was built for a maximum population of 25,000. The impact assessments 
ignore this fact.

The population cap o f 25,000 should be preserve^ so  as not to breach the Land Grant

• In spite of the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was built the
Government agreed to allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan.
However, the agreementsare between HKR and the Government, and they remain secret.
Now/ the Government has refused to provide additional water and sewerage services to
cater for a population beyond 25,000.

$

The Governm ent should release the existing water and  sewerage services agreements.

(2) If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that the 
following issues be addressed.

# Due to Government's refusal to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a 
population of 25,000, HKR is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water 
treatment plants on the Lot, Under the Deed of Mutual Covenant (DMC), HKR may

• further develop the lot, provided such development does not impose any new financial 
obligations on existing owners (Clause 8(b), P. 10).

_* *、  t •
A ll costs fo r  water and  sew erage services to areas 6 f a n d l〇bf including operation of 
all treatment plants, storage facilities and  pipelines^ should be charged to areas 6f and  

10b and  not to existing villages.
«

«

• Although the Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


the tunnel was built, it refused to pay for and maintain the connections. As a result, the 
Owners are paying over $1 million per year to the Government to lease land to run 
pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are also paying for all 
maintenance of the pipelines and pumping systems.

The Government should provide potable water and sewerage connections to the Lot 
boundary, as it does with every other residential development in Hong Kong.

(3) The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states that the roads both within and outside DB have 
plenty of spare capacity to cater for a population increase from 25,000 to 29,000. However^ 
the TIA ignores the fact that, under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be "primarily a car- 
free developments As such, road capacity is irrelevant

• Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing 
number.

The Government should consider whether it is safe to allow increased traffic in 
competition with slow-moving golf carts that offer no collision protection to 
occupants.

The Government should review the sustainability of capping golf carts at the current 
level while increasing population. Golf carts are already selling for over HK$2 million.

• No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parking) on 
the Lot, and vehicles are currently parked illegally at different locations.

#

The Government should review vehide parking before any poputation increase.

(4) The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that 'This zone is 
intended primarily for the provision of outdoor open-airspace at the foreshore promenade, 
for active and/or passive recreational uses serving the needs of the local residents and 
visitors. Under the DM Q  there is no provision to allow public access to the Lot, nor is there 
any requirement for the residential owners to pay for the maintenance of public areas. 
Public access is only allowed if an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master 
Plan, and HKR undertakes to pay for management and maintenance of the public area.

Either (i) the reference to visitors must be removed or (ii) the Master Plan be revised and 
HKR undertake all management and maintenance of new public areas.

(5) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot This is false. There are 
presently over 8,300 assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot together with HKR.

HKR should withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognise the co-owners.

(6) Under the DM Q  City Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including HKR) in all 
matters and dealings with Government or any utility in any way concerning the management 
of the City. Despite this condition, HKR continues to negotiate direa with Government and



utilities, and conclude secret agreements to which we have no input or access. The water and 
sewerage agreements, plus the leoie to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the Lot, 
have already been mentioned, but there are more.

The LPG supply agreement with Son Hing should be made public.

The proposed bus depot at Area 10b should be declared a public bus depot, and henceforth
franchised bus operators shou着d have the right to run bus services between Discovery Bay
and other places.

(7) The Area 10b Application claims that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from the sea 
at Nim Shue Wan, and cites Gazette Notice 710 of Gazette 14/1976. However^ this Notice 
does not indude the area of the proposed reclamation. HKR only secured the relevant seabed 
and foreshore tease in 1980 (see New Grant IS6788, registered in the Land Registry).

HKR must show proof that it has the right to reclaim the area of the seabed at Area 10b 
before the OZP is extended to include the seabed area at Nim Shue Wan.

m

(7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier.
M

HKR must conduct proper studies showing how  dangerous goods will be handled in the future.
♦

(8) The Master Plan forms part of the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, yet the current Master Plan, 
6-0E1, and the current OZP are not aligned.

Thff Government and HKR should first update the existing Master Plan and OZP to ensure 
that they are properly aligned^ before considering any amendments to the OZP.

For the above reasons, I object to the above-mentioned development application.

Yours truly,

Name: CHAI KimWah 0wner
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Please see objection letter attached.



To: Secretary, Town Planning Board 

(Via email: tpbpd@pland>g〇v>hk) 

Application No.: TPB/Y/l-DB/3

Dear Sirs,

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd#s Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsuia 
Village)

I strongly object to the captioned application on these grounds:

(1) The Applications TPB/Y/i-DB/2 and TPB/Y/l-DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate 
population at Discovery Bay from 25^00  under the current Outline Zoning Plan to 29,000 
under the revised OZP, The Applications include detailed impact statements to show that the 
increase is well within the capacity limits of the lot. However, the impact statements ignore 
the fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to provide potable 
water and sewerage services to the Lot-

• Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the 
Land Grant, and HKR wrote to the City Owners/ Committee on 10 July 1995 stating that 
the reservoir was built for a maximum population of 25,000^ The impact assessments 
ignore this fact.

The population cap o f 25,000 should be preserved^ so as not to breach the Land Grant

#

• In spite of the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was built the 
Government agreed to allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. 
However, the agreementsare between HKR and the Government, and they remain secret. 
Now, the Government has refused to provide additional water and sewerage services to 
cater for a population beyond 25,000.

The Government should release the existing water and sewerage services agreements.

(2) If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that the 
following issues be addressed.

• Due to Government's refusal to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a 
population of 25,000, HKR is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water 
treatment plants on the Lot; Underthe Deed of Mutual Covenant (DMC), HKR may

• ♦ * . * r  4

further dievelop the lot, provided such devefopment does not impose any new financial 
obligations on existing owners (Clause 8(b), P. 10).

all treatment plants^ storage facilities and pipelines, should be charged to areas 6f and 
10b and not to existing villages.

• •

• Although the Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when

馨



the tunnel was built, it refused to pay for and maintain the connections. As a result, the 
Owners are paying over $1 million per year to the Government to lease land to run
pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are also paying for all 

♦ maintenance of the pipelines and pumping systems.

The Government should provide potabfe water and sewerage connections to the Lot 
boundary, as it does with every other residential development in Hong Kong.

(3) The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states that the roads both within and outside DB have 
plenty of spare capacity to cater for a population increase from 25,000 to 29,000. However,

4

the TIA ignores the fact that, under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be ''primarily a car- 
free developments As such, road capacity is irrelevant

• Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing 
number.

The Government should consider whether it is safe to ailow increased traffic in 
competition with slow-moving golf carts that offer no coflision protection to 
occupants.

The Government should review the sustainability of capping golf carts at the current 
level while increasing population. Golf carts are already selling for over HK$2 million.

• No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parking) on 
the Lot, and vehicles are currently parked illegally at different locations.

The Government shoufd review vehicle parking before any population increase.

(4) The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that "This zone is
intended primarily for the provision of outdoor open-airspace at the foreshore promenade, 
for active and/or passive recreational uses serving the needs of the local residents and 
visitors/' Under the DM Q there is no provision to allow public access to the Lot, nor is there 
ony reqfu/Vement/or t/?e re5/c/ent/(7/ owners to pay/or the mcf/VitenGnce areas.
Public access is only allowed if an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master 
Plan, and HKR undertakes to pay for management and maintenance of the public area.

Either (i) the reference to visitors must be removed or (ii) the Master Plan be revised and 
HKR undertake all management and maintenance of new public areas.

(5) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot This is false. There are 
presently over 8,300 assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot together with HKR.

HKR should withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognise the co-owners.

(6) Under the DMQ City Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including HKR) in all 
matters and dealings with Government or any utility in any way concerning the management 
of the City. Despite this condition, HKR continues to negotiate direct with Government and



utilities, and conclude secret agreements to which we have no input or access. The water and 
sewerage agreements, plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the Lot, 

have already been mentioned, but there are more.

The LPG supply agreem ent with San Hing should be made public.

TJie proposed bus depot at Area 10b should be declared a  public bus depot, and henceforth 
franchised  bus operators should have the right to run bus services between Discovery Bay  
and  other places.

(7) The Area 10b Application claims that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from the sea 
at Nim  Shue Wan, and cites Gazette Notice 710 of Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice 
does not include the area o f the proposed reclamation. HKR only secured the relevant seabed 
and  foreshore lease in 1980 (see New  Grant IS6788^ registered in the Land Registry).

HKR m ust sh ow  p roof that it h a s the right to reclaim the area of the seabed at Area 10b
before the O ZP is extended to include the seabed area at Nim  Shue Wan.

♦

(7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier.

H KR  m ust conduct proper studies show ing how  dangerous goods will be handled in the future.

(8) The M aster Plan forms part of the Land Grant at Discovery Bay# yet the current Master Plan, 
6.0E1, and the current OZP are not aligned.

The G overnm ent an d  HKR shou ld  first update the existing M aster Plan and OZP to ensure 
that they are properly aligned, before considering any am endm ents to the OZP.

For the above reasons,! object to the above-mentioned development application.

Yours truly,

Name: Thom as H. Yam
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To: Secretary, Town Planning Board 
(Via email: tpbpd @ pland.gov.hk) 
Application No.: TPB/YTI-DB/3

Dear Sirs,

I have the following comments:

%1) The Applications T P B ^/I-D B ^ and TPB^/I-D B/S seek approval to increase the ultimate population at Discovery 
Bay from 25,OCX) under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29,000 under the revised OZP. The Applications 
include detailed impact statements to show that the increase is well within the capacity limits of the lo t However, the
impact statements ignore the essential fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to provide 
potable water and sewerage services to the Lot

• Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the Land Grant, and 
HKR wrote to the City Owners' Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that the reservoir was built for a 
maximum population of 25,000. The impact assessments ignore this essential fact.

I  d&mand that the popuktion cap o f 25f OOO be presoved, so as not to breach the Land Grant
♦

♦

• In spite of the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was built Government agreed to 
allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. However, the agreements are between HKR 
and the Government, and they remain secret Now, the Government has refused to provide additional water and 
sewerage services to cater for a population beyond 25,000,

I  demand that Govemment release the existing water and sewerage sovices agreements.

(2) If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that the following issues be 
addressed

• Due to Government’ s to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a population of 25,0CX)1 
HKR is proposing lo restart the water treatment and waste water treatment plants on the Lot Under the Deed 
of Mutual Covenant (DMC)， HKR may further develop the lo t provided such development does not impose 
any new financial obligations on existing owners (Clause 8(b), P / 10).



• Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when the tunnel was built, 
it refused to pay for and maintain the connections. As 汪 resull the Owners are paying over $ 1 million per 
year to the Government to lease land to run pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan. The 
owners are also paying for all maintenance of the pipelines and pumping systems.

9

I  deniand that Government provide potable water and sewerage connections to the Lot boundaryf ju st like  
every other rssidential development in  Hong Kong.

(3) The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states that the roads both within and outside DB have plenty of spare 
capacity to cater for a population increase from 25,000 to 29,000. However, the TIA ignores the essential fact 
that, under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be “primarily a car-free development" • As such， road 
capacity is irrelevant.

• Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing number.

I  (knm id that the Govenunent consider whether it is safe to allow JDcrsased trafSc in competition with 
slow-moving g o lf carts that offer no collision protection to occupants.

I  demand that Government review the sustainability o f capping g o lf carts at the current level while 
incmasing population G olf carts aie aheady sdling fo r over HK$2 inillion.

• No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct firom golf cart parking) on the Lot, and 
vehicles are currently parked illegally at different locations.

I  Demand that Govcnnnent review vehicle parking before any population increase.

(4) The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that "This zone is intended primarily for 
the provision of outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade, for active and/ or passive recreational uses 
serving the needs of the local residents and visitors.” Under the DMC, there is no provision to allow public access to 
the Lot， nor is there any requirement for the residential owners to pay for the maintenance of public areas. Public 
access is only allowed if an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master Plan, and HKR undertakes to pay

• • ♦  秦

for management and maintenance of the public area.

I  Demand that either G) thersfeience to visitois beiem oved o r〇i)  the M aster Plan bem vised and HKR 
undertake a ll management and maintenance o f new  public areas.

(5) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot. This is untrue. There are presently over 8,300 
assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot together with HKR.

I Demand that HKR withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognise the coowners.



(6) Under the DMCt City Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including HKR) in all matters and 
dealings with Government or any utility in any way concerning the management of the City. Despite this condition, 
HKR continues to negotiate direct with Government and utilities, and conclude secret agreements to which we have no
i叩ut or access. The water and sewerage agreements， plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the 
Lot, have already been mentioned, but there are more.

I demand that the LPG supply agreement with San Hing be made public.

I  dem and that the proposed bus depot a t Area 10b be declared a public bus depot, andensurs that hence forth 
B^nchised bus operators have the right to run bus services between D iscovery Bay and other places.

(7) The Area 10b Application claims that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from the sea at Nim Shue Wan, 
and cites Gazette Notice 710 o f Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice does not include the area of the proposed 
reclamation. HKR only secured the relevant seabed and foreshore lease in 1980 (see New Grant IS6788, registered in 
the Land Registry.

I  demand that HKR show proof that it has the right to rec: 
extended to include the seabed area at Nim Shue Wan.

of the seabed at Area 10b before the OZP is

(7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier.

I  dem and proper studies show ing how  dangerous goods w ill be handled m  the future.

(8) The Master Plan forms part o f the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, yet the current Master Plan, 6.0EI, and the 
current OZP are not aligned.

I  dem and that the G ovenm ent and HKR & st upekte the existing M aster Plaii and OZP to ensuw that they ars
4

properly aligned, before considering any amendments to the OZP.

Unless and until my demands are acceded to I object to the above-mentioned development application.

Yours sincerely

Name: Melanie Hnetka Owner/Resident of:
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To: Secretary, Town Planning Board 
(Via email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk) 
Application No.: TPBfY/l-DBf5

Dear Sirs,

I have the following comments:

(1) The Applications TPB/Y/I-DB/2 and TPB/Y/I-DB/3 seek approval to increase 出e ultimate population at Discovery _
Bay from 25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29,000 under the revised OZP. The Applications 
include detailed impact statements to show that the increase is well within the capacity limits of the lot. However, the 
impact statements ignore the essential fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to provide 
potable* water and sewerage services to the Lot

• Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water anti sewerage services under the Land Grant, and 
HKR wrote to the City Owners’ Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that the reservoir was built for a 

• maximum population of 25,000. The impact assessments ignore this essential fact.

I demand that the population cap o f25,000 be preserve^ so as not to breach the Land Grant

In spite of the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was built Government agreed to 
allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. However, the agreements are between HKR
and the Government, and they remain secreL Now, the Government has refused to provide additional water and

«

sewerage services to cater for a population beyond 25,000,

J  demand that Govenunent release the existing water and sewerage services agreements.

⑵  If the Town P丨anning Board insists on approving the Applications, I farther request that the following issues be

addressed.
♦

• Due to Govemment， s to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a population of 25,000, 
HKR is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water treatment plants on the Lot Under the Deed 
of Mutual Covenant (DMC), HKR may further develop the lot, provided such development does not impose
any new financial obligations on existing owners (Clause 8(b)* P. 10),

v

I  demand that a ll costs fo r water and sewerage services to areas 6faod 10b, including operation o f all 
treatmentplants, storage facilities and pipelines, be charged to areas 6 f and ^  nd not to existing villages.

 ̂
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• Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage s c t v ic c s  lo  DB when the tunnel was built, 
it refused to pay for and maintain the connections. As a result, the Owners arc paying over 51 million per 
year to the Government lo lease land to run pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan- The
owners are also paying for all maintenance of the pipelines and pumping systems.

I  demand that Govenwacnt provide potable water and seweragp connections to the Lot boundary, just like
every other residential development in Hong Kong.

(3) The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states that the roads both within and outside DB have plenty of spare 
capacity to cater for a population increase from 25,000 to 29,000. However, the TIA ignores the essential fact 
that, under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be "primarily a car-free developmcnf . As such, road 
capacity is irrelevant .

• Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing number.

I  (hm m d that tbc Govenuncnt consider whether it is safe to allow increased tiafQc in competition with 
slow-moving g o lf carts that offer d o  collision protection to occupants.

I  c^mand that Govsminent review the sustmiiaUlity o f capping g o lf carts at the current level while 
increasing popuktion G olf carts am already selling for over HK$2 wilUon

• No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parking) on the Lot, and 
vehicles are ainently parked illegally at different locations.

I  Demand that Govermncnt review vehicle parking before any population increase.

(4) The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that "This zone is intended primarily for 
the provision of outdexjr open-air space at the foreshore promenade, for active and/ or passive recreational uses 
serving the needs of the local residents and visitors." Under the DMC, there is no provision to allow public access to 
the Lot, nor is there any requirement for the residential owners to pay for the maintenance of public areas. Public 
access is only allowed if an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master Plan, and HKR undertakes to pay 
for management and maintenance of the public area.

I  Demand that either 〇)  the rsference to visitors be iem oved or (ii) the M asterPlan be revised and HKR 
undertake a ll management and maintenance o f new public areas.

(5) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot. This is untrue. There are presently over 8,3〇〇 
assigns of the developer who coown the Lot together with HKR.

I Demand that HICR withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognise the co-owners.



(6) Under the DMC, City Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including liKR) in all matters and 
dealings with Government or any utility in any way concerning the management of the City. Despite this condition, 
HKR continues to negotiate direct with Government and utilities, and conclude secret agreements to which we have no 
input or access. The water and sewerage agreements, plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the 
Lot, have already been mentioned, but there are more.

I demand that the LPG supply agreement with San Hing be made public.

I  denmnd th st the proposed bus depot a t A ica 10b be dedaicd a public bus depots 2nd ensure that hence forth
_ «

&Bnchised bus operators have the lig h t to run bus services between D iscovery Bay and other places.

(7) The Area 10b Application claims that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land frQm the sea at Nim Shue Wan, 
and cites Gazette Notice 710 of Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice does not include the area of the proposed 
reclamation. HKR only secured the relevant seabed and foreshore lease in 1980 (see New Grant IS6788, registered in 
the Land Registry,

I  demand that HKR show proof that it has the right to reclaim the area of the seabed at Area 10b before the OZP is 
extended to include the seabed area at Nim Shue Wan.

(7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier.

♦

I  dem and pw per studies show ing how  dangerous goods be handled in  the future.
%

(8) The Master Plan forms part of the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, yet the current Master Plan, 6.0EI, and the 
current OZP are not aligned.

<
» » •

Idem and that the C hvenm ent and H KR £ is t upekte the and OZP to ensurs that they ate
• , , 1 _ _ _ _. 禮

properly aligned^ befoiis consicknng any am endbients to the OZP.

♦

Unless and until my demands are acceded to I object to the above-mentioned development application.

Yours sincerely

Name: Melanie Hnetka Owner/Resident of:
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Dear Sirs,

Please see the attached file-

Regards，

Suzuki Sanae

Suzuki (Access)



To: Secretary, Town Planning Board 
(Via email: tpbpd(S)pland,gov.hk) 
Application No.: TPB/Y/l-DB/3

Dear Sirs,

Re: Hone Kong Resort Co Ltd^s Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near PenfnsuLa 
Villacel

I have the following comments:

(l) The Applications TPB/Y/l-DB/2 and TPB/Y/l-DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate 
population at Discovery Bay from 25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 
29,000 under the revised OZP. The Applications include detailed impact statements to show 
that the increase is well within the capacity limits of the lot. However, the impact statements 
ignore the essential fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to 
provide potable water and sewerage services to the Lot.

• Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the 
Land Grant, and HKR wrote to the City Owners' Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that
the reservoir was built for a maximum population of 25,000. The impact assessments 
ignore this essential fact.

I dem and that the population cap o f25,000 be preserved, so as not to breach the Land 
Grant

9

• In spite of the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was built 
Government agreed to allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan- 
However, the agreements are between HKR and the Government, and they remain secret. 
Now； the Government has refused to provide additional water and sewerage services to
cater for a population beyond 25,000.

/ dem and that Government release the existing water and sewerage services 
agreements.

%

%

(2) If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that the 
following issues be addressed,

• Due to Governments to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a 
population of 25,000, HKR is proposing to restart the Water treatment and waste water 
treatment plants on the Lot* Under the Deed of Mutual Cpvenant (OiylC), HKR may 
further develop the lot# provided such development does not impose any new financial 
obligations on existing owners (Clause 8(b), P. 10).

/ dem and that all costs fo r water and sewerage services to areas 6f and 10b, including 
operation of all treatment plants, storage facilities and pipelines, be charged to areas 
6f and 10b and not to existing villages.



• Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when the 
tunnel was built, it refused to pay for and maintain the connections. As a result, the 
Owners are paying over $1 million per year to the Government to lease land to run 
pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are also paying for ail 
maintenance of the pipelines and pumping systems.

♦

t demand that Government provide potable water and sewerage connections to the 
Lot boundary^ just like every other residential development in Hong Kong.

(3) The Traffic Impact Assessment JTIA) states that the roads both within and outside DB have 
plenty of spare capacity to cater for a population increase from 25,000 to 29,000. However, 
the TIA ignores the essential fact that, under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be 
"primarily a car-free developments As such, road capacity is irrelevant.

• Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing 
number.

/ demand that the Government consider whether it is safe to allow increased traffic 
in competition with slow-moving golf carts that offer no collision protection to 
occupants.

/ demand that Government review the sustainability of capping golf carts at the 
current level while increasing population. Golf carts are already selling for over 
HK$2 million.

• No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parking) on 
the Lot, and vehicles are currently parked illegally at different locations.

/ Demand that Government review vehicle parking before any population increase^

(4) The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that 'This zone is 
intended primarily for the provision of outdoor open-airspace at the foteshore promenade, 
for active and/or passive recreational uses serving the needs of the local residents and 
visitors."  Under the DMC, there is no provision to allow public access to the Lot, nor is there 
any requirement for the residential owners to pay for the maintenance of public areas. 
Public access is only allowed if an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master 
Plan, and HKR undertakes to pay for management and maintenance of the public area.

/ Demand that either (!) the reference to visitors be removed or (li) the M aster Plan be 
revised and HKR undertake all management and maintenance of new public areas.

(5) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot. This is untrue. There are 
presently over 8,300 assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot together with HKR.

I Demand that HKR withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognise the co-owners.



(6) Under the DMQ City Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including HKR) in all 
matters and dealings with Government or any utility in any way concerning the management 
o f the City. Despite this condition^ HKR continues to negotiate direct with Government and 
utilities^ and conclude secret agreements to which we have no input or access. The water and 
sewerage agreements, plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the Lot, 
hove already been mentioned, but there are more.

/ demand that the LPG supply agreement with San Hing be made public.

/ demand that the proposed bus depot at Area 10b be declared a public bus depots and 
ensure that henceforth franchised bus operators have the right to run bus services between 
Discovery Bay and other places.

(7) The Area 10b Application claims that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from the sea 
at Nim Shue Wan, and cites Gazette Notice 710 of Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice 
does not include the area o f the proposed reclamation. HKR only secured the relevant seabed 
and foreshore lease in 1980 (see New Grant IS6788^ registered in the Land Registry.

/ demand that HKR show proof that it has the right to reclaim the area of the seabed at Area 
10b before the OZP is extended to include the seabed area at Nim Shue Wan.

(7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier.
«

/ demand proper studies showing how dangerous goods will be handled in the future.

(8) The Master Plan forms part of the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, yet the current Master Plan, 
6.0E1, and the current OZP are not aligned.

/ demand that the Government and HKR first update the existing Masterplan and OZP to
ensure that they are properly aligned, before considering any amendments to the OZP.

\

0

Unless and until my demands are acceded to I object to the above-mentioned development 
application-

♦

Yours sincerely

Name SUZUKI SANAE Owner/Resident of

丁  el. ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ » Fax

Email Address:



奇件者： Grazyna B o b ro w ska ^ g^ im
寄件日期:， 08日04月201碎
收件者： tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
主旨： Discovery Bay development plan

To: Secretary. Town Planning Board 
(Via email: tpbpd@pland.aov.hk^
Application No.: TPB/Y/I-DB/3

Dear Sirs,

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltdfs Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront 
near Peninsula Village^

$

I have the following comments:

(1) The Applications TPB/Y/I-DB/2 and TPB/Y/I-DB/3 seek approval to increase the 
ultimate population at Discovery Bay from 25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan 
(OZP) to 29,000 under the revised OZP. The Applications include detailed impact 
statements to show that the increase is well within the capacity limits of the lot. However^ 
the impact statements ignore the essential fact that, under the Land Grant, the 
Government has no obligation to provide potable water and sewerage services tQ the Lot

• Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient 丨n water and sewerage services under 
the Land Grant, and HKR wrote to the City Owners' Committee on 10 July, 1995 
stating that the reservoir was built for a maximum population of 25,000. The
impact assessme门ts ignore this essential fact.

*

#

I demand that the population cap of 25fOOO be preservedf so as not to 
breach the Land Grant.

• In spite of the conditions contai门ed In the Land Grant, when the tunnel was built 
Government agreed to allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho 
Wan. However, the agreements are between HKR and the Government, and they 
remain secret. Now, the Government has refused to provide additional water and 
sewerage services to cater for a population beyond 25,000.

I demand that Government release the existing water and sewerage 
services agreements.

(2) If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that 
the following issues be addressed.

■

峰

m

• Due to Government's to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a 
population of 25,000, HKR is proposing to restart the wate^ treatment and waste 
water treatment plants on the Lot. Under thie Deed of Mutual Covenant (DMC),
HKR may further develop the lot, provided such development does not impose 
any new financial obligations on existing owners (Clause 8(b), P, 10)-

2088

I demand that all costs for water and sewerage services to areas 6f and 
10b, including operation of all treatment plants, storage facilities and 
pipelines^ be charged to areas 6f and 10b and not to existing villages.

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


• Although G o v ®  ment agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB 
when the turn權  was built, it refused to pay for and maintain the connections. As 
a result, the Owners are paying over $1 million per year to the Government to 
lease land to run pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners 
are also paying for all maintenance of the pipelines and pumping systems.

I demand that Government provide potable water and sewerage 
connections to the Lot boundary  ̂just like every other residential 
development in Hong Kong.

♦

(3) The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states that the roads both within and 
outside DB have plenty of spare capacity to cater for a population increase from
25,000 to 29,000. However, the TIA ignores the essential fact that, under the 
existing OZP, DB is declared to be ''primarily a car-free development". As such, 
road capacity is irrelevant. *

• Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the 
existing number.

I demand that the Government consider whether it is safe to
»

allow increased traffic in competition with slow^moving golf 
carts that offer no collision protection to occupants.

I demand that Government review the sustainability of 
capping golf carts at the current level while increasing 
population. Goif carts are already selling for over HK$2 
million.

• No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parking)
on the Lot, and vehicles are currently parked illegally at different locations.

♦

♦

I Demand that Government review vehicle parking before any 
population increase.

(4) The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that ''This zone 
is intended primarily for the provision of outdoor open-air space at the foreshore 
promenade, for active and/ or passive recreational uses serving the needs of the local 
residents and visitors." Under the DMCf there is no provision to allow public access to 
the Lot, nor is there any requirement for the residential owners to pay for the 
maintenance of public areas. Public access is only allowed if an area is declared to be 
Public Recreation on the Master Plan, and HKR undertakes to pay for management and 
maintenance of the public area.

I  Demand that either (i) the reference to visitors be removed or (ii) 
the Master Plan be revised and HKR undertake all management and 
maintenance of new public areas.

0

(5) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot This is untrue. There 
are presently over 8,300 assigns of the devejoper who co-own the Lot together with HKR..

I Demand that HKR withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognise 
the co-owners.



6) Under the DMC, City Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including 
HKR) in all matters and dealings with Government or any utility in any way concerning 
:he management of the City. Despite this condition, HKR continues to negotiate direct 
/vith Government and utilities, and conclude secret agreements to which we have no input 
or access. The water and sewerage agreements, plus the lease to run the water and 
sewage pipelines outside the Lot, have already been mentioned, but there are more.

I demand that the LPG supply agreement with San Hing be made public.

I  dem and that the proposed bus depot at Area lO b be declared a public 
bus depots and ensure that henceforth franchised bus operators have
the nghjt to run bus services between Discovery Bay and other p laces.-

*

十 • • • • •
(7) The Area 10b Application claims that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from 
the sea at Nim Shue Wan, and cites Gazette Notice 710 of Gazette 14/1976- However, 
this Notice does not include the area of the proposed reclamation. HKR only secured the 
relevant seabed and foreshore lease in 1980 (see New Grant IS6788, registered in the 
Land Registry.

9

I demand that HKR show proof that it has the right to reclaim .the area of the 
seabed at Area 10b before the OZP is extended to include the seabed area at Nim 
Shue Wan.

*

(7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular 
pier.

0

I  dem and proper stud ies show ing how  dangerous goods will be bandied in the 
future.

(8) The Master Plan forms part of the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, yet the current 
Master Plan, 6.0E1, and the current OZP are not aligned.

«

I  dem and that the Governm ent and HKR first update the existing Master Plan 
and OZP to ensure that they are properly aligned, before considering any 
am endm ents to the OZP.

Unless and until mv demands are acceded to I object to the above-mentioned 
development application.

Yours sincerely 

Grazyna Bobrowska

m m m m m
Email Address:



收件者： tpbpd9pbndg〇v.hk
主  g :  Rc: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd* s Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waicrfrom near Peninsula Village)
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To: Secretary/ Town Planning Board
(Via email: tpbpd@pland,g〇v.hk) 
Application No.: TPB/Y/l-DB/3

Dear Sirs,

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd’ s Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula Village)

I have the following comments:
♦

(1) The Applications TPB/Y/l-DB/2 and TPBA/l-DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate population at 
Discovery Bay from 25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29,000 under the revised OZP. The 
Applications include detailed impact statements to show that the increase is well within the capacity limits of 
the lot. However, the impact statements ignore the essential fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government 
has no obligation to provide potable water and sewerage services to the Lot.

• Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the Land Grant, and 
HKR wrote to the City Owners1 Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that the reservoir was built for a 
maximum population of 25,000. The impact assessments ignore this essential fact.

%

I demand that the population cap o f25,000 be preserved^ so as not to breach the Land Grant.

• In spite of the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was built Government agreed to 
allow potable water and sewerage connectrons to Siu Ho Wan, However, the agreements are between 
HKR and the Government, and they remain secret. Now, the Government has refused to provide 
additional water and sewerage services to cater for a population beyond 25,000.

/ demand that Government release the existing water and sewerage services agreements.

(2) If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that the following issues 
be addressed.

« Due to Government' s to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a population of 25,000, 
HKR is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water treatment plants on the Lot̂  Under 
the Deed of Mutual Covenant (DMC), HKR may further develop the lot, provided such development 
does not impose any new financial obligations on existing owners (Clause 8(b), P. 10).

/ demand that alt costs for water and sewerage services to areas 6f and lOb^induding operation of 
all treatment plants^ storage facilities and pipelines^ be charged to areas 6f ancl 10b and not to 
existing villages.

病

• Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when the tunnel was 
built, it refused to pay for and maintain the connections. As a result, the Owners are paying over $1
million per year to the Government to lease land to run pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu

♦

Ho Wan. The owners are afso paying for all maintenance of the pipelines and pumping systems.

/ demand that Government provide potable water and sewerage connections to the Lot boundary^ 
just like every other residential development in Hong Kong.



y

(3) The Traffic Impa^ssessment (TIA) states that the roads both within and outside OB have plenty 〇r 
spare capacity to cater for a population increase from 25,000 to 29,000• However, the T丨A ignores the
essential fact that, under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be ^primarily a car-free development^. As 
such, road capacity is irrelevant.

• Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing number.

/ demand that the Government consider whether it is safe to allow increased traffic in 
competition with slow-moving golf carts that offer no collision protection to occupants.

/ demand that Government review the sustainability of capping golf carts at the current level 
while increasing population. Go/f carts are already selling for over HK$2 million.

m

♦  No provision has been made*for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parking) on the Lot, and 
vehicles are currently parked illegally at different locations.

/ Demand that Government review vehide parking before any population increase.

(4) The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that 'This zone is intended primarily 
for the provision of outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade, for active and/ or passive 
recreational uses serving the needs of the local residents and visitors." Under the DMC， there is no provision 
to allow public access to the Lot, nor is there any requirement for the residential owners to pay for the 
maintenance of public areas* Public access is only allowed if an area is dedared to be Public Recreation on the 
Master Plan, and HKR undertakes to pay for management and maintenance of the public area.

/ Demand that either (i) the reference to visitors be removed or (ti) the Master Plan be revised and HKR 
undertake all management and maintenance of new public areas.

(5) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot. This is untrue- There are presently over 
8,300 assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot together with HKR#

I Demand that HKR withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognise the co-owners.

(6) Under the DMC, City Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including HKR) in all matters and 
dealings with Government or any utility in any way concerning the management of the City- Despite this 
condition, HKR continues to negotiate direct with Government and utilities, and conclude secret agreements to 
which we have no input or access- The water and sewerage agreements, plus the lease to run the water and 
sewage pipelines outside the Lot, have already been mentioned, but there are more.

I demand that the LPG supply agreement with San Hing be made public.

♦

/ demand that the proposed bus depot at Area 10b be declared a public bus depot, and ensure that 
henceforth franchised bus operators have the right to run bus services between Discovery Bay and other 
places.

(7) The Area 10b Application claims that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from the sea at Nim Shue 
Wan, and cites Gazette Notice 710 of Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice does not include the area of the



proposed reclamation. HKR only secured the relevant seabed and foreshore lease in 1980 (see New Grant
IS6788, registered in the Land Registry,

I dem and that HKR show  proof that it has the right to reclaim the area of the seabed at Area 10b before the
♦

OZP is extended to include the seabed area at Nim Shue Wan-

(7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier.

/ demand proper studies showing how dangerous goods will be handled in the future.

(8) The M aster Plan forms part of the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, yet the current Master Plan, 6.0E1, and 
the current OZP are not aligned.

/  demand that the Government and HKR first update the existing Master Plan and OZP to ensure that 
they are properly aligned, before considering any amendments to the OZP. •

Unless and untif m y dem ands are acceded to I object to the above-mentioned development application.

Yours sincerely

Name: Helen LAVENDER

Add ress



哥件者： 

哥件曰期: 
收件者•• 
主旨：

Anne Tuncsi 
08曰04月20 
tpbpd@pland.gov .hk
Letter re Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd* s Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula Village)

2 0 9 0

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board (Via email: tDbpd@pland.gov.hk) Application No.: TPB/Y/I-DB/3

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd^s Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula Village)

A s both an owner and resident in Discovery Bay [ am appalled by the disregard H K R  has for our rights and 
continues to fail to meet its obligations under the law. I strongly object to the application for development as 
outlined below.

I have the following comments:
«  •

L (7J The Applications TPB/Y/I-DB/2 and TPB/Y/I-DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate population 
at Discovery Bay from 25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29,000 under the revised 
OZP. The Applications include detailed impact statements to show that the increase is well within the 
capacity limits of the lot. However, the impact statements ignore the essential fact that, under the Land 
Grant, the Government has no obligation to provide potable water and sewerage services to the Lot.

Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the Land Grant, and 
H K R  wrote to the City Owners3 Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that the reservoir was built for a 
maximum population o f25,000. The impact assessments ignore this essential fact.

9

I demand that the population cap o f 25f000 be preserved, so as not to breach the Land Grant
%

In spite o f the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was built Government agreed to 
allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. However, the agreements are between H KR  
and the Government, and they remain secret. Now, the Government has refused to provide additional water 
and sewerage services to cater for a population beyond 25,000.

/ demand that Government release the existing water and soverage services agreements.

2. (2) If  the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that the following 
issues be addressed.

3. Due to Government^ to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a population of 25,000, H KR  
is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water treatment plants on the Lot Under the Deed of 
Mutual Covenant (DMC), H K R  may further develop the lot, provided such development does not impose 
any new financial obligations on existing owners (Clause 8(b), P. 10).

♦

♦  ♦
4

J  demand that all costs fo r water and sewerage services to areas 6/and 10b, including operation of all 
treatment plants, storage facilities and pipelines, be charged to areas 6f and 10b and not to existing
villages.

Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB  when the tunnel was built, it refused 
to pay for and maintain the connections. A s a result, the Owners are paying over $ I million per year to the 
Government to lease land to run pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are also paying 
for all maintenance o f the pipelines and pumping systems.

Dear Sirs,

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov
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/ demand that Governm e^Kbvide potable water and sewerage connections to the Lot boundaryf just lif nery
other residential developr^mt in Hong Kong.

m

3. (3) The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states that the roads both within and outside D B  have plenty of 
spare capacity to cater for a population increase from 25,000 to 29,000. However, (he TIA ignores the
essential fact that, under the existing O ZP9 D B  is declared to be t9primarily a car-free development'9. As 
such, road capacity is irrelevant.

Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing number.

/ demand that the Government consider whether ii is safe to allow increased traffic in competition with 
slow-moving golf carts that offer no collision protection to occupants.

/ demand that Government review the sustainability o f capping golf carts at the current level while 
increasing population. Golf carts are already selling fo r over H K$2  million.

No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parking) on the Lot, and vehicles 
are currently parked illegally at different locations.

I  Demand that Government review vehicle parking before any population increase.

4. (4) The Schedule o f Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that t4This zone is intended 
primarily for the provision of outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade, for active and/ or 
passive recreational uses serving the needs of the local residents and visitors.99 Under the D M C t there is no 
provision to allow public access to the Lot, nor is there any requirement for the residential owners to pay 
for the maintenance ofpublic areas. Public access is only allowed if  an area is declared to be Public 
Recreation on the Master Plan, and H K R  undertakes to pay for management and maintenance of the public 
area.

/ Demand that either (i) the reference to visitors be removed or (ii) the Master Plan be revised and H K R  
undertake all management and maintenance of new public areas.

(5) H KR  claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot. This is untrue.

There are presently over 8t300 assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot together with HKR.

/ Demand that H K R  withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognise the co-owners.

6. (6) Under the D M C t City Management is supposed to represent the (hvners (including HKR) in all matters 
and dealings with Government or any utility in any way concerning the management o f the City. Despite 
this condition, H KR  continues to negotiate direct with Government and utilities, and conclude secret 
agreements to which we have no input or access. The water and sewerage agreements, plus the lease to run 
the water and sewage pipelines outside the Lot, have already been mentioned, but there are more.

1 demand that the LPG  supply agreement with San M ing be made public.

/ demand that the proposed bus depot at Area 10b be declared a public bus depots and ensure that 
henceforth franchised bus operators have the right to run bus services between Discovery Bay and other 
places.

7. (7) The Area 10b Application claims that H K R  has the right to reclaim additional landfrom the sea at Nim  
Shue Wan, and cites Gazette Notice 710 of Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice does not include the area 
of the proposed reclamation. H KR  only secured the relevant seabed and foreshore lease in 1980 (see New 
Grant IS6788, registered in the Land Registry.

/ demand that H K R  show proof that it has the right to reclaim the area of the seabed at Area 1 Ob before 
the O ZP  is extended to include the seabed area at Nim Shue Wan.



7. (7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier.

f  demand proper studies showing how dangerous goods will be handled in the future.

8. (8) The Master Plan forms part o f  the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, yet the current Master Plan, 6.0E1,
争

and the current OZP are not aligned.

/  demand that the Government and 
they are properly aligned， before

id  HKR first update the existing Master Plan and OZP to ensure that 
considering any amendments to the OZP.

Jnless and until my demands are acceded to I object to the above-mentioned development application.

V ôurs sincerely

Tel-

Email Address:



寄件日期: 

收件者： 

主爸：

DvrylTunesi 
08曰04月20丨6年: 丨五9:36
tp6pd@  pland̂ ov JUc
Lecficr re Hons Kong Rcson Co Ixdi s Applicabon lo Develop Areas 10b (Wafierfroni near Peninsula Village)
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To: Secretary, Town Planning Board (Via email: tDbpd@pland.gov.hk) Application No.: TPBA7I-DB/3

Dear Sirs,
%

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd^s Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula Village)

A s both an owner and resident in Discovery Bay I am appalled by the disregard H K R  has for our rights and 
continues to fail to meet its obligations under the law. I strongly object to the application for development as
outlined below.

I have the following comments:

1. The Applications TPB/Y/I-DB/2 and TPB/Y7I-DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate population 
at Discovery Bay from 25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29,000 under the revised 
OZP. The Applications include detailed impact statements to show that the increase is well within the 
capacity limits o f the lot. However, the impact statements ignore the essential fact that, under the Land 
Grant, the Government has no obligation to provide potable water and sewerage services to the Lot

Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the Land Grant, and 
H K R  wrote to the City Owners7 Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that the reservoir was built for a
maximum population o f25,000. The impact assessments ignore this essential fact.

«

I demand that the population cap o f 25f000 be preserved, so as not to breach the Land Grant

In spite o f the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was built Government agreed to 
allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. However, the agreements are between HKR 
and the Government, and they remain secret. Now, the Government has refused to provide additional water 
and sewerage services to cater for a population beyond 25,000.

/ demand that Government release the existing water and sewerage services agreements.

2. (2) If  the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that the following 
issues be addressed.

4 • ♦

3. Due to Govemmenf s to provide potable water and isewerage services beyond a population o f25,000, H K R
is proposing to restart the water treatment aiid w^ste w孕tpr treatment plants pn tSe Lot Under the- Deed of
Mutual Covenant (DMC), H K R  may further develop the lot, provided such development does not impose 
any new financial obligations on existing owners (Clause 8(b),. P. 10).

/
/ demand that all costs fo r  water and sewerage services to areas 6f and 10bf including operation of alt 
treatment plants, storage facilities and pipelines9 be charged to areas 6 f and 10b and not to existing 
villages.

Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to D B  when the tunnel was built, it refused 
to pay for and maintain the connections. A s a result, the Owners arc paying over $ 1 million per year to the 
Government to lease land to run pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are also paying 
for all maintenance o f the pipelines and pumping systems.

mailto:tDbpd@pland.gov.hk


/  demand that G overnn^^provide potable water and sewerage connections to the Lot boundary, ju st like e'—v 
other residential d e v e id /^ n t in Hong Kong.

3. (3) The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states that the roads both within and outside DB  have plenty of 
spare capacity to cater for a population increase from 2 5 tO〇〇 to 29MO. However, the TIA ignores the 
essential fact that, under the existing OZPf D B  is declared to be "primarily a car-free developmentft. As 
such, road capacity is irrelevant.

Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing number.

/ demand that the Government consider whether it is safe to allow increased traffic in competition with 
slow-moving golf carts that offer no collision protection to occupants.

/ demand that Government review (he sustainability of capping golf carts at the current level while 
increasing population. Golf carts are already selling for over HK$2 million.

No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parking) on the Lot, and vehicles 
are currently parked illegally at different locations.

/ Demand that Government revie\^ vehicle parking before any population increase.

4. (4) The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that uThis zone is intended 
primarily for the provision of outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade, for active and/ or 
passive recreational uses serving the needs of the local residents and visitors. n Under the D M C t there is no 
provision to allow public access to the Lot, nor is there any requirement for the residential owners to pay 
for the maintenance ofpublic areas. Public access is only allowed if an area is declared to be Public 
Recreation on the Master Plan, and H KR  undertakes to pay for management and maintenance of the public 
area.

/ Demand that either (i) the reference to visitors be removed or (ii) the Master Plan be revised and H K R
undertake all management and maintenance of new public areas.

#

(5) H KR  claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot This is untrue.

There are presently over 8,300 assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot together with H K R

/ Demand that H K R  withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognise the co-owners.

6. (6) Under the D M C t City Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including HKR) in all matters 
and dealings with Government or any utility in any way concerning the management o f the City. Despite 
this condition, H KR  continues to negotiate direct with Government and utilities, and conclude secret 
agreements to which we have no input or access. The water and sewerage agreements, plus the lease to run 
the water and sewage pipelines outside the Lot, have already been mentioned, but there are more.

I  demand that the LPG  supply agreement with San H ing be made public.

I  demand that the proposed bus depot at Area 10b be declared a public bus depot, and ensure that 
henceforth franchised bus operators have the right to run bus services between Discovery Bay and other 
places.

7. (7) The Area 10b Application claims that H KR  has the right to reclaim additional landfrom the sea at Nim 
Shue Wan9 and cites Gazette Notice 710 of Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice does not include the area, 
of the proposed reclamation. H KR  only secured the relevant seabed andforeshore lease in 1980 (see New 
Grant IS 6788, registered in the Land Registry.

/ demand that H K R  show proof that it has the right to reclaim the area of the seabed at Area / Ob before 
the O ZP  is extended to include the seabed area at Nim Shue Wan.



7. (7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier
«

/ demand proper studies showing how dangerous goods will be handled in the future.

8. (8) The Master Plan forms part o f  the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, yet the current Master Plan, 6.0E1, 
and the current OZP are not aligned.

/ demand that the Government and HKR first update the existing Master Plan and OZP to ensure that 
they are properly aligned, before considering any amendments to the OZP.

Jnless and until my demands are acceded to I object to the above-mentioned development application.
9

«

fours sincerely

Name: Darrvl M ark  T U N E S I Owner o

Email Address:
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To： Secretary, Town Planning Board 
Application No.: TPB/Y/I-DB/3

Dear Sirs,

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd#s Application to Develop Areas 10b 
(Waterfront near Peninsula Village)

We are very shocked learning about the planned development in area 10b in 
Pensinsula Village which is right in -front of our property. We have put 
our
life savings into a flat due to the low density and beautiful environment 
in Discovery Bay. This is now threatened and 工 hope that the objections 
will be
seriously considered and the project stopped or reduced to a lower density 
which does not require a reclamation of land.

工 have the following comments：

♦

(1) The Applications TPB/Y/工-DB/2 and TPB/Y/I- 
DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate population 
at Discovery Bay from 25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plsin 
(OZP) to 29, 000 under the revised OZP. The Applications include detailed imp 
act statements to show that the increase is well within the capacity limits 
of the lot. However, the impact statements ignore the essential fact that, u 
nder the Land
Grant, the Government has no obligation to provide potable water and 
sewerage services to the Lot.

• Discovery Bay is required to be self-
sufficient in water and sewerage services under the Land Grant, and 
HKR wrote to the City Owners" Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that 
the reservoir was built for a maximum population of 2 5 ,000. The impact 
assessments ignore this essential fact•

工 demand t h a t  th e  p o p u la t io n
ca p  o f  2 5 ,0 0 0  b e  p r e s e r v e d ^  s o  a s  n o t  t o  b r e a c h  th e  Land G ra n t.

• In spite of the conditions contained in the.Land
4 ♦Grant, when the tiiniiel was built ̂ Government agreed

to allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan* However 
, the agreements are between HKR and the Government, and they remain s 
ecret. Now, the Government
has refused to provide additional water and sewerage services to cater 
for a population beyond 25,000.

I  demand t h a t  G overnm ent r e l e a s e  th e  e x i s t i n g  
w a te r  and s e w e r a g e  s e r v i c e s  a g r e e m e n ts .

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


(2) If the Town P^BpJiing Board insists on approving the Applications, I 
further request tiUR. the following issues be addressed .

• Due to Governmentto provide potable water and sewerage services 
beyond a population of 25,000, HKR is proposing
to restart the water treatment and waste water treatment plants on th 
e Lot. Under the Deed of Mutual Covenant (DMC}, HKR .
may further develop the lot, provided such development 
does not impose any new financial obligations on existing owners (Cla 
use 8(b), P. 10).
J

« demand that: all costs for* vafcejr and sewerage services to areas 6\f and 
1 0 b , i n c l u d i n g  o p e r a t i o n  o f  a l l  t r e a t m e n t plants, storage facilities 
and p i p e l i n e s ^  b e  c h a r g e d  t o  a r e a s  6 f  a n d  1 0 b  an d  
n o t  t o . e x i s t i n g  v i l l a g e s .

• Although Government agreed to provide water and
sewerage services to DB when the tunnel was built, it refused to pay 
for and maintain the connections. As a result, the Owners

tare paying
over $1 million per year to the Government to lease land to run pipe 
lines outside the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan. The 
owners are also paying for all maintenance of the pipelines and 
pumping systems.
I
dem and t h a t  G o vern m en t p r o v i d e  p o t a b l e  w a t e r  a n d  s e w e r a g e  c o n n e c t i o n  
s  t o  t h e  L o t  b o u n d a r y r j u s t  l i k e
e v e r y  o t h e r  r e s i d e n t i a l  d e v e lo p m e n t  i n  H ong K o n g .

(3) The Traffic 'Impact Assessment (TIA) states that the roads both 
within and outside DB have plenty of spare capacity to cater 
for a population increase
from 25,000 to 29,000. However, the TIA ignores
the essential fact that, under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be 
''primarily a car-free development" . As such, road 
capacity is irrelevant•

• Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are cappe 
d at the existing number.
X dem an d that the G o v e rn m e n t c o n s i d e r  w h e th e r  i t  i s  s a f e  t o  a l l o w  
i n c r e a s e d  t r a f f i c  i n  c o m p e t i t i o n  w i t h  s l o w -
m o v in g  g o l f  c a r t s  t h a t  o f f e r  n o  c o l l i s i o n  p r o t e c t i o n  t o  o c c u p a n t s .

I  dem an d that Government r e v i e w  the sustainability of c a p p in g
g o l f  c a r t s  at t h e  c u r r e n t  l e v e l  w h i l e  i n c r e a s i n g

■

p o p u l a t i o n . Gfol£ carts ax*e already selJLingr jfojr ovex* HK彡2 million •

• No provision
has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parking) 
on
the Lot, and vehicles are currently parked illegally at different 
locations.



I  Demand t h a t  G o v e rn m e n t r e v i e w  v e h i c l e  p a r k i n g  
b e f o r e  a n y  p o p u l a t i o n  i n c r e a s e t.

(4) The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b
states that ''This zone is intended primarily for the provision of outdoor
)pen-
air space at the foreshore promenade, for active and/ or passive recreatio 
lal uses serving the needs of the local residents and
visitors. •• Under the DMC, there is no provision to allow public access to 
the Lot, nor is there any requirement for the residential
owners to pay for the maintenance of public areas. Public access is only a 
llowed if cui area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master 
Plan, and HKR undertakes to pay for management and maintenance of 
the public area4

J  、
蠡

D em and t h a t either ( i )  t h e  r e f e r e n c e  t o  v i s i t o r s  b e  r e m o v e d  o r  ( i i )  the 
M a s t e r  P I slii b e  r e v i s e d  a n d  HKR u n d e r ta k e  a l l  m a n a g em en t and 
jnainfcenajnce of nev pujbJLic areas•

考(5) HKR claims in the Applications that it is
the sole owner of the Lot. This is untrue• There are presently over 8,300 a 
ssigns of the developer who co-own the Lot together with HKR.

工 Demand that HKR withdraw the Applications and make 
revisions to recognise the co-owners•

(6) Under the DMC, City Management is supposed to represent the Owners (incl 
uding HKR) in all matters and dealings with Government 
or any utility in any way concerning the management
of the City. Despite this condition, HKR continues to negotiate direct with 
Government and

utilities, and conclude secret agreements to which we have no
input or access. The water and sewerage agreements, plus the lease to run
the water and
sewage pipelines outside the Lot, have already been mentioned, but there are 
more-

工 demand that the LPG supply agreement with San Hing be made public.

工demand th a t  fciie p ro p o se d  Jbus cfepofc afc A re a  lO p  a/ d
epot, a n d  e n s u r e  t h a t  h e n c e f o r t h  f z ^ n c h i s e d  o p e r a t o r s  h a v e  t h e  r i g h t .

to  jruu ijiis  s e r v i c e s  JbetVeen knci p la c e s .
* ^ a

(7) The Area 10b Application
claims that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from the
sea at Nim Shue Wan, and
cites Gazette Notice 710 of Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice does not 
nclude the area of
the proposed reclamation. HKR only secured the relevant seabed and
foreshore lease in 1980 (see New Grant IS6788, registered in the Land 
Registry-

i



I demand that HKR show proof that it has the right to reclaim the area of 
the seabed at Area 10b before the OZP is extended to include the seabed 
area at Nim Shue Wan.

(7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing
dangerous goods store and vehicular pier.

X deniand
proper studies hov dangerous goodfs will Jbe fiandled in trhe future.
(8) The Master Plan forms part of the Land
Grant at Discovery Bay, yet the current Master Plan, 6.0E1, and the cur 
rent OZP are not aligned.
X dem and t h a t  th e  G o vern m en t an d  HKR f i r s t  u p d a te  th e  e x i s t i n g  M a s te r  
P la n  an d  OZP t o  ensure
that they are p r o p e r l y  a l i g n e d r b e f o r e  c o n s i d e r i n g  a n y  a m en d m en ts  t o  th e  

OZP.

Unless and until my demands are acceded to I object: to the above-mentioned 
development application.

Yours sincerely

P E T R A  G O B E C /  Mauro Fieni
owner

ph: (852)
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To: Secretary, Tow n P lanning Board 
(Via email: tpbpd@pland.qov.htQ
Application No.: TPB/Y/UDB/3

Dear Sirs,

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltdys Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula 
Village)

I have the following comments:

(1) The Applications TPB/Y/l-DB/2 and TPBWI-DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate population 
at Discovery Bay from 25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29,000 under the revised 
OZP. The Applications include detailed impact statements to show that the increase is well within the 
capacity limits of the lot. However, the impact statements ignore the essential fact that, under the Land 
Grant, the Government has no obligation to provide potable water aad sewerage services to the Lot,

• Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the Land 
Grant, and HKR wrote to the City Owners* Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that the 
reservoir was built for a maximum population of 25,000. The impact assessments ignore this 
essential fact

I dem and  that the population cap o f 25,000 be preserved, so  as not to breach the Land  
G rant

p

• In spite of the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was built Government 
agreed to allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. However, the 
agreements are between HKR and the Government, and they remain secret Now, the 
Government has refused to provide additional water and sewerage services to cater for a 
population beyond 25,000.

/ dem and  that G overnm ent release the existing water and  sewerage services agreements.

〔2) If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that the following 
issues be addressed.

# Due to Government's to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a population of
25,〇00, HKR is proposing, to, r专s|a作 the v/atertr甲atmefifancl vvâ tie Vvjater treatment plants on
the Lot Under the Deed of Mutuial Covenant (DMC)/^ develop /the lot-
provided such development does not impose any new financial obligations on existing owners
(Clause 8(b), P. 10).

* «
• *

. ■  ■ ■ • *  . .  .

/ dem and  that alf co sts  for water a n d  sew erage serv ices to areas 6f and  10b^ includ ing  
operation o f all treatment plants, storage facilities a nd  pipelines, be charged to areas 6f 
a nd  10b a nd  no t to existing villages.

• Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when the tunnel 
was built, it refused to pay for and maintain the connections. As a result, the Owners are 
paying over $1 million per year to the Government to lease land to run pipelines outside the 
Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are also paying for ail maintenance of the 
pipelines and pumping systems.

mailto:tpbpd@pland.qov.htQ


/ dem and that i^9^ernment provide potable water and sewerage connections to the Lot 
boundary, just like every other residential development in H ong Kong.

(3) The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states that the roads both within and outside DB have 
plenty of spare capacity to cater for a population increase from 25,000 to 29,000. However, the 
TIA ignores the essential fact that, under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be "primarily a car- 
free development". As such, road capacity is irrelevant

• Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing number.

/ dem and that the Government consider whether it is safe to allow  
increased traffic in competition with slow-m oving go lf carts that offer no
collision protection to occupants.

/ dem and that Government review the sustainability o f capping go lf 
carts at the current level while increasing population. G olf carts are 
already selling for over HK$2 million.

• No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parking) on the Lot, 
and vehicles are currently parked illegally at different locations.

/ Dem and that Governm ent review vehicle parking before any population increase.

(4) The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that l4This zone is intended
primarily for the provision of outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade, for active and/ or
passive recreational uses serving the needs of the local residents and visitors.  Under the DMC, there
is no provision to allow public access to the Lot, nor is there any requirement for the residential
owners to pay for the maintenance of public areas. Public access is.only allowed if an area is
declared to be Public Recreation on the Master Plan, and HKR undertakes to pay for management
and maintenance of the public area.

#

/ Dem and that either (i) the reference to visitors be rem oved or (ii) the M aster Plan 
be revised and H K R  undertake all m anagem ent and m aintenance o f new  public 
areas.

(5) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot This is untaie. There are 
presently over 8,300 assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot together with HKR-

I Demand that HKR withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognise the co-owners.

(6) Under the DMC, City Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including HKR) in all 
matters and dealings with Government or any utility in any way concerning the management of the 
City. Despite this condition, HKR continues to negotiate direct with Government and utilities, and 
cor>cllide secret agreements to which we have no input or access. The water and sewerage 
agreeniehts, plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the Lot, have already been 
•mentioned, but there are more.

I demand that the LPG supply agreement with San Hing be made public.



/ demand that the proposed bus depot at Area 10b be declared a public bus depot, and 
ensure that henceforth franchised bus operators have the right to run bus services 
between Discovery Bay and other places.

9

«

(7) The Area 10b Application claims that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from the sea at 
Nim Shue Wan, and cites Gazette Notice 710 of Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice does not
include the area of the proposed reclahriation  ̂HKR only secured the relevant seabed and foreshore 
lease in 1980 (see New Grant IS6788, registered in the Land Registry.

I demand that HKR show proof that it has the right to reclaim the area of the seabed at Area 10b 
before the OZP is extended to include the seabed area at Nim Shue Wan.

(7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier

/ dem and proper stud ies show ing how  dangerous goods will be handled in the future.
•  •  • • 

s

參■

(8) The Master Plan forms part of the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, yet the current Master Plan, 
6.0E19 and the current O ZP  are not aligned.

/ dem and  that the Governm ent and  H K R  first update the existing Master Plan and OZP to 
ensure that they are properly aligned, before considering any am endm ents to the OZP.

Unfess and until mv demands are acceded to I object to the above-mentioned development 
application.

*

♦

Yours sincerely

Name: KW OK Wan-kwong Owner/Resident of:

Email Address:

Fax
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To: Secretary, Town Planning Board (07-04-2016)
(Via email: tpbpd@pland.g〇v.hk) Application No.: TPB/Y/l-DB/3

Re; Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd# s Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula Village)

敬 啟 者 ，

本人反對香港興業申請於 (10 b) 現有服務設施用地上改變土地用途，用以興建更多高密度住宅。

1 )  香港興業所建議的 (l 〇b 區 )增建規模將為峰蘅區域帶來過於繁重的交通負擔，人□突然數以千計增加， 

將對現有該區居民帶來嚴重不便。現有居民的休閒生活方式亦將受到不必要及破壞性的影響。

2)  現有 (10b 區 ）的服務設施用地包括街渡碼頭，以及稔樹灣一帶是眾多偷景灣居民的後花圜及休閒去處， 

過於發展將影響該區的自然景觀，同時亦會對現時自然環境帶來破壞。

3 )  現有稳樹灣往梅窩方向海岸綫，及坪州一帶海景自然景觀為公眾的自然資產 *人人均可享有。而跟據香 

港興業的發展建議，大 部 分 l 〇b 區的公眾海岸綫都將被樓高 8 米的低層住宅佔據，變相將公共自然景觀變 

成 私 人 海 景 ，完全不符合公眾利益、公共及自然海岸綫絶對應該屬於公眾，不應被私有化。

4 )  根據香港興業發展建議，l 〇b 區將需要填海，發展範圍將超出現有海堤位置。作為現有愉景灣居民，本 

人 極 力 反 對 於 現 有 區 有 任 何 填 海 工 程 。現有坪州方向海景不應被破壞和被私人樓宇遮擋；現有稔樹灣 

一帶生態環境及居民經常會享用的水上活動亦不應被影響。

5 J 香港興業建議興建的樓宇高度將嚴重影響及阻檔現有四期 (彩 輝 閣 、霞輝閣及旭輝閣）的自然海景，導致

部份家庭的現有生活質素受到影響。亦都將令到部分小業主的樓宇價值受損。 一

6 ) 現有的榆景灣人口密度已畢飽和，大量人口及住宅密度的增加將對現有交通、自來水及排污系统造成更

大 壓 力 。 •

敬安

蔡少欽 

Te嚷
Email



To： Secretary, Town Planning Board 

(V i a ema i I ： tpbpd^p I and. gov. hk) 

Application No. ： TPB/Y/I-OB/3

(07-04-2016 )

Re： Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd" s Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula^ViLlw)
• •

• »

敬啟者，

本人反對香港興業申請於(10 b)現有服務設施用地上改變土地用途，用以興建更多高密度住宅0

1) 香港興業所建諶的(10b區)增建規接將為蜂蘅區域帶來過於繁重的交通負擔.人口突然數以千計增加 
將對現有該區居民帶來胜重不便。現有居民的休閲生活方式亦將受到不必要及破垴性的影睿。

2) 現有(10b區）的服務設施用地包括街渡碼頭. 以及稔樹灌一帶是思多愉景溁居民的後花園及休閒去處. 

過於發展將影響該區的自然景觀. 同時亦會對現時自然環境帶來破壞。

3) 現有稔樹涑往梅窩方向海岸轻• 及坪州一帶海景自然景観為公眾的自然資産，人人均可享有•而跟據香 

港興菜的發展建議，大部分l〇b區的公眾海岸羧都將被樓高8米的低層住宅佔搛，樊相將公共自然景戡變成 

私人海景，完全不符合公眾利益。公共及自然海岸綫絶對應該屬於公眾. 不應被私有化。



4}根據香港興業發展建議. l〇b 區將需要填海，發展範圔將超出現有海堤位置。作為現有愉彔深居民•本 

人棰力反對於現有l 〇b區有任何填海工程❶ 現有坪州方向海彔不應被破坡和被私人槿宇遮推：現有稔描深 

一帶生態頊境及居民經常會享用的水上活勤亦不應被影響。

5 )  香港興業建搛興建的樓宇高度將胜重彩響及阻檔現有四期（彩輝閣，兹輝® 及旭择閣〉的自然海果••禅 

致部份家庭的現有生活貧素受到彩® 。亦都將令到部分小菜主的榷宇價值受損•

6 )  現有的榆景洚人□ 密度已畢飽和，大置人□及住宅密度的增加將對現有交通，自來水及排污系統造成更 

大壓力。

敬安



者： Robin Yang
曰期： 0 8日04月2016年星期五 23:56
者 ： tpbpd@ plandgov.hk
： Hong Kong Resort Co Lid* s Application to Develop Areas 10b ^aicrtV on t near Peninsula Village)

R Y Submission to Town Planning Board on Axca 10b Service Area at Peninsular Villagc.docx

ar sir,

t » w rit ing  to object the application as attached. Thank you-

st Regards, 
bin Yang.
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To: Secretary^ Town Planning Board
(Via email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk)
Application No.: TPB/V/l-DB/3

Dear Sirs,

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd^ Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula 
Village)

«

I am writing to raise doubts on the application as per Hong Kong Law Cap. 295 Dangerous Goods 
Ord?ance/ as below:

♦

1. Per the application, there will be a enclosed warehouse in area 10b for storage of dangerous 
goods (D6), what category of DG is it ( among the cotegories, Catogory 1 explosives shall be

m

handled by public warehouse and transported by Fire Services Department Vehciles which is 
very unlikely)?

2. Is the warehouse a fully enclosed one? Whether affirmative or not, what is its area (in Sq, 
Ft) ?

3. What are the quantity intended to be stored?

4. Under the specified land use (presumably this is for residential than for industrial use) of the
area 10b in this application, is DG warehouse allowed?

♦

5. If the quantity falls into the one specified in the relevant ordinance, namely Cap. 295, does 
HKR need to have relevant warehouse license for that particular category of DG ? if 
affirmative^ is HKR having it currently or will apply for it ?

6. W hat type of construction materials required for the such DG catogory ? Does HKR capable 
of having it fulfilled?

7. Will this application to your department pending for the granting of such DG license?

8. Will the DG in the intended warhouse involving international transportation, if yes, what
mode (by air / sea or any other mode) ? If so, does HKR have qualified personnel (such as a 
IATA DG certificate holder) to handle such DG goods?

9. Per the Occupational Safety legislation, any site safety officer(s) required for the intended 
warehouse? If so, does HKR have qualified one(s) to fulfill the statutory requirement?

%

10. In the unlikely case of emergency, is there any contingency plan^ given the warehouse is 
close to residential blocks?

/ also have the following comments:

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


(1) The Applications TPBA/l-DB/2 and TPBA/l-DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate 
population at Discovery Bay from 25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 
29,000 under the revised OZP. The Applications include detailed impact statements to show 
that the increase is well within the capacity limits of the lot. However, the impact statements 
ignore the essential fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to 
provide potable water and sewerage services to the Lot.

• Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the 
Land Grant, and HKR wrote to the City Owners' Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that 
the reservoir was built for a maximum population of 25,000. The impact assessments 
ignore this essential fact.

I demand that the population cap o f25,000 be preserved, so as not to breach the Land 
Grant

t

• In spite of the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was built 
Government agreed to allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. 
However, the agreements are between HKR and the Government, and they remain secret. 
Now, the Government has refused to provide additional water and sewerage services to 
cater for a population beyond 25,000.

I demand that Government release the existing water and sewerage services 
agreements.

(2) If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that the 
following issues be addressed.

• Due to Government's to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a 
population of 25#000# HKR is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water 
treatment plants on the Lot. Under the Deed of Mutual Covenant (DMC), HKR may 
further develop the lot, provided such development does not impose any new financial 
obligations on existing owners (Clause 8(b), P. 10).

/ demand that all costs for water and sewerage services to areas 6f and 10b, including 
operation of all treatment plants, storage facilities and pipelines, be charged to areas 
6f and 10b and not to existing villages.

• Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when the 
tunnel was built, it refused to pay for and maintain the connections. As a result, the 
Owners are paying over $1 million per year to the Government to tease \and to run 
pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are atso paying for all 
maintenance of the pipelines and pumping systems.

/ demand that Government provide potable water and sewerage connections to the 

Lot boundary, just like every other residential development in Hong Kong.

(3) The Traffic Impact Assessm ent (TIA) states that the roods both within and outside DB have



plenty of spore capacity to coterfor a population increase from 25,000 to 29,000. However, 
the TIA ignores the essential fact that, under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be 
^primarily a car-free developments As such, road capacity is irrelevant

• Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing 
number.

/ dem and that the Government consider whether it is safe to allow increased traffic 
in competition with slow-moving golf carts that offer no collision protection to 
occupants.

/ dem and that Government review the sustainability of capping golf carts at the 
current level while increasing population. Golf carts are already seUing for over 
HK$2 million.

• No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parking) on 
the Lot, and vehicles are currently parked illegally at different locations-

/ Dem and that Government review vehicle parking before any population increase.

(4) The Schedule o f Uses proposed fo r the Promenade at Area 10b states that "This zone is 
intended primarily fo r the provision of outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade, 

fo r active and/ or passive recreational uses serving the needs of the local residents and 
v isito rs,U nder the D M Q  there is no provision to allow public access to the Lot, nor is there 
any requirement fo r the residential owners to pay for the maintenance of public areas.
Public access is only allowed if an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master 
Plan^ and  HKR undertakes to pay fo r m anagem ent and maintenance of the public area.

*

/ D em and  that either (i) the reference to visitors be rem oved or (ii) the M aster Plan be 
revised a n d  H KR  undertake aU m anagem ent and  m aintenance o f new  public areas.

(5) HKR claim s in the Applications that it is the sole owner o f the Lot. This is untrue. There are 
presently over 8,300 assigns o f  the developer who co-own the Lot together with HKR.

i D em and  that H KR  w ithdraw  the Applications and  m ake revisions to recognise the co-owners.

(6) Under the D M Q  City M anagem ent is supposed to represent the Owners (including HKR) in all 
m atters and dealings with Governm ent or any utility in any way concerning the management 

of the City. Despite this condition, HKR continues to negotiate direct with Government and
utilities, and  conclude secret agreem ents to which we have no input or access. The water and

»

sew erage agreem ents, p lus the tease to run the water and  sew age pipelines outside the Lot,

have already been mentioned^ but there are more.
*

/ demand that the LPG supply agreement with San Hing be made public.

/ demand that the proposed bus depot at Area 10b be declared a public bus depot 〇nd
ensure that henceforth franchised bus operators have the right to run bus services between



Discovery Bay and other places.

⑺ The Area 10b Application claims that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from the sea
ot Nim Shue Wan, and cites Gazette Notice 710 of Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice 
does not include the area of the proposed reclamation. HKR only secured the relevant seabed 
and foreshore lease in 1980 (see New Grant IS6788, registered in the Land Registry.

I demand that HKR show proof that it has the right to reclaim the area of the seabed at Area 
10b before the OZP is extended to include the seabed area at Nim Shue Wan.

(7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier.

/ demand proper studies showing how dangerous goods will be handled in the future.

(8) The Master Plan forms part of the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, y^t the current Master Plan,
6.0E1, and the current OZP are not aligned.

♦

/ demand that the Government and HKR first update theKexisting Master Plan and OZP to 
ensure that they are property aligned^ before considering any amendments to the OZP.

Unless and until my demands are acceded to I object to the above-mentioned development 
application.

Yours sincerely

Name: Robin Yang Owner/Resident

Tel.

Email Address

Fax
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Town Planning Board
Comments on the Section 12A Application to amend DB OZP

fo: Secretary, Town Planning Board
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* present my objection to Applications Y/I-DB2 and Application No. Y/I-DB/3 (the Applications) for the following 
•easons:-

1 .Hong Kong Resort Company Limited’ s (HKR) states that it has a long term vision to better utilize the existing land 
•esources at Discovery Bay (Executive Summary SI). Unfortunately HKR? s vision has not been shared with the DB 
im m u n ity  (DBC) o f owners and residents. The DBC has no idea of HKRf s future plans to provide residences to 
>upport a population of25,000 and the captioned submissions shed no light on what is intended.

2. HfCR states that it has conducted “site analysis” to detennine development potentials at MArea 6 f  and “Area 
10b” . Again information about HKR' s site analysis has not been shared with the DBC. While a potential 
for residential development at “Area 10b” has always been apparent, it would be hard to find a more difficult location 

Discovery Bay than Area 6f on which to develop buildings containing a total of 475 flats.

3. The constraints on development of residential buildings on Area 6f are onerous and have been either ignored or 
superficially mentioned in theApplications. Thorough, detailed studies are required to be undertaken for provision of 
utilities,water supply, sewage systems, drainage, local traffic requirements， slope stability and environmental- 
impact. HKR claims that the submission proposals are supported by technical studies quantifying the infrastructure 
requirements to accommodate the “population increase” • Yet again the claim is not supported by detailed information 
and analysis.

4. As regards access to the Area 6f the proposal would appear to suggest access through Parkvale Village 
passageways* This access route is not available as it lies on Parkvale Village land The pathway along the three Woods 
buildings services the Woods buildings only.

There is no detail provided as to how access would be provided from the Discovery Bay Valley Road It would need a 
massive feat o f engineering to constmct access routes from above and below the site. No detail of the infrastructure 
specifications and design is given in the Application. Area 6f is simply the wrong site for such large residential 
buildings. The Applications are the result o f an ad hoc approach to reviewing the future DBC and a clear case of in-fill 
housing.



5. Discovery Bay is a Community of residents both owners and renters.Village Owners Committees (V〇C) r 
regularly to enhance the community life and maintain the villages areas and properties in sound condition. . 
Chairpersons of the VOC meet regularly to discuss matters affecting Discovery Bay as a whole as well as their individual 
villages. Unfortunately both the Village Owners Committees and Chairi>crsons Owners Committee (COC) have not been 
given sufficient information andtime to review the Applications.

6. Only after submitting the Applications, did HKR present its Applicationparagraphs, plans and photomontages to the 
COC and to some of the VOC. No further information wasprovided. Questions were asked by committee members and 
more widely by the DBC. The representatives ofHKR, for submission to their seniors, duly recorded them. No 
responses have been received to date.

7. What is needed is for HKR to present to the COC, VOC and the DBC its “long term vision to better utilize the 
existing land resources at Discovery Bayto serve a larger population (of 25,000) while retaining the character of the 
development" .This requires preparation of a comprehensive plandetailing all of the sites that HKR considers suitable 
and the sequence of development together with the required infrastructure plans for roads, drainage, utilities, community 
facilities, landscaping. Details should be given of how the population will gradually increase year by year as the sites are 
developed. With this information the DBC can respond with suggestions and proposals of their own.

Given the lack of information provided Ln the Applications I reserve the right to submit further comments at a later date
when further information is available and a thorough planning process can be undertaken.

Yours sincerely，

John Harries
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tpbpd@piand.gov.hk 
Two applications by Hong Kong Resort to further develop Discovery Bay
16 04 04 Submission to Town Planning Board on Area 10b Service Area at Peninsular Villagc.pdf; 16 04 04 Submission to Town Planning Board 
on Area 6f (behind Parkvale) Dcvclopmcntpdf
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Please refer to the attached submissions.
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To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
(Via email: tpbpd@pland,g〇v,hk) 
Application No.: TPB/Y/l-DB/3

Dear Sirs,
■

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd^s Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula 
ViHage)

«

I have the following comments:
•  «

•  # •  •
» •

• • •

The Applications TPB/Y/卜DB/2 and TPB/Y/卜DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate 
population at Discovery Bay from 25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 
29,000 under the revised OZP. The Applications include detailed impact statements to show 
that the increase is well within the capacity limits of the lot. However, the impact statements 
ignore the essential fact that under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to 
provide potable water and sewerage services to the Lot.

m

• Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the 
Land Grant, and HKR wrote to the City Owners' Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that 
the reservoir was built for a maximum population of 25,000. The impact assessments 
ignore this essential fact.

I dem and that the population cap o f25,000 be preserved, so as not to breach the Land 
Grant

a

4

， In spite of the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was built
Government agreed to allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. 
However, the agreements are between HKR and the Government, and they remain 
secret- Now/ the Government has refused to provide additional water and sewerage
services to cater for a population beyond 25,000.

■

/ demand that Government retease the existing water and sewerage services 
agreements.

(2) If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications/1 further request that the 
following issues be addressed.

♦

• Due to Government's reluctance to provide potable water and sewerage services 
beyond a population of 25,000, HKR is proposing to restart the water treatment and 
waste water treatment plants on the Lot. Under the Deed of Mutual Covenant (DMC),

〜 HKR may further develop the lot, provided such development does not impose any new
financial obligations on existing owners (Clause 8(b), P. 10).

«

%

/ demand that all costs for water and sewerage services to areas S f and 10b, including 
operation of all treatment plants, storage facilities and pipelines, be charged to areas 
6f and 10b and not to existing villages.

Q



• Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when the
tunnel was built, it refused to pay for and maintain the connections. As a result, the 
Owners are paying over $1 million per year to the Government to lease land to run 
pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are also paying for all 
maintenance of the pipelines and pumping systems,

/ demand that Government provide potable water and sewerage connections to the
Lot boundary, just like every other residential development in Hong Kong.

*

(3) The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states that the roads both within and outside DB have 
plenty of spare capacity to cater for a population increase from 25,000 to 29,000. However, 
the TIA ignores the essential fact that, under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be 
"primarily a car-free developments As such, road capacity is irrelevant.

• Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing 
number.

/ demand that the Government consider whether it is safe to allow increased traffic 
in competition with slow-moving golf carts that offer no collision protection to 
occupants.

/ demand that Government review the sustainability of capping golf carts at the 
current level while increasing population. Golf carts are already selling for over 
HK$2 million.

• No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parking) on 
the Lot, and vehicles are currently parked illegally at different locations,

/ Dem and that Government review vehicle parking before any population increase.

(4) The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that 'This zone is
intended primarily for the provision of outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade,
for active and/or passive recreational uses serving the needs of the local residents and
visitors." Under the DMC, there is no provision to allow public access to the Lot, nor is there
any requirement for the residential owners to pay for the maintenance of public areas.
Public access is only allowed if an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master
Plan, and HKR undertakes to pay for management and maintenance of the public area.

♦
» •

«

/ Dem and that either (i) the reference to visitors be removed or (ii) the M aster Plan be 
revised and HKR undertake 〇// management and maintenance of new  public areas.

(5) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot This is untrue. There are 
presently over 8,300 assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot together w/th HKR.

/ Dem and that HKR withdraw the Applications and m ake revisions to recognise the co-owners.



(6) Under the D M Q  City M anagem ent is supposed to represent the Owners (including HKR) in all 
matters and  dealings with Governm ent or any utility in any way concerning the m anagem ent 
o f  the City. Despite this condition, HKR continues to negotiate direct with Government and  
utilities, and conclude secret agreem ents to which we have no input or access. The water and  

sew erage agreements^ plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the lot, 

have already been mentioned^ but there ore more.

/ dem and that the LPG supply agreem ent with San H ing be m ade public.

/ dem and  that the p roposed  bus depot at Area 10b be declared a public bus depot, and  
ensure that henceforth franch ised  bus operators have the right to run bus services between 
D iscovery B a y  a n d  other places^

(7) The A rea 10b  Application claim s that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from  the sea 
ot Nim  Shue Wan, and  cites Gazette Notice 710 o f Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice 
does not include the area o f  the proposed reclamation. HKR only secured the relevant seabed  
and  foreshore lease in 1980  (see N ew  Grant IS6788, registered in the Land Registry.

I  d em and  that H K R  sh o w  p roo f that rt h a s the right to reclaim the area of the seabed at Area  
10b  before the O Z P is  extended to indude  the seabed area at Nim  Shue Wan.

{7) The Area 10b Application rem oves the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier.

/ d e m a n d  p ro p e r stud ie s sh o w in g  h o w  dangerous good s will be bandied in the future.

$

(8j The M aste r Plan form s part of the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, yet the current Master Plan, 

6.0E1, and the current OZP are not aligned.

/ demand that the Government and HKR first update the existing Master Plan and OZP to 
ensure that they are property aligned, before considering any amendments to the OZP.

A

U nless and until m y dem ands are acceded to I object to the above-mentioned development 

application.

Yours sincerely

Name: Agnes Ma O w ner &  resident of:

Te i： Emai 丨 A d d re s s r^ U B H B H B B M iB fe P
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Kenny Y u  

08曰04月201?年廬期五23:44
ipbpd @ pland.govJ\k 
Application N o : TPB/Y/I-DB/3

o : S c c r c t z i y ,  T o w n  P la n n io s  B o a rd  

e a r  S ir s ,

2098

c i H o n e K o n e R c s o T t  C o  L td # s  A p p lic a tio n to D e v c l〇D A reaslO b (W ate rfrD D t n e a rP c n in s u la  V illa g e )

have the following comments:
♦

(V̂ /nieApplicationsTPBÂ /I-DB̂ and TPB̂ /I-DB/Sscckapprovaltoincreascthcultimatepopulation 
atDisc〇vcryBayfrom25,OOOundertĥ currcmOutlincZoningPlan
(OZP)to29,0(X)underthcrcviscdOZP-ThcAppli<^ti6nsincludcdctailcdinipactsUtemcntstoshowthatthcincrcaseisw^^ 
Jimitsofthdot.Ho\vcvCT,thdmpactstaten^ntsignore 出 eessentialfactthat,undertheLand
Gram,出 cGovemmen 出 asnoobiifationtoprovidcpotablewatcrand sewerageservicestotheLoL

♦

# Disc〇veryBayisrequiredtobeseIf-sufficicnlinwatcrandscwcra£cserviccsundcrthcLandGranttand
HKRwrotetotheCityOwners* Committceonl0JaIy,1995statingihatthcrcscrvoirwasbuiltforamaxiniumpopulationof251000.Theimp 
actassessmentsignorethisesscntialfact.

I  d e m a n d t h a t t h c p o p u l a t io n  c a p o f T S . O O O b ^ r c s e r ^ e ^ s o a m o t t o b n a c h t b e L a D d G T a n t

* Inspitcof theconditions containedintheLand Grant,whenthetunnelwasbuilt Governmentagreed
(oallowpotablcwatcrandscwcrageconncctionstoSiuHoWaiLHowevcrjtheagrecincntsarcbctwccnHKRandthcGovcmmcnt^dtheyrc 
mainsccrct.NowfthcGovcmmcnt hasrcfus^toprovidcadditionalwaterandscwcragcscrviccstocatcrforapopulation beyond 25,000.

Id e n w j d t h a t G o v e m in e n t r s Ie a s e  t b e e x i s t i n g  W B t c r a n d s c w c r a g c s e r v ic c s B g r o c m e D t s .

(2J[[ Ihc Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that the following issues be addressed

* DuctoGovemment* sto provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a population of 25,000»HKRisproposing 
torcstartlhewatertreatmentandwaslcwatcrtrcatmenlplantsonthcLot.UndcnhcDccdofMutualC〇venant(DMC),HKR 
mayfurlhcrdeveloptheIot,providedsuch development 
doesnotimposeanynewfinanciaIobligationsonexisting〇wners(Qause8(bXR10).

I  d c m B D d t b R t 2 U ( X > s t s f o r ^ t e r a D d s c w c r a g e s e m ( x s t o a r e a s 6 £ a n d

W b J o c l u d in g o p c r s t i o D o f B U t ic a t m c D t p l a n t ^ s t o r B g c & c U it ie s a D d p ip e U n c S p b c c b B r g e d t o  a i c a s 6 f a n d  1 0 b  a n d  n o O o o d s t i n g v i l h g e s .

•  •

*

# Although Govcmmentagreedtoprovidewaterand sewcragescrvicestoDBwhcnthetunndwasbuilt,itrcfuscdtopayforand 
maintaintheconnections.As arcsuluihe.Ownersarepaying
ovcrSlmillionpeiycartotheGovemmcnttolcaselandtorunpipelinesoutsidelheLpttoconnecttoSiuHoWarLThe 

ownersarcalsopaying foraliinaintenanceofthepipelinesand pumping systems.

c v c r y o A c n c s j d c n t i B l d e v c l q p i n e n t i B H o n g K o D g .

O J T h e T r n f f i c In j f ^ c t A s s e s s m c n t  ( T IA ) s t a t e s l h a t t h e r o a d s b o t h  w it h in  a n d o u t s i d e D B h a v c p l e n t y o f s p a i c c a p a c i t y l o c a t c r  

f < ^ a p o p u l a U o n  i n c r e a s e  f r o m 2 5 f 0 0 0 t o 2 9 9 0 0 0 . H o w e v e r t t h e T IA i g n o r s s

t h e e s s c n t i a l f x t t h a u u f H ie r t h w x i s t i n g O Z P 9 D B i s d e c Ia r e d t o b e  ^ p r im m l y a c a r - f r e e d c v e l o p m e n t 99 A s s u c h ^ o a d c a p a c i t y i s i r r c k v a n L  

9 Gotfcaitsarcthcprimaiymodeofpereonaltraiispo^andarecappedatthecxisting number.



IdemBDdtbRttbeGovemmeotcoasiderwhctbcritissMfetoallow increuedtnfGciDcompctiti〇D witbsbw.fD〇viaggoIfcMrtsth^toffer 
Docollisioo protcctioDto occupants.

IdemBDdth£!〇overmneDtnviewthesust2inabilityofa[ving golfcaitatthecum otievd whUebcrcasiog 
popuhdm.Golfcartsarcalrc3dyseUinsforovcr HK$2mUlioii

# Noprovision hasbccnmackfOTvchiclcparldng(disiinctfn)m^if^ 
thcLouand vehiclesarccurrently parkedillegallyatdi fferenl locations.

(4) TheSchcdu!cofUsesproposcdf〇nhePromena(katArtB 10b 
sutcsthat ^Thiszoneisintendedprimaii丨yfortheprovisionofoutdooropcn-
扣>5供 如 /此 咖 似  必 /jm似 theneedsofihelocakcsidcntMnd
visitors.m UndertheDA4C,thefcisnopr〇visbntoaHowpubhc3cces5tothcL〇Unori$thcrcanyrcquircmcrUfbnhcrcsidential 
ownerstopayforthernaintenanceofjpublicareas.Pubticxccssisonlydlowcdifsn MTMisdechredtobePublicRecreBtionontheMasier 
Pkm^nd HKRundcrtakestopayf(^ msnagcmcntandmainictuujceof thepublic^a.

!Dem2ndtbBtcither〇)thaefcKncct〇YisitorsberaB〇vGdor(U)thcMastaPlBnbatvise(kBdHKR undcrtnkaJImRDagcmcntznd 
maintCD̂ Dceo&ew publicareas.

*

(5) fn(Rc!aimsinthcApplic3lionsthaUiis
thcsolcowntrofthclol Thisisuntrue. Thetc2rcprcsenUyover8f300assisnsofthedcvelopenKth<x:o^miheLott〇e

JDemBodtbRtHKRwitbdnwtheApplicatioasaadmake Kvisioostorecognise theccyowners.
(6)Un<kftheDMQCityManaecma}UssupposcdtoreprcsentihcOwners(ind^^ HKR)inallmatlcrsand dealingswithGovcmmcnt

%

oranyutUityinanywaycotK^ thonanagemcnt oftheCity.Dcspitcthiscondiu〇nMKRconunucstoncgoUBtcdircc^ 
and uUlities.andayndudesecrctagrcementstowhi^ inputoraccess. Thcwaterand sewcrageagrcementsfplusihclcasc^
thewatersnd sewagepipeiincsoutskkthcLoUhavealreadybcaunentior^d’butthercamiiore.

I  demBDdtbatthcLPGsupplyagTccmcDtwith S^nlEngbcn这depublia

I
de〇2ndth^ttbcpi^posedbusd^tatAK i lObbcdedaicdapubUcbusdepot^densurethatbenccfoithG^BDchisedbusoperBUxshav^haighttoruDbiiss 

oyiccsbctwccnDiscoveiyBayaDdotheiplaces.

(7)ThcAreal0b Application claimsthatHKRhastherighttorcclaimadditionaUand fromthc seaatNimShueWan.and 
cjtesGazeueN〇uce710ofGazette]4/197dHoweverftIusNotIcedocsnotincludeth€areaof
thcproposedrtclaimtion.HKRonlysccMie(ithcrt\t vanlseabedand foreshoreleasein J980(sceNe\vGrdnlIS6788,regislarcdinlheUtnd 
Registry.

IdeimndthatHKRshow proo f that i t  has the right to reclaim the area o f the seabed at A iea 10b befom the OZP is extended ta include tb^
#

seabed arcaatNimShueWaiL

(7)ThcArcal0b Application removestheexisting dangcrousgoodsstoreandvelucular pier.

I  demand ĵ opastudiessbowinghowdangerousgoodswUIbchandledinthcfiitur^

(8)TheMasterPlanformspartoftheLand GrantatDiscovcryBay,yetthecurrcnlMasterPlan,6,OEl,andlhecurrenlOZParenotaUsived.

I  denmdthattheGovcnmeatandHKREistupdatetheexistmgMastcr Plan andOZPtoensure 
thRttheyarcpmpcrlyalignccibeforsconsideringanyameiidinentstotbcOZP.



U n less  an d  u n til m y d em an d s  a re  acced ed  to I o b je c t to  the above-m en
tioned  developm ent app lication

Yours sincerely 

Kenny, resident o

Kenny
Personal Website
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D e a r  S ic
♦

Attached please find.my objections to HKRfs Application to Develop Areas 10b.
*

Thanks for your attention.

Patrick W ong





7th April, 2016

To: Secretary, 丁own Planning Board
♦

%

(Via email: tpbpd@pland.gov,hk)

Application No.: TPB/Y/l-DB/3

Dear Sirs,

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd^ Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near 
Peninsula Village)

I have the following comments:
*

*

«

1. The Applications TPB/Y/hDB/2 and TPB/Y/l-DB/3 seek approval to increase the 

ultimate population at Discovery Bay from  25,000 under the current Outline Zoning

Plan (OZP) to 29 ,000  under the revised OZP. The Applications include detailed impact
#

statem ents to sh o w  that the increase is well within the capacity limits of the lot.
«

«

Howevec /.mpact /々 do厂e the e55ent/a//act theft 厂 r t e 【 anrf Grant
the G overnm ent has no  obligation to provide potable water and sew erage services to 

the Lot ^
擎

• Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage
*

services under the Land Grant, and HKR wrote to the City Owners' 
Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that the reservoir was built for a 
maximum population of 25,000. The impact assessments ignore this 

• essential fact

1 dem and that the population cop of 25,000 be preserved, so as not to breach 

the Land Grant

• In spite of the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was 
built Government agreed to allow potable water and sewerage connections 
to Siu Ho Wan, However, the agreements are between HKR and the
Government, and they remain secret. Now, the Government has refused to

$

provide additional water and sewerage services to cater for a population 

beyond 25,000.

/ d e m a n d  that G overnm ent release the existing w ater and  sew erage services

agreem ents.

PJ/4



2. If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request
that the following issues be addressed.

• Due to Government's to provide potable water and sewerage services
*

beyond a population of 25,000, HKR is proposing to restart the water
treatment and waste water treatment plants on the Lot. Under the Deed

_

of Mutual Covenant (DMC), HKR may further develop the lot, provided
«  *
»

such development does not impose any new financial obligations on
*

existing owners (Clause 8(b), P. 10), *

/ demand that all costs for water and sewerage services to areas 6f arrd 10b,
•  *

/ n d u d f n g  o p e r c i t f o r t  〇/ 〇/ /  t r e a t m e n t  p / a n t s , 讨 w a g e / a d " h e 5  a n d  p 中洽W rte名

charged to areas 6fand 10b and not to existing villages.

*

• Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to
*

_

DB when the tunnel was built, it refused to pay for and maintain
* *

connections. As a result, the Owners are paying over $1 mnfion per
to the Government to lease land to run pipelines outside the Lot to

■

connect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are also paying for all maintenance 
of the pipelines and pumping systems.

«

/ demand that Government provide potable water and sewerage connections
i

to the Lot boundary, just like every other residential development in tfong
碡

Kong.

3- The Traffic Im pact Assessm ent (TIA) states that the roads both within and outside

D B  hove  p len ty  of spore capacity to cater for a population increase from 25,000 to
«

29,000. How e\/er,the TIA ignores the essential fact that, under the existing OZP, DB is

dec/o厂ed fo be "pr/rna"/)/ a ca厂-/ree c/ei/e/opment' As 紇 厂 OGc/capcfc/ty/s //re/eua/7f.
• Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport； and are capped at the 

existing number,

*

/ d e m a n d  that the G overnm ent consider whether it is safe to allow increased
»

traffic in com petition with slow-m oving go lf carts that offer no collision 

protection  to occupants.

/ d e m a n d  that G overnm ent review the sustainability of capping go lf carts at 

the  current level while increasing population. Golf carts are already selling
i

f o r  o ve r  H K$2  million.



• No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart
*

parking) on the Lot, and vehicles are currently parked illegally at 

different locations-
*

*
♦

♦

•  *

/  Dem and that Government review vehicle parking before any population 

increase.

4. The  Sch e d u le  o f U se s p rop o sed  fo r  the Prom enade at Area 10b states that ^This

zo/ie /s /Vrtenc/ec/ p厂/>r?an./)//〇 厂 the proWs/on o/oufc/oor open-d/rspoce at

p rom enad e^  fo r  active  an d /  or passive  recreational uses serving the needs of the local 

re sid en ts  a n d  v isitors. "  U nder the D M Q  there is no provision to allow public access to the

Lot, n o r  is there a n y  requirem ent fo r  the residerkial owners to pay fo r  the mointencmce

of p u b lic  areas. Public a cce ss is only allowed if an area is declared to be Public Recreation
«

«

on the M a s t e r  Plan, a n d  H KR  undertakes to pay fo r m anagem ent and  rrwinterwnce of

the p u b lic  area.

I Dem and that either (i) the reference to visitors be removed or (ii) the Master

Plan be revised and HKR undertake all management and maintenance of new
*

public areas.

5. H K R  c la im s in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot This is untrue. There

o r e  p r e s e n t / ) /  o v/ e r G 55/g r?5  o / f/ je  d e i/ e / o p e r  iv / 7 0  c o - o t w ?  【 o f  vu/f/} W iffR

/  Dem and that HKR withdraw the Applicotiohs and make revisions to recognise the 

co-owners.
*

6. U n d e r  the D M C , City M a n a ge m e n t  is supposed  to represent the Owners (including 

H K R ) in all m atters a n d  dea lings with Governm ent or any utility in any way concerning the

m a n a g e m e n t  o f  the City. Despite this condition, HKR continues to negotiate direct with
■

G o ve rn m e n t  a n d  utilities, a n d  conclude secret agreements to which we have no input or
*

access. The w ate r a n d  se w e ra ge  agreements, plus the tease to run the water and sewage  

p ipe line s outside  the Lot, have  already been mentioned, but there are more.

I dem and that the LPG supply agreement with San Hing be mode public

I dem and that the proposed bus depot at Area 10b be declared o public bus depot, 

and ensure that henceforth franchised bus operators have the right to run bus 

services between Discovery Bay and other places.



7. The Area 10b  App lication  claim s that HKR has the right to reclaim additional fond 

from  the seo ot N im  Sh u e  W on, and  cites Gazette Notice 710 o f  Gazette 14/1976. However, 

this Notice does not include the area of the proposed reclamation. HKR only secured the

relevant seabed  a n d  foreshore  lease in 1980  (see New  Grant IS6788, registered

Registry.

_

/ demand that HKR show proof that it has the right to reclaim the area of the

seabed ot Area 10b before the OZP is extended to include the seabed area at Nim 

Shue Won.

*

*

The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular
♦

pier. ’
$

#

/  demand proper studies showing how dangerous goods will be handled In the future.
9

8, The M a ste r  Plan fo rm s part of the Land Grant ot Discovery Bay, yet the current
♦

M a ste r  Plan, 6.0E1, and  the current OZP ore not aligned.
*

♦

/  demand that the Government and HKR first update the existing Master Plan and
* ••i

OZP to ensure that they ore properly aligned, before considering any amendments 

to the OZP.
*

♦

Unless and until my demands are acceded to I object to the above-mentioned
•  V

development application.

Yours sincerely

4
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Date: April 8, 2016

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board 
(Via emai]：tpbrxi @plandg〇v,hk)
Application No.: TPB/Y/T-DB/3

Dear Sirs,

Re:_H〇DgK〇DgResort Co Ltd* s Application to DcvclopAicaslObCWaterfront near Pcniiisula Village)

I have the following comments:

(1) TheApplicationsTPB^/I-DB/^ and TPB/Y/I-DB/3seekapprovaltoincreasetheultimatepopulation 
atDiscoveryBayfrom25,000under thecurrentOutlineZoningPlan
C〇ZP)to29,OOOandertherevisedOZP.TheApplicationsincludedetailedimpactstatementstoshowthattheincreaseiswellwithinth 
ecapacityIimitsoftheJot.However,the impactstatementsignoretheessentialfactthat,undertheLand 
Grant,theGovemmenthasno obligationtoprovidepotablewaterand sewerageservicestotheLot.

• DiscoveryBayisrequiredtobeself-sufficientinwaterandsewerageservicesundertheLand Grant, and 
HKRwrotetotheCityOwners， Committeeon 10July,1995statingthatthereservoirwasbuilt foramaximumpopulation 
of25,000.Theimpactassessmentsignorethisessentialfact

1 6&mand thatthepopulation capo!2Sf000bepicse[vedfsoasnottobieachtheLandGmnt

»

• Inspiteof theconditions containedintheLand Grant^whenthetunnelwasbuilt Government agreed
toalIowpotablewaterandsewerageconnectionstoSiuHoWan.However,theagreements arebetweenHKRandtheGove 
mment,andtheyremaiiisecreLNow,theGovernment
hasrefused toprovideadditionaJwaterandsewerageservicestcx:ateiforapopulation beyond 25,000- 

I  dem sndthalG oveniinentrslease thesxisting wateimdsewerageseiidcesagreenients.

⑵  I f  the Town P landng Bpard insists on 即proving 出e Applications, I fo池er request Aat the following iss此 

addressed

• DuetoGovemment' sto provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a population of 
25,000JIKRisproposing
torestaitthewatertreatmentandwastewatertreatmentplantsontheLot.UndertheDeedofMutualCovenant(DMC)fH 
KR mayfurtherdevelop thelot^providedsuch development 
doesnotimposeanyne wfinancialobligationsonexistingowners(Clause8(b),R 10).

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


I  dejmndthatallcostsforwaterandsewerageservicestoarsas6fand
lObJncluding opcraitionofalltrc&tinentphDts9storzgcfBciliticsBixipipeUncsfbochargedto 2reas6fB〇d 10b and 
Dottoexistingvillages.

• Although Govemmentagreedtoprovidewaterand
sewerageservicestoDBwhenthetunnelwasbuilt,itrefusedtopayforand maintaintheconncctions.As aresult,the 
Owners arepaying
over$ 1 million peryeartotheGovemmenUoleaselandtomnpipelinesoutsidetheLottoconnecttoSiuHoW an. The 
ownersarealsopaying forallmaintenanceofthepipelinesand pumping systems.

I  也 nmdtbatGovamieiitpivvic^potablewaterandsewaageconnectionstotheLot boundaryJustlike 
everyothenesidentialdevelopmentiDHongKong. •

⑶ TheTraffidmpactAssessment CnA)statesthattheroadsboth within and 
outsideDBhaveplentyof sparecapacitytocater forapopulation increase 
from25,000to29,000-However,theTIAignores
the essentialfacttha^underlheexistingOZP^DBisdeclaredtobe ^primarilyacar-freedevelopmenf .As such r̂oad 
capacityisirreleyant

• Golfcartsaretheprimarymodeofpersonaltransport,andarecappedattheexisting number,

I  dewmdthattbeGovemmentconsiderwhetheritissafetoallow increascdtrafficin con^jetition withslow- 
movinggolfcaitstbatoffor nocollision protectionto occupants.

I  chwandthatGovenmcntrcviewtbesustamabiHtyofcappjng gol& aitsatth tievel whildncreasing
pcpulationGolfcartsawalrsadysellingforowr HK$2mM oii

• Noprovision hasbeennaadeforvehicleparking(distinctfromgolfcartparking)on 
theLot，andvehidesarecurrentlyparkedillegallyatdifferent locations.

I  DemandthatGovenmenteviewvehicleparking befoiGanypopiUationinciGase.

(4) TheScheduleofUsesproposedforthePromenadeatArea l Ob 
statesthat MThiszoneisintended primarilyfortheprovisionofoutdc)〇ropen-
airspaceattheforeshorepromenade,foractiveand/or passiverecreationaluses serving thenecdsofthelocalresidentsand 
visitors•” UndertheDMC,thereis noprovisiontoallowpublicaccesstotheLot,noristhereanyrequirementfortheresidential 
ownerstopayforthemaintenanceofpublicareas.Publicaccessisonlyallowedifan
areaisdeclaredtobePublic RecreationontheMaster Plan^and HKRunderlakestopayfor managementandmaintenanceof 
the publicarea.

IDemandthateitheT(i)therefereQcetovisit〇!^bemnovedor(n)thd4BStsrPlanber&vised andHKR
%

imdeitakeallwmiagementand nmintenanceofaew publicareas.



5) HKRclaimsinlheApplicationsthatitis
icsoIeow nerofthcL〇L T hisisun tru c .T h crearep rcscn tly o v cr 8 3 〇〇assig n so fth cd cv e lo p crw h o co  
wn the Lottogetherwi thHKR.

I  DemandthatHKRwithdbrawtheAppHcationsandmake rcYisionstorecognise tbecoowners.

5) LTndertheDMCfCityManagementissupposedtorepresenttheOwners(incIuding HKR)inallmatters and 
leaiingswithGovemment oranyutilityinanywayconceming themanagement 
iftheCity.Despite thiscondidon?HKRcontinuestonegotiatedirectwithGovemment and 
itiJities,andconcludesecretagreementstowhichwehaveno inputoraccess.Thewaterand 
ewerageagreements,pJustheJeaseto run thewaterand 
ewagepipeIinesoutsidetheLot,havealreadybeenmentioned,buttherearemore.

I  demaudthattheLPGsupplyagrcemeiitwith SanHingbemadepublic.

I

dew andtbatth^ivposedbusd^otBtArealO bbedeclaredapubU cbusdepoU andensure thathenceforth£^chisedbusoperat 
orshavethedghttorunbusservicesbetw eenD iscovery Bayandotherplaces.

.7) TheAreaiO b A pplication claim sthatHKRhastherighttorecIaim additionalland fromthe seaatNim ShueWan^and 
;itesG azetteN otice71 OofGazette14/1976-However,thisNoticedoesnotincludethe areaof'

攀

jheproposedrecJamation.HPCRonlysecuredtherelevantseabedand 
:oreshoreleaseinl980(see N ew G rantIS6788tregisteredintheLand Registry.

m

【 demandthatHKRshow proof that it has the right to reclaim the area of the seabed at Area 10b before the OZP is 
extended to include the seabed areaatNimShueWan.

(7) TheAreaiOb Application removestheexisting dangerousgoodsstoreandvehicular pier.

I  demandpropmtudiesshowinghowdangerousgoodswillbcbandledintheMurc.

⑻  TTieMasterPIanform^partoftheLand
GranutDiscoveryBay.yetthecurrentMastcrPlan^.OEl ,and thecurrentOZParenotaligned,



I  demaadthsttheGovamnentaDdHKRfirstupdBtetbccxistingMBsteT PIbd andOZPta ensum  
thattbcyar^sppcrlyaligDCtibefomxmsidaingaDyamendmnntstatheOZP.

Unless and until my demands arc acceded to I object to the abovc-mcnlioncd development application.

Yours sincerely，
Ernest Yiu

秦

Name: Angela Mok 

Owner/Resident of:



咐 者 ： MM van dc Wicl
讲曰期： 08日04月201诛星期五23: j? “
I[件 者 : tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
三旨： Areas 10b & 6 fin  Discovery Bay
才件: DB_ArcalOb.pdf; DB_Arca6f.pdr

)ear Sir/Madam

Mease find the attached regarding areas 10b and 6b in Discovery Bay.

奢

;ind regards,

Martin van de Wiel

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
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To: Secretary, Town Planning Board 
(Via email: tpbpd印 ptend.eov.hk} 
Application No.: TPB/Y/l-DB/3

Dear Sirs,

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd#s ApolicaTtion to Oevetoo Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula 
Villac：e]

I have the following comments:
♦

The Applications TPB/Y/l-DB/2 and TPB/V/l-DB/3 seek approval to increase the uKimate 
population at Discovery Bay from 25#000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 
29,000 under the revised OTP. The Applications incltide detalted impact statements to show 
that the increase is well within the capacity limits of the lot. However the impact statements 
ignore the essential fact that, unefer the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to 
provide potable water and sewerage services to the Lot.

• Oiscovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under th€ 
nd Grant, and HKR wrote to the City Owners^ Commfttee on 10 JuJy; 1995 stating that 

the reservoir was built for a maximum population of 25,000. The impact assessments 
ignore this essential fact.

( dem and that the population cap of 25,000 be preserved, so as not to breach the Land 
Grant

#

• In spite of the conditions contained in the land Grant, when the turrnel was built 
Government agreed to allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. 
However^ the agreements are between HKR and the Government and they rem3in 
secret. Now, the Government has refused to provide additional water and sewerage 
services to cater for a population beyond 25rOOO.

/ dem and that Government release the existing water and sewerage services 
agreements.

(2) ff the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that the 
following issues be addre^ed,

#
a

• Due to Governmenfs to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a
population of 25#000/HKB is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water 
treatment plants on the Lot. Under the Deed of Mutual Covenant (DMC^ HKR may 
further develop the lot  ̂provided such development does not impose any new financial 
obligations on existing owners {Clause 8(b)  ̂P. 10).

i demand tfi<rt aff costs for water and sewerage services to areas 6fond 10b, Including 

operation of all treatment piants, storage fadiities and pipelines  ̂be charged to areas 
6f and 10b and not to existing viffages.



# Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to OB when the 
tunnel was buitt, ft refused to pay for and maintain the connections. A s  a r e s u l t ,  the 
Owners are paying over $1 million per year to the Government to lease land t o  r u n  

pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are also paying for ail 
maintenance of the pipelines and pumping systems.

/ demand that Government provide potable water and sewerage C€>nnections to the 
Lot boundary, just like every other residential development in Hong Kong.

0

»

(3) The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states that the roads both within and outside DB hove 
plenty of spore capacity to cater for. a population increase from 25,000 to 29,000. However, 
the TIA ignores the essentia! fact that, under the existing OZP9 DB Is declared to be 
^primarily a car-free development^. As such^ rood capacity is irrelevant

• Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing 
number.

/ demand that the Government consider whether it is safe to allow increased traffic 
in competition with slow-moving gotf carts that offer no collision protection to 
occupants.

I demand that Government review the sustainabiRty of capping goif carts at the
current fevei white increasing popufation. Gotf carts are already setting for over
HK$2 million.

• No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parking) on 
the Lot, and vehicles are currently parked iltegalty at different locations*

♦

_

/ Demand that Gwem m ent review vehide parking before any population increase.

(4j The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that "Th/s zone is 
intended primarily for the provision of outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade, 
for active ond/or passive recreotbnol uses serving the needs of the local residents and 
visitors. _ Under the D M C  there is no provision to oliow pubtic access to the Lot, nor is there 
any requirement for the residential owners to pay for the maintenance of public areas.
Public access is only attowed if an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master 
Plan, and HKR undertakes to pay for management ond maintenance of the public area.

i Dem and thpt eitherfi} the inference to visitors removed or (ii) the M aster P h n  be
revised and HKR utKiertake ali management and maintenance of new  public areas.

(5) HKR claims in the Appftcations that it the sole owner of the Lot This is untrue. There are 
presentJy over 8^300assigns of the devetopet who co-own the Lot together with HKR.

着 Dem and that HKR withdraw the Applications and moke f u s io n s  to recognise the ccbcwner^



(H) U nder the O M Q  O ty  M anagem ent is supposed to represent the Owners (fncluding HKRf In all 
motters and deafings with Government or any utility In any w ay concerning the management
o f the City. Despite this condition, HKR continues to negotiate direct with Government and 
utilities^ ond conclude secret agreements to which wc have no input or access. The water and 
sewerage agreements^ plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the Lot 
have a/reody been mentioned, but (here are more.

/ dem and that the LPG supply agreement wKh San Hing be made pubUc.

t dem and that the proposed bus depot at Area 10b be declared a public bus depot, and 
ensure that henceforth frahchhed bus operators have the right to run bus services between 
Discovery Bay and  other pfaccs.

(7) The Area 10b Application cb im s that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from the sea 
at N im  Shue Wan0 and cites Goietxe Notice 7J0 o f Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice 
docs not include the area of the proposed redamation. HKR only secured the relevant seabed
an d  foreshore lease in 1980 (see New Grant iS6788r registered in the Land Registry.

9

I  dem and that HKH show  pt€>of thirt H has the right to recJcum the area o f the seabed at Area
JO b before the OZP is extended to tndude the seabed area at Nim Shoe Wan.

«

*

(7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier.

/ dem and p ro per studies show ing how  dangerous goods wftl be handled in tb^ future.

⑻  The M aster Plan forms part of the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, yet the current Master Plan, 
6.0€1# and the current OZP are not aligned.

I  d e m a n d  that the G overnm ent and HKR first update the existing M aster P b n  and OZP to 
en su re tha t they are properly afigned, before considering any am endm ents to the OZP^

Unless and untH my dem ands are acceded to I object to the above-mentioned developmerH 
appHcation.

Yours sincerely



者： PI586HKPF
曰期： 08曰04月201

收件者： tpbpd@piand.gov.hk
主旨： Objection to the Hong Kong Resort Co Lid# s Application to Develop Areas 6f and 10b
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To: Secretary, Tow n Planning Board 
(V ia em ail: tpbpd@ pland.g〇v.hk)
A pplication Nos.: TPB/Y /I-D B/2 and TPB/Y/I-DB/3

D e a r  S ir  /  M ad am ,

H o n g  K o n g  R e so rt C o  L td  p lan s  to  fu rth e r d e v e lo p  D isc o v e ry  B a y  w ith  substan tia l increase  o f  
b u ild in g s , p o p u la tio n  a n d  tra f f ic  w h ich  ex c e e d  th e  e x is tin g  M aste r  P lan  and  O Z P are  no t to the  
b e n e f its  o f  th e  re s id e n c e . I n o w  w rite  to  o b je c t to  th e  a b o v e -m e n tio n e d  d ev e lo p m en t app lica tion .

A t p re se n t, th e  to ta l n u m b e r  o f  u n its  in  th e  w h o le  P a rk v a le  V illa g e  is 606 . H ow ever, the  6 f  p ro jec t 
a im s  to  b u ild  4 7 6  u n its  m o re . It re p re se n ts  th a t th e re  w ill b e  an  in c rease  o f  7 8 .5%  den sity  w ith in  th is 
sm a ll  V illag e . T h e  p ro p o se d  b u ild in g s  a re  c lo se ly  o p p o s ite  to  th e  C ry sta l and  C ora l C ourts. T h e  
C ry s ta l a n d  C o ra l C o u rts  a re  m a in ly  fa c in g  e a s t an d  w est. I f  th e  6 f  p ro je c t is app roved , the  side  fac ing  
w e s t  ( h a l f  o f  th e  v ie w ) w ill b e  e n tire ly  b lo ck ed . A lso , th e  n a tu ra l en v iro n m en t a ro u n d  th a t a rea  is 
d e s tro y e d . T h e re fo re , th e  p ro p o s a l  is u n a c c e p ta b le .

I s t r o n g l y  o b je c t  th e  6 f  a n d  1 0 b  p r o je c ts .  H o p e  y o u  c a n  u n d e rs ta n d  an d  co n sid e r n o t a p p ro v in g  the  
a b o v e -m e n tio n e d  p ro je c ts . •

*

Thank yo u  v e ry  m u c h  fo r  y o u r  a t te n tio n  in to  th is  m a tte r .

Y o u r s  s in c e re ly , 
H e n r y  S E E

mailto:tpbpd@piand.gov.hk
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B ： Objection to the Hong K〇Ag Resort Cb LuT s Appbcauon to Develop Areas 6f and 10b 2103

o: Secretary, Town Planning Board
/ ia  em ail; tpbpd@ pland. gov, hk)
pplication N os.: T PB /Y /I-D B /2 and TPBA"/i-DB/3

^ a r  S ir  /  M adam ,

ubjcct: O b jection  to the H ong  K o n g  Resort Co L td 9s Application to Develop Areas 6f (behind 
a rkva le ) and  10b (W aterfront near Peninsula Village)

stron g ly  object the 6 f  and 10b projects!!!

.s a  long -te rm  re s id e n t o f  D isco v ery  B ay, I w ould  like to preserve D iscovery Bay as a natural, low 
e n s ity  and  p riv a te  c a r  free  res id en tia l area , w hich w as the original philosophy o f  living style and town 
tan n in g  o f  th is  a r e a

long K ong  R e so r t C o  L td  p lan s  to  fu rth er deve lop  th is p lace w ith  substantial increase o f  buildings, 
o p u la tio n  a n d  tra f f ic  w h ich  e x c e e d  the  existing  M aster P lan  and O Z P are not to the benefits o f  the 
isidence. I n o w  w rite  to  o b je c t to  the  ab o v e-m en tio n ed  developm ent application.

.t present^ th e  to ta l n u m b e r  o f  u n its  in  th e  w ho le  P arkvale  V illage is 606^ H ow ever, the 6 f  project aim s 
> b u ild  4 7 6  u n its  m o re , f t  rep re sen ts  th a t there  w ill be an  increase o f  78-5%  density  w ithin this sm all 
riUage. The proposed  b u ild in g s  a re  c lo se ly  o p p o site  to  the C rystal and C oral Courts. The Crystal and 
.'oral C o u rts  a re  m a in ly  fa c in g  e a s t  and  w e s t  I f  the  6 f  p ro jec t is approved, the side facing  w est (h a lf o f  
le v ie w ) w ill b e  e n tire ly  b lo ck ed . A lso , the  natural env ironm en t around  that area is 
e s tro y e d . T h e re fo re , th e  p ro p o sa l is u n accep tab le .

.v en  w o rse , th e  p ro je c t  10b p la n s  to  d ra s tica lly  increase  the to ta l num ber o f  units in the Peninsula 
U llage  w h ic h  re p re s e n ts  th a t  th e  p o p u la tio n  d en s ity  w ill be h igh ly  increased^ T he natural environm ent
/ill be seriously damaged too.

e o p le  c h o o s in g  D is c o v e ry  B a y  as h o m e  a re  fo n d  o f  th e  natural, qu ie t and  low  density  environm ent. For 
n jo y in g  th e  e n v iro n m e n t, w e  sp e n d  fo r  th e  lo n g  trav e lin g  tim e and. pay  fo r the  high traveling  
x p e n se s . I f  th e  p ro je c t  is a p p ro v e d , w e w ill be betrayed . B esides, a ll the  p ledges o f  the  H ong K ong 
G overnm ent p re v io u s ly  m a d e  to  D B  re s id e n ts  a re  o v ertu rn ed .

fi th e  m e e tin g  o f  P a rk v a le  V illa g e  O w n ers  C o m m ittee  w h ich  w as he ld  o n  5 M arch  2016 , th e , 
re s e n ta t io n s  o f  th e  L a n ta u  O v e ra ll  D e v e lo p m e n t P lan  b y  rep resen ta tiv es  from  th e  D evelopm en t B ureau,
lanning Department and Civil Engineering and Development Department held on 2 April 2016 and the 
long Kong R esorts application to the Town Planning Board for the development o f 6 f and 10b held at 
le DB Community Haii on 3 April 2016， the projects 〇(  6 f and 10b were strongly opposed by the 
articipants, ft reflects that DB residents regard the projects as unwelcome.

n view  o f  the aforesaid, J strongly object the 6f and 10b projects. Hope you can understand and 
onsidet not approving the above-mentioned projects.

hank you very much for your attention into this matter. I should be grateful if you would give me a reply
) acicnovviedge the receipt o f  my e-mail. 赢 '



Yours sincerely, 

Miranda W ONG



b

2104寄件者： Yiu Ernest
夺件曰期： 08日04月201碎里期五 23:28
收件者： tpbpd@pland.£〇v,hk
主 § :  Objections on Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd# s Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waicrfroru near Peninsula Village)

Date: April 8,2016

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board 
(Via email: tpbpd@pland,goviik)
Application No.: TPB/Y/l-DB/3

k

Dear Sirs,
♦

• «

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd, s Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula Village)

I have the following comments:

(1) The Applications TPB/Y/I-DB/2 and TPB/Y/I-DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate population at Discovery 
Bay from 25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29,000 under the revised OZP. The Applications 
include detailed impact statements to show that the increase is well within the capacity limits of the lo t However, the 
impact statements ignore the essential fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to provide 
potable water and sewerage services to the Lot.

• Discovery Bay is* required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the Land Grant, and 
HKR wrote to the City Owners* Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that the reservoir was built for a • 
maximum population of 25,000. The impact assessments ignore this essential fact

I ^&mand that the population cap o f25,000be preserved, so as not to breach the Land Grant

• In spite of the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was built Government agreed to 
allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. However, the agreements are between HKR 
and the Government, and they remain secret Now, the Government has refused to provide additional water and 
sewerage services to cater for a population beyond 25,000.

«

參 *

I  demand that Govewmeat release the existing water and sewerage services agreements.

_

(2) If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that the following issues be 
addressed.

• Due to Govemment， s to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a population of 25,000, 
HKR is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water treatment plants on the Lot Under the Deed 
of Mutual Covenant (DM〇, HKR may further develop the lot, provided such development does not impose 
any new finandal obligations on existing owners (Clause 8(b), P. 10).



I  demand that all S^ts for water and sewerage services to areas 6fand 10b9 including operation o f all 
treatment plants, storage facilities andpipelines, be charged to areas 6 f and 10b and not to existing villages.

• Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when the tunnel was built,
«

it refused to pay for and maintain the connections. As a result, the Owners are paying over $1 million per 
year to the Government to lease land to run pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan. The 
owners are also paying for all maintenance of the pipelines and pumping systems.

I  demand that Government provide potable water and sewerage connections to the Lot boundary, just like 
every other icsidential development in Hong Kong.

m

. (3) The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states that the roads both within and outside DB have plenty of spare 
capacity to cater for a population increase from 25,000 to 29t000. However, the TIA ignores the essential fact 
that, under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be “primarily a car-free development” • As such, road 
capacity is irrelevant.

• Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing number.

a

I  demand tiiat the Goveroment consider whether it  is safe to allow increased tra&c in competition with
slow-moving golf carts that offer no collision protection to occupants.

I  demand that Government review the sustainability o f capping g o lf carts at the current level while 
increasing population Golf carts are already selling for over HK$2 wM on

• No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parking) on the Lot, and 
vehicles are currently parked illegally at different locations.

I  Demand that Govanment review vehicle parking befors any population increase.

⑷  The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that “This zone is intended primarily for 
the provision of outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade, for active and/ or passive recreational uses 
serving the needs of the local residents and visitors.” Under the DMC, there is no provision to allow public access to 
the Lot, nor is there any requirement for the residential owners to pay for the maintenance of public areas. Public 
access is only allowed if an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master Plan, and HKR undertakes to pay 
for management and maintenance of the public area.

I  Denmd that either (i) the reference to visitors be rsmoved or (ii) the Master Plan be revised and HKR 
undertake all management and maintenance of new public areas.

(5) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot. This is untrue. There are presently over 8,300 
assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot together with HKR,



I  Demand that HKR withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognise the co-owners-

⑹ Under the DM C， City Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including HKR) in all matters and
dealings with Government or any utility in any way concerning the management of the City. Despite this condition, 
HKR continues to negotiate direct with Government and utilities, and conclude secret agreements to which we have no 
input or access. The water and sewerage agreements, plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the 
Lot, have already been mentioned, but there are more.

I  demand that the LPG supply agreement with San Bmg be made public.

I  denrnid that the proposed bus depot at Arsa 10b be declared a public bus depot, and ensurs that hence forth 
Granchised bus operators have the ligh t to run bus services between Discovery Bay and other places.

(7) The Area 10b Application claims that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from the sea at Nim Shue Wan, 
and cites Gazette Notice 710 o f Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice does not include the area of the proposed 
reeJamadon. HKi^ only secured 出e relev如t seabed and foreshore lease in 1980 (see New Grant IS6788, registered in 
the Land Registry.

I  demand that HKR show proof that it has the 
extended to include the seabed area at Nim S

e right to rcc 
hue Wan.

laim the area of the seabed at Area 10b before the OTP is

(7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier.

I  dem andproper studies showing how  dangeious goods w ill be handled in  thefatam .

(8) The Master Plan foims part o f the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, yet the current Master Plan, 6.0E1, and the
current OZP are not aligned.

I  dem and that the G ovenm ent and H KR G ist update the existing M aster Plan and O ZPto ensure that they aw
• •  *

properly aligned, before considering any amendments to  the OZP.

Unless and until my demands are acceded to I object to the above-mentioned development application.

Yours sincerely, 
Ernest Yin



Name: Ernest Yiu

Owner/Resident of：

Tei： m r n r n m

Email Address：
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tpbpd@plandgov.hk
Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd' s Application to Develop Areas 10b (Watcrlront near Peninsula Village) 
FY Submission to Town Planning Board on Area 10b Service Area at Peninsular Village (l).docjc
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鼋

D ear S ir,

I am  w riting  to  o b jec t the app lica tion , as attached  lettenT hank you.

Rdgs IF Y  Leung.

mailto:tpbpd@plandgov.hk


To: Secretary# Town Planning Board 
(Via email: tpbpd@pland>g〇v.hk)
Application No.: TPB/Y/l-DB/3 

Dear Sirs,

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd^s Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula 
Village)

I have the following comments: •
• 奄

0

(1) The Applications TPBA/l-DB/2 and TPB/Y/l-DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate 
population at Discovery Bay from 25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 
29,000 under the revised OZP. The Applications include detailed impact statements to show 
that the increase is well within the capacity limits of the lot. However, the impact statements 
ignore the essential fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to 
provide potable water and sewerage services to the Lot.

• Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the 
Land Grant, and HKR wrote to the City Owners' Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that
the reservoir was built for a maximum population of 25,000. The impact assessments 
ignore this essential fact.

i dem and that the population cap o f25,000 be preserved, so as not to breach the Land 
Grant.

• In spite of the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was built 
Government agreed to allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. 
However, the agreements are between HKR and the Government, and they remain secret. 
Now, the Government has refused to provide additional water and sewerage services to 
cater for a population beyond 25,000.

/ dem and that Government release the existing water and sewerage services 
agreements.

(2) If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that the 
following issues be addressed.

• Due to Government's to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a 
population of 25,000, HKR is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water 
treatment plants on the Lot. Under the Deed of Mutual Covenant (DMC), HKR may 
further develop the lot, provided such development does not impose any new financial 
obligations on existing owners (Clause 8(b), P. 10).

/ dem and that all costs for water and sewerage services to areas 6f and 10b, induding 
operation of all treatment plants, storage facilities and pipelines, be charged to areas 
6/ and 10b and not to existing villages.



• Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when the
tunnel was built, it refused to pay for and maintain the connections. As a result, the 
Owners are paying over $1 million per year to the Government to lease land to run 
pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are also paying for all 
maintenance of the pipelines and pumping systems-

/ demand that Government provide potable water and sewerage connections to the 
Lot boundary, just like every other residential development in Hong Kong.

(3) The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states that the roads both within and outside DB have 
plenty of spare capacity to cater for a population increase from 2S,000 to 29,000. However,

者

the TIA ignores the essential fact that, under the existing 01?, DB is declared to be 
"primarily a car-free developments As such, road capacity is irrelevant

• Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing 
number.

/ demand that the Government consider whether it is safe to allow increased traffic 
in competition with slow-moving golf carts that offer no collision protection to
occupants.

I demand that Government review the sustainability of capping golf carts at the 
current level while increasing population. Golf carts are already selling for over 
HK$2 million.

♦

♦

• No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parking) on 
the Lot, and vehicles are currently parked illegally at different locations.

/ Demand that Government review vehicle parking before any population increase.

(4) The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that 'This zone is 
intended primarify for the provision of outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade, 
for active and/ or passive recreational uses serving the needs of the local residents and 
visitors/' Under the DMC, there is no provision to allow public access to the Lot, nor is there
any requirement for theresiclential owners to pay for the maintenance of public areas. 
Public access is only allowed if an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master 
Plan, and HKR undertakes to pay for management and maintenance of the public area.

/ Demand that either (i) the reference to visitors be removed or (ii) the Master Plan be 
revised and HKR undertake all management and maintenance of new public areas.

(5) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot This is untrue. There are 
presently over 8,300 assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot together with HKR.

I Dem and that HKR withdraw the Applications and m ake revisions to recognise the co-owners.



(6) Under the D M Q  City Managem ent is supposed to represent the Owners (including HKR) in all 
matters and dealings with Government or any utility in any way concerning the management 
of the City. Despite this condition, HKR continues to negotiate direct with Government and 
utilities, and conclude secret agreements to which we have no input or access. The water and 
sewerage agreements, plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the Lot, 
have already been mentioned, but there are more.

I dem and that the LPG supply agreement with San Hing be made public.

/ dem and that the proposed bus depot at Area 10b be declared a public bus depot, and  
ensure that henceforth franchised bus operators have the right to run bus services between 
Discovery B ay  an d  other places.

(7) The Area 10b Application claims that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from the sea 
at Nim Shue Wan, and cites Gazette Notice 710 of Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice 
does not include the area o f the proposed reclamation. HKR only secured the relevant seabed 
and  foreshore lease in 1980 (see New  Grant IS6788^ registered in the Land Registry.

I  dem and that H KR  sh ow  proof that it has the right to reclaim the area of the seabed at Area 
10b before the O ZP is extended to indude the seabed area at Nim Shue Wan.

(7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier.

/ dem and  p roper studies show ing how  dangerous goods will be handled in the future.

(8J The M aster Plan forms part of the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, yet the current Master Plan, 
6.0E1, and the current OZP are not aligned.

/ dem and  that the Governm ent and  HKR first update the existing M aster Plan and OZP to 
ensure that they are property aligned, before considering any  am endm ents to the OZP.

Unless and until m y dem ands are acceded to I object to the above-mentioned development 

application.

Yours sincerely

Name: Fung Yuk Leung Owner/Resident of:

Tel. Fax
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To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

Date; 8 April, 2016 

Dear Sirs,
♦

Re: Application No, Y/f-DB/3. Area 10b. Discovery Bay -  Master Plan and Undivided Shares

I take pleasure in forwarding the attached submission to the Town Planning Board fn respect of the subject Application.

泰
Yours sincerely,
Andrew  Burns

23:26
Andrew Bums 
0 8日0 4月2016年； 

tpbpd @  pland.gov.hk
Application No. Y/I-DB/3. Area 10b, Discovery Bay - Master Plan and Undivided Shares 

Submission to Towa Planning Board Area 10b Master Plan and Undividcd-Shares.pdf
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To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

From: Andrew Burns
46 Headland Drive
Discovery Bay

Email: andrew@syymba.com 

Date: 8 April, 2016
»

Dear Sirs,

Re: Application No. Y/l-DB/3, Area 10b, Discovery Bay 
Master Plan and Undivided Shares 1

Master Plan

The Master Plan for Discovery Bay is an integral part of the Land Grant (IS6122 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 Master Plan is dated 28 February, 2000. Unfortunately, it has 
not been updated to reflect either the current outline zoning plan (ttOZPn) or the 
current development on the Lot.

/n 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; size and surrounding area 
of the land designated Gl/C on the current OZP; configuration of the Area N2 at the 
inclined lift, etc.

The Town Planning Board must note that the OZP cannot exist independent of the 
Master Plan, The Master Plan is part of the Land Grant. It is recognized as the sole 
authority for the permitted development on the Lot under the Principal Deed of 
Mutual Covenant fPDMC"). In order to preserve this connection, the Town 
Planning Board should stipulate that the Notes to the Outline Zoning Plan 
state that all uses permitted under the OZP are subject to those same 
permissions being included in the relevant zone on an approved Master Plan,

Undivided Shares ♦
♦

There is no limit to the development on the Lot under the Land Grant and Master 
Plan. The final determinant of the ultimate development potential of the Lot is the 
number of undivided shares remaining for allocation to any new development on the
Lot.

mailto:andrew@syymba.com


When the Discovery Bay PDMC was drafted in 1982f no one could know how 
development would proceed in the future. Therefore, the PDMC had to provide both 
flexibility (for the developer) and certainty (for the assigns of the developer). This 
was achieved through the unique share regime described in the PDMC. In fact, it is 
only through the share regime that limits are set on the ultimate gross floor area of 
each given land use allowed on the Lot under the Master Plan.

At page 7 of the PDMCf the Lot is notionally divided into 250,000 undivided shares. 
These undivided shares were immediately allocated to various uses. For example, 
56f500 undivided shares were allocated to the Residential Development, 4,850 to 
the Commercial Development, 2,150 to Clubs and public recreation activities and 
3,500 to Hotel use.丨n addition, 55,000 undivided shares were defined as “Reserve 
Undivided Shares”.

It is important to recognise that the undivided shares shown at Page 7 have not been 
associated with any specific area or development on the Lot. They are simply 
associated with future uses. To create an association with a specific area or 
development, the developer must follow Paragraph 7 on Page 7 of the PDMC. This 
requires that: "The said 250,000 equal undivided shares shall be allocated to the City 
and the Villages as provided by this Deed and any Sub-Deeds of Mutual Covenants.*1

The detail of the regime for allocation of undivided shares is provided at Section Ul of 
the PDMC, titled "Undivided Shares". Allow me to quote the section for Residential 
Development in full:

1. The said 56,500 Undivided Shares allocated to the Residential 
Development shall be sub-allocated to the Residential Units of each Village 
(as it is completed in conformity with the Master Plans) by the Registered 
Owner in the Sub-Deed of Mutual Covenant governing that Village and in the 
event:-

(a) there shall be insufficient number of Undivided Shares to be 
allocated to the Village which shall be last completed in conformity with 
the Master Plans, then the Registered Owner shall allocate from the 
Reserve Undivided Shares such number of them a s  shall make up the 
deficiency to that last Village, and

(b) there shall be more than the actual number of. Undivided 
Shares required for all the Residential Units in the City, then the 
surplus number of Undivided Shares shall be deemed to be part of the 
Undivided Shares allocated to the City Common Areas and City 
Common Facilities and Village Common Areas and Village Common 
Facilities and the terms and conditions herein set out governing the 
sam e shall apply.

Hence, only undivided shares that have been allocated to the Residential 
Development at Page 7 of the PDMC may be sub-allocated to Residential Units. 
Once all the Residential Development undivided shares have been exhausted, the 
developer may draw from the Reserve Undivided Shares. However, no shares 
allocated to any other use at Page 7 may be sub-allocated to Residential Units.



The subsequent paragraphs at Section III are similar. Undivided shares of a given 
use may be allocated to the corresponding part of the Lot. Once all shares of a given
use are exhausted, the developer may draw upon the Reserve Undivided Shares.

Thus, Reserve Undivided Shares, and only Reserve Undivided Shares, may stand in 
for other undivided shares.

The problem is, at this stage, we have no record how many Reserve Undivided 
Shares remain for allocation to the future development on the Lot

Furthermore, the Town Planning Board should consideKthe meaning of the phrase 
“fn the event there shall be insufficient number of Undivided Shares to b象 allocated
to the Village which shall be last completed in conformity with the Master Plans".

In order to protect the interests of all the current and future assigns of the 
developed the Town Planning Board should require a full accounting of the 
allocation of all undivided shares by share type to all Village, City and other 
areas of the Lot, prior to consideration of any proposal to amend the present
OZP.

Yours sincerely,
Andrew Bums
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To: Secretary, Town Planning Board 
(Via email: tpbpd@pland.g〇v.hk)
Application Nos.: TPB/Y/I-DB/2 and TPB/Y/I-DB/3

D e a r S ir /  M ad am ,

Subject; Objection to the Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd^s Application to Develop Areas 6f (behind 
P a r k v a lc )  a n d  1 0 b  ( W a te r f r o n t  n e a r  P e n in s u la  V illag e)

I s t r o n g ly  o b je c t  th e  6 f  a n d  10b  p ro je c ts ! ! !
鳥

As a long-term resident o f Discovery Bay, I would like to preserve Discovery Bay as a natural, low 
density and private car free residential area, which was the original philosophy of living style and town 
planning o f  this area.

Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd plans to further develop this place with substantial increase of buildings, 
population and traffic which exceed the existing Master Plan and OZP are not to the benefits of the 
residence. I  now write to object to the above-mentioned development application.

At present, the total number o f units in the whole Parkvale Village is 606. However, the 6f project aims
to Siiild 476 units more. It represents that there will be an increase o f 78.5% density within this sm这 11 
Village. The proposed buildings are closely opposite to the Crystal and Coral Courts. The Crystal and 
Coral Courts are* mainly facing east and west. If the 6 f project is approved, the side facing west (half of 
the view) will be entirely blocked. Also, the natural environment around that area is destroyed. 
Therefore, the proposal is unacceptable.

m

Even worse, the project 10b plans to drastically increase the total number of units in the Peninsula 
Village which represents that the population density will be highly increased. The natural environment 
will be seriously damaged too.

People choosing Discovery Bay as home are fond o f the natural, quiet and low density environment. For
enjoying the environment, we spend for the long traveling time and pay for the high traveling expenses,

*

If the project is approved, we will be betrayed. Besides, all the pledges o f the Hong Kong Government
previously made to DB residents are overturned.

#

■

In  the meeting o f  Parkvale Village Owners Committee which was held on 5 March 2016, the
4

Presentations o f  the Lantau Overall Development Plan by representatives from the Development Bureau, 
Planning Department and Civil Engineering and Development Department held on 2. April 2016 and the 
Hong Kong R esorts application to the Town Planning Board for the development o f  6 f and 10b held at 
the DB Community Hall on 3 April 2016, the projects o f  6 f and 10b were strongly opposed by the 
participants. It reflects that DB residents regard the projects as unwelcome.

In view  o f  the aforesaid, Istron g lyob jectth e  6 f  and 10b projects. Hope you can understand and
consider not approving th e  a b o v e -m e n tio n e d  p ro jec ts .

#

T h a n k  y o u  v e ry  m u c h  fo r  y o u r  a tten tio n  in to  th is  m atter. I sh o u ld  be g ra tefu l i f  you  w ould  give m e a  reply  
to  a c k n o w le d g e  th e  re c e ip t  o f  m y  e -m ail.



Yours sincerely,

WONG Wing-yan, M iranda
Address : 
Tel. N o .:
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ear Sir/M adam

ease fin th e  attach ed  regard ing areas 10b and 6b in Discovery Bay.

nd regards, 
laki Kawamoto

參
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To: Secretary^ Town Planning Board 
(Via email: tpbpdgi)pland.|gov.bj<) 
A pp lica tion  No.: TPB/V/I-0B/3

«

Dear Sirs,

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co lid 's  Apptication to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsufa 
Vifla^e)

♦

I have the following comments:

(1) The Applications TPB/Y/I-OB/2 and TPB/Y/l-DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate 
population at Discovery Bay from 25#000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 
29^00X3 under the revised OZP. T?H! AppHcations include detailed impact statements to show 
that the.increase is well within the capacity Hmrts of the lot. However^ the impact statertients 
ignore the essential fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to 
provide potable water arid sewerage services to the Lot.

• Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the 
Land Grant, and HKR wrote to the Crty Owners' Committee on 10 Juty# 1995 stating that 
the reservoir was built for a maximum population of 25,000. The impact assessments 
ignore this essential fact.

I dem and that the population cap of2S,000 be preserved, so as not to breach the Land 
G rant

0

• In spite of the conditions contained in the land Grant, when the turmet was built 
Government agreed to allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. 
However^ the agreements are between HKR and the Government, and they remain 
secret. Naw# the Government has refused to provide additional water and sewerage 
services to cater for a population beyond 25,000.

/ dem and  that Governm ent release the existing water and sewerage services 
agreem ents.

(2) H  the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that the 
following issues be addressed.

• Due to Governments to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a
population of 25,000, HKR is proposing  to restart the water treatment and waste water 
treatment plants on the Lot Under the Deed of Mutxial Covenant (DMC), HKR may 
further devetop the Jot, provided sudi cfevelopment does not.impose any new financial 
obligations on existing owners (Clause S{b), P. 10).

/ demand that frit costs for water and sewerage services to areas Sfand 10b, including 
operation of all treatment plants  ̂storage fadVrties and pipelines  ̂be charged to areas 
6f and 10b and not to existing villages.



• Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to OB when the 
tunnel was bu»K, it refused to pay for and maintain the connections. As a result, the 
Owners are paying over $1 million per year to the Government to lease land to run 
pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Waa. The owners are also paying for all 
maintenance of the pipelines and pumping systems.

/ dem and  that Governm ent provide potable w ater and sew erage connections to the 
Lot boundary, just like every other residential €ie^topm ent in H ong Kong.

♦ •

(S) The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIAj states that the roods both within and outside 00 have
plenty of spare capacity to cater for o population increase from 2S,000 to 29JXXK However,

the T1A ignores the essential fact that,, under the existing OZP, DB is dedared to be 
^primarily a cor-free devetopment90. As such, road copoctty is irrelevont.

• Golf carts are the primafy mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing 
number

/ dem and that the Governm ent consider w hether it is safe to allow  increased tixifftc 
in  com petrtlon w ith stow -m oving go lf carts that o fftr no  co/fhfon protection to

occupants.

«

i demand that Gwernm ent review the sustainabilrty of capping goff carts at the 
current /ewe/ white increasing population. Golf carts are already setting for over 

HK$2 miHion.

• No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct frewn golf cart parking) on 
the totf and vehicles are currently parked iUcgaity at different locatioas.

I  D em and  that G overnm ent review vehicle p ark ing  before an y  population  increase.

(4) The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that ^This zone is 
intended primarily for the provision of outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade, 
for active and/ or passive recreational uses serving the needs of the local residents and 
visitors•一 Under the DM Q  there is no provision to allow public access to the Lot, nor is there

requ/Vement/br the resWentki/ owners to pay/or the mamtcnonce areas,
access «  an/y cr//ovv«/ (f an Dreo dectorec/ to be Pwb/ic Recreadon on the Master 

Piori and HKR undertakes to pay for management ond maintenance of the public area,

I Dem ond that either (i) the reference to visitors be removed or (ii) the M aster Phn  be 
revised and HKH undertake o ft management and maintenance of new pubtk areas.

«

9

(5) HKR daim s in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot This is untrue. There are 
presentfy over 8,300 assigns of the developer who oo-own the Lot together w/t/> HKR.

I Dem and that HKH withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognise co-owners.



(6) Under the DM Q  City Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including HKR) in all 
matters and dealings with Government or any utility in any way concerning the management
of the Oty. Despite this condition^ HKR continues to negotiate direct with Government and 
utiltties, and conclude secret agreements to which we have no input or access. The water and 
sewerage agreements^ plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines Outside the Lot, 
hove already been mentioned, but there ore more.

/ dem and that f/>e LPG suppfy agreement with San Hing be made public.

t dem and that the proposed bus cfepot at Area 10b be cfedared a public bus depots and 
ensure that henceforth franchised bus operators have-the right to run bus services between 
Discovery Bay and other places.

(7) The Area 10b Application cfaims that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from the sea 
ot Nfm Shue Won, and cites Gazette Notice 710 of Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice 
does not include the area of the proposed redamatfon：r HKR only secured the relevant seabed 
and foreshore lease in 1980 (see New  Grant IS678S, registered in the Land Heglstry.

/ dem and that HKR show  proof that k  has the light to redaim the area of the seabed at Area 
10b before the OZP is extended to indude the seabed area at Him Shue Wan.

⑺  The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier.

/ demand proper studies showing how dangerous goods wiii be handled in the future.

(8) The Master Pfan forms part of the Land Grant at Discovefy Bay, yet the current Master Plan, 
6.0E1, and the current OZP are not aligned.

/ demand th a t the Government and HKR first update the exisUng Master Plan and OZP to 
ensure that they are pcop^Hy aiigned, before considering any amendments to the OZP.

Unless and until my demands are acceded to I object to the above-mentioned development 

application.

Yours sincerely

Name:
9

/i)

TcL

Owner/Rcsident of:

Fax

Email Address:
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收件者：

主旨：
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Objects to Dcvclo

Sally Conti
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To: Secretary, Town Planning Board 
(Via email: tobpd@pland.gov.hk)
Application No.: TPB/Y/I-DB/3

Dear Sirs,

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd^s Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula Village)

I have the following comments and objections to the Development of 10b,

♦

(1) The A pplications TPB /Y /I-D B /2 and TPB/Y /I-D B/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate population at 
D iscovery B ay from 25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29,000 under the revised OZP. The 
A pplications include detailed im pact statem ents to show  that the increase is well within the capacity limits o f  the 
lot. How ever, the im pact statem ents ignore the essential fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no 
obligation to provide potable w ater and sew erage services to the Lx>t.

• Discovery Bay is required to bie self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the Land Grant, and 
HKR wrote to the City Owners’ Committee on 10 Ju丨y, 199S stating that the reservoir was built for a 
maximum population of 25,000. The impact assessments ignore this essential fact.

I dem and that the population cap o f25,000 be preserved, so as not to breach the Land Grant

• In spite of the conditions contained in the Land Gran^ when the tunnel was built Government agreed to 
aflow potable water and sewerage connections to Sfu Ho Wan. However, the agreements are between 
HKR and the Government, and they remain secret. Now, the Government has refused to provide 
additional water and sewerage services to cater for a population beyond 25,000.

4

/ dem and that Government release the existing water and sewerage services agreements.
4

(2) I f  the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that the following issues be 
addressed

»

 ̂ •

• Due to Government's to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a population of 25,000, 
HKR is propo§fng to restart the water treatment and waste water treatment plants on the Lot. Under 
the Deed of Mutual Covenant (DMC), HKR may further develop the 丨ot, provided such development 
does not impose any new  financial obligations on existing owners (Clause 8(b), P. 10).

/ demand that all costs for water and sewerage services to areas 6fand 10b, including operation of 
all treatment plantŝ  storage facilities and pipelines, be charged to areas 6f and 10b and not to 
existing villages.

mailto:tobpd@pland.gov.hk


► A lthough Gi，W ^ m e n t  agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB w hen the tunnel wa 
built, it refused to pay for and maintain the connections. A s a result, the Ow ners are paying over $ 1  

million per year to the Governm ent to lease land to run pipelines outside the Lot to  connect to  Siu 
Ho W an. The ow ners are also paying for all maintenance of the pipelines and pum ping systems,

/ demand that Government provide potable water and sewerage connections to the Lot boundary, 
just tike every other residential development in Hong Kong.

(3) T he Trajffic Im pact A ssessm ent (TIA ) states that the  roads both w ithin and outside DB have p len ty  o f  
spare capacity  to cater for a population  increase from  25,000 to 29,000. H ow ever, the T IA  ignores th e
essential fact tha l under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be “primarily a car-free development” . As 
such, road capacity is irrelevant.

• Golf carts are the prim ary m ode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing num ber.

/ demand that the Government consider whether it is safe to allow increased traffic in competition 
with slow-moving golf carts that offer no collision protection to occupants.

I demand that Government review the sustainability of capping golf carts at the current level 
while increasing population. Golf carts are already selling for over HK$2 million.

• N o  p rov ision  has been m ade fo r vehicle parking (distinct from  go lf cart parking) on  the Lot, and  

vehicles are currently parked illegally at d ifferent locations,

/ Demand that Government review vehicle parking before any population increase.

(4) The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that uThis zone is intended primarily 
for the provision of outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade, for active and/ or passive recreational 
uses serving the needs of the local residents and visitors•” Under the DMC, there is no provision to allow public 
access to the Lot, nor is there any requirement for the residential owners to pay for the maintenance of public 
areas. Public access is only allowed if an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master Plan, and HKR 
undertakes to pay for management and maintenance of the public area-

/ Demand that either (i) the reference to visitors be removed or (ii) the Master Plan be revised and HKR 
undertake all management and maintenance of new public areas.

(5) H K R  claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot. This is untrue. There are presently over 
8,300 assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot together with HKR.

I Demand that H K R  withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognise the co-owners.

(6) Under the DMC, City Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including HICR) in all matters and 
dealings with Government or any utility in any way concerning the management of the City. Despite this 
condition， H K R  continues to negotiate direct wi出 Goveri^ent 姐d utilities，姐d conclude sec^



-vhich wc have no input or access. The water and sewerage agreements, plus the lease to run the water and 
;ewagc pipelines outside the Lot, have already been mentioned, but there arc more.

I dem and that the LPG supply agreem ent with San Hing be made public.

/ dem and that the proposed  bus depot at Area 10b be declared a public bus depot, and ensure that 
henceforth franch ised  bus operators have the right to run bus services between Discovery Bay and other 
places.

7) The Area 10b Application claims that HKR has the right to reclaim additionalland from the sea at Nim Shue 
^Van, and cites Gazette Notice 710 o f  Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice does not include the area of the 
jroposed reclamation. HKR only secured the relevant seabed and foreshore lease in 1980 (see New Grant IS6788, 
egistered in the Land Registry,

demand that HKR show proof that it has the right to reclaim the area of the seabed at Area 10b before the 
^ZP is extended to include the seabed area at Nim Shue Wan.

(7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier-

/ demand proper studies showing how  dangerous goods will be handled in the future.

(8) The Master Plan forms part of the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, yet the current Master Plan, 6.0E1, and 
the current OZP are not aligned.

/ demand that the Government and HKR first update the existing Master Plan and OZP to ensure that 
they are properly aligned, before considering any amendments to the OZP.

Unless and until my demands are acceded to I object to the above-mentioned development application.

Yours sincerely

Name: Sally Conti

Fax
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Application N o: TPBA7T-DB/3

Sally Conti
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tpbpd® plandsov.hk 
Object to (he development o f Areas 10B

2110

Dear Sirs,

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd" s Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfixmt near Peninsula Village)

I, Low Siok Eng of 3 Woodgreen Courts, have the following comments and objects to the Development of Area 10b:

1. The applicant HKRI wishes to construct a mix of housing including 18-storey tower blocks and low or mid-
*

rise units with a total of 1,125 flats in the present Nim Shu Wan service area. Such flats would accommodate 
..2-3,000 new residents. Together with the area 6f proposal, this would mean an increase in the Discovery Bay 
population o f approximately 4,000 persons.

2. Construction in area 10b would cause serious noise disturbance to the occupants of Jovial, Verdant and Haven 
, Courts given their close proximity. Residents in Peninsula Village are also likely to be affected. The 
developer has not offered any explanation o f how occupants, right to peace and quiet can be preserved.

3. It will be necessary for the developer to reclaim additional land from Nim Shu Wan. The developer has cited 
a 1976 Gazette Notice, but it would appear that the land required for the area 10b project is more than that 
which the developer owns- The developer must demonstrate that it has full legal rights to the whole area of 
the proposed reclamation.

A. The proposed relocation of the existing Kai To feny pier farther away from its present location means 
additional walking time for Discovery Bay residents. By contrast, the berth for Bounty will be moved to a 
Joĉ tion not far from 出e existing Kai To pier. Residents are being inconvenienced for the benefit, of visitors. 
This is unacceptable.

5, The schedule of uses proposed for the promenade at area 10b refers to the (recreational) needs of local 
residents and visitors Under the terms of the principal Deed of Mutual Covenant for Discovery Bay, no 
provision is made for public access to the Lot (Discovery BayX nor is there any obligation on the part of 
residents to pay for the maintenance of public areas. Public access is allowed only if an area is declared on 
the Master Plan to be a public recreational areâ  in which case the developer is solely responsible for 
management and maintenance costs. The reference to visitors should be removed from the schedule of uses or



the Master Plari^ liild be revised to designate the relevant parts of area 10b as public recreational areas 
managed and maintained by the developer.

6. What arrangements will be made by the developer for storage of dangerous goods following removal of the 
existing store from the area 10b application ?

1. The proposed new residential units and other facilities will mean extra demands on existing water supplies 
and sewage facilities within Discovery Bay. How does the developer propose to address these issues without 
compromising water supplies to existing residents and will additional sewage treatment facilities be required 
within Discovery Bay ( and, if so, where) ? •

8. The cost of any additional water pumping and piping and/or sewage treatment facilities should 0  borne 
solely by the developer and/or owners of units at area 10b, not by any other owner in Discovery Bay.

9. New bus depot and paricing facilities at area 10b should be made available to bus companies other than those 
controlled by the developer with view to such other companies eventually providing services to and from 
Discovery Bay.

10. Neither the proposed development at area 10b nor any other projects within Discovery Bay should tesult in 
the population exceeding 25,000 and thereby contravening the original Land Grant in 1976. Appropriate 
undertakings to such effect should be given by the developer*

Unless and until ail the above issues can be addressed to the satisfaction of Discovery Bay owners and residents, 
the Town Planning Board should respect DB Owners, who are also shareholders of Discovery Bay land, concerns 
and refuse to approve development of area 10b,
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To: Secretary, Town Planning Board (Via email: tpbpd^ptand.f；oythk) 
Application No.: TPB/Y/l-DB/3

Dear Sirs,

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd̂ s AppHcation to Develop Areas 10b 
8elow please find my comments foryour perusal:

(1) The Applications TPB/Y/l-OB/2 and TPB/Y/l-DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate 
population at Oiscovery Bay from 25#000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 
29,000 under the revised OZP. The Applicatk>ns include detailed impact statements to show 
that the increase is well within the capacity limits Of the lot However, the impact statements 
ignore the essential fact that, under the Land Grants the Government has no obligation to 
provide potable water and sewerage services to the Lot-

• Discovery Bay is required to be seff-suffident in water and sewerage services under the 
Land Grant, and HKR wrote to the Qty Owners* Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that 
the reservoir was built for a maximum population of 25/000. The impact assessments 
ignore this essential fact̂  Thus I demand that the population cap of 25,000 be preserved, 
in order not to breach the Land Grant

«
%

*

• In spite of the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnd was built
Government agreed to allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. 
However, the agreements are between HKR and the Government, and they remain 
secret. NoWj the Government has refused to provide additional water and sewerage 
services to cater for a population beyond 25#000. Thus I demand that Government release 
the existing water and sewerage services agreements to the public.

(2) If the Town Planning Board Insists on approving the Appfications, I further request that the 
following issues need to be addressed

• In spite of the conditions contained in the land Grant, when the tunnel was built
»

Government agreed to alio你 potable water and sewerage connections to Shi Ho \A/arv 
However^ the agreements are between HKR and the Government, and they remain 
secret Now, the Government has refused to provide additional water and sewerage 
services to cater for a population beyond 25,000. Now I demand that Government release 
the existing water and sewerage services agreements to the public.

• Although Government agreed to provide water and seyverage services to DB when the 
tunnel was built 比 refused to pay for and main tafn the connections. As a result, the 
Ownersare paying over S lm illb n  peryeartotheGovemmenttoleaselandtorun 
pipefines ou t̂sfde the Lot to connect t；o Si|M VVarv The oyvner^ arealso payjpg fbr all 
mamtenance of th^ pipelinei aod pump^h^ systems. &ow I demaind that Government 
to provide potabfewateraixi se w a g e  conncctlor^.to the Lot boundaryjustlike 
every other residential developments in Hong Kong,

(3) The Traffic Impact Assessment (T1A) states thatthe roads both within and outside DB hove 
plenty o f spare capacity to cater for a population increase from 25,000 to 29,000. However^
the TIA ignores the essential fact that, under the existing OZP  ̂DB is dedared to be

♦

^primarily a car-free developments As sudh, road capacity is irrelevant



Gotf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped 狄  th€ existing 
number  ̂Due to this reason#l demand that the Government conskier if it is safe to
allow increased traffic in competition w’lth sk>w-movlng golf carts that offer no collision
protection to occupants^ Now I dcrnand that Governr^ent review the sustainabUlty of 
capping golf carts at the current level whUe increasing population. Golf caits are 
already selfing for over HK$2 mafion.

• No provision has been made for vehide parking (distinct from golf cart parking) on 
the Lot# and vehicles are currently parked iUegany at different locations  ̂Under this
reason, I v/ouki demand that Government reviev/ vehide parking before any
population inaease.

(4)The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that This zone is 
intended primarily for the provision of outdoor open-air space at the foreshore proanenode, 
for acth/e and/ or passive recreational uses serving the needs of the local residents qoaL  
visitors/" L/ncfer DMG t/iere & no proWsfo/7 to o/tow pc/Wfc ooccss to the tot nor fs there 
any requirement for the residential owners to pay for the maintenance of public areas.
Public access Is only albwed if an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master 
Plan, and HKR undertakes to pay for management and maintenance of the public area. Thus 
I Demand that either {〇 the reference to visitors be removed or (u) the Master Plan be 
revised and HKR undertake all management and maintenance of new public areas.

(5) HKR claims in the Applications that it Is the sole owner of the Lot This is untrue. There are 
presently over 8,300 assigns of the developer who oo-own the Lot together wfth Now 
I Demand that HKR withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognize the co-ov/aerŝ

(6) Under the DMQ Gty Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including HKR) in alt 
matters and dealings with Government or any utility in any way concerning the management 
of the Gty. Despite this condition, HKR continues to negotiate direct with Government and 
utilities, and conclude secret agreements to which we have no input or access. The water and 
sewerage agreements, plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the lot,
/j〇ve a/reody been mentfoned, bat there are more Now l demand thatthe proposed bus 
depot at Area 10b be declared a public bus depot, and ensure that henceforth franchised bus 
operators have the right to run bus services between Discovery Bay and other placeŝ

(7) The Area 10b Application claims that HKR has the right to redaim additional land from the sea 
at Nim Shue Wan, and cites Gazette Notice 710 of Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice 
does not include the area of the pivposed reclamation. HKR only secured the relevant seabed 
ontf /orcshore /wse iV* 1980 (see New Grant IS67SS, regfsteretf 丨> 1  the Land fiegfstry. Thus 
1 demand that HKR provides proof that it has the right to reclaim the area of the seabed at 
Area 10b before the OZP is extended to include the seabed area at Nim Shue V/an.

(7) The Area 10b Applicatk>n removes the existing dangerous gcx>ds store and vehicular pier so
•  *

I demand proper studies showing how dangerous goods will be handled

鲁

⑻ The Master Plan forms part of the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, Yet the current Master Plan, 
6-0E1, and the current OZP are not aligned Due to this reason, \ demand that ttve 
Government and HKR first update the existing Master Plan and OZP to ensure that they are 
properly aligned, before considering any amendments to the OZP,



Unless and until my demands are observed I strongly oppose to the above-menttoned
development application.

Yours sincerely,

Janet Yim YukChun _____________
ow n  e r:
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D ear Sir ，

I  a m  w r i t i n g  to  o b j e c t  th i s  p r o j e c t ,  d e ta i l s  a s  a tta c h e d *  T h a n k  y o u ,

%

Rdgs / DL Yang.



To: Secretary, Town Planning Board 

(Via email; tpbpd@pland.gov.hk)
Application No.: TPB/Y/l-DB/3  

Dear

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Lt&s Aoplicatfon to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula 
Village)

I have the following comments: .
#

^  The Applications TPB/Y/l-DB/2 and TPB/Y/I-DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate 
population at Discovery Bay from 25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 
29,000 under the revised OZP. The Applications include detailed impact statements to show

*  m

that the increase is well within the capacity limits of the lot. However, the impact statements 
ignore the essential fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to 
provide potable water and sewerage services to the Lot.

• Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the 
Land Grant,, and HKR wrote to the City Owners/ Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that
the reservoir was built for a maximum population of 25,000. The impact assessments 
ignore this essential fact.

I dem and that the population cap o f25,000 be preserved, so as not to breach the Land 
Grant

4

• In spite of the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was built 
Government agreed to allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. 
However, the agreements are between HKR and the Government, and they remain secret 
Now, the Government has refused to provide additional water and sewerage services to

m

cater for a population beyond 25,000.

/ dem and that Government release the existing water and sewerage services 
agreements.

(2) If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that the 
following issues be addressed.

• Due to Government's to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a
population of 25,000, HKR is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water
treatm ent plants on the Lot. Under the Deed o f M utuar Covenant (DMC), HKR may

further develop the lot, provided such development does not impose any new financial

obligations on existing owners (Clause 8(b), P. 10).

/ dem and that ail costs fo r water and  sewerage services to areas 6fand  10b, including
参

operation o f all treatment plants, storage facilities and  pipelines, be charged to areas 
6 f and 10b and  not to existing villages.

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


• Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when the
tunnel was built, it refused to pay for and maintain the connections. As a result, the 

• Owners are paying over $1 million per year to the Government to lease land to run 
pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are also paying for all 
maintenance of the pipelines and pumping systems-

/ demand that Government provide potable water and sewerage connections to the 
Lot boundary^ just like every other residential development in Hong Kong.

(3) The Traffic Impact Assessment(TIA) states that the roads both within and outside DB have 
plenty of spare capacity to cater for a population increase from 25,000 to 29,000. However, 
the TIA ignores the essential fact that, under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be 
^primarily a car-free developments As such, road capacity is irrelevant

• Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing 
number.

/ demand that the Government consider whether it is safe to allow increased traffic 
in competition with slow-moving golf carts that offer no collision protection to 
occupants.

I demand that Government review the sustainability of capping golf carts at the 
current level while increasing population. Golf carts are already selling for over 
HK$2 million.

♦

• No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parking) on 
the Lot, and vehicles are currently parked illegally at different locations.

/ Demand that Government review vehicle parking before any population increase.

(4) The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that 'This zone is 
intended primarily for the provision of outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade, 
for active and/or passive recreational uses serving the needs of the local residents and 
visitors."  Under the DMC, there is no provision to allow public access to the Lot/ nor is there 
any requirement for the residential owners to pay for the maintenance of public areas.
Public access is only allowed if an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master 
Plan, and HKR undertakes to pay for management and maintenance of the public area.

I Demand that either (i) the reference to visitors be removed or (ii) the M aster Plan be 
revised and HKR undertake all management and maintenance of new public areas.

(5) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot This is untrue. There are 
presently over 8,300 assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot together with HKR.

I Demand that HKR withdraw the Appiications and make revisions to recognise the co-owners.



(6) Under the D M Q  City M anagem ent is supposed to represent the Owners (including HKR) in all 
m atters and  dealings with Governm ent or any utility in any way concerning the m anagem ent 
o f  the City. Despite this condition, HKR continues to negotiate direct with Government and  
utilities^ and  conclude secret agreem ents to which we hove no input or access. The water and
sew erage  agreem ents， plus the lease to run the water and sew age pipelines outside the Lot, 
have already been mentioned^ but there are more.

/ d e m a n d  that the LPG  supp ly  agreem ent with San  H ing be m ade public.

/ d e m a n d  that the p rop o sed  b u s depot at A rea  10b be declared a  public bus depots and  
ensu re  that henceforth  fran ch ised  bus operators have  the right to run bus services between • 
D isco ve ry  B a y  a n d  other places.

(7) The A re a  10b  Application claim s that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from  the sea  
at N im  Sh u e  W on, an d  cites Gazette Notice 710  o f Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice 
doe s no t include the area o f  the p roposed  reclamation. HKR only secured the relevant seabed  
a n d  fo re sh o re  lease  in 1 9 8 0  (see N e w  Grant IS67SB, registered in the Land Registry.

/ d e m a n d  that H K R  sh o w  p ro o f  that it h a s  the right to reclaim  the area o f the seabed at Area  
1 0 b  before  the O Z P  is extended  to include the seab ed  area  at N im  Shue Wan.

(7) The  Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier.
0

/ d e m a n d  p ro p e r  stu d ie s  sh o w in g  h o w  d a n ge ro u s g o o d s w ill be  hand led  in the future.
钃

(8) The Master Plan forms part of the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, yet the current Master Plan,
6.0E1, and the current OZP are not aligned

/ dem and that the Government and HKR first update the existing Masterplan and OZP to 
ensure that they are properly aligned, before considering any amendments to the OZP.

Unless and until my demands are acceded to I object to the above-mentioned development

application.

Yours sincerely

Name: Dalou Yang

Tel.
Fax NA

Email Address:
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I demand that the LPG supply agreement with San Hing bemade public.

I
demand that the proposed bus depot at Area 10b bedeclared a public bus depot, and ensure that hencefoith^mchise 

d bus operators ha ve the right to run bus servicesbetween Discovery Bay and other places.

(7JThe Area 10b Application claims that HKR has theright to reclaim additional land from the 
sea at NimShue Wan, and
cites Gazette Notice 710 of Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice does not include the areaof 
the proposed reclamatiorL HKR only secured therelevant seabed and 
foreshore lease in 1980 (see NewGrant IS6788, registered in the Land Registry.

I demand that HKR show proof that it has the right to reclaim the area of the seabed at Area 10b before the OZP is
extended to include the seabed area at Nim Shue Wan.

%

(7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerousgoods store and vehicular pier.

I  demand proper studies showing how dangerous goods willbc handled in the futurs. 一
泰

(8) The Master Plan forms part of the Land
Grant at DiscoveryBay, yet the current Master Plan, 6.0E1, and the currentOZP are not aligned.

I demand that the Government and HKR first update theexisting Master Plan and OZP to ensure 
that they are properlyaligned, before considering any amendments to the OZP.

Unless and until my demands are acceded to I object to the above-mentioned development application.

Yours sincerely

Name Damien McGovern :Owner/Resident of:

Tel.

Email Address:

Sent from  my iPhone



tpbpd
奇# 者： 
奇 件 曰 期 : 
收 件 者 : 
主旨： 
附 件 :

Rccnia Fondckar
08曰04月2016竽星期五22:55
tpbpd @ plan J . i；o v.hk
Fwd: Concerns against the re development against Area 10b
I6〇4〇4_submission_to_lownj>Ianningb.board_on.arca_10b_scrvicc_arca_aupcninsular.Yilla2C_2.doc
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Dear Sir,
Please refer to my attachment regarding my concerns for the re development proposed in Area 10b ( service area at the

*

waterfront o f PeninsuJa Village) •

Thanking you in anticipation. 

Yours Sincerely
Rccnia Fondckar



To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

(Via email: tobod(5)pland.g〇v,hk) 
Application No-: T P B /Y /卜DB/3

Dear Sirs,

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd^ Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula 
Village)

I have the following comments:
%

(1) The Applications TPB/Y/l-DB/2 and TPB/Y/l-DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate 
population at Discovery Bay from 25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 
29,000 under the revised OZP. The Applications include detailed impact statements to show 
that the increase is well within the capacity limits of the lot- However, the impact statements 
ignore the essential fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to 
provide potable water and sewerage services to the Lot.

• Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the
鲁《

Land Grant, and HKR wrote to the City Owners/ Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that the 
reservoir was built for a maximum population of 25,000. The impact assessments ignore this 
essential fact.

#

I dem and that the population cap o f25,000 be preserved^ so as not to breach the Land 
Grant

♦

• In spite of the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was built 
Government agreed to allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. However^ 
the agreements are between HKR and the Government, and they remain secret. Now, the 
Government has refused to provide additional water and sewerage services to cater for a 
population beyond 25,000.

/ dem and that Government release the existing water and sewerage services 
agreements.

(2) If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that the 
following issues be addressed.

• Due to Government's to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a 
population of 25,000, HKR is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water 
treatment plants on the Lot. Under the Deed of Mutual Covenant (DMC), HKR may further 
develop the lo^ provided such development does not impose any new financial obligations on 
existing owners (Clause 8(b), P. 10).

/ dem and that all costs for water and  sewerage services to areas 6fand  10b, including 
operation o f all treatment plants^ storage facilities and pipelines, be charged to areas 
6f and 10b and not to existing villages.



• Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when the
tunnel was built, it refused to pay for and maintain the connections. As a result, the Owners 
are paying over $1 million per year to the Government to lease land to run pipelines outside 
the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are also paying for ail maintenance of the 
pipelines and pumping systems.

/ demand that Government provide potable water and sewerage connections to the 
Lot boundary^ just like every other residential development in Hong Kong.

(3) The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states that the roads both within and outside DB have 
plenty of spare capacity to cater for a population increase from 25,000 to 29,000. However, 
the TIA ignores the essential fact that, under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be 
"primarily a car-free development' As such, road capacity is irrelevant.

%

• . Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing 
number.

/ demand that the Government consider whether it is safe to aUow increased traffic 
in competition with slow-moving golf carts that offer no collision protection to 
occupants.

/ demand that Government review the sustainability of capping goif carts at the 
current /eve/ while increasing population. Golf carts are already selling for over 
HK$2 million.

• No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parking) on 
the Lot, and vehicles are currently parked illegally at different locations.

/ Demand that Government review vehicle parking before any population increase.

«

(4) The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that "This zone is 
intended primarily for the provision of outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade, 
for active and/ or passive recreational uses serving the needs of the local residents and 
visitors广  Under the DMC, there is no provision to allow public access to the Lot, nor is there 
any requirement for the residential owners to pay for the maintenance of public areas.
/^6/Zc access /5 on~ g//om^ c( //on area /s cfec/cfrecf to be Pt/b/fc Recrec?t/*o/7 on the Master 
Plan, and HKR undertakes to pay for management and maintenance of the public area.

I Demand that either (i) the reference to visitors be removed or (ii) the Master Plan be 
revised and HKR undertake all management and maintenance of new public areas.

(5) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot This is untrue. There are
_

presently over 8,300 assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot together with HKR. 

t Dem and that HKR withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognise the co-owners.



(6) Under the D M Q  City M anagem ent is supposed to represent the Owners (including HKR) in oil 
matters and  dealings with Government or any utility in any way concerning the management
of the City. Despite this condition, HKR continues to negotiate direct with Government and 
utilities, and  conclude secret agreem ents to which we have no input or access. The water and  
sew erage agreements^ plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the Lot, 
have already been mentioned, but there are more.

/ dem and  that the LPG  supp ly  agreem ent with San  H ing be m ade public.

/ dem and  that the p rop o sed  bu s depot at A rea 10b be declared a public bus depot, and  
ensure that henceforth franch ised  bu s operators have  the right to run bus services between 
D iscovery  B a y  a n d  other places.

(7) The Area 10b Application claims that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from the sea 
at Nim Shue Wan, and cites Gazette Notice 710 of Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice 
does not include the area of the proposed reclamation. HKR only secured the relevant seabed 
and foreshore lease in 1980 (see New Grant IS678B, registered in the Land Registry.

/ d e m a n d  that H K R  sh o w  p ro o f  that it h a s  the right to reclaim  the area o f  the seabed  at Area  
10b  before  the O ZP  is extended  to include the seab ed  area  at N im  Shue  W an.

(7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier.

/ demand proper studies showing how  dangerous goods will be handled in the future.

(S) The Master Plan forms part of the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, yet the current Master Plan, 
6.0E1, and the current OZP are not aligned.

/ demand that the Government and HKR first update the existing Master Plan and OZP to 
ensure that they are properly aligned, before considering any amendments to the OZP.

Unless and until my demands are acceded to I object to the above-mentioned development 

application-

Yours sincerely 

Name;Ms Reema Fondekar Owner/Resident of:

Fax

Email Address:



seabed and foresnorc

:者： 

曰期: 
收件者： 

主旨：

Kit Ycc Chiu 
08 曰 04 月 201< 里期五22:48

is of Hon£ Kong Rcsoa Co Lid* s Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula ViUagc 2115
To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

♦

(Via email: tpbpd@ pland,g〇v.hk)

Application No.; TPB/Y/l-DB/3

Dear Sirs,

Re: Hone Kon

I have the following comments:

i. The Applications TPB/Y/I-DB/2 and TPB/Y/l-DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate 
population at Discovery Bay from 25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29,000 
under the revised 02P. The Applications include detailed impact statements to show that the 
increase is well within the capacity limits of the lot* However, the impact statements ignore the 
essential fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to provide potable 
water and sewerage services to the Lot.

« Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the Land 
Grant, and HKR wrote to the City Owners' Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that the reservoir 
was built for a maximum population of 25,000. The impact assessments ignore this essential 
fact.

I demand that the population cap o f25,000 be preserved, so as not to breach the Land Grant.

• In spite of the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was built 
Government agreed to allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. However, 
the agreements are between HKR and the Government, and they remain secret. Now, the 
Government has refused to provide additional water and sewerage services to cater for a

population beyond 25,000.

/ demand that Government release the existing water and sewerage services agreements.



If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that the 
following issues be addressed.

• Due to Government's to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a 
population of 25,000, HKR is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water 
treatment plants on the Lot. Under the Deed of Mutual Covenant (DMC), HKR may further 
develop the lot, provided such development does not impose any new financial obligations on 
existing owners (Clause 8(b), P, 10).

I demand that all costs for water and sewerage services to areas 6fand 10b, including operation of
all treatment plants, storage facilities and pipelines, be charged to areas 6f and 10b and not to
existing villages.

• Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when the 
tunnel was built, it refused to pay for and maintain the connections. As a result, the Owners 
are paying over $1 million per year to the Government to lease land to run pipelines outside
the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are also paying for all maintenance of the 
pipelines and pumping systems.

/ demand that Government provide potable water and sewerage connections to the Lot boundary, 
just like every other residential development in Hong Kong.

x The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states that the roads both within and outside DB have 
plenty of spare capacity to cater for a population increase from 25,000 to 29,000. However, the 
TIA ignores the essential fact that, under the existing OZPf DB is declared to be /fprimarily a car- 
free developments As such, road capacity is irrelevant

• Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing 
number

/ demand that the Government consider whether it is safe to allow increased traffic in
• *

competition with siow-movlng golf carts that offer no collision protection to occupants.

I demand that Government review the sustainability of capping golf carts at the current level 
while increasing population. Golf carts are already selling for over HK$2 million.



• No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parking) on the 
Lot, and vehicles are currently parked illegally at different locations.

/ Dem and that Government review vehicle parking before any population increase.

4. The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that 'This zone is 
intended primarily for the provision of outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade, for 
active and/or passive recreational uses serving the needs of the local residents and visitors.
Under the D M Q  there is no provision to allow public access to the Lot, nor is there any

»

requirement for the residential owners to pay for the maintenance of public areas. Public access is 
only allowed if an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master Plan, and HKR undertakes 
to pay for management and maintenance of the public area.

I  D em and  that either (i) the reference to visitors be removed or (ii) the Master Plan be revised and HKR 
undertake alt m anagem ent and m aintenance o f new  public areas.

5. HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot This is untrue. There are 
presently over 8,300 assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot together with HKR.

i D em a nd  that HKR w ithdraw  the Applications and make revisions to recognise the co-owners.

氐 Under the D M Q  City Managem ent is supposed to represent the Owners (including HKR) in all 
matters and dealings with Government or any utility in any way concerning the management of the 
City. Despite this condition, HKR continues to negotiate direct with Government and utilities, and 
conclude secret agreements to which we have no input or access. The water and sewerage 
agreements, plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the Lot, have already
been mentioned, but there are more.

t dem and that the IP G  supply agreement with San Hing be made public.

/ dem and that the proposed bus depot at Area 10b be declared a public tfus depot, and ensure that
* •

henceforth franchised bus operators have the right to run bus services between Discovery Bay and other 
places.

7. The Area 10b Application claims that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from the sea at 
Nim  Shue Wanr and  cites Gazette Notice 710 o f Gazette 14/1976. However^ this Notice does not 
include the area o f  the proposed reclamation. HKR only secured the rele\^2t seabed and foreshore 
lease in 1 980  (see New  Grant IS67B8, registered in the Land Registry. j



/ demand that HKR show proof that it has the right to reclaim the area of the seabed at Area 10b before 
the OZP is extended to include the seabed area at Nim Shue Wan.

i. The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier.

/ demand proper studies showing how dangerous goods wilt be handted In the future.

The Master Plan forms part of the land Grant at Discovery Bay, yet the current Master Plan, 
6.0E1# and the Current OZP are not aligned.

/ demand that the Government and HKR first update the existing Master Plan and OZP to ensure that 
they are properly aligned, before considering any amendments to the OZP.

Unless and until my demands are acceded to I object to the above-mentioned development application.

Yours sincerely

Chiu Kit Yee

Email Address：)



寄件者： 

寄件曰期 : 
收件者： 

主旨二 

附件：

Sarah Lo 
08曰04月21516年星期五22:45
tpbpd @ pland. gov .hk 
Rc Application No.: TPB/YA-DB/3 
I0b.doc; ATT00463-txt
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Dear Sir,

Attached please find the signed letter re Application No,: TPB/Y/I-DB/3 for you to review-



To: Secretary, Tow n Planning Board 
(Via email: tpbpd@plancLgov.htQ 
Application No.: TPB/Y/l-DB/3

Dear Sirs,

Re； H gng Kong Resort Co Ltd#s A^Jication  to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula 
Village)

«

1 have the follow ing comments: *
• >

(1) The Applications TPB/Y/l-DB/2 and TPB/Y/l-DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate 
population at Discovery Bay from 25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 
29,000 under the revised OZP, The Applications include detailed impact statements to show 
that the increase is well within the capacity limits of the lot. However, the impact statements 
ignore the essentia! fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to 
provide potable water and sewerage services to the Lot.

• D iscovery Bay is required to .be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the 
Land Grant, and HKR wrote to the City Owners' Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that 
the reservoir w as built for a maximum population of 25,000. The impact assessments 
ignore this essential fact.

I d e m a n d  that the population  cap o f  25,000 be preserved^ so  as not to breach the Land 
G ra n t

#

• In spite o f the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was built 
G overnm ent agreed to allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. 
However, the agreem ents are between HKR and the Government, and they remain secret 
Now, the G overnm ent has refused to provide additional water and sewerage services to 
cater for a population beyond 25,000-

/ d e m a n d  that G overnm ent release the existing w ater and sewerage services 
agreem ents.

4

If the Tow n Planning Board insists 〇n approving the Applications, I further request that the
« ,

follow ing issues be addressed, ,
#

• Due to G overnm ent's to provide potable water and sewerage servfces beyond a
population o f 25,000, HKR is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water 
treatm ent plants on the Lot- Under the Deed of Mutual Covenant (OMC), HKR may 〜  

further devefop the lot, provided such development does not impose any new financial 
ob ligations on existing ow ners (Clause B(b), P. 10).

/ d e m a n d  th a t at/ co sts f o r  w ater a n d  sew erage  services to areas 6 f and 10b, including 
op e ra tion  o f  a ll treatm ent plants, sto rage  facilities a n d  pipelines^ be charged to areas 
6 f  a n d  1 0 b  a n d  n o t  to ex isting  villages.

mailto:tpbpd@plancLgov.htQ


• Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to OB when the 
tunnel was built, it refused to pay for and mamtain the connections. As a result, the 
Owners are paying over $1 million per year to the Government to lease land to run 
pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are also pay'mg for all 
mamtenance of th  ̂pipelines and pumping systems.

/ demand that Government provide potable water and sewerage connections to the 
Lot boundary, just like every other residential development in Hong Kong.

⑶  The TraJ5f?c /mpact Assessm ent fTVA) states thot the roods both wrthm ond outside D8 have 
pfenty 〇/  spore capacity to cater/or a popufat丨on increose/rom 25,000 to 29,000. However, 
the TIA ignores the essential fact that, under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be 
"primarily a car-free development". As such, road capacity is irrelevant.

• Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing 
number.

/ demand that the Government consider whether it is safe to allow increased traffic 
in competition with slow-moving golf carts that offer no collision protection to 
occupants.

t demand that Government review the sustainability of capping golf carts at the 
current level while increasing population. Golf carts are already selling for over 
HK$2 million.

• N o  provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parking) on 

the  Lot, and vehicles are currently parked illegally at different locations.

f Demand that Government reWew ve/ifcle paddng before any population increase,

77)e Sc/)ec/u/e 〇/  proposed /or the Promenode at Area 10b states that /rThis zone is
intended primarily for the promion of outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade,

. for active and/or passive recreational uses serving the needs of the local residents ond 
visitors, L/nc/er the D/WC, there «  no praWsfon to aHow pubffc access to the Lot, nons there 
any requirement for the residential owners to pay for the maintenance of public areas. 
Pub"c access on/y o此 wee/ // on area is dec/ared to be PubHc Recreatipn on the Mdster
P/on, and undertakes to pay/or management and maintenance of the public area.

4

I Demand that either (i) the reference to visitors be removed or (ii) the Master Plan be 
reWsed and HKR liiufeitake aH management and mdntenance of new public areas.

(5) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner o /th e  Lot This is untrue. There are 
presently over 8,300 assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot together with HKR.

/ Demand that HKR withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognise the co-owners.

_ L J g l U M i i T S — T ’



(6) Under the DMC, City Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including HKR) in all 
m atters and dealings w ith Government o r any u tility  in any way concerning the management 
o f the City. Despite this condition^ HKR continues to negotiate direct with Government and 
ut/V/t/es, and conclude secret agreements to which we have no input or access. The w ater and
sewerage agreements, plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the Lot, 
have already been mentioned, bu t there are more.

/ d e m a n d  that the LPG  supply  agreem ent with San  H ing be m ade public.

9« ♦

/ d e m a n d  that the p rop osed  b us depot at A rea  10b be declared a public bus depot, and

en su re  that henceforth  franch ised  bus operators have the right to run bus services between  
D iscovery  B o y  a n d  other places.

(7) The Area 10b A pplication claims th a t HKR has the righ t to reclaim additional land from  the sea 
a t Nim  Shue Wan, and cites Gazette Notice 710 o f Gazette 14/1976. However^ this Notice 
does n o t include the area o f the proposed reclamation. HKR only secured the relevant seabed 
and fo reshore  tease in 1980 (see New Grant tS6788/ registered in the Land Registry.

I  d e m a n d  tha t H K R  s h o w  p ro o f that ft h a s  the right to reclaim the area of the seabed at Area  

10b  before  the  O Z P  is extended  to include the seabed area at N im  Shue  Wan.

(7) The  A re a  10b  A pp lica tion  rem oves the existing dangerous good s store and vehicular pier- 

/ d e m a n d  p ro p e r  stud ie s  sh o w in g  h o w  dangerous goods w ill be handled in the future.

(8) The Master Plan forms part of the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, yet the current Master Plan, 
6.0E1, and the current OZP are not aligned.

%

/ d e m a n d  tha t the  G o v e rn m e n t  a n d  H K R  first update the existing M aster Plan and  OZP to 

e n su re  tha t th e y  are  p rop erly  a ligned, before considering any am endm ents to the OZP.

夕 • «

Unless and until my demands are acceded to 1 objeato the above-mentioned development 

application.

Yours sincerely 

Name: Sarah Lo

T e l j t f B H t

Email Address:

Resident of:

Fax



件者： 

件日期 :
Samccr Safaya 
OS 曰 04 月 2016 2117tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
No more developments encroaching in DB 
DB development Ictte^docx

•eartpbpd

lease find my rejection o f HKR proposal attached, I do not wish to see more building development in DB, I would 
ither see a better management o f the existing residents needs. We have too much traffic, noise, air and other pollution in 
»B. Adding more higher density buildings only takes away from our quality of life. If we wanted to live in higher 
ensity urban environments we wouldn't have chosen to raise our families in DB- DB is special and we want to keep it 
reen and manageable and to preserve our natural heritage, country parks and green lifestyle, thank you.

•egards

ameer

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


- u , Z.UIDDear Town Planning Board,

N〇丁 grant HICR
lo n g tim e  resident I can Assure you^haU^ 〇f residential or other built units As a
^v in g  has increased. We have 〇f Hving in DB has diminished and the c〇s t^
was to be a tranquil lifestyle for families T h  P C ,1Vmg m D B  as !t ls and th ^ whole point of DB 
constantly. ir s like a n o n ^ ^  T  ' T  S〇 ^  ĥat ar! passLĝ
and noise pollution -  which as you contributing more8 air5 P ollu tion -  w hich as you know in u v  and contributing to more air

o f touch that nothing The chief N a tiv e  o f HK
the good sense o f the people o f HK and th ministration makes any sense. Rather I look to
th e m se lv e s  a n d  the ir n e ig h b〇u ^  ：h〇 ^  best h〇w  to govern

a n d  a d d re sse d  first an d  forem ost. D B \ in f  * ir ocal ne^ s whlch °eed to be 
e n v iro n m e n t,  w e  h ave  a  un inup  n a r*ns,c va  ue is its community and beautiful

qua lity  o f life  in  DB and ^  € and ^  fUIther develoPments w i^ only undermine the

r a c i im e s  in  k e y  areas in  DB w h ich  are under-utilized or abondoned -  for example I would 

p ro p o se  a  b a sk e tb a ll co u rt near the fire-station. O r  also another public urban farm area which is a

form er workers site on the h ill o f Siena (I once heard years ago it was to become a sports 
com plex — also a very welcome suggestion).

• •

W it h  re g a rd s  to  6f, th is  is a bad  idea, and is a nature reserve area along the gorgeous rock pools 

path. I w o u ld  hate  to see  o n e  o f  the last escapes o f  urbanism  be converted yet again into another 

b lo c k  o f  f la ts  —  w h ic h  w e  rea lly  do not need for health, environment, social and overall 

s u s t a in a b i l i t y  reasons.

W ith  regards to Peninsula V illage 10b, I would not like to see anymore buildings there either. 
The bus depot is already fu ll -  which should tell you something, we need fewer busses and more 
fa c ilitie s  fo r cyclists in DB and the ab ility  for members o f the public to park their bicycles there 
rather than another resident compound. DB is already at its peak population and really cannot 
support more dense liv in g . It is designed as iow^density green area for pet lovers, families and 
those who want to escape the noise and pollution o f HfC while still being in close proximity. Do 
not a ll〇̂  development m DB please -  we implore you to listen to us DB resents who
h a v e  been  1 iv in g  there an d  ra is in g  ou r ch ildren there for 2 generations already.

r  ^ ；c n R  hecomine a more self-sustaining township, producing its
Rather what I w ould prefer see *s D m_rketsg，ike in 〇ther parts o f Lantau and other islands

and recycling  its own w ^ te  and r J  ^  m〇st $ustainabie living community in HK, the 
w illin g  to put proposals fo^ ar̂ °  ° 1$

口

： ay in which H KR  tteats us cuwntly and f〇 r 〇 ver a
decade.

A

Sincerely, 

Sameer Safaya



五 22:43
Doris Chan 
08曰04月2016军 
tpbpd @ pland.gov.hk
Objection to Application No.: TPB/Y/I-DB/3
16 04 04 Submission to Town Planning Board on Area 10b Service Area at Peninsular VilIagc_Dorcas.docx

E118

Dear Sir,

I object to the mentioned development application, please find the attached Word file for details- 

二han SukTing

w
 :

者
日
者
：
：
 

件
件
件
旨
件



To: Secretary, T ow n  P lann ing Board 

(V ia  em ail: tD bod@ p land .gov.hk ) 

App lication  No.: TPB/Y/l-DB/3

Dear Sirs,

B e jJ jo n g  K on g  R eso rt Co ltd #s AppUcation to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula 
V illage )

•%

I have  the fo llow ing  com m ents:

(1) The App lications TPB/Y/l-DB/2 and TPB/Y/l-DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate 
popu lation  at D iscovery Bay from  25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to
29,000  under the  revised OZP. The Applications include detailed impact statements to show 
that the  increase is well w ithin the capacity limits of the lot. However, the impact statements 
ignore  the essential fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to 
p rovide  potable w ater and sewerage services to the Lot.

• D iscovery  Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the 
Land Grant, and HKR w rote to the City Ow ners' Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that 
the  reservo ir w as built for a maximum population of 25,000- The impact assessments 
ignore  th is essentia l fact.

! dem and th a t the population cap o f25,000 be preserved^ so as not to breach the Land 
G ra n t

♦

#

• In sp ite  o f the cond itions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was built 
G ove rnm en t agreed to allow  potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. 
H ow ever, the agreem ents are between HKR and the Government, and they remain secret 
N ow , the G overnm ent has refused to provide additional water and sewerage services to 
cater fo r a popu lation  beyond 25,000.

/ d e m a n d  th a t G ove rn m en t re lease  the existing w ater and  sewerage services 
agre e m e n ts.

(2) If the Tow n P lan n in g  Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that the 
fo llow ing  issues be addressed.

• D ue  to  G o ve rn m e n ts  to  provide  potable water and sewerage services beyond a
popu lation  o f  25,000, HKR is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water
treatm ent p lants on the Lot. Under the Deed o f Mutual Covenant (DMC), HKR may 
fu rthe r deve lop  the  lot, provided such development does not impose any new financial

w  •

ob ligations on  existing ow ners (Clause 8(b), P -10).

/ d e m a n d  th a t a ll co sts  f o r  w ater a n d  sew erage  services to areas 6 f  and  10b, including

o p e ra tio n  o f  a ll treatm ent plants^ sto rage  facilities a n d  pipelines, be charged to areas 
6 f  a n d  1 0 b  a n d  n o t  to  ex istin g  villages.

mailto:tDbod@pland.gov.hk


• Although G o v e r n m e n t  agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when the 

tunnel w a s  built, it refused to pay for and maintain the connections. As a result, the 

O w n e r s  are paying over $1 million per year to the Government to lease land to run 

pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu H o  Wan. The owners are also paying for all 

maintenance of the pipelines and pumping systems.

I demand that Government provide potable water and sewerage connections to the 
Lot boundary, just like every other residential development in Hong Kong.

(3) The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states that the roads both within and outside DB have 
plenty of spare capacity to cater for a population increase from 25,000 to 29,000. However, 
the TIA ignores the essential fact that, under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be 
"primarily a car-free development”. As such,road capacity is irrelevant.

• Golf carts are the primary m o d e  of personal transport, and are capped at the existing 

number.

/ demand that the Government consider whether it Is safe to allow increased traffic 
in competition with slow-moving golf carts that offer no collision protection to 
occupants.

I demand that Government review the sustainability of capping golf carts at the 
current level while increasing population. Golf carts are already selling for over 
HK$2 million.

#

• N o  provision has been m a d e  for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parking) on 

the Lot, and vehicles are currently parked illegally at different locations.

/ Demand that Government review vehicle parking before any population increase.

(4) The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that 'This zone is 
intended primarily for the provision of outdoor open-airspace at the foreshore promenade, 
for active and/ or passive recreational uses serving the needs of the local residents and 
visitors. ̂  Under the DMC, there is no provision to allow public access to the Lot, nor is there 
any requirement for the residential owners to pay for the maintenance of public areas. 
Public access is only allowed if an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master 
Plan, and HKR undertakes to pay for management arid maintenance of the public area.

/ Demand that either (i) the reference to visitors be removed or (ii) the Master Plan be 
revised and HKR undertake all management and maintenance of new public areas.

(5) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot This is untrue. There are
presently over 8,300 assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot together with HKR.

/ Demand that HKR withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognise the co-owners.



(6) U nd er the D M Q  City M an agem en t is su d d o  ̂ h

matters and dealings with Government or any S / Z r n nt ^  (includin  ̂HKR) in ^

utiUties, a n d  conclude  secret T g r e ^ e n Z T X c H  " 1 ° ^  ^  ^  G〇^ n mentand 
se w e ra ge  agreem ents, p lus the lease to run th we have no ^pu t or access. The water and 

h a ， e a lready  been m e n t i o n ^ ^  Z e 2 r 7  ^  ^

/ dem and th a t the LPG supply agreement w ith San Hing be made public.

L n T rT fh  ̂  P/ 〇P̂ ed buS depot a t Area 10b be declared a public bus depot, and 
ensure th a t henceforthrfranchised bus operators have the right to run bus services between
D isco v ery  Bay and o the r places.

77?^ A re o  1 0 b  A pp lica tion  clo im s thot HKR hos the right to recloim additionol land from the sea 
o t  N im  Sh u e  W an, a n d  cites Gazette Notice 710 o f Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice 
d o e s n o t  in c lu d e  the a rea  o f  the p roposed  reclamation. HKR only secured the relevant seabed

and foreshore lease in 1980 (see' New Grant IS6788, registered in the Land Registry.

/ dem and th a t HKR show  p ro o f th a t i t  has the righ t to reclaim the area of the seabed at Area 
10b before the  OZP is extended to  include the seabed area at Nim Shue Wan.

(7) The Area 10b Application rem oves the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier.

/ dem and p ro p e r studies show ing how  dangerous goods w ill be handled in the future.

The M a s te r  P lan form s.part o f the  Land Grant at Discovery Bay, yet the current Master Plan, 

6.0E1, and  the  cu rrent O ZP are not aligned.
(8 )

ensure
th a t they  are p roperty aUgned, before considering any ame

Unless 
application

and until my demands are acceded to
I object to the above-mentioned development

Yours sincerely

Name： Chan SukTing
Visitor



奇件日期: 
收件者： 
主苞：

Edwin Rainbow

0 8曰0 4月2016年星期五 22:42
Town Planning Board
Fwd: Hoag Kong Resort Co Ltd* s Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waicrfroat near Peninsula Village)

2119

To: Secretary, Town Hanning Board 
(Via email: tpbpd@pland.g〇y,hk^
Application No.: TPBA7I-DB/3

Dear Sirs,

My wife is the

and nvc have boih
lived in Discovery Bay for almost twenty ycars^ I
note that my wife hasAvritten her piece about ihc uniqueness of Discovery Bay, which must preserved for the benefit of Hong Kong tnd beyond

I also attended the 
meeting
$ conducted by Councillor Yun公 last weekend and 【 also willingly adopted ihc noics below, which sicm from that meeting.

As an ^ave

shares assigned to me through the DMC, that I signed 
，as did all 
8000+

o le r dsU1  am therefore a part Owner of Discovery Bay and I object to Hong Kong Resorts declaring themselves as the 

sole owner.

I concur with my wife 
that confused misleading and highly

i ★ ，诎 tte w th ' High rise buildings, particulariy the one which 糊 W block

Tirnc was very sheet to .athcr mfoonauon ^  ^ ：
d S  to believe that individual owners were ^  at an 娜 c c _

ine Board or ihc Applicant blameless in this regard. I find ii

. 一 w 二 二 ― 一 ⑽ 印
h  • f  〇 n C  w a n t s  1 0  be sure of H  is n<H that: My n心 vcry Bay.

_  丨 d一 二 二 一 ， 二：二。一 ― t〇 remain



r N ,

Ihc Hillyovc VOC aM the S y  ^  〇f ̂
answers • eivcn ihc Umc lefu ihis was completely impraoicaL U was intcmiowl in my view. Owners w«c noi interne to ̂  ^  ^  ^  to Q«5U(ms tock to HKR10 v

be • new tourtsi hub around the Bouniv d m  .k____ ^  s shamcful ff0 * Hlcsiylc and cnvironmcnul ooim if view 〇 ji 如rĉ Û c lhal the there would be
pedestrians and 8olf cam. U is a deception but also r i d i c u ^ S ^  to 咖

Landscaped Avenue and Utility Podium

BUS DEPOT AND
LAND OPTIMISATION

ATO«r# SHOP, IPG STORAGE AND Off l〇A〇IHG# f  ETROl STATION, 
# 〇 VENTOATIOM SYSTEM)i IUMA/CANI

⑽議啪m 麻⑽C嘛 则 ⑽ 咖 細 咖 鑛 H⑽ BO讓喊师C)卿㈣



F ig u re  6. Iliustrstton of the  p ro p o se d  building m a ss  under Ihe current desi〇n schem e.

Y/I.DBO啊 杉 AppGcarioo No.:
鷗角中R 人 ? 文 f? •

TWi p%〇c b taanaed &om ̂ ipIkaniH «ub«»n«d docuracaa.

ic d isu n c c  between Verdant and the Tirst tower is also misleading in the HKR •publiciiy" and the marina club has disappeared.

I tn jst rom y wUl make ih士  objections like n « ， but I 抓  not sure how they 加  will find w u e v t t  i» rto f ilw的A thalliaahcaiWtol卿  may欲usi many 
im p re s sk

. . .  ”   ̂who only
lists im pressions (not even F.6 above)* W e know the Developer will rally support Easy to approve as no jusuficauion justified just sign chc pre-prepared sutemenu We have an elderly couple in
is building who were presented wiih such a propsal. Luckily they dcciinod the invitation and another is cryinc everyday because she fears the lose of ihc same view as I have (but ikx from the 
jn p h lc t  but by word o f  mouth from other owners • she will not write an objection).

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd' s Applicatioii to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula Village)
費

To my personal objections above, I have the following objections and demands, which were explained and discussed 
at the well attended public meetings (principally owners) held in Discovery Bay on 2nd and 3rd April and which I 
attended:

1) Tlie Applications TPB/Y/l-DB/2 and TPB^/I-DB/S seek approval to increase the ultimate population at Discovery 
>ay from 25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29t000 under the revised OZP. The Applications
iclude detailed impact statements to show that the increase is we】I within the capacity limits of the lot. However, the 
npact statements ignore the essential fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to provide

4

otable water and sewerage services to the Lot̂

• Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the Land Grant, and
HKR wrote to the City Owners' Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that the reservoir was built for a

•， .

maximum population of 25,000. The impact assessments ignore this essential fact 

I d&mand that the population cap of25^000be prsserved, so as not to breach the Land Grant

• In spite o f the conditions contained in the Land prantj when the tunnel was built Government agreed to 
allow potable w^ter and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. However, the agreements are between HKR 
and the Government, and they remain secret Now, the Government has refused to provide additional water and 
sewerage services to cater for a population beyond 25,000. ：



I  demand that Government release the existing water and sewerage services agzoements.

(2) If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that the following issues be 
addressed.

• Due to Govemmentf s to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a population of 25,000, 
HKR is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water treatment plants on the Lot Under the Deed 
of Mutual Covenant (DM〇, HKR may further develop the lot provided such development does not impose 
any new financial obligations on existing owners (Clause 8(b)t P, 10).

I  demand that all costs for water and sewerage services to areas 6fand 10bf including operation of all 
treatment plants, storage facilities and pipelines, be chained to areas 6f and 10b and not to existing villages.

• Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when the tunnel was built,
it refused to pay for and maintain the connections. As a result, the Owners are paying over $1 million per
year to the Government to lease land to run pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan. The
owners are also paying for all maintenance of the pipelines and pumping systems.

•«

I  demand that Govmmentprovide potable water and sewerage connections to the Lot boundary, just like 
every othericsidential development in Hong Kong.

(3) The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states that the roads both within and outside DB have plenty of spare 
capacity to cater for a population increase from 25,000 to 29,000. However, the TIA ignores the essential fact
that, under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be “primarily a car-free development” • As such， road

%

capacity is irrelevant

• Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing number.

I  (knm d that the Govemwent consider whether it is safe to allow increased tra&c in compedtion with
%

slow-moving golf carts that offer no coUMon protection to occupants.
«

. •

%

I  demand that Govennneiit review the sustainability of capping golf carts at the curreat level while 
incicasing population. Golf calls are already seM g for over HK$2 millioii

• No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parking) on the Lot, and 
vehicles are currently parked illegally at different locations.

I Demand that GovernmeDt review vdiicle parking before any population increase,

⑷  The Schedule of Uses proposed for Ae homenade at Area 10b states that T̂his zone is intended primarily for
V

the provision of outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade, for active and/ or passive recreational uses 
• serving the needs of the local residents and visitors.” Under the DMC, there is no provision to allow public access to 
the Lot, nor is there any require for the residential owners to pay for the maintenance of public areas. Public



access is only allowed if an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master FT一 "2ind HKR undertakes to pay 
for management and maintenance of the public areâ

I  Demand that either (i) the refeience to vkitors be removed or (u) the M aster Plan be revised andHKR
undertake a ll management and maintenance o f new  public areas.

⑶  HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the This is untme. There are presendy over W  
assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot together with HKR.

I  Demand that HKR withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognise the co-owncrs.

(6) Under the DMC, City Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including HKR) in all matters and
dealings with Government or any utility in any way concerning the management of the City. Despite this condition,_ _ _ _ •

HKR continues to negotiate direct with Government and utilities, and conclude secret agreements to which we have no 
input or access. The water and sewerage agreements, plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the 
Lot, have already been mentioned, but there are more.

I  demand that the LPG supply agreement with San Hing be made public.

«

I  dem and tha t the proposed bus depot a t Area 10b be declared a public bus depot, and ensim  that hence forth 
franchised bus operators have the lig h t to run bus services between D iscovery Bay and other places.

(7) The Area 10b Application claims that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from the sea at Nim Shue Wan, 
and cites Gazette Notice 710 of Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice does not include the area of the proposed 
reclamation. HKR only secured the relevant seabed and foreshore lease in 1980 (see New Grant IS6788, registered in 
the Land Registry.

I  demand that HKR show proof that it has the right to reclaim the arca of the seabed at Area 10b before the OZP is 
extended to include the seabed area at Nim Shue Wan.

(7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier.

I  dem and proper studies showing how  dangerous goods w ill be handled in  the futum .



(8) The Master Plan forms part of the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, yet the current Master Plan, 6.0EK and the 
current OZP are not aligned.

I denmd that the Government and HKR fiist update the existing Master Plan and OTP to ensure M  they m  
properly aligned, before considering any amendments to the OZP.

Unless and until my demands are acceded to I object to the above-mentioned development application.

Yours sincerely

Name:
EDWIN RAINBOW 
Husband of the owner of

Email Address:
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V. Nippon Intcmational 
08曰04月2016年星期五22^T 
tpbpd@pland.̂ ov.hk
Application No.: TPB/Y/l-DB/2 - Hong Kong Resort Co Lld# s Application to Develop Areas 10B 
Area 10b Service Area at Peninsular Villagc-160408-signcdpdf
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o: S e cre ta ry , T o w n  P la n n in g  Board
ear 5/*rs,

ttached yoi/nf/nd my comments for your perusal-

egards 
omi Ebihara



Unless and until my demands are observed I object to the above^nenttoned development 
applkration.

Yours sincerely.

i >

N a m e : T O M I E B IH A R A

Owner of:



To: Secretary, Town Planning Board 

Application No,: 7PB/V/I-OB/3

(Via email: tpbpd@plandg〇v*hk)

Dear Sirs,

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd’s Application to Develoo Areas 10b 
Following please find my comments:

(1) The Applications TPB/Y/l-DB/2 and TPB/Y/l-DB/3 seek approval to increase the uftimate 
population at Discovery Bay from 25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 
29^)00 under the revised.OZP. The Applicatioas include detailed impact statements to show
that the increase is well within the capaaty !imits-of the lot However, the impact statements

■

ignore the essential fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to 
provide potable water arvd sewerage services to the Lot
• •

• Discovery Bay is required to be self-suffident In water and sewerage services under the 
Land Grant, and HKR wrote to the Qty Owners' Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that 
the reservoir was buift fora maximum population of 25,000. The impact assessments 
ignore this essential fact Thus I demand that the population cap of 25,000 be preserved, 
in order not to breach the Land Grant.

• In spite of the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was built 
Government agreed to allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan, 
However, the agreements are between HKR and the Government, and they remain 
secret Now, the Government has refused to provide additional water and sewerage 
services to cater fora population beyond 25#000.Thusl demand that Government release 
the existing water and sewerage services agreements to the public.

(2) If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, 1 further request that the 
following issues be addressed.

♦

• In spite of the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was built 
Government agreed to altow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. 
However, the agreements are between HKR and the Government, and they remain 
secret- Now# the Government has refused to provide additional water and sewerage
services to cater for a population beyond 25,000. Thus 丨 demand that Government release
the existing water and sewerage services agreernents to the public.

• Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when the 
tunnel was built, it refused to pay for and maintain the connections. As a result, the 
Owners are paying over $1 million per year to the Government to lease land to run 
pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are also paying for all
maintenance of the pipelines and pumping systems. Thus I demand that Government

* . * *

to provide potable water and sewerage connections to the Lot boundary^ just tike 
every other residential developments in Hong Kong.

(3} The Traffic h i pact Assessment (J1A) states that the roads both within and outside DB have
plenty of spare capacity to cater p r  a population increase from 25,〇d〇 to 29,000. However, 
the TIA ignores the essential fact that under the existing OZP, DB is dedared to be 
^primarify a car-free developments As sudt^ road capacity Is irrelevant.



• Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped st the exisdr^ 
number. Due to this reason  ̂I demand that the Government consider if it is safe to
allow increased traffic in competition with slow-moving golf carts that offer no coUision 
protection to occupants. Now I demand that Government review the sustaioabiiity of 
capping golf carts at the current level whfle increasing population. Goif carts are 
already selling for over HK$2 milDon.

• No provision has been made for vehide parking (distinct from golf cart parking) on 
the Lot, and vehidesare currently parked iHegaHy at different locations. Under this

, reason, I demand that Government review vehicte parking before any populatbn 
increase.

• ♦

(4}The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that "This zone is 
intended primarily for the provision of outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade, 
for active and/ or passb/e recreational uses serving the needs of the local residents and 
visitors/" Under the DMC, there is no provision to allow public access to the Lot, nor is there 
any requirement for the residential owners to pay for the maintenance of public areas.
Public access is only allowed if an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master 
Plan, and HKR undertakes to pay for management and maintenance of the public area. 7hus 
I Demand that either (i) the reference to visitors be removed or (5) the Master Plan be 
revised and HKR undertake all management and maintenance of new public areas.

(S) HKR chims in the Applications that it Is the sole owner of the Left This is untrue. There are 
presently over 8,300 assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot together with HKR. Now 

I Demand that HKR withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognize the co-owners.

(6) Under the DMC, Oty Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including HKR) h  all 
matters and dealings with Government or any utility in any way concerning the management 
of the Gty. Despite this condition, HKR continues to negotiate direct with Government and 
t/tf/ftfes, anrf conc/trde secret agreements to wWch we have no fnpot or access The woter and 
sewerage agreements, plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the Lot, 
have a/rea办  been mendoned, bat there are more： Now 1 demand that the proposed bus 
depot at Area 10b be declared a public bus depot, and ensure that hericeforth frsnchlsed bus 
operators have the right to run bus services between Discover/ Bay and other places.

(7) The Area 10b Application claims that HKR has the right to redaim additional land from the sea 
at Nim Shue Wan, and cites Gazette Notice 710 of Gazette 14/1976. However/this Notke

聲

does not Include the area of the proposed reclamation. HKR onfy secured the relevant seabed 
afw//ores/)〇re /ease m 1980 (see New Grunt『S67SS, reg丨stored m the Land Registry- Thus 
\ demand that HKR provides proof that it has the right to reclaim the area of the seabed at
Area 10b before the OZP is extended to include the seabed area at Nim Shue Wan.

♦

(7) The Area 10b Application removes the easting dangerous goods store and vehicuter pier so 
I demand proper studies showing how dangerous goods vnH be handed

(8) The Master Plan forms part of the Land Grant at Oiscovery Bay, the current fa ste r Plan, 
6.0E1, and the current OZP are not aligned Due to this reason, l demand that the 
Government and HKR first update the existing Master P\an and OZP to ensure that they are 
property aGgned, before considering any amendments to OZP.
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Objection to Application No.: TPB/YA-DB/3
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Dear Sir,

I object to the m entioned  deve lopm ent application, please find the attached W ord  file for details.

CK Ng



To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
(Via email: tpbpd(fi)pland>g〇v.hk)
Applkation No,: TPB/Y/l-DB/3

Dear Sirs,

Re： HQPgJ^ng RftSQCt Co Ud#$App(lciit<on to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula 
Village)

I have the follovving comments;

fU The Applications TPB/Y/I-0B/2 and TPB/Y/I-DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate 
population at Discovery Bay from 2S$000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (02P) to
29,000 under the revised 02P. Ttie Applications include detailed impact statements to show 
that the increase is well within the capacity limits of the lot* However, the impact statements 
Ignore the essential fact that under the Land Grant the Government has no obligation to 
provide potable water and sewerage services to the Lot

• Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the 
Land Grant and HKR wrote to the City Owners' Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that 
the reservoir was built for a maximum population of 25,0CX). The impact assessments 
ignore this essential fact,

I dem and that the population cap of2S,000 be pneservect so as not to breach the Land 
Grant

>

%

• In spite of the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was built 
Government agreed to allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. 
However, the agreements are between HKR and the Government, and they remain seaet. 
Now, the Government has refused to provide additional water and sewerage services to 
cater for a population beyond 25#000.

/ demand that Government release the existing water and sewerage services 
agreements.

(2) If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that the 
following 丨ssues be addressed.

• Due to Governments to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a
population of 25#000# HKR is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water 
treatment plants on the Lot. Under the Deed of Mutual Covenant (DMC), HKR may 
further develop the lot, provided such development does not impose any new financial 
obligations on existing owners (Clause 8(b)# P. 10).

/ demand that all costs for water and sewerage services to areas 6/and 10b, including 
operation of all treatment plants, storage fadiities and pipelines, be charged to areas 
6f and 10b and not to existing villages.



• Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when the 
tunnel was built, it refused to pay for and maintain the connertions. As a result, the 
Owners are paying over $1 million per year to the Government to lease land to run 
pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan, The owners are also paying for all 
maintenance of the pipelines and pumping systems.

/ demand that Government provide potabte water and sewerage connections to the 
Lot boundary^ just like every other residential development in Hong Kong.

(̂3) The Traffic Impact Assessment (T1A) states that the roads both within and outside DB have 
plenty of spare capacity to cater for a population increase from 25^000 to 29^000. However^ 
the TIA ignores the essential fact that̂  under the existing OZP9 DB is declared to be 
"primarily a car-free development^ As such^ road capacity is irrelevant

• Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing 
number

/ demand that the Government consider whether it is safe to allow increased traffic 
in competition with siow-mo\*ing golf carts that offer no collision protection to 
occupants.

I demand that Government review the sustainability of capping golf carts at the 
current tevd white increasing poputattan. Golf carts arc alteody selling for over 
HK$2 million.

• No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parWng} on 
the Lot, and vehicles are currently parked UlegaUy at different locations.

/ Demand that Government review vehicle parking before any population increase.

%

(4) The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that ^This zone ts 
intended primarily for the provision 〇/ outdoor open-oir space at the foreshore promenade, 
for active and/or passive recreational uses serving the needs of the toco! residents and 
visitors^ Under the there 鉍 no proWs/’on to oWow pubWc access to the Lot nor is there 
any requirement for the residentiat owners to pay for the maintenance of public areas. 
Public access is onty aUowed if an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master 
Plan, and HKR undertakes to pay for management and maintenance of the pub/ic area.

I Dem and that either (i) the reference to visitors be rem oved or (ii) the M aster Plan be 
revised and HKR undertake ail m anagem ent and m aintenance o f new  public areos.

(5) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner o f the Lo t This is untrue. There are 
presently over 8,300 assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot together with HKR.

I Dem and that HKR withdraw the Applications and m ake revisions to recognise the co-ov\7 iers.



(6) Under the DMQ City Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including HKR) in all 
matters and dealings with Government or any utility in any way concerning the management 
of the City. Despite this condition, HKR continues to negotiate direct with Government and
wt/7/Y/.Ss, one/ secret agreements to we Ziai/e no /npt/r or occe55.77)e vvote厂 a/itf
sewerage agreements^ plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the Lot, 
have already been mentioned, but there are more.

I dem and th a t th e  LPG supp ly  agreem ent w ith  San Hing be m ade public.

i  dem and  th a t th e  p roposed  bus depo t a t A rea 10b be declared a p ub lic  bus depots and
ensure th a t h e n ce fo rth  fra n ch ise d  bus opera tors have the r ig h t to  run bus services between 
D iscovery B ay a n d  o th e r places.

(7) The Area 10b Application claims that HKR has the right to reclaim odditional land from the sea 
at Nim Shue Wan, and cites Gazette Notice 710 of Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice 
does not include the area of the proposed reclamation. HKR only secured the relevant seabed 
and foreshore lease in 1980 (see New Grant IS6788, registered in the Land Registry.

/ d e m a n d  th a t HKR sh o w  p ro o f th a t i t  has the r ig h t to  recla im  the  area o f the  seabed a t Area  
10b b e fo re  th e  OZP is ex ten ded  to  include the seabed area a t N im  Shue Wan.

(7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier.
%

/ d e m a n d  p ro p e r s tu d ie s  sh o w in g  h o w  dangerous goods w ill be hand led  in  the  fu tu re .

(8) The Master Plan forms part of the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, yet the current Master Plan, 
6.0E1, and the current OZP are not aligned,

/ d e m a n d  th a t th e  G o ve rn m e n t and  HKR f ir s t  update  the  ex is ting  M a s te r P lan and  OZP to  
ensure  th a t th e y  a re  p ro p e rly  a ligned , be fo re  considering any am endm ents to  the  OZP.

Unless and until my demands are acceded to I object to the above-mentioned development 
application.

參

Yours sincerely

Name: CK Ng Visitor
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To whom it may concern, y

Regarding HKR recent application to develop Area IOB (Lot 385 RP&Ext- (Part) in 352^wh,ch is Peninsula 
Village, I believe this development should be scaled down, 1150 units is a too large number for the existing and
planned facilities andjwill add a serious burden on the local infrastructures, internsl 2nd extcrnsl bus SGrviCGS 
also.

%

Best regards,
Baby HEfTI •

Sent from my IPhone
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To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

Date: 8 April, 2016 

Dear Sirs,

Re: Application No. Y/l-DB/3. Area 10b, D isc o ve ry  Bay -  Proposed Notes

I take pleasure in forwarding the attached submission to the Town Planning Board in respect of the subject Application,

Yours sincerely, 
Andrew Burns



To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

From: Andrew Burns

Date: 8 April, 2016

Dear Sirs,

Re: Application No, Y/l-DB/3, Area 10b. D iscovery Bay -  Proposed Notes

I object to Application No. Y/l-DB/3 on the grounds that the Applicant is leaving far 
too m uch leeway within the proposed Notes, defining very large areas with many 
allowable uses. This is dearly not a carefully refined proposal, and leaves far too 
much scope  to deviate from the concept presented during the public consultation.

In contrast, the current outline zoning plan C O ZP ") is very specific, limiting the uses 
very precisely. For example, there are separate zonings for petrol filling station, for 
staff housing and for a dangerous goods store. The Town Planning Board should 
require that the developer break down the proposed zonings and Notes in much finer 
detail.

In particular, the Service Area must be separated from the residential portion, and 
then further subdivided according to actual use. In addition, the siting of the high rise 
and low rise buildings must be restricted so  that the final configuration of the 
eventual plan cannot be changed significantly from the models presented during the 
public consultation.

Service Area

The Service Area fs a defined very precisely in the Principal Deed of Mutual 
Covenant (“P D M C 1〕 for Discovery B a y .丨n add丨tfon, the Service Area is divided 
between City Common Area (for the benefit of all the Owners) and City Retained
Area (retained by Hong Kong Resort Com pany Limited fH K R ]  for its own use).

«

It is spedficaily stated iVi the P D M C  that no Management Units shall be allocated to 
the structures in the Service Area. This m eans that no management fees are 
payable for the facilities located in the Service Area. Therefore, as part of the current 
process for revfewing the zoning of the Service Area, it is important to dearly 
distinguish between the non-commerdal parts of the Service Area that genuinely 
serve the needs of all the Ow ners on the Lot, and those services that are commercial 
in nature.



For example, the Golf Cart Service Facility is a commercial operation that serves the 
very limited number of people that own a Golf Cart. This area is not part of the City 
Common Area, and should be zoned as Commerdal in the review of the zoning for 
Area 10b. The area should be allocated Management Units and be subject to the 
payment of management fees.

Similarly, the area devoted to a bus depot serves the commerdal operator of the bus 
service in Discovery Bay. It should also be zoned as a Commerdal area, and be 
liable to management fees. Alternatively, the area may be zoned as a public bus 
depot and be available to a private operator of a Residents' Service chosen by public 
tender and/or to franchised bus companies.

Clarification is required whether the proposed Government Refuse Collection Point 
will be owned and managed by the Government

丁he following parts of the Service Area have bee门 removed with no or Httie 
explanation or proposal for replacement:

• Dangerous goods store. What is the purpose of this area at present, and how 
will it be re-provisioned on the Lot?

• MLD refueling point One plan included with the submission shows that this 
will be relocated to Nim Shue Wan, but there is no mention of the relocation in 
the text

• Staff housing. Staff housing serves the entire development and must be part 
of the City Common Area under the definition in the PDMC. Many security 
guards employed on the Lot work 12-hour shifts, and are potentiat users of 
the staff housing. There is no study to show why the Applicant should claim 
that staff housing is no longer important. The fact that it is not used is not 
sufficient explanation as use is controlled by H K R  and the Manager. They 
have the full power to determine how much or how Tittle staff housing is used.
A  comprehensive independent review is required before this provision is 
deleted from the Lot

• Vehicular ferry pier. All dangerous goods, indudmg LP G  ar\d possibly chonne 
for the proposed water treatment facility, must be transported by sea. FaWure 
to deliver goods in a timely manner could lead to interruption of supply, with 
catastrophic consequences. The winter m onsoon and summer storm signals 
may disrupt deliveries unless a proper vehicular ferry pier \s provided.

9

• Helipad. Provision of a helipad \s a requirement under the Land Grant. No
mention is made of the removal and re-prov\sion\ng of the heWpad in the 
proposal.

The Town Planning Board should require full explanation before approving the 
removal of these and any other facilities from the Outline Zoning Plan.



Promenade

The planning intention statement for the area proposed to be zoned Other Specified 
Uses (Promenade) states that the promenade is for Mactive and/or passive 
recreational uses serving the needs of local residents and visitors^ In addition, 
certain facilities within this area, including Visitor Centre", are designed specifically 
for visitors.

瓠

At the same time, the Area 10b application states that 2f813 sq.m, of Private Open 
Space will be provided at Area 10bf but no area of Public Open Space.

The proposals are clearly incompatible-曰ther an area is private, and visitors are not 
allowed, or it is public, and visitors are allowed. Visitors cannot access Private Open 
Space, except with permission.

Reviewing the P D M C f we find that only owners and their tenants and agents may 
access the Common Areas of the Lot. There is no provision in the PDMC to allow 
visitors to use the Common Areas of the Lot.

Visitors only have the right of access to those areas of the Lot that have been 
identified as Public Recreation on a Master Plan. The Applicant should revise the 
proposal to remove any reference to visitor access- Alternatively, the Applicant may 
revise the Master Plan to show the visitor areas as Public Recreation, with all 
management and maintenance responsibility resting with HKR.

Petrol FiHinq Station

The proposal includes a petrol filling station at the junction of Discovery Bay Road 
and Marina Drive. This junction has proven to be hazardous, as it lies at the bottom 
of hills on either side. There have been a number of accidents at this junction in 
recent years, and the additiona丨 construction planned at this 丨ocation， including the 
petrol filling station and the sewage treatment works, may further limit visibility.

The location of a petrol station adjacent to this hazard black spot and additional 
traffic generated by the development of the residential scheme as proposed by HKR 
will only serve to exacerbate already hazardous conditions.

Furthermore, the petrol filling station site is next to a podium that will have a high rise 
tower block and apartments above it. Standards state that petrol filling stations 
within built-up areas should preferably be located In relatively open areas and not be 
surrounded by developments. Where such requirement cannot be met, it is desirable 
that the buildings surrounding the petrol filling station are only low-rise.

In addition, the petrol filling station will be located next to an existing sewage 
pumping station a门d proposed sewage treatment works that may produpe noxious 
and flammabte gases. Conskferation should be given to the hazard of siting these 
two facilities adjacent to each other.



Reclamation Deck

The proposed reclamation for the promenade and waterfront housing is a piled deck. 
The zoning for this area must take full account of the intended responsibility for the 
maintenance of the deck substructure, bearing in mind that the deck will support the 
residential development and that, under the PDMC, new developments are only 
permitted if they will not impose financial obligations on existing owners.

Yours sincerely,
Andrew Burns
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Application no:TPB/Y/l-DB/3
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Dear Sirs，
I attach my letter to your Board in respect of Application no:TPB/Y/l-DB/3.
Thanks,
S.L.Chui

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


To: S ecre ta ry ， T ow n P lan n in g  Board

(V ia em ail: tpbpd@ illA lld iflQ ^Jlk)
A p p licatio n  No.: T P B / Y / I-D B / 3  
A p ril 7, 2 0 1 6

Dear Sirs,
拳

Re: Hong Kong Resort C a L td iA fip jk a t lo r i tQ Dev^km Areas 10b 
(Waterfront near Periiiisiila Village)

I have the following comments:

(1) The Applications TPB/Y/l-DB/2 and TPB/Y/l-DB/3 seek approval to increase 
the ultimate population at Discovery Bay from 25,000 under the current 
Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29,000 under the revised OZP. The Applications 
include detailed impact statements showing that the increase is well within 
the capacity limits of the lot. However, the impact statements ignore the 
essential fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has po obligation 
to provide potable water and sewerage services to the Lot,

*

• Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage  
services under the Land Grant, and HKR wrote to the City Owners1 
Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that the reservoir was built for a 
maximuTTi population of 25,000. The impact assessments ignore this 
essential fact-

雩• * *
I dem and that the population cap of 25,000 be preserved, so as not to 
breach the Land Grant.

擎

• In spite of the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the  tUnnetwas 
built Government agreed to allow potable water and sewerage  
connections to Siu Ho Wan. However, the agreements are between HKR 
and the Government, and they remain secret. Nowf the Government has 
refused to provide additional water and sewerage services to cater for a
population beyond 25,000.
I dem and that Government to disclose the existing water and  
sewerage services agreements to Public. ♦

(2) If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further 
request that the following issues be addressed.

«

• Due to Government's to provide potable water and sew erage services 
beyond a population o f  25 ,000 ,  HKR is proposing to restart the water
treatment and waste water treatment plants on the Lot,.Under th e  Deed
of Mutual Covenant (DMC), HKR may further develop the lot, provided
such developm ent does not impose any new financial obligations on



existing owners (Clause 8(b), P- 10)-

1 demand that all costs for water and se w e r a g e  serv ices  to a rea s  6 f  
and 10b, including operation o f  ail treatm ent plants, s to r a g e  
facilities and pipelines, be charged to areas 6 f  and 10b and not  to
other existing DB villages.

• Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to
DB when the tunnel was built, it refused to pay for and mai门 tain the 
connections. As a result, the Owners are paying over $1 million per 
year to the Government to lease land to run pipelines outside the Lot to 
connect to Siu Ho Wan, The owners are also paying for all maintenance  
of the pipelines and pumping systems.

*

i demand that Government to provide potable water and sewerage  
connections to the Lot boundary, just like every other residential 
development jn Hong Kong.

cs

(3) The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states that the roads both.within and 
outside DB have plenty of spare capacity to cater for a population increase  
from 25,000 to 29,000. However, the TIA ignores the essential fact that, 
under the existing OZP, DB is declared and supposed to be primarily a;car-
free development11. As such, road capacity is irrelevant,

♦

參 •«*

• Golf carts at DB' are the primary mode of Owners personal transport, and 
are capped at the existing number- «

♦
畚

I demand that the Government to consider whether it is safe to  
allow increased traffic generated by proposed 1125 new residential 
units to compete with slow moving golf carts that offer no collision  
protection to both drivers or pedestrians.

I demand that Government to review the sustainability of capping  
golf carts at the current level while increasing population. G a lf 
carts are already selling for over HK$2 million.

• No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart . 
parking) on the Lot, and vehicles are currently parked illegally at 
different locations.

I Demand that Government review vehicle parking before any 
population increase.

(4) The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that 
“This zone is intended primarily for the provision of outdoor open-air  
space at the foreshore promenade, for active and/ or passive recreational



uses serving the needs o f  the local residents and visitors•丨’ Under the DMC, 
there is no provision to allow public access to the Lot, nor is there any 
requirement for the residential owners to pay for the maintenance of public 
areas. Public access is only allowed if an area is declared to be Public 
Recreation on the Master Plan, and HKR undertakes to pay for management  
and maintenance of the public area.

I Demand that either (i) the reference to visitors be rem oved or (ii) the 
Master Plan be revised and HKR undertakes all m anagem ent and
maintenance of new public areas.

#

(5) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot- This is
♦

untrue. There are presently over 8 ,300 assigns of the developer who co ,o w n  
the Lot together with HKR.

I Demand that HKR withdraw the Applications and make revisions to 
recognize the co-owners.

(6) Under the DMC, City Management is supposed to represent the^Owners . 
(including HKR) in all matters and dealings with Government or any utility in 
anyway concerning the management of the City. Despite this condition, HKR 
continues to negotiate direct with Government and utilities, and conclude 
secret agreements to which we owners have no input or com m ents  and 
access. For example; the water and sewage agreements, plus the lease to
run the water and sewage pipelines outside the Lot, as mentioned above and

♦

there are more cases.
* *

I demand that the LPG supply agreement with San Hing be made pu b lic  
I demand that the proposed bus depot at Area 10b be declared as a 
public bus depot, and ensure that henceforth franchised bus operators . 
have the right to run bus services between Discovery Bay and other
places.

♦ ■ *4
(7) The Area 10b Application claims that HKR has the right to reclaim additional 

land from the sea at Nim Shue Wan, and cites Gazette Notice 710  of Gazette 
14/1976. However, this Notice does not include the area o f  the proposed 
reclamation. HKR only secured the relevant seabed and foreshore lease in 
1980 (see New Grant 1S6788) registered in the Land Registry.

I demand that HKR show proof that it has the right to reclaim  the area of 
the seabed at Area 10b before the OZP is extended to include the seabed 
area at Nim Shue Wan,

(7) The Area 10b Application preserves by repositioning the existing dangerous
goods store (liquefied Petroleum Gas) store and Petrol Filling Station.

%

4

l demand proper studies showing how these two dangerous goods stores



will be handled properly for safety of residential units in future.

(8) The Master Plan forms part of the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, yet  the  
current Master Plan, 6.0E1, and the current OZP are not  aligned.

I demand that the Government and HKR first update the ex isting  M a s te r  
Plan and OZP to ensure that they are properly aligned before  
considering any amendments to the OZP.

Unless and until my demands are acceded to, i object to the a b o v e -m e n t io n e d  
development application.

♦

Yours sincerely

Name: S.L Chui Owner/Res ident  o f ：

Tel. Fax ,

秦

Email Address:
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寄件省： 

寄件曰期: 
收件者： 

主旨：

Yu PK
06日04月2016年星期三丨丨:25 
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Objection to HK Resort's proposed development in Area 】Ob

丫/ 丨， /3 2125

Dear Sir,
I am a Discovery Bay resident who moved there because of the promised low density living. However, this latest 
proposal to develop the service area at the waterfront of Peninsula Village is going to increase the number of flats 
and residents so drastically that I fear the existing infrastructure, no matter how HK Resort can guarantee, can 
never be stretched to accommodate. I therefore write to object to this development to ensure residents continue 
to enjoy what they have been promised.
Thank you,
Pokwan Yu.

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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寄件曰期: 
收件者： 

主旨： 

附件：

1 9^9 * P - 一 j 1_ _ ▲ 一 叙 -   ▲  %
Pau丨 Zimmerman [ _ H H H M H i l l M I H
08日04月2016年星期五23:29 
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

2126
plan application for today 广 — —A
Appendix I of Y Î DB Idoc; DHK YI-DB 2 / V  Î DB 3 Apr 2016.dotx; DHK A ST 888̂  Apr 2016,docx; DHK Y YL-NTM 2^Apr 2016.doc； 
DHKASK-CWBN38^Apr2016.docx;DHK A >5£=T^ A H3 428^Apr2016.docx; Appendix I of Y Î DB 3.doc

From: Miffy N g  

Miffy
Designing Hong Kong Limited

Fax:

Website: http://www>designinghongkongxom/
Facebook Page: https://www>facebookxom/De$igningHongKong

N o  v iru s fo u n d  in th is m essage.
C h eck ed  b y  A V G  • w w w .a v g x o m
V ersio n : 2 0 1 6 .0 .7 4 9 7  /V ir u s  D atabase: 4 5 4 5 /1 1 9 8 7  - R elease  Date: 0 4 /0 8 /1 6

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
http://www%3edesigninghongkongxom/
https://www%3efacebookxom/De$igningHongKong
http://www.avgxom


Hong Kong； 8 April 2016

Chairman and Members 
Town Planning Board
15/F, North Point Government Offices ^
333 Java Road； North Point, Hong Kong
Fax: 2877 0245;

»

Email: tpbpd@plandgov.hk

Dear Sirs,

Re: Planning Application No. Y/I-DB/2

To rezone the application site from f,0ther Specified Uses11 annotated "Staff Quarters (5)f, to
"Residential (Group C) 12"

To rezone the application site from "Other Specified Uses" annotated "Staff Quarters (1)", "Other
Specified Uses11 annotated MService AreaM# ffOther Specified Uses11 annotated ^Dangerous Goods 

Store/Liquefied Petroleum Gas Store11, "Other Specified Uses11 annotated flPier (3)11, ,fOther Specified 
Uses11 annotated "Petrol Filling Station", "Other Specified Uses" annotated "Marina" and "Government, 

Institution or Community” to "Residential (Group C) 13’1， nGoverament， Institution or Community" ，  

"Other Specified Uses" annotated "Residential Above Service Area” and "Other Specified Uses" 
annotated "Promenade" and to extend the Outline Zoning Plan boundary beyond the existing seawall

and zone it as "Residential (Group C) 13" and "Other Specified Uses" annotated "Promenade"
_

• * »*

«

Designing Hong Kong Limited objects to the captioned application:

• We are concerned over the impact of the proposed development on traffic and visual in the district caused 
by the increased population from 25,000 designed in Outline Zoning Plan to 29,000. According to the Gist, 
the proposed development (Y/NDB/3) w ill cause an excessive visual impact to the costal line.

• According to Google Aerial photograph, the captioned site(Y/NDB/2) is well vegetated and ecologically 
linked w ith surrounded area* We are concerned over the impact to surrounded ''Green Belt,# area. 
According to AFCD, seagrasses have been found in Nim Shue Wan^The Board should confirmed with the 
applicant (Y/I-DB/3) whether a reclamation of the foreshore is needed and EIA would be required if there 
is impact on ecological value of the site.

• No overriding justifications have been provided； nor have any public gains been identify to justify 
approval Over-development of the area by designating a large area of land for a high capacity road, with 
lim ited room for pedestrians and cyclists, dissecting the entire Discovery Bay area, is an against the well
being and welfare of today's and future generations.

• We in genera] support the comment submitted by Amy Yung, the District Councillor of Discovery.Bay 
(Appendix I, II) as the proposed applicant is not in line with the policies and land grant of the area.
Approval of the case w ill set an undesirable precedent for similar applications-«

Here we submit our concerns for your consideration.

https://www.afcd.gov.hk/english/conservation/con_wet/con_wet_sea/con_wet_sea_dis/images/Thecurrentdistri
butionofseagrassesiHongKong201402EngMP.jpg — —

Unit 7, 5/F, Eastern Harbour Centre,28 Hoi Chak Street, Quarry Bay,
Tel: +852 3104 2765 Fax:+852 2187 2305

mailto:tpbpd@plandgov.hk
https://www.afcd.gov.hk/english/conservation/con_wet/con_wet_sea/con_wet_sea_dis/images/Thecurrentdistri
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To: Secretary, Town Planning Board 
(Via email: tpbpd(S)pland>gov,hk) 
Application No.: TPB/Y/卜DB/3

Dear Sirs,

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd's Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula 
Village)

I have the following comments:
«

⑴  The Applications TPB/Y/卜DB/2 and TPB/Y/卜DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate 
population at Discovery Bay from 25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 
29,000 under the revised OZP̂  The Applications include detailed impact statements to show 
that the increase is well within the capacity limits of the lot. However, the impact statements 
ignore the essential fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to 
provide potable water and sewerage services to the Lot.

%

• Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the 
Land Grant, and HKR wrote to the City Owners'Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that 
the reservoir was built for a maximum population of 25,000. The impact assessments 
ignore this essential fact-

I dem and  that the population cap o f 25,000 be p re se rve^  so  as not to breach the Land  

Grant.
*

• In spite of the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was built 
Government agreed to allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. 
However, the agreements are between HKR and the Government, and they remain secret- 
Now, the Government has refused to provide additional water and sewerage services to 
cater for a population beyond 25,000.

/ d em an d  that Governm ent release the existing water a n d  sew erage  services 

agreem ents.
■

(2) If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that the
following issues be addressed.

«

• Due to Government's to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a
population of 25,000, HKR is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water

*

treatment plants on the Lot. Under the Deed of Mutual Covenant (DMC), HKR may 
further develop the lot, provided such development does not impose any new financial
obligations on existing owners (Clause 8(b), P. 10),

*«
0

I d em an d  that oil costs fo r  w ater a n d  sew erage  services to areas 6 fo n d  10b, including  

operation  o f  all treatm ent plants, sto rage  facilities and  pipelines, be charged  to areas  

6 f  an d  10b  a n d  n o t  to existing villages.



• Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when the  
tunnel Vv/as built, it refused to pay for and maintain the connections. As a result, the 
Owners are paying over $1 million per year to the Government to lease land to run 
pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are also paying for all 
maintenance of the pipelines and pumping systems.

/ demand that Government provide potable water and seweroge connections to the  
Lot boundary, just like every other residential development in Hong Kong.

(3) The Traffic Impact Assessment (TlA) states that the roods both within and outside DB  have  
plenty of spore capacity to cater for a population increase from 25,000 to 29,000. H o w e v e r  
the TIA ignores the essential fact that, under the existing OIP, DB is declared to be 
''primarily a car-free developments As such, rood capacity is irrelevant

• Golf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing
number.

t

/ dem and that the Government consider whether it is safe to allow increased traffic
in competition with slow-moving golf carts that offer no collision protection to 
occupants.

«

/ dem and that Government review the sustainability of copping golf carts at the 
current level while increasing population. Golf carts are already selling for over 
HK$2 million.

«

• No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parking) on 
the Lot, and vehicles are currently parked illegally at different locations.

m

/ Dem and that Government review vehicle parking before any population increase.

(4) The Schedule of Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that "This zone is
intended primarily for the provision of outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade, 
for active and/ or passive recreational uses serving the needs of the local residents and  

visitors."  Under the D M Q  there is no provision to allow public access to the Lot, nor is there 

any requirement for the residential owners to pay for the maintenance of public areas.

Public access is only allowed if on area is declared to be Public Recreation on the M aster  

Plan, and  HKR undertakes to pay for management and maintenance of the public area.

*

/ Dem and that either (i) the reference to visitors be removed or (ii) the Master Plan be
revised and HKR undertake all management and maintenance of new public areas.

«

(5) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot This is untrue. There are 

presently over 8,300 assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot together with HKR.
9

/ Dem and that HKR withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognise the co-ow ners



(6) Under the DMC, City M anagem ent is suppo sed  to represent the Owners (including HKR) in all 

matters and dealings with Government o r any  utility in any vx/ay concerning the m anagem ent  

o f  the City. Despite this condition, HKR continues to negotiate direct with Governm ent and

tyt///t/as, cmc/ condacte secret ag厂 to w/)/c/7 w/e r?o //ipt/t o厂 access. The water
sew erage agreements, plus the lease to run the water and  se w age  pipelines outside the Lot, 

have already been mentioned, but there ore more.

I demand that the LPG supply agreement with Son Hing be m ade public.
*

费

*

f d em and  that the p roposed  bus depot a t  A rea  10b be declared  a  public bus depot, a n d

ensure that henceforth franchised bus operators have the right to run bus services between

Discovery Bay and other places,

(7) The Area 10b Application claims that H KR  ha s the right to reclaim  additional land  fro m  the sea  

a t  Nim Shue W an/ a n d  cites Gazette Notice 710  of Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice  

does not include the area of the proposed  reclamation. HKR on ly  secured the relevant seabed  

a n d  foreshore lease in 1980  (see N ew  G rant IS6788, registered in the Land Registry.

I dem and that HKR show  proof that it has the right to reclaim the area of the seabed at Area
10b before the OZP is extended to include the seabed area at N im  Shue Wan.

(7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier.
4

/ dem and proper studies showing how  dangerous goods will be handled in the future.

(8) The Master Plan forms part of the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, yet the current Master Plan, 
6.0E1, and the current OZP are not aligned.

*

/  dem and that the Governm ent and HKR first update the existing Master Plan a n d  OZP to
«

ensure that they are properly aligned, before considering any am endm ents to the OZP.•«
礞

♦

Unless and until my demands are acceded to I object to the above-mentioned development  
application.
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就規劃申請 /覆核提出意見M aking  Co版meM Gi] n ⑽n j邛人卯 :!k社 / Review

編號  160408-150342-42108
Re:i;ei"ence Num oer:

提 交 限 期

D eadline  fc»r siibmissiom
08/04/2016

提 交 曰 期 及 時 間

D a te  and tim e of submission: 08/04/2016 15:03:42

有關的規劃申請編號

T h e  appUeaticm ]!〇• to which the  couimeiit relates: Y /I-DB/3

提 意 見 人 」姓名 /名稱

N am e o f person making this comment: 先生Mr. 禮信華

意 見 詳 情

Details of the Comment ♦

本人支持愉景灣第l〇b區的發展計劃，原因如下••

•可善用愉景灣l〇b區珍貴的土地資源’有助減輕香港土地不足的問題。

•計劃可提升及改善ft區現時景觀雜亂無章及與愉景灣整體設計格格不入的情況。整體璟 
丨境得到改善。 ^

•計劃可舍f緩香港緊張的房屋供應，並可提供不同類型的房屋選擇，提升市民生活質素。

•新建的海濱長廊、提升的交通配套及碼頭設施，令居民及旅客享受更佳環境及出乂 i 方
〇

>大家可享用更多的休閒空間。

這項規劃幫助愉景灣保持國際化渡假式優閒社區的獨有色彩，為香港人提供一個有特色
的消閒好地方。 • .
這項規劃強化愉景灣歐陸式建築設計瓣各，令學區繼續成為香港獨一無二具異國情調的 
社 區 ，信個設計概念幫肋提升香港國際化及多兀的形象°
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<jyu規劃申請/覆核提出意見Makitlg commenf on ?i3训k g  如w
參考編號
Reference Number: 160408-173003-70038

提交限期
Deadline for submission: 08/04/2016

提交日期及時間
Date and time o f submission 08/04/2016 17:30:03

有關的規劃$ 請編號

The appiication no. to which the commeat relates: Y/I-DB/3

厂提意見人」姓名/名稱

Name o f person making this comment:
先生 Mr. Sam Cole

意見詳情

Details o f the Comment
I oppose the applicant's proposed amendments to the OZP on the following grounds:

1 • The Bo肛d should requke that HKR withdraw its application to amend tiie OZP due to inclusi 
on o f false information. The applicant claims that it is the sole owner o f the Lot at Discovery Ba
. This is incorrect. There are approximately 8,300 assigns o f the developer who co-own the Lot
ith  HKR 鲁
. The original land grant for Discovery Bay requires that the development be self-suflBcient, an 

Id provide its own sewage and water services. The applicant has confirmed to the Discovery Bay 
C ity Owners' Committee that the reservoir on the lot can support a maximum o f 25^000 people. 
(Given that the applicant's proposed development w ill push Discovery Bay5s population well ove 

25,000, the application should be rejected because the population would exceed the capacity o f 
[self-sujfficiency o f the developmenf s infrastructure, thus breaching the terms of the land grant
3. The Government has refused to supply water for a population greater than 25,000, and accord 
[ing to the applicant, the Lot's existing water treatment works w ill need to be brought back into o 

eration. Owners are in no position to verify the truth o f this claim. Under the Deed o f Mutual C 
[ovenant (DMC), Discovery Bay Services Management Lim ited (DBSML) is required ta act on b 
;half o f ALL owners to negotiate any agreements with the Government•合owever，DBSML brea 

|ched the DMC in  allowhg HKR to negotiate a secret agreement for water 
ent infrastructure. The applicant's proposed amendments to the OZP should be rejected unless th 
|ey provide documentation o f any and a ll agreements made between HKR and the Government o 

behalf o f all owners, in breach of the DMC.
. The existing water treatment works on the LOT have been out of operation for over 15 years, 

[and bringing them back into operation w ill require major expenditure. DMC clause 8(b) (pv; 10) 
Hows HKR to develop the Lot further, provided that the farther development does not impose n 

lew financial obligations on existing owners. Given that restarting the water treatment works wo 
uld be a new financial obligation on existing owners, the applicant and future owners of areas 6 f 
and 10b should shoulder all costs o f restarting and operating the water treatment works, and con 
necting to them.
5. The applicant's current proposal should be rejected because the Traffic Impact Assessment up 
on which it relies ignores a key provision o f the existing OZP; that Discovery Bay is ''primarily 
|a car-free development" This being the case, whether fte  roads have spare capacit}^ is irrelevan 
. Furthermore^ the Town Planning Board should carefully consider whether the increased traffic 

Ithat w ill result from  the proposed development w ill be compatible, w ith  a traffic system that is us 
ed by a large number of slow go lf carts that provide no collision protection to passengers.
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乾 規 劃 申 請 /覆 核 提 出 意 見 1、她 碑 c ■ 脱 d  他

參 考 編 號

R eference NuB3be;r: 、

提 交 限 期

D e a d lia e  fo r subm ission:

提 交 曰 期 及 時 間

D a te  and rim e o f submission:

有 i s 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號

T h e  app lica tion  no. to w h ich  the comment relates:

提 意 見 人 」姓 名 /名稱

N a m e  o f person m aking  th is  comment:

意 見 詳 情

Details of the Comment

160408-210240-17387

08/04/2016

08/04/2016 21:02:40

Please reject this application. Hong Kongfs harbourj&onts are public property• Town Plaiming B 
oard and the Hong Kong government camot allow Discoveiy Bay's waterfront to be essentially 
rivatized.
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M 丄/ 丄

就 規 劃 申 請 /覆 核 提 出 意 見 M ak•丨邱com m ent GL1 

参考編號

Reference N um ber
160408-210133-77302

提 交 限 期

Deadline fo r  submission:
08/04/2016

提 交 日 期 及 時 間

D ate and tim e  o f submission:
08/04/2016 21:01:33

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號

The app lica tion  no. to w hich the comment relates:
Y /I-D B /3

提 意 見 人 」姓 名 /名稱

Nam e o f person m aking th is comment;
先 生  M r. John M oore

意見詳情

Details o f the  C om m ent:

Please reject th is application. Hong Kong!s harbourfronts are pub lic  property. Tow n Planning B  
oard and the Hong 史ong govenm ent cam ot d lo w  Discovety B ay’s w a te ^  
privatizecL



?EMS Comment Submission
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就規劃申請/覆核提出意見Ma!

1 你田藏

Reference Nu.m.b er:

o m m e D ：
t ob ?him\yr,g AppHcauon / Reyievv

160408-204058-90054

提交限期

Deadline fo r sub mission:
08/04/2016

提交曰期及時間

Date sncl time o f submission:
08/04/2016 20:40:58

有關的規劃申請編號

The application no  ̂to which tlie  comment relates:
♦

「提意見人」姓名 /名稱
*

Name o f person making th is comment:

Y /I-D B/3

先生 M r, Tong Chuen M ing

意見詳情

Details o f the Comment:
I support the development project because it is not located in  green area and the development pr 
oject would certainly help to tackle the local housing problem and create jobs in  the surrounding
areas •
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2133
就規劃申睛 / 禮 极 出 息 見 M a k i n g  u o n i f T t功 t 的

参 考 編 號

R eference N u m b e r: 160408-210700-25594

提 交 限 期

D e a d lin e  fo r  subm ission: 08/04/2016

提 交 日 期 及 時 間

D a te  and tim e  o f subm ission: 08/04/2016 21:07:00

有關的規劃申請編號

T h e  a p p lic a tio n  no^ to w h ich  the comment relates:
Y/KDB/3

提 意 見 人 」姓 名 /名 稱

N a m e  o f p e rso n  m aking  th is comment:
先生 Mr. ^  (Abd ar-Rahman Musta 
fa al-Qaduli)

意 見 詳 情

Details of the Comment: 
ISupport!



uornment su d h iis îou

就規劃申請/覆 核 提 意 見 贩 ld£}g Comment 〇•〇 _. 敌 ；m J r i g A . p : p  細 和 ” K /e 、n e ，w

_ 號 _
Reference Num ber

160408-210350-76732

提 交 限 期  08/04/2016
D eadline for submission:

提 交 曰 期 及 時 閭

D a te  and time ofsubDiissiQnr

08/04/2016 21:03:50



有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號

T lie  application no. to which the comment relates:
Y /I-D B /3

提 意 見 人 j 姓 名 /名稱

N a m e  o f person m a.kiiig this comment
小 姐  Miss Genevieve M oore

意 見 詳 情

D e ta ils  o f the  C om m ent:

Please reject this application- Hong Kongfs haibourjBronts are pub lic  property* T o w n  P lann ing B  
o a rd  and the Hong Kong government cannot a llow  Discovery Bayfs waterfront to  be essentia lly 
丨 r iv a tiz e d
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就規劃申請  / 覆核提出意見  Mak^g  GB:!也 M iflg A :i〕:p]ie fit‘_ .  / Reyiew
参考編號  .
•Reference Num ber:

160408-210012-67724

提 交 關

DeadJme fo r submission:
08/04/2016

提交日期及時間

D a te  and tim e  o f submission:
08/04/2016 21:00:12

有關的規劃申請編號

T h e  ap p lica tio n  no. to w h ich  the comment relates:
Y /I-D B /3

提 意 見 人 」姓名/名稱

N am e o f person m aking th is  comment:
^CdrM s, Melanie Moore

意見詳情

D e ta ils  o f the C om m ent:

Please reject this application- Hong Kongfs harbourfronts are public property• Town Plaiming B 
oard and the Hong Kong government cannot allow Discovery Bay!s waterfront to be essenti^ly
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2135
就規劃申請/覆核提出意見M.aMug C c n i丨加rt d.〇 FI纽 Ap〗邱喊

參考編號
Referen.ee Number:

160408-145622^98252

提交限期
Deadline for submission:

08/04/2016

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission: 08/04/2016 14:56:22

有關的規劃申請編號
TThe applieation no. to which ttie commenf relates: Y/I«DB/3

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

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:

註 ：本人强烈反对香港興業於l〇b區(海邊近蘅峰村)的發辕申請

(1)香港興業現時係向城規会申請，將愉景湾的計劃終極人□，由頊時分區蚪判女綱R 
1内 ，預計最多可負荷的25,000人 ，新增為29,000人 ，並更改現時分區#

|興業的申請提供了詳細的交通影响評估，環境評估，景觀樹木等^ 。 J  
I没有提及壹個重要事实，跟據地契，政府無責任提供食水及污水^理給居民f  亚 .

|跟據地契，愉景湾必須自灯負責食水及巧水處理’香港興_曾.於i〇/7/i995致_ 愉旦智塗 
|主委員会(即COC) ，區内水塘只可應付最多?5,000人。 、 ⑽ 说 /与茱

本人要求士港興業的申請不可以違反地契，只可增加人□至其可容納的極 限 ，g卩是，,25 〇|

雖然地契有“愉景湾必須自行負責食水及方水處理的條款，但是，当愉景湾隧道落成：

|時，香港政府容許食水及污水處理接駁至小蠔湾(即是，香港政府為愉景湾居民提供备太 

—污水處理服務）。香港政府與香港興業簽署的文件並没有开放給我們，我們無從^知其

内 容 。現 在 ’香港政府拒絕爲這超過25,000人(即共4〇〇0人），提供食水及污水處理服
〇

本人要求將香港政府與香港興業簽署的文件，开放給我們知.道 0

1因為香港政府拒絕爲這区内超過、25,000人(即共4000人），提供食水及污水處理服務，香港 

|興業申請於愉景湾內興建食水及污水處理設施。跟据愉景湾大公契第10頁第8b點 ，香港 

業可以發展其土地，但大前提是，不可以向愉景湾現時的小業主索取其興建成本。

|本人要求6F区及10b区 ，食水及污水處理興建及運作費用，貨倉及管道設施，只向6fE及

10b区收取費用，嚴禁向愉景湾現時的業主收取費用。
» • -

|雖然，当愉景湾隧道落成時，香港政府容許食水及污水處理接駁至小蠔湾，但香港政府 

拒絕支付接駁費及维修費，导 致 ，愉景湾居民每年須向政府繳交超過$100萬的管道租地

Comment 11/04/2016



蕾(即是，由愉景湾接駁至小蠔湾），我們亦要支付所有管道及泵房的維等費 
¥ 人要求香港政府提供食水及污水處理接駿至愉景湾邊界，與政府爲香港每個住宅發展

項目，提供的服務相同。

(2)香港興業向城規会提交的交通影响評估，稱 ，愉景湾區内及區外，可以應付由預計最 
多可負荷的25,000人 ，新增為29,000人 ；但是，該交通影响評估没有提及一項重要事 

i丨實，現時的分區計劃大綱圖，將愉景湾設計成“没有汽車行走的社區” ；故此，愉景湾 
區内的道路是否真的可以應付29,000人 。

寄爾夫球車是愉景湾區内的私人交通工具，現時於愉景湾行駛的高爾夫球車數量已達最 

高限額。
本人要求香港政府認真考慮一下，对於現時行駛速度緩慢、對乘客没有安全設施保護的
高爾夫球車，新增的交通流量不會容易令到出現撞高爾夫球車意外。

本人要求香港政府審視一下，現時行駛的高爾夫球車數量已達最高限額，高爾夫球車可

否應付新增的人□並交通。現時的一輛高爾夫球車售价已超過$200萬 。

該交通影响評估並没有提供私家車(非高爾夫球車)的泊車位置，現時愉景湾區内，到處 
都是違例泊車。 ‘ •

本人要求香港政府審視現時的愉景湾區内私家車(非高爾夫球車)的泊車位置

(3)根据公契，管理處負責代表愉景湾内所有業主(包括香港興業），就管理愉景湾内所有 

事情，與香港政府，或 ，任何公共機構洽談。香港興業公然違反公契，直接與香港政府 

並公共機構，直接洽談；香港興業因此舆政府及公共機構達成了多宗秘密交易，該等秘 

密交易内容，没有开放給愉景湾内所有業主知道，愉景湾業主亦無從參予。例如前述 
I的 ，香港興業與政府達成的，因提供食水及污水處理服務合約，及行走食水喉及污水渠 
的租賃官地契約，還有，更多。。

|本人要求新興氣體工程公司為愉景湾供氣所簽訂的合約，开放給公衆知道 
|本人要求將l 〇b區內的巴士廠，定義爲公衆巴士廠，並保证，擁有香港特許經營權的巴士 

莨務營運商，有權於愉景湾内，提供區内巴士服務，及提供接駁愉景湾至区外的服務。.

〇 〇

( 4 )申請書内提的10b区海濱行人道用途是：“為居民及遊客提供户外露天的海边行人 

道 ，作爲主動及/或被動的休閒用途”根据愉景湾公契，没有條文容許該地段可以對夕卜 

I开 放 ，亦没有條文要求，愉景湾住宅業主負責支付愉景湾公共地方的維修費。 “對外开
yf

只可以是愉景湾總體規劃图内(Master P lan)指 定 的 “公衆休閒地”

I必須為愉景湾內所有的公衆地方，支付維修費。 、
請致信城規会，要求l 〇b区海濱行人道用途，不可以开放“給遊客的使用

並香港興業

或
要求城規会更改愉景湾總體規劃图(Master Plan) ，並 ，香港興業必須為愉景湾內，新設立

I的公衆地方，支付維修費 0

f )10b区的申請書聲稱，並引述憲報公告710及憲報14/1976，香港興業擁有於稔樹湾因填
p 而來的墾地權，香港興業因此，可以從填海穫得更多土地。但 是，該憲報公告没有f
p 香港興業可以於建議書內申請填海的位置填海。香港興業已於198〇年在相关的海床及 
|海岸填海(見，已於田土廳登記的新批地條款IS6788)

■本人要求香港興業於稔樹湾因填海而來的所有新增土地向政府申請足夠的批准
♦ • %

l 〇b区的申請書内，移走了現時的危險倉庫，及渡輪碼頭 

■本人要求深入研究，將來如何處理危險品 •  •

0



P E M S  Comment Submission
頁 3 /

h ) 香港興業於申請書内聲稱，香港興業是偷景湾的唯一擁有人，这是完全錯誤的’現愉
〇景湾共有約8300位業主，與香港興業共同擁有愉景湾 I 鬥

■本人要求城規会退回香港興業發展愉景湾的申請，並要求城規式確此、我們 830◦ 名/ j D j
擁有愉景湾地段的擁有人身份。
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就規劃申請/•覆核提出意見Ma]da§ c ㈣ :⑽放0D E!机airjg 
參考編號
Reference Number:

160408461034-62966

提交限期

Deadline fo r subinission:
08/04/2016

提交日期及時間

D ate and tim e of submission:
08/04/2016 16:10:34

有關的規劃申請編號
T he application no. to which the comment relates: Y/I-DB/3

提意見人」姓名/名 稱 .

Nam e of pex*son making this comment;
小姐 Miss Jessica Baird

意見詳情

D etails o f the Comment

The Applications seek approval to increase the ultimate population at Discovery Bay j&om 25500 
|〇 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29,000 under the revised OZP. The Applicatio 

include detailed impact statements to show that the increase is w e ll within the capacity lim its 
[of the lot. However, the impact statements ignore the essential fact that, under the Land Grant, t 

e Government has no obligation to provide potable water and sewerage services to the Lot.

D iscovety Bay is requked to be setf-sufficient in  water and sewerage services under the Land 
[Grant, and HKR wrote to the City Owners1 Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that the reservoir 

as built for a maximxim population o f 25,000. The impact assessments ignore this essential fac

|o Demand that the population cap o f2 5 ,0 0 0  be preserved^ so as not to breach Land G rant

In  spite o f the conditions contained in  the Land Giant, when the tunnel was bu ilt Goverrunent 
eed to allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. However, the agreement 

Is are between HKR and the Government, and they remain secret. Now, the Government has xefii 
|sed to provide additional water and sewerage services to cater fo r a population beyond 25,000. • 

Demand that Government release the existing water and sewerage services agreements.

D ue to Government's refusal, HKR is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water 
xeatment plants on the Lot. Under the Deed o f Mutual Covenant (DM C), HKR may further dev
lo p  the lo t，provided sucli development does not impose any new financial obligations on ekisti

ng owners (Clause 8(b)? P. 10).
o Demand that a ll costs for water and sewerage services to areas 6fand 10b, including operation 
o f a ll treatment plants, storage facilities and pipelines^ be charged to  areas 6f and 10b and not to 
existing villages-

♦

• A lthough Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when the tunnel 
as bu ilt, it refused to pay for and maintain tlie  connections. As a result, we are paying over $1 mi| 
llio n  per year to the Government to lease land to run pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu 
H o Wan. We are also paying for all maintenance o f the pipelines and pumping systems^ 
o Demand tlia t Govenirnent provide potable water and sewerage coimections to the Lo t boundax 
y, ju s t like eveiy otlier residential development in Hong Kong-



(2 ) The T ra ffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states tlia t the roads b^ a D B
p len ty o f spare capacity to cater for a population increase firom 25,000 to 29,000. However the
T IA  ignores the essential fact that, under the existing OZP? DB is declared to be p rim a rily  a ca 
r-free developmentff. As such, road capacity is irrelevant.

• G o lf carts are the prim ary mode o f personal transport, and are capped at the existing numbei.^ 
o Demand that the Government consider whether it is safe to allow  increased tra ffic  in  com petiti
|on w ith  slow-moving golf carts that offer no collision protection to occupants, 
o Demand that Government review the sustainability o f capping g o lf carts at the current leve l w
|h ile  increasing population. G olf carts are already seiling for over HK$2 m illio iL

N o  provision has been made for vehicle parking (disitinct fro m  g o lf cart parking) on the L o t，aj 
[d vehicles are currently parked illegally at different locations, 
p Demand that Government review vehicle parking before any population increase.
I
[ 4

(3 ) The Schedule o f Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that ,fThis zone is in ter 
ded prim arily for the provision o f outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade, fo r active 
rand/ or passive recreational uses serving the needs o f the local residents and visitors. U nder the 

NIC, there is no provision to allow public access to the Lot^ nor is there any requireinexit fo r th  
residential owners to pay for the maintenance o f public areas. Public access is only a llow ed i f

an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master Plan5 and HKR undertakes to pay fo r * 
anagement and maintenance o f the public area.

► Demand that cither (i) the reference to visitors be removed or (ii) tlie  ̂ Master Plan be revised a 
.d HKR imdertake all management and maintenance o f new public areas.

|(4) HKR claims in  the Applications that i t  is the sole owner o f the Lo t； This is untrue. There are 
resently over 8,300 assigns o f the developer who co-own the Lot together w ith HKR.
Demand that HKR withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognize the co-owners.

(5 ) Under the DMC, City Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including H K R ) in  
la ll matters and dealings w ith Government or any u tility  in any way concerning the management 
o f the C ity. Despite this condition, HKR continues to negotiate^direct w ith Government and u tili 
:ies，姐d conclu&  s啦 et agreemente to w lrich we have no input

|ge agreements, plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the Lot, have alread 
been mentioned, but there are more.

|o Demand that the LPG supply agreement w ith Saa Hing be made public.
Demand that the proposed bus Hepot at Area 10b be declared a public bus depot，and ensure th

lat henceforth franchised bus operators have the right to run bus semces between Discovery Bay 
and other places.
K
[(6) The Area 1 Ob Application claims that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from  the 
sea at N im  Shue Wan, and cites Gazette Notice 710 o f Gazette 14/1976. However, this N otice d 
3es not include the area o f the proposed reclamation- HKR only secured the relevant seabed and 
foreshore lease in 1980 (see New Grant IS6788, registered in  the Land Registry*
> Demand that HKR obtain all relevant permission fo r reclamation at N im  Shue Wan anew-

|(7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier.
> Demand proper studies showing how dangerous goods w ill be handled in  the future.

畚i.
1(8) The M aster Plan forms part o f the Land Grant at Discovery-Bay, yet the current Master Plan 
5.0E1, sad the current OZP are not aligned* .
> Demand that the Government and HKR firs t update the existing Master Plan and OZP to ensu 
 ̂ tha t they are properly aligned, before considering any amendments to the ozp.
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就規劃申請/覆核提出意見MUdiig Comment ou P k j^ .o g A p钟

參考編號
Reference Niunber: 160408-160939-66670

提交限期
DeadLme fo r submission; 08/04/2016

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission: 08/04/2016 16:09:39

有關的規劃申請編號

The application no. to which the comment relates: Y/I-DB/3

「提意見人」姓名/名稱
Nam e o f person making this comment

小姐 Miss Natasha Baird

意見詳情
Details o f the Comment

The Applications seek approval to increase the ultimate population at Discovery Bay from 25,00 
[0 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29,000 under the revised OZP. The Applicatio 

s include detailed impact , statements to show that the increase is well within the capacity limits 
|of the lo t  However, the impact statements ignore the essential fact that, under the Land Grant, t 

•e Goveriment has no obligation to provide poteble water 叫d sewerage sei^ces to

Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the Land 
|Grant? and HKR wrote to the City Owners1 Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that the reservoir 

as built for a maximum population o f 25,000. The impact assessments ignore this essential fac

|o Demand that the population cap of 2 5 ,0 0 0  be preserved, so as not to breach Land Grant.

In . spite o f the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tam el was built Government 
|greed to allow potable watei; and sewerage co皿ectidns to Siu Ho W肌  Howe^^

xe between HKR and the Govemment, and they remain secret. Now, the Government has refu 
sed to provide additional water and sewerage services to cater for a population beyond 25,000. 
o Demand that Government release the existing water and sewerage services agreements.

• I

 ̂Due to Governments refusal, HKR is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water -| 
xeatment plants on the Lot. Under the Deed of Mutual Covenant (DMC)? HKR may further dev 

|elop the lot, provided such development does not impose any new financial obligations on existi 
.g owners (Clause 8(b), P. 10)- 

|o Demand that all costs for water and sewerage services to areas 6fand 10b, including operation 
o f all treatment plants, storage facilities and pipelines^ be charged to areas 6f and 10b arid not to 
existing villages.

Althi〇ugh Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB v/lien the tunnel 
s built, it refused to pay for and maintain the connections- As a result, we are paying over $1 mi 

lllion per year to the Government to lease land to run pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu 
[Ho Wan. We ai*e also paying for all maintenance o f the pipelines and pumping systems- 

Demand that Government provide potable water and sewerage connections to the Lot boundar 
,just like every other residential development in Hong Kong.
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(2) The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states the roads both w ith in  and outside DB liave 
[plenty o f spare capacity to cater fo r a population increase from 25^000 to 29^000. Howevei the 
T IA  ignores the essential fact that, under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be "prim arily a ca
r-free developxnentT\  As such, road capacity is irrelevant.#

# G o lf carts are the primary mode o f personal transport, and are capped at the existing number.
0 Demand tlia t the Government consider whether it  is safe to allow increased tra ffic  in  com petiti1 »

on w ith  slow-moving golf carts that offer no collision protection to occupants.
p Demand that Government review the sustainability o f capping g o lf carts at the current leve l w  
hile increasing population. G olf carts axe already selling for over HK$2 m illion.

||# No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from g o lf cart parking) on the L o t, an 
Id vehicles are currently parked illegally at different locations, 
p Demand that Government reviev/ vehicle parking before any population increase.

|(3) The Schedule o f Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that ?,This zone is inten 
ded prim arily for the provision o f outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade^ fo r active
|姐d / or passive rccreatymal uses serving the needs o f the local residents and visitors. UndCT
DMC^ there is no provision to allow public access to the Lot, nor is there any requirement fo r th  
e residential owners to pay for the maintenance o f public areas. Public access is only allow ed i f  
an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master Plan? and HKR undertakes to pay fo r 
anagement and maintenance o f the public area.
o Demand that either (i) the reference to visitors be removed or (ii) the Master Plan be revised a 
d H KR undertake all management and maintenance o f new public areas.

|(4) H KR claims in  the Applications that it is tibe sole owner o f the Lot^ This is untrue. There are 
nesently over 8,300 assigns o f the developer who co-own the Lot together w ith  HKR. 
o Demand HKR withdraw tlic  Applications 3nd make revisions to recognize the co-owners*

(5) Under the DMC, City Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including H K R ) in  
[all matters and dealings w ith Government or any u tility  in any way concerning the management 
o f the City. Despite this condition, HKR continues to negotiate direct w ith Government and u tili 
;ies, and conclude secret agreements to which we have no input or access. The water and sewera 
;e agreements, plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the Lot, have alread 
been mentioned, but there are more.
i〇 Demand that the LPG supply agreement w ith San K ing be made public.
!〇 Demand that the proposed bus depot at Area 10b be declared a public bus depot, and ensure th  
at henceforth franchised bus operators have the right to run bus services between Discovery Bay 
and other places-

(6) The Area 1 Ob Application claims that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from  the 
sea at Nixn Shue Wan? and cites Gazette Notice 710 o f Gazette 14/1976. However, this N otice d 
oes not include the area o f the proposed reclamation. HKR only secured the relevant seabed and 
foreshore lease in 1980 (see New Grant IS6788, registered in  the Land Registry^
p Demand that HKR obtain all relevant permission fo r reclamation at Nim Shue Wan anew.
I •
(7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular p ier, 
p Demand proper studies showing how dangerous goods w ill be handled in the future.
II «r

(8) The Master Plan forms part o f the Land Grant at Discovery Bay,, yet the current Master P l^  
6.0E1, and the current OZP are not aligned.
fa-Demand that the Government and'HKR first update the existing Master Plan and OZP to ensur 

that they are properly aligned, before considering any amendments to the ozp.
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Y/I-DB/3

先生  Mr. Jason Baird

08/04/2016 16:08:57

08/04/2016

160408-160857-03060

D etails o f the C om m ent:

|The Applications seek approval to increase the ultimate population at Discovery Bay from 25,00
0 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29,000 under the revised OZP. The Applicatio 
ps include detailed impact statements to show that the increase is w ell w ith in the capacity lim its  
p f  the lot. However, the impact statements ignore the essential fact that, under the Land Grant, t 
(he Government has no obligation to provide potable water and sewerage services to the Lot.

• D iscovery Bay is  required to be self-sufficient in  water and sewerage services under the Land 
Grant, and H KR  wrote to the C ity Owners1 Committee on 10 M y , 1995 stating that the reservoir 
—as b碰  fo r a maxim㈣  population o f 25,000. The impact assessments ignore th is essential fac

b Demand that the population cap o f2 5 ,0 0 0  be preserved, so as not to breach Land Grant. I

• In  spite o f the conditions contained in  the Land Grant, when the tunnel was b u ilt Government al 
greed to aUow poteble Water 纽d sewerage co皿ections to  Siu Ho W m . However，the 嗯 e e ^
s are between H K R  and the Government, and they remain secret. Now, the Government has re fu l 
sed to provide additional water and sewerage services to cater fo r a population beyond 25,000. I 
o Demand that Government release the existing water and sewerage services agreements. I

• Due to Governmenfs refusal, HKR is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water I 
treatment plants on the L o t Under the Deed o f M utual Covenant (DM C), HKR may further dev I
1 op the lo t，provided such development does not impose any new financial obligations on e x is tij
r owners (Clause 8(b), P. 10). I
Demand that a ll costs fo r water and sewerage services to  areas 6fand 10b, includ ing operation
■ a ll treatment plants, storage facilities and pipelines, be charged to areas 6 f and 10b and not to 
dsting villages.

Although Govenmient agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when the tunnel w  
; bu ilt, it  refused to pay for and maintain the connections. As a result, we are paying over $1 m i 
.on per year to the Government to lease land to run pipelines outside the Lo t to connect to Siu 
o Wan. We are also paying fo r all maintenance o f the pipelines aind pumping systems.
Demand that Government provide potable water and sewerage connections to the Lot boundar 
ju s t like every other residential development in  Hong Kong.
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⑺ The T碰 c Impact Assessment (TIA) sMes 倾 — r f
plenty of spare capacity to cater for a population increase f i〇̂  2 5 , ° ̂  ^  uP "nnnrnanlv a ca
T IA  ignores the essential fact that, under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be prim  y
r-firee development11- As such, road capacity is irrelevant-

# G o lf carts are the primary mode of personal transport, and are capped at the existing number^
o D em and that the Government consider whether it is safe to allow increased tra ffic  in com petiti 
on w ith  slow-moving golf carts that offer no collision protection to occupants, 
o Demand that Government review the sustainability o f capping g o lf carts at tlie  current level w  
hile increasing population. G olf carts are already selling for over HK$2 m illion.

• No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from go lf cart parking)* on the Lot, ax 
d vehicles are currently parked illegally at different locations* 
o Demand that Government review vehicle parking before any population increase.

(3) The Schedule o f Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states tiiat MThis zone is intent 
ded prim arily for the provision of outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade, fo r active

DM C
serving the needs o f the local residents and

residential owners to pay for the maintenance o f public areaŝ  Public access is only allowed i f  
13X03, is dcclorcd to be Public Recreation on tiic  ^Master Plaiî  and HKR undcrtskcs to psy for
•anagementandmaintenanceofthepublicarea.
Demand that either (i) the reference to visitors be removed or (ii) the Master Plan be revised a 
d H K R  undertake all management and maintenance of new public areas.

|(4) H KR  claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner o f the Lot. This is untrue. There are 
resently over 8,3 〇〇 assigns o f the developer who co-own the Lot together w ith HKR.
Demand that HKR withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognize the co-owners.

〇 Under the DMC, City Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including H KR ) in  
|all matters and dealings w ith Government or any u tility in any way concerning the management 

f the City. Despite this condition, HKR continues to negotiate direct with Government and u tili 
ss/and conclude secret agreements to which we have no input or accesŝ  The water and sewera 
5 agreements, plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the Lot, have alread 
been mentioned  ̂but there are more.
Demand that the LPG supply agreement w ith San Hing be made public.
Demand that the proposed bus depot at Area 10b be declared a public bus d6pot，and ensure th

[at henceforth franchised bus operators have the right to run bus services between Discovery Bay 
and other places- '

(6) The Area 10b Application claims that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from  the 
sea at Nim Shue Wan? and cites Gazette Notice 710 of Gazette 14/1976. However, this Notice d 
|oes no t include the area o f the proposed reclamation* HKR only secured the relevant seabed and 
breshore lease in 1980 (see New Grant IS6788, registered in the Land Registry-

|o Demand that HKR obtain all relevant perinission for reclamation at Nim Shue Wan anew,

(7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier.
|o Demand proper studies showing how dangerous* goods w ill be handled in the future.

|(8) The Master Plan forms part o f the Land Grant at Discovery Bay? yet the current Master Plan  ̂
0E1, and the current OZP are not aligned.
Demand that the Goverament and HKR first update the existing Master Plan and OZP to ensur

properly aligned^ before considering any amendments to the ozp

«
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就規劃申請 /覆核提出意見MaWlg CV阳 lle:ilt 03 1 ❽
參 考 _號
Reference Num ber:

160408-160811-84138

提 交 麟
D eadline fo r submission:

08/04/2016

提交曰期及時間
D ate and tim e o f submission:

08/04/2016 16:08:11

有關的規劃申請編號
The application no. to which the comment relates:

Y/I-DB/3

提意見人」姓名/名稱
Nam e o f person makiag this comment:

夫人  Mrs. N icola Baird

意見詳情
D eta ils o f the Comment

The Applications seek approval to increase the ultimate population at Discovery Bay fro m 25^00 
0 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29,000 under the revised OZP. The A pplicatio 
ns include detailed impact statements to show that the increase is w e ll w ithin the capacity lim its  
o f the lot. However，the impact statements ignore the essential fact that^ under the Land Grant，t 
he Government has no obligation to provide potable water and sewerage services to the Lo t.



Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in  water and sewerage services under the Land 
|Grant? and HKR m ote to the C ity Owners1 Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that the reservoii 

as bu ilt fo r a maximum population o f 25,000. The impact assessments ignore th is essential fac

|o Demand that the population cap o f2 5 ,0 0 0  be preserved, so as not to breach Land Grant.
*

• In  spite o f the conditions contained in the Land Grants when the tunnel was b u ilt Goveimnent r< 
greed to allow  poteble water 紐d sewerage co皿 ections to Siu Ho Wan. However，the agreement 
s are between HKR and the Government，and they remain secret. N ov/，the Government has refa• m

sed to provide additional water and sewerage services to cater for a population beyond 25,000. 
d Demand that Government release the existing water and sewerage services agreements.

« D ue to Govermnenfs refusal, HKR is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water
eatment plants on the Lot. Under the Deed o f M utual Covenant p M C ), HKR may further dev

[elop the lot, provided such development does not impose any new financial obligations on existi 
l owners (Clause 8(b), P. 10).

o Demand that a ll costs for water and sewerage services to areas 6fand 10b5 including operation
o f a ll treatment plants, storage facilities and pipelines, be charged to areas 6 f and 10b and not to 
(existing villages-

• A lthough Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when the Ixiimel 
as b u ilt5 it  refused to pay for and maintain the connections. As a result^ we are paying over $1 mil 
U ion per year to the Government to lease land to run pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu

^  ^ t? a ŝo ^or maintenance o f the pipelines and pumping systems.
〇  ̂ ei^ â  t at Government provide potable water and sewerage connections to the Lot boundar
” ，ju s t like every other residential development in  Hong Kong.



(2) The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states that the roads 
plenty o f spai*e capacity to cater for a population increase from  25,000 xo 29,000. However the
r iA  inores the essential fact that, under fte  existing OZP, DB is declared to be p rim a rily  a

r-firee development" • As such, road capacity is irrelevant.

# G o lf carts are the primary mode o f personal transport^ and are capped at the existing number^ 
o Demand that the Government consider whether it  is safe to allow increased tra ffic  in  com petiti 
on w ith  slow-moving golf carts that offer no collision protection to occupants, 
o Demand that Government review the sustainability o f capping g o lf carts at the current level w  
b ile  increasing population. Golf carts are already selling fo r over HK$2 m illion-

鲁

# No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from  g o lf cart parking) on the Lo t, 
d vehicles are currently parked illegally at different locations, 
o Demand that Government review vehicle parking before any population increase.

(3) The Schedule o f Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that !,This zone is inter 
ded prim arily foî  the provision of outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade^ fo r active 
and/ or passive recreational uses serving the needs o f the local residents and visitors. Under the 
D M C ? there is no provision to allow public access to the Lo t? nor is there any requirement fo r th  

residential owners to pay for the maintenance o f public areas. Public access is on ly allowed if ,
an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master Plan, and HKR undertakes to pay fo r 

anagement and maintenance of tiie  public area.
Demand that either (i) the reference to visitors be removed or (ii) the Master Plan be revised a 
d HKR undertake a ll management and maintenance o f new public areas.

|(4) HKR claims in  the Applications that it  is the sole owner o f the Lot. Hus is untrae* There are 
nesently over 8,3 〇〇 assigns o f the developer who co-own the Lot together w ith  HKR^ 

o Demand that H KR withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognize the co-owners*

(5) Under the DM C, C ity Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including H KR ) in  
|all matters and dealings with Govemment or any u tility  in any way concerning the management
o f the City. Despite this condition, HKR continues to negotiate direct w ith Government and u tili
ies, and conclude secret agreements to which we have no input or access* The water and sewera 

|ge agreements, plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the Lo t, have alread 
been -mentioned^ but there are more.

|o Demand that the LPG supply agreement ̂ with San Hing be made public.
Demand that the proposed bus depot at Area 10b be declared a public bus depot, and ensure th  

it henceforth franchised bus operators have Hie right to run bus services between Discovery Bay 
d  other places,

_ VI «
(6) The Area 1 Ob Application claims that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from  the 
sea at Nim  Shue Wan, and cites Gazette Notice 710 o f Gazette 14/1976* However, this Notice d
i •

oes not include the area o f the proposed reclamation. HKR only secured the relevant seabed and 
foreshore lease in  1980 (see New Grant IS6788, registered in  the Land Registry-
I •

p Demand that H KR  obtain all relevant peimission for reclamation at Nim Shue Wan anew.
h ♦
I •
(7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier, 
p Demand proper studies showing how dangerous goods w ill be handled in  the future.
I
■
■

i 善

(8) The Master Plan forms part o f the Land Grant at Discovery Bay5 yet the evirrent Master Plan^
I • * •
[6.0E1, and the current OZP are not aligned.

Demand that the Governmerif m 3 HKR first update the existing Master Plan and OZP to ensur 
that they are properly aligned, before considering any amendments to the ozp.

*
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參巧編硫
Reference Number:

提交限期
Deadline f o r  submission:

提交日期及時間
Date and tim e of submission:

有ns的規劃i申請編號
*

The application no. to which the comment relates:

160408-16112842284

08/04/2016

08/04/2016 16:11:28

Y/I-DB/3

\

提意見人」姓名/名稱
Name of person makmg this comment:

先生 Mr. Ben Baird

意見詳情
Details of the Comment

’he Applications seek approval to increase the ultimate population at Discovery Bay from 25,00
[0 imder the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29^000 under the revised OZP. The Applicatio 

include detailed impact statements to show that the increase is well witbin the capacity lim its 
|of the lo t However, the impact statements ignore the essential fact that̂  under the Land Grant, t 

e Government has no obligation to provide potable water and sewerage services to the Lot.

Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the Land 
|Gxant, and HKR wrote to the City Owners1 Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that the reservoir 

as built fo r a maximum population of 25,000. The impact assessments ignore this essential fac

|o Demand that the population cap o f25,000 be preserved, so as not to breach Land Grant.

In  spite o f the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was built Government a| 
eed to allow  potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan* However, the agreement 

is are between HKR and the Goyenmient, and they remain secret Now, the Governraent has refii 
sed to provide additional water and sewerage services to cater for a population beyond 25,000.
〇 Demand that Government release the existing water and sewerage services agreements.

Due to Governments refusal, HKR is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water 
eatment plants on the Lot. Under the Deed o f Mutual Covenant (DMC), HKR may further dev 

lo p  the lot, provided such development does not impose any new financial obligations on existi 
%  owners (Clause 8(b), P -10).

(o Demand that all costs for water and sewerage services to areas 6fand 10b, including operation 
f  a ll treatment plants, storage facilities and pipelines, be charged to areas 6f and 1 Ob and not to 

[existing villages.

# Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when the tuimel 
as bu ilt, it refused to pay for and maintain the connections. As a result, we are paying over $1 mi 
llio n  per year to the Government to lease land to run pipelines outside the Lot to connect to Siu 
Ho Wan. We are also paying for all maintenance o f the pipelines and pumping systems* ：. 
o Demand that Government provide potable water and sewerage conriections to the Lot boundar 
y, ju s t like every other residential development in Hong Kong.
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(2) The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states that tlie  roads both Vvrithin and outside D B  have 
plenty o f spare capacity to cater for a population increase from 25^000 to 29^000. However the 
T IA  Ignores the essential fact that, under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be "prim arily a ca
r-free development11. As such? road capacity is irrelevant.

• G o lf carts are the primary mode o f personal transport^ and are capped at the existing number.
o Demand that the Goveriment consider whe&er it is safe to allow increased traffic in competiti
on w ith  slow-moving golf carts that offer no collision protection to occupants* 
o Demand that Government review the sustainability o f capping g o lf carts at the current leve l w  
hile increasing population. Golf carts are already selling fo r over HK$2 m illion .

# No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from g o lf cart parking) on the Lot^ an 
d vehicles are currently parked illegally at different locations.
o Demand that Government review vehicle parkiag before any population increase,

(3) The Schedule o f Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b states that MThis zone is in ten 
ded prim arily for the provision o f outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade, fo r active 
and/ or passive recreational uses serving the needs o f the local residents and visitors. Under the 
DM C, there is no provision to allow public access to the Lot? nor is there any requirement fo r th  
e residential owners to pay for the maintenance o f public areas. Public access is only allowed i f  
an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master Plan  ̂and HKR undertakes to pay fo r 
management and maintenance o f the public area,
Jo Demand that either (i) the reference to visitors be removed or (ii) the Master Plan be revised a 
pd HKR undertake all management and maintenance o f new public areas.

1(4) HKR claims in the Applications tbat it is the sole owner o f the L o t This is untrue. There are 
presently over 8,3 〇〇 assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot together w ith  HKR, 
p Demand that HKR withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognize the co-owncrs*

(5) Under the DMC? City Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including H K R ) in  
b ll matters and dealings w ith Government or any u tility  in  any way concerning the management 
o f the City. Despite this condition, HKR continues to negotiate direct w ith Government and u tili 
kies, and conclude secret agreements to which we have no input or access. The water and sewera 
ge agreements, plus the lease to run. the water and sewage pipelines outside the Lot, have alread

been mentioned, but there are more.
p Demand that the LPG supply agreement with San Hing be made public* 
p Demand that the proposed bus depot at Area 10b be declared a public bus depot, and ensure th  
at henceforth franchised bus operators have the right to run bus services between Discovery Bay 
and other places-

(6) The Area 10b Application claims that HKR has the right to reclaim additional land from  the 
sea atN im  Shue Wan, and cites Gazette Notice 710 o f Gazette 14/1976. However, this N otice d 
oes not include the area o f the proposed reclamation- HKR only secured the relevant seabed and 
poreshore lease in 1980 (see New Grant IS6788, registered in the Land Registry- 
p Demand that HKR obtain all relevant permission for reclamation at Nim Shue Wan anew.

(7) The Area 10b Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier, 
o Demand proper studies showing how dangerous goods w ill be handled in  the future.

(8) The Master Plan forms part o f the Land Grant at Discovery Bay, yet the current Master Plan, 
6.0E1, and the current OZP are not aligned.
Q Demand that the Government and HKR first update the exis&ig Vlon and OZP cto ensur

that they are properly aligned, before considering amendments to the ozp*
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就 規 劃 申 請 /覆 核 提 出 意 見 Making C ⑽ 脈 .at on n a w t e g  A p p ^ k s f i c m / R e Y i e w

參考編號 160408-163829-01542
Refe:rence iVivmber:

提交限期
Deadline for submission:

08/04/2016

提交曰期及時間
Date and. time o f submission:

08/04/2016 16:38:29

有關的規劃申請編號

The application no. to which the comment x̂ elates:
Y/I-DB/3

「提意見人」姓名/名稱

Name of person making this comment:
女士 Ms. Ms Chandra

意見詳情
Details of the Comment

ear Sirs，

|Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd’s Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Peninsula 
illage)

have the following comments:

L The Applications TPB/Y/I-D0/2 and TPB/Y/I-DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultim ate po 
elation at Discovery Bay from 25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29^000 
der the revised OZP. The Applications include detailed impact statements to show that the incr 

lease is well w ithin the capacity limita o f the lo t However，the impact 伽 ements i㈣  ̂
itia l fact that, under the Land Grant, the Govemment has no obligation to provide potable water 

[and sewerage services to the Lot*
p Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in water and sewerage services under the Land 
iGrant, and HKR wrote to the City Owners' Committee on 10 July，1995 stating that the reservoi 

was bu ilt for a maximum population o f25,000. The impact assessments ignore this essential fa
let.

demand that the population cap of 25,000 be preserved, so as not to breach the Land Grant.

p In  spite o f the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was b u ilt Government 
[agreed to allow potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan. However, the agreeme 
.ts are between HKR and the Government, and they remain secret. Now, the Government has re 

Iflised to provide additional water and sewerage services to cater fo r a population beyond 25,000-

I demand that Government release the existing water and sewerage services agreements,
I

2. I f  the Town Planmng Board insists on approving the Applications, I farther request that the fo 
llow ing issues be addressed.
|o Due to Govemmenf s to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a population o f 

5,000? HKR is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water teatment plants on the 
ILot. Under tlie Deed of Mutual Covenant (DMC)? HKR may farther develop the lo t5 provided su 
|ch development does not impose any new financial obligations on existing owners (Clause 8(b),

v
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!l demand that all costs for water and sewerage services to areas 6J m d l 0 \ ^  
of a ll treatment plants, storage facilities and pipelines, be charged to axeas 6f and 10b and not to
[existing villages-

[o Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when the tu iiiic l 
iwas bu ilt, it refused to pay for and maintain tlie connections. As a result^ the Owners are paying 
lover $ 1 m illion per year to the Govermnent to lease land to run pipelines outside the Lo t to conn
|ect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are also paying for all maintenance o f the pipelines and pumpin
g systems.

[I demand that Government provide potable water and sewerage coimections to the Lot boundar 
jy, jus t like every other residential development in Hong Kong.

|3, The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states that the roads both w ith in and outside DB have pi] 
jenty o f spare capacity to cater for a population increase from 25?000 to 29,000. However, the T I 

ignores the essential fact that, under the existing OZP? DB is declared to be “prim arily a car-fr 
jee development^. As such? road capacity is irrelevant
|〇 G o lf carts are the primary mode of personal transport̂  and are capped at the existing number.

I demand that the Government consider whether it is safe to allow increased tra ffic  in com petitio 
w ith  slow-moving golf carts that offer no collision protection to occupants.

demand that Government review the sustainability o f capping golf carts at the current level whi 
lie increasing population G o lf carts are already selling for over HK$2 million.
|o No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from g o lf cart parking) on the Lot^ a 

d vehicles are currently parked illegally at dififerent locations.

Demand that Gbvemment review vehicle parking before any population increase..

|4. The Schedule o f Uses proposed for the Promenade at Area 10b stateg that “This zone is intend
|ed prim arily for the provision of outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade  ̂fo r active a 

dJ o r passive recreational uses serving the needs of the local residents and visitors.^ Under the 
DMC^ there is no provision to allow public access to the Lot5 nor is there any requireinent fo r th 
e residential owners to pay for the maintenance o f public areas. Public access is only allowed i f  
an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master Plan, and HKR undertakes to pay fo r 

anagement and maintenance of the public area.

[i Demand that either (i) the reference to visitors be removed or (ii) the Master Plan be revised an 
d BQKR undertake a ll management and maintenance o f new public axeas.

[5. H K R  claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner o f the Lot* This is untrue. There are p 
esently over 8,300 assigns o f the developer who co-own the Lot together with HKR.

|I Demand that HKR withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognise the co-owners-

|6. Under the DMC, City Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including H KR ) in  a
1 matters and dealings w ith Government or any u tility  in any way concerning the managemeiit o

|f the C ity. Despite this condition, HKR continues to negotiate direct w ith Govermnent and u tilit i 
es, and conclude secret agreements to which we have no input or access. The water and sewerag 
|e agreements^ plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the Lot, have already

een mentioned, but there are more.

demand that the LPG supply agreement with San Hing be made public.
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hJbM〇 comnieni omission

|l demand that the proposed bus depot at Area 10b be declared a public bus depots and ensure tha 
hencefortli franchised bus operators have the right to ran bus services be^een Discovery Bay 

d  other places.
7. The Area I Ob Application claims that HKR has the righ t to reclaim  additional land from  the s 
：a at Nim Shue Wan, and cites Gazette Notice 710 o f Gazette 14/1976. However, this N otice do 

|es not include the area o f the proposed reclamatioiL HKR only secured the relevant seabed and f  
foreshore lease in  1980 (see New Grant IS6788, registered in  the Lana Registry.

I  demand that H KR show proof that it  has the right to reclaim  the area o f the seabed at Area 1 Ob 
before the OZP is extended to include the seabed area at N im  Shue Wan.
I «
[7. The Area 1 Ob Application removes the existing dangerous goods store and vehicular pier* 

demmd proper stodies showing how dmgerous goods w ill be handled in  the future.

i8. The Master Plan forms part o f the Land Grant at Discovery Bay5 yet the current Master Plan, 
[6^0E1, and the current OZP are not aligned.

demand that the Government and HKR firs t update the existing Master Plan and OZP to  ensure 
a t they are properly aKgned, before considering any amendments to the OZP.

n lc s s  and u n til m y demands are acceded to I  object to the above-mentioned development appli 
cation. •

ours Sincerely， 
s Chandra
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就 規 劃 申 請 /覆 核 提 出 意 見 M a k 丨ng C ⑽ 廳 t o d  呵 A.P•外 c* n /

參考編號
Refex^ence Number:

160408-171452-86596

提交限期
.Deadline fo r submission:

08/04/2016

提交日期及時間
Date aiid time of submission:

08/04/2016 17:14:52

有關的規劃申請編號
The application no* to which the comment relates:

Y/I-DB/3

厂提意見人」姓名/名稱 
Name of person making this comment:

先生 Mn Paul Yuen

意見詳情
Details o f the Comment:

註 ••本人强烈反对香港興業於10b 區(海邊近蘅峰村)的發展申請

(1)香港興業現時係向城規会申請’將愉景湾的計劃終極人□.，由現時分區計劃大綱圖

内 ，/ 預 計 箩 多 可 負 芦 的 25,〇〇〇人，新增為29,000人，並更 改 現 時 分 區 計 劃 大 綱 圖 。香港 
g 業的申請提供了詳細的父通影响評估，環境評估，景觀樹木設 計 。 但 是 ，該等報迁^
|没有提及壹f i f i 要事实，跟據地契，細 1無責任讎^食水及污水處理給居民： Q

跟據地契，愉景湾必須自行負責食水及污水處理，香港興業曾於1()/7/1995致伊愉息杳 
議主委員会（即COC) ，區内水塘只可應付最多25，_ 人 。 、 1 口阳思為

本人要求香港興業的申請不可以違反地契，只可增加人□至其可容納的極限，g聘  
丨5,000人 、 疋 L

雖然地契有“愉景湾必須自行負責食水及污水處理”的條款，但是
隧道

客成時，香港政府容許食水及污水處理接駁至小蠔湾(即是，香港政府為愉景湾居民，拷也 

丨食水友污水處理服務)。香港政府與香港興業簽署的文件並没有开放給我們，我們2 眾/曰、 
1知其内容。現在，香港政府拒絕爲這超過25,000人(即共4000人)，提供食水及污 
丨服務0

本人要求將香港政府與香港興寒簽署的文件，开放給我們知道 O

因為香港政府拒絕爲這区内超過25,000人(即共4000人），提供食水及污水處理gg於 

香港興業申請於愉景湾内興建食水及污水處浬設施。跟据愉景湾大公契第10頁第8bg ， 

香港興業可以發展其土地，但大前提是，不可以向愉景湾現時的小業主索取其興建^ 
本 〜

本人要求6F区及10b区，食水及污水處理興建及運作費用，貨倉及管道設施,

及10b区收取費用，嚴禁向愉景湾現時的業主收取費用
向6枢

〇

雖然 j 当愉景湾隧道落成時，香港政府容許食水及污水處理接駁至小蠔湾，但香港政
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I府拒絕支付接驗及賺費，导致，愉 景 湾 房  1 = 萬 _ _

展項目，提供的服務相同。

(2)香顯業向城規会提交的交通影响評估，稱 ’愉 

多可負荷的25,000人 ，新增為29,000人 ；但是，該
實 ，現時的分區計劃大綱圖，將愉景湾設計成“没有八車丫了走的社區，故此，愉景湾 
處内的道路是否真的可以應付29,000人 。

高爾夫球車是愉景湾區内的私人交通工具，現時於愉景湾行駛的®爾夫球車數量已達

最高限額 〇

本人要求香港政府認真考慮一下，对 於 現 時 行 駛 速 設 施 保 護
的高爾夫球 S5 增的交通i k 不會容易令到出現撞高爾夫
i 本人要求香港政府審視一下，現時行駛的高爾夫球車數量已達最高^額，高爾夫球車 
可否應付新增的人□並交通。現時的一輛高爾夫球車售价已超過$200萬 。

I
該交通影响評估並没有提供私家車(非高爾夫球車)的泊車位置，現時愉襞湾區内，

處都是違例泊車 一 ^
本人要求香港政府審視現時的愉景湾區内私家車(非高爾夫球車)的泊車位寰

♦

P )根据公契，管 理 處 負 責 代 表 愉 景 湾 内 所 有 業 主 ( 包 括 愉 鬟 逾  
:情，與香港政府，或 ，任何公共機構洽談。香港興業公然逄反公契，貧 ^  ^

f t並公共機構，直接洽談；香港興業因此舆政府及公共機構達成了多f 秘密 

密交易内容，没有开放給愉景湾内所有業主知道，愉景湾業主亦無资费予。例 呀 :  
的 ，香港興業與政府達成的，因提供食水及污水處理服務合約’及 仃 走 食 次 繾  
I的租賃官地契約，還有，更多。。。。。

本人要求新興氣體工程公司為愉景湾供氣所簽訂的合約，开放給公衆知邀 
麵本人要求將l 〇b區內的巴士廠，定義爲公衆巴士廠’並保证’擁有香港特_

’服務營運商，有權於愉景湾内，提供區内巴士服務，及提供接駁愉景湾義

|(4)申請書内提的l 〇b区海濱行人道用途是：“為居民及遊客提供户外戆 

|道，作爲主動及/或被動的休閒用途”根据愉景湾公契，没有條文容許 

幵 放 ，亦没有條文要求，愉景湾住宅業主負責支付愉景湾公共地方的維 
|放” 只可以是愉景湾總體規劃图内(Master Plan)指 定 的 “公衆休閒地’

須為愉景湾內所有的公衆地方，支付維修費。
I麵請致信城規会，要求l 〇b区海濱行人道用途，不可以开放“給遊客的 
|要求城規会更改愉景湾總體規劃图(Master Plan) ，雄 ，香港興業必須為'

的公衆地方，支付維修費。 ㉝
(5)l 〇b区的申請書聲稱，並引述憲報公告710及憲報14/1976，香港興業}||有 

|海而來的墾地權，香港興業因此，可以從填海穫得更多土地。但是，該 ％ ^  
許香港興業可以於建議書内申請填海的位置填海。香港興業已於1980年 

海岸填海(見，已於田土廳登記的新批地條款IS6788)

本人要求香港興業於稔樹湾因填海而來的所有新增土地向政府申請足％^
0
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(6) 10b区的申請書内，移走了現時的危險倉庫’及渡輪碼頭
雛 本人要求深入硏究，將來如何處理危險品

⑺香港興業於申請書内聲稱，香港興業是愉景湾的唯一擁有人，这是完全錯誤的，現愉 

景湾共有約8300位業主，與香港興業共同擁有愉景湾。

« 本人要求城規会退回香港興業發展愉景湾的申請，並要求城規会確認我們S300名共同 
|擁有愉景湾地段的擁有人身份。

(8)愉景湾總體規劃图(Master Plan)是愉景湾批地條款（田土廳登記編号Land G]：a n t脱 12 • 
|2)的組成部分，愉景湾批地條款要求，若愉景湾總體規劃图內没有批准發展計劃/重建計

f 5 ，f 時的愉景湾總體規晝個6.0E1，與 現 時 的 分 區 計 默 酬 (〇 |Z P )及現在的發展，並不一致。

胃; 讎 赚 觸 +目大綱圖，並

露 二 洁 才 考 趣 改 現 日 寸 的 分 十 取 綱 圖 ，目的係保障我們，愉景湾內約 8

泛 頌 雰 思 霞 赁 政 岛 裳 ’ 望 如 挖 填 海 申 請 ，愉 景 湾 嚴 纖 乏 免 費 的

^ 球 自 ，等 ，癒 麵 齡 騎 f _ _ 鋪 就 臓 ，還 細*
*

I I 腑解決本人以上的要求，及我們的需要’本人强烈反对香港興業於i〇b區的發展

fi1^-/A\nH^p〇ric?\nnlin^ PAmm^nt\l 71 /-n
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就規劃申請/覆核提出意見攸 ’丨:㈣ co•丨脚如⑴] P.1通— g 人:?邱 ca泡
參考編號
Refei#ence N iunber 160408-171348-08364

提交限期
Deadline ;fo.r submission: 08/04/2016

提交日期及時間
Date and tim e o f submission: 08/04/2016 17:13:48

有關的規劃申請編號
The application no. to which the comment relates Y/I^DB/3

提意見人」姓名/名稱
Name of person making this comment 女士 Ms. Pinky Ko

意見詳情
Details of the Comment

註 ：本人强烈反对香港興業於10b區 (海邊近蘅峰村）的發展申請

P

|(1) 香港興業現時係向城規会申請，將愉景湾的計劃終極人□，由現時分區計劃大綱圖 

内 ，預計最多可負荷的25,000人 ，新增為29,000人 ，並更改現時分區計書jj大綱圖。香港 

興業的申請提供了詳細的交通影响評估，5袁境評估，景觀樹木設|_[：。

|没 有 提 及 壹 個 重 要 事 实 ，跟 據 地 契 ，政 府 無 責 任 提 供 食 水 及 污 水 處 理 給 g 民 ：、

跟 據 地 契 ’ 愉 景 湾 必 須 自 行 負 責 食 水 及 污 水 處 理 ，香 港 興 業 曾 於 1 0 / 7 / 1 9 9 5致 伊 愉 晕 湾  

I業 主 委 員 会 （即 C O C )，區 内 水 塘 只 可 應 付 最 多 25,000人  、

本 人 要 求 香 港 興 業 的 申 請 不 可 以 違 反 地 契 ’只 可 增 加 人 □至其可 容 納 的 極 限 ，即 是 ， 

丨5,000人  、、

雖 然 地 契 有 “ 愉 景 湾 必 須 自 行 負 責 食 水 及 污 水 處 理 ” 的 條 款 ，.但 是 .，当 愉 睪 湾 隧 道  

|落 成 時 ，香 港 政 府 谷 許 食 水 及 乃 水 處 理 接 駿 至 小 f e 湾 ( 即 是 ，香 港 政 府 為 愉 暑 民 桿 低  

丨 食 水 及 污 水 處 理 服 務 ) 。香 港 政 府 與 香 港 興 業 簽 署 的 文 件 並 没 有 开  

知 其 内 容 。現 在 ，香 港 政 府 拒 絕 爲 這 超 過 2 5 ,0 0 0人 ( 即 共 4 〇〇〇人) ，

"!務 b
本人要求將香港政府與香港興業簽署的文件，开放給我們知道 〇

因為香港政府拒乡巴爲区内超過25,000人(即共4000人），提供食水及污7|^ _酬 g務 

I香港興業申請於愉景湾內興建食水及污水處理設施。跟据愉景湾大公£第10̂ ^ 2 ；
1香港興業可以發展其土地，但大前提是，不可以向愉景湾現時 的 汆 靈 取 J 黑建震
I本 。 ■ 八 一

本人要求6F区及10b区 ，食水及污水處理興建及運作費用，貨倉及管道設施，口向 
|及10b区收取費用，嚴禁向愉景湾現時的業主收取費用 汉 目 又 胍 / 、丨」it-0

雖 然 ，当愉景湾隧道落成時，香港政府容許食水及污水處理接駿至小據湾.，但香港政
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I府拒絕支付接駁費及維修費，导致，愉景湾居民每年
政府缴交超過$100禹的_ 道租

地費(目卩是，由愉景湾接駁至小蠔湾)
本人要求香港提供食水及污水處理接駁至愉景湾邊界

管每個住宅發

展項目，提供的服務相同 〇

(2)香港興業向城規会提交的交通影响評估，稱 愉 景 湾 區 内 匕 可 十 最
多可負荷的25,000人，新增為29,000人；但是，該交迪影^ 
實 ，現時的分區計劃大綱圖，將愉景湾設計成“没有汽車仃

i 影响評估没雙及1 歷

區内的道路是否真的可以應付29

故此，愉景湾

0

高爾夫球車是愉景湾區内的私人交通工具，現時於愉景湾行駛的高爾夫球車數里已達
頟 〇

本人要求香港政府認真考
局

下 ，.对於現時行駛
新增的交通流量不會容易令到出現撞高爾夫球毛$ 2 ：

速度緩慢，對乘客没有安全5受施保護
〇半’ 艰丨>百口、」乂迪孤夏个晋谷芴令到出現厘同躅入車

本人要求香港政府審視一下，現時行駛的高爾夫球車數量已達最咼限額，冋爾夭琢單
可否應付新增的人口並交通 0 車售价已超過$200萬

〇

該交通影响評估並没有提供私家車(非高爾夫球車)的泊車位置，現時愉景湾區内，致
處都是違例泊車 〇

本人要求香港政府審視現時的愉景湾區内私家車(非高爾夫球車)的泊車位置

(3)根据公契，管理處負責代表愉景湾内所有業主(包括香港興業），就管理愉景湾内所有
事情，與香港政府，或 ，任何公共機構洽談。香港興業公然違反公契，直接與香港政府
並公共機構，直接洽談；香港興業因此舆政府及公共機構達成了多宗秘密交易，該等秘
密交易内容，没有开放給愉景湾内所有業主知道，愉景湾業主亦無從參予。例如前述
的 ，香港興業與政府達成的，因提供食水及污水處理服務合約，及行走食水喉及污水渠

的租賃官地契約，還有，更多 0 O 〇 〇 〇

■ 本人要求新興氣體工程公司為愉景湾供氣所簽訂'的合約，开放給公衆知道
本人要求將10b區內的巴士廠，定義爲公衆巴士廠，並保证，擁有香港特許經營權的巴

•服務營運商，有權於愉景湾内，提供區内巴士服務，及提供接駁愉景湾至区外的服
〇

(4)申請書内提的10b区海濱行人道用途是••“為居民及遊客提供户外露夫的海边行人

道 ，作爲主動及/或被動的休閒用途”根据愉景湾公契，没有條文容許該地段可以對外
开放，亦没有條文要求，愉景湾住宅業主負責支付愉景湾公共地方的維修費 〇 對外开
放” 只可以是愉景湾總體規劃图内(Master I>lan)指定的“公衆休閒地” ，並香港興業

必須為愉景湾內所有的公衆地方，支付維修費 〇

■請致信城規会，要求10b区海濱行人道用途，不可以开放“給遊客的使用”或

要求城規会更改愉景湾總體規劃图(Master Plan)，並 ，香港興業必須為愉景湾內，新設立

的公衆地方，支付維修費 〇

(5)10b区的申請書聲稱，並弓丨述憲報公告710及憲報14/1976，香港興業擁有於稔樹湾因填

海而來的墾地權，香港興業因此，可以從填海穫得更多土地。但是，該憲報公告没有容
許香港興業可以於建議書內申請填海的位置填海。香港興業已於1980年在相关的海床及
海岸填海(見，已於田土廳登記的新批地條款IS6788)
本人要求香港興業於稔樹湾因填海而來的所有新增土地向政府申請足夠的批准 〇
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⑹ 10b区的申請書内，移走了現時的危險倉庫’及渡輪碼頭 

本人要求深入研究，將來如何處理危險品

⑺香港興業於申請書内聲稱，香港興業是愉景湾的亨一擁有人，这是完全錯誤的，現愉
I景湾共有約8300位業主，與香港興業共同擁有愉景萬。 、、 、

本人要求城規会退回香港興業發展愉景湾的申請，並要求城規会確認我們8300名共同
I擁有愉景湾地段的擁有人身份。

〇愉景湾總體規劃图(Master Plan)是愉景湾批地條款（田土廳登記編号Land Grant IS612
2)的組成部分，愉景湾批地條款要求，若愉景湾總體規劃图內没有批准發展計劃/重建計 
劃的話，不得動工；但是，現時的愉景湾總體規劃图6.0E1，與現時的分區計劃大綱圖（〇 

Z P )及現在的發展，並不一致。

本人要求政府及香港興業，首先更新現時的愉景湾總體規劃图及分區計劃大綱圖，並 
保証它們是一致的，才考虑更改現時的分區計劃大綱圖，目的係保障我們，愉景湾內約8 
300+小業主的權益。

現時香港興業侵佔政府土地，例如於l 〇b 区申請非法填海申請，愉景湾嚴重缺乏免費的 
休閒設施如足球場，籃球場，等 ，違反現時的分區計劃大綱圖指定的GI/C 用途，還有N
區的斜道升降机 0

I除非政府解決本人以上的要求，及我們的需要，本人强烈反对香港興業於10b區的發展 
申請 0

\
\
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Reference N咖
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160408-190308-83457

提交限期
Deadline for submission:

08/04/2016

提交日期及時間

D ate and tim e o f submission:

有關的規劃申請編號

T he application no. to which the comment relates ♦

08/04/2016 19:03:08

Y/I-DB/3

提意見人」姓名/名稱

Name of person making tbjjs comment:
女士 Ms. L  YEUNG

意見詳情
_  ‘

D etails o f the Comment 

ear Sirs,

e: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd’s Application to Develop Areas 10b (Waterfront near Perinsula 
illage) •

have thd fo llow ing  comments:

1 • The Applications TPBA^/f-DB^ and TPB^/I-DB/S seek approval to increase the ultim ate po 
mlation at Discovery Bay from 25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29,000 
.der the revised OZP. The Applications include detailed impact statements to show that the incr 

[ease is w ell w ith in  the capacity lim its o f the lo t However, the impact statements ignore the esse 
Ltial fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to provide potable water 

|and sewerage services to the Lot.
Discovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient1 in water and sewerage services under the Land 

|Grant, and HKR wrote to the City Owners9 Conmiittee on 10 July, 1995 starting that the reservoi 
was built fo r a maximum population o f25,000. The impact assessments ignore this essential fa 

let.

I  demand that the population cap o f 25,000 be preserved, so as not to breach the Land Grant.
▲  一  • i

 ̂ In  spite o f the conditions contained in  the Land Grant, when the txiimel was b u ilt Government a| 
[greed to a llow  potable water and sewerage connections to Siu Ho Wan* However, the agreement 
s are between H KR  and the Government, and they remain secret. Now, the Government has refu 
sed to provide additional water and sewerage services to cater for a population beyond 25,000.

I demand that Govemment release the existing water and sewerage services agreements.
2. I f  the 丁own Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I forther request that the fo 
(llowing issues be addressed.

Due to Govemmenf s to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a population o f 2 
15,000, HKR is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water treatment plants on the L| 
|ot. Under the Deed o f Mutual Covenant (DMC), HKR may further develop the lo t, provided sue 

development does not impdse any new financial obligations on existing owners (Clause 8(b),



P. 10).

II demand tlia t a ll costs for water and sewerage services to areas 6 f and 10b, including operation 
o f a ll treataent plants, storage facilities and pipelines, be charged to areas 6 f and 1 Ob and not t
(existing villages.

Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services to DB when the tunnel 
jas bu ilt, it refused to pay fo r and maintain the connections. As a result, the Owners are paying o 
jver $ 1 m illio n  per year to the Government to lease land to run pipelines outside the Lot to coiiae 
ct to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are also paying fo r a ll maintenance o f the pipelines and pumping 
systems.

I demand that .Government provide potable water and sewerage connections to the Lot boundar 
y, ju s t like every other residential development in  Hong Kong.

3. The T ra ffic  Impact Assessment (T IA ) states that the roads both w ith in  and outside DB have pl| 
enty o f spare capacity to cater fo r a population increase from  25,000 to 29?000. However, tlie  T I 
A  ignores tlie  essential fact that, under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be ^prim arily a car-fr 
ee developm ent. As such, road capacity is irrelevant. •
0 G o lf carts are the prim ary mode o f personal transport^ and are capped at the existing number*

1 demand that the (Jovemment consider whether it  is safe to a llow  increased tra ffic  in com petitio 
n w ith  slow-m oving g o lf carts that offer no collision protection to occupants.

I demand that Government review the sustainability o f capping g o lf carts at the current level whi] 
le increasing population. G o lf carts are already selling fo r over HK$2 m illion- 
 ̂N o provision has been made fo r vehicle parking (distinct from  g o lf cart parking) on the Lot^ an 

d vehicles are currently parked illega lly  at different locations.

I Demand that Govemment review vehicle parking before any population increase.
. i

4. The Schedule o f Uses proposed fo r the Promenade at Area 10b states that C4This zone is intend| 
ed prim arily fo r the provision o f outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade, for active a 
nd / or passive recreational uses serving tiie  needs o f the local residents and vis ito rs.55 Under the 
D M C 5 there is no provision to a llow  public access to the Lot, nor is there any requirement fo r th  
e residential ov/ners to pay for the maintenance o f public areas- Public access is  only allowed i f  
an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master Plan, and HKR undertakes to pay fo r 

anagement and maintenance o f the public area.
♦

I  Demand that either (i) the reference to visitors be removed or ( ii)  the Master P lan be revised an 
d H K R  undertake a ll management and maintenance o f new public areas.

H KR  claims owner o f the L o t This is untrue
^sently over 8,300 assigns o f the developer who co-own the L o t together w ith  HKR,
Demand that H KR  withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognise the co-owners

I ■

6- Under the D M C , C ity Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including HKR) in  a| 
11 matters and dealings w ith  Government or any u tility  in  any way concerning the management o 
f  the City. Despite this condition，H K R  continues to negotiate d irect w ith  Government and u tilit i 
es, and conclude secret agreements to which we have no input or access. The w ater and sewerag 
|e agreements, plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the L o t, have already 

-een mentioned, but there are more.

|l demand that the LPG supply agreement w ith San H ing be made public*
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II

I  demand that the proposed bus depot at Ai*ea 1 Ob be declai-ed a pub lic  bus depot and ensure tha
t henceforth franchised bus
and other places. • •

X lic  Area 10b Application claims that HKR I12.S the righ t t〇 lcc la im  additions! laud fro m  the s
a t Nim Shue Wan, and cites Gazette Notice 710 o f Gazette 14/1976. However, this N o tice  do
n o t include the area o f the proposed reclamation. HKR only secured the relevant seabed and f
ashore lease in 1980 (see New Grant IS6788? registered in  the Land Registry*

|l demand that HKR show proof that it has the right to reclaim the area o f the seabed at A rea  10b
e fo re  tiie 〇ZP is extended to include the seabeZ area at N im  Shue Wan.

7. The Area 10b Application removes the ehsting d卿erous goods store and
|I demand proper studies showing how dangerous goods w ill be handled in  the future.

8. The Master Plan forms part o f the Land Grant at Discovery Bay? yet the current M aster P lan9 
|6.0E1, and the current OZP are not aligned.

I demand that the Government and HKR firs t update the existing Master Plan and OZP to  ensure 
[that they are properly aligned, before considering any amendments to the OZP.

Unless and u iitil my demands arc acceded to I  object to the ^bove-mentioiied developmcGt a p p li 
cation. ■

Y ours sincerely

L YEUNG
Nam e:
Owner/Resident of?
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提交限期

D eadline fo r submission:
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提交日期及時間

D ate  and tim e o f submission:
08/04/2016 19:01:42

有關的規劃申請編號

T he app lica tion  no〇 to w hich the comment relates:
Y/I-DB/3

提意見人」姓名/名稱
N am e o f pex^son m aking th is comment:

女士 Ms, L  HUNG

意見詳情

Details of the Comment

Dear Sirs，
等

.e: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd^s Application to Develop Areas 10b (W aterfront near Peninsula 
[V illage)

have the fo llow ing  comments:

L  The Applications T?B/Yfl-DB/2 and TPBA^/I-DB/S seek approval to increase the u ltim ate po 
•ulation at Discovery Bay firom 25^000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to  29,000 
d e r the revised OZR The Applications include detailed impact statements to show that the incr 

[ease is w e ll w ith in  the capacity lim its o f the lot. However^ the im pact statements ignore the esse 
l ia l fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to provide potable water 

|and sewerage services to the Lot.
D iscovery Bay is required to be self-sufficient in  water and sewerage services under Hie Land 

|Grant, and H KR  wrote to the C ity Owners5 Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that the reservoi 
w as b u ilt fo r a maximtim population o f 25,000. The impact assessments ignore this essential fa

le t  •

demand that the population cap o f 25,000 be preserved, so as not to breach tlie  Land Grant*

In  spite o f the conditions contained hx the Land Grant, when the tunnel was b u ilt Government a] 
(greed to a llow  potable water and sewerage connections to  Siu H o Wan* However, the agreement 
s are between HKR and the Government, and they remain secrete Now , the Government has refu 
sed to provide additional water and sewerage services to cater fo r a population beyond 25,000.

demand fcat Govenment release &e existing water m d sewerage services 
. I f  tlie Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I  further request that the fo 

111 ow ing issues be addressed-
「Due to Govemmenfs to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a population o f 2 
5^000, HKR is proposing to restart the water teatm ent anci 观ste water treataent plants on 伽 
[ot. Under the Deed o f M utual Covenant (DM C), H KR  may further develop the lot, provided sue 

development does not impose any new financial obligations on existing owners (Clause 8(b),



R  1 0 ) .

[I demand that all costs fo r water and sewerage services to areas 6 f snd ope ra tion
o f a ll tî eatment plants, storage facilities and pipelines, be charged to  areas 6f and xOb and  no t to
[existing villages.

♦ A ltlio u g h  Governnient agreed to provide water and scweiagc services to  DB w hen the tu iin c l wj 
las bu ilt^  it  refused to pay fo r and ina iiita iii the coiuicctions. As a result^ the Owners are p a y in g  o 
iver $1 m illio n  per year to the Govenuiieiit to lease land to run p ipe lines outside the L o t to  conne 
ct to  Siu Ho Wan- The owners are also paying fo r a ll maintenance o f  the pipelines and p u m p in g  
systems.

I dem and that Government provide potable water an<i sewerage coim ections to the Lo t bounda r 
y, ju s t lilce every other residential development in  Hong Kong.

3. T he  T ra ffic  Impact Assessment (T IA ) states that the roads both w ith in  and outside D B  have p lj 
jenty o f spare capacity to cater for a population increase from  25,000 to 29,000. H ow ever, the T I 

ignores the essential fact that, under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be "p rim a rily  a c a r-fr 
jee development^. As such5 road capacity is irrelevant.
I# G o lf carts are the prim ary mode o f personal transport, and are capped at the existing num ber-

I demand that the Government consider whether it  is safe to allow  increased tra ffic  in com petitio  
w ith  slow-moving go lf carts that offer no collision protection to occupants.

dem and that Government review the sustainability o f capping g o lf carts at the current le v e l w hi| 
|le increasing population. G o lf carts are already selling fo r over H K $2 m illion.
• N o  provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from  g o lf cart parking) on th e  L o t，an 
|d veh ic les are currently parked illegally at d ifferent locations.

D em and that Governmeiit review vehicle parking before any population increase.

. T he  Schedule o f Uses proposed fo r the Promenade at Area 10b states that uT h is zone is  intend!
；d p rim a rily  fo r the provision o f outdoor open-air space at the foreshore promenade, fo r active  a 
d /  o r passive recreational uses serving the needs o f the local residents and v is ito rs；5 U n d e r the 
M C ? there is no provision to allow public access to the L o t? nor is  there any requirem ent fo r th  

e res iden tia l owners to pay fo r the maintenance o f public areas. P ub lic  access is only a llo w e d  i f  
an area is declared to be Public Recreation on the Master Plan, and H K R  undertakes to p a y  fo r 

.anagement and maintenance o f the public area.

Dem and that either (i) the reference to visitors be removed or ( ii)  the Master P lan be re v ise d  an
[d H K R  undertake a ll management and maintenance o f new public areas,

« ♦4 ♦
. H K R  claims in  the Applications that it is the sole.owner o f the L o t This is untrue. T here  are p 

■esently over 85300 assigns o f the developer who co-own the Lo t together w ith HKR- 
D em姐d that H KR  w itM ra w  the Applicatipns and make revisions to recognise the co_owners^

6- U nder the D M C ; C ity Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including H K R ) in  a 
|ll m atters and dealings w ith  Government or any u tility  in  any way concerning the m anagem ent o 

the  C ity. Despite this condition, HKR continues to negotiate d irect w ith  Government and  u t ilit i 
es? and conclude secret agreements to which we have no input or access. The w ater and sewerag 
|e agreements^ plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the Lot^ have already

een mentioned, but there are more. ̂ • • 
demand that the LPG supply agreement w ith  San Hing be made pub lic.

f ile ; /A \p ld -e g is2 \0 ^  CoixiiTient\l 60408-190142-23087_Co^^



I demand tha t the proposed bus depot at A rea 10b be declared a p u b lic  bus depot, and ensure tha 
t henceforth franchisod bus operators have tiie  rig h t to  run  bus services between D iscove iy B ay
and other places.
1. The Area 1 Ob A pplication claim s that H K R  has the rig h t to rec la im  add itiona l land from  the s 
|ea at N im  Shue W an, and cites Gazette N otice 710 o f  Gazette 14/1976. H ow ever, th is N o tice  do 
les n o t include the  area o f the proposed reclam ation^ H K R  on ly secured the re levant seabed and f  
oreshore lease in  1980 (see New G rant IS6788, registered in  tibe Land  R egistry.

I demand tha t H K R  show p roo f tha t i t  has the rig h t to  recla im  the area o f the seabed at A rea 1 Ob 
before the O ZP is  extended to include the seabed area at N im  Shue Wan-

7. The Area 1 Ob A pp lica tion  removes the ex is ting  dangerous goods store and veh icu la r pier^ 
ll dem and p rope r studies showing how  dangerous goods w ill be handled in  the fu tu re .

8# The M aster P lan  forms part o f the Land G rant at D iscovery Bay, ye t the cu rren t M aster P lan , 
I6.0E1，and the  current OZP are no t a ligned

|I demand th a t the  Government and H K R  firs t update the existing M aster P lan and OZP to  ensure
at they are p ro p e rly  d igned，before considering 姐 y  am endm ent to

nless and u n til m y demands are acceded to  I  ob ject to  the above-m entioned developm ent a p p li 
Ication.

Y ours sincere ly

ame
O w ner/R esident o f:
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Y/I-DB/3

「提意見人」姓名/名稱
先生  Mr. S am  W ing



H e noted s im ila r scenes o f overcrowdedness were seen at bus stops and fe rry piers on Lantau , a 
aother ou tly ing  island. The govemment likes to  boast about developing tourism . But it  seems ou 

Ir o ffic ia ls  have fa iled  to take in to  account capacity and supporting ti^ansportation3J said C han.M 
b ited  from : h ftp ://w w w ，scm p.conVnews/hong-kong/econom y/article/19g r222/iia tives-restiess4 io  

g-kong-outlying-island-visitors-equal
|9- The tra ffic  im pact assessment report is fiindam enta lly flaw ed and should be quashed and rejec 
:ed. The assessment adopts the “ existing tra ffic  perform ance”  approach w liere assessment is  c la i

ed to be based on observed tra ffic  counts on one Thursday firom  7:00 to 10:00 /  16:00 to  20:00 
land one Saturday from  13:00 to  18:00 only^ The sample size is  in su ffic ie n t and not s ta tis tic a lly  r 
leliable.
10. The tra ffic  im pact assessment states, aThis report takes in to  account the particu lar in s tru c tio  

and requirem ents o f our clien t. I t  is not intended fo r and should n o t be re lied  upon by any th ird  
a rty  and no responsib ility is undertaken to any th ird  p a rty55. This im p lies, the contents o f  the  re 
o rt cam ot be re lied on，tiie  data and assessment are no t decl虹ed co订ect，and nobody w ill be he

|ld responsible fo r the report. The assessment should be rejected.
11. The app licant fa iled  to  prove existing D iscovery B ay R eservoir has enough storage even duri; 
•g a drought year to provide additional flush ing and d rin k in g  w ater demand o f the a p p lica tio n  si
e

ftp://www%ef%bc%8cscmp.conVnews/hong-kong/economy/article/19g


PEMS Comment Submission 2147

就規劃申請/覆核提出意見M:淑 埸 C&m咖  

參考編號 •
Reference Number;

pjiixuii^g A:pp}Ic^fi〇Ti /  Review

提交限期
DeacUme for submission 罄

160408-234244-31524

08/04/2016

提交曰期及時間
Date and time of submission:

08/04/2016 23:42:44

有關的規劃申請編號
The application no* to which the comment relates:

Y/WDB/3

提意見人」姓名/名稱
Nam e of person making this comment:

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:

•pplication No. for Area 10b: Y/I-DB/3
y  reasons for supporting the. application of 10b are:

姐  Miss Q uirina

|# It optimises the land use at Area 10b in Discovery Bay.
p The plan redevelops and upgrades the current mix of unsightly uses in the area. The overall en 

konment of tiie area will be improved.
\ m The residential use is responsive to the housing market^ and can provide m ore housing cho ices
|and enhance the quality of life.

The improvement to the foreshore promenade^ transportation and marine access will serve  the 
[esidents and visitors to Discovery Bay.

More public leisure space will be created for residents and the public to enjoy•
i# It helps Discovery Bay to maintain its. uniqueness as a multi-cultural resort-style leisure an d  dy

.axnic coiimuinty, and provide a special hangout place.
It helps Discovery Bay to reinforce its European style architectural design in  the town plajaning 
rhich is really unique in-Hong Kong, and help boost the mtemational and diversified im age o f 

|Hong Kong with this town planning design.
The optimisation of the land use is supported by suitable iiifrastructure, and has given d u e  cons 

iideration for the waterfront setting with improvement to the foreshore promenade and m arine ac
cess

The nev/ attractions such as promenade and piizza in DB can pro vide a new  leisure choice
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參考編號
Referexice Niuuber; 160408-181049-37572

駭 限 期
Deadline fo r submission: 08/04/2016

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission:

08/04/2016 18:10:49

有關的規劃申請編號
The application no. to which the comment rela tes: Y/I-DB/3

厂提意見人j 姓名/名稱
Name o f person maldng this comment:

小姐 Miss Yu Ting Fiona

意見詳情
D etails o f the Comment:
本人反對香港興業申請於(10 b)現有服務設施用地上改變土地用途，用以興建更多高密度 

住宅。

1)替港興業所建議的(l〇b 區 )增建規模將為峰蘅區域帶來過於繁重的交通負擔，人口突

然數以千計增加，將對現有該區居民帶來嚴重不便。現有居民的休閒生活方式亦將受到 

不必要及破壞性的影響。

) 現有 (l〇b 區 ）的服務設施用地包括街渡碼頭，以及稔樹灣一帶是眾多愉景灣居民的後 

苑圜及休閒去處，過於發展將影響該區的自然景觀，同時亦會對現時自然環境帶來破
〇

3)現有稔樹灣往梅窩方向海岸綫，及坪州一帶海景自然景觀為公眾的自然資產，人人均

S 二 而 S 藍 部 分 10b區的公眾海岸綫都將被樓高 8米的低層 
住 宅 佔 據 ，變相將公共自然景觀變成私人海景，完全不符合公眾利益。公共及自 妖 海 岸  

綫絶對應該屬於公眾，不應被私有化。. ^

)根據香港興業發展建議，1 〇b 區將需要填海，發展範圍將超出現有海堤位置。作為 

愉景灣居民’本人極力反對於現有 l〇b區有任何填海工程。現有坪州方

5 )香港興業建議興建的樓宇高度將嚴重釤響及阻檔現有四期（彩 輝 蘭 霞 饈

塗 篇 乾 職 和 ’大麾人口及住宅密度的增鳩麵有交通、自來水


