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Section 12A Application No. Y/l-DB/3 

Aiva UH\ l.ot 385 RF v̂： K \t (Pnrt) in 1),1). 352, Discovery Bay 
Obicciion to the Submission by the Applicant on 27.10.2016

1 rtitr to the Response to Comments submitted by the consultant for Hong Kong 
Rc$o>.\t (''UKR^X Masterplan Limited (i'Mastei*plaiV,), to address tlie departmental 

^  commaics the captioned applicationon27.10.2016.

Kiixily please note tliat 1 stamgly object to the submission regarding the proposed 
development of the lot. My main reasons of objection on this particular submission are 
listed as follow^:-

L I reject the claim made in response to Paragraph #10 in tlie comments from the 
District Lands Office (^DLO'^tliat the applicant (HKR) has the absolute right to 
develop Area 10b.

Masterplan is \\T〇ng to assume that ownersliip of undivided shares ipso facto 
gives the applicant the absolute right to develop Area 10b. The right of the 
applicant to develop or redevelop any part of tlie lot is restricted by the Land Grant 

^  dated 10 September, 1976; by the Master Plan identified at Special Condition #6
o f the Land Grant; and by the Deed of Mutual Covenant (UDMC55) dated 30 
September, 19S2.

Upon the execution of the DMC, Hie lot was notionally divided into 250,000 equal 
undi\ided shares. To date, more tlian 100,000 of these undivided shares have been 
assigned by HKR to other owners and to the Manager. The rights and obligations 
o f all owners of undivided shares in the lot are specified in the DMC. HKR has no 
rights separate &om other owners except as specified in tlie DMC.

Area 10b fonns the "Service Area", as defined in the DMC and shown on the 
Master Plan. As per the DMC, the definition of City Common Areas includes the 
following:

'\..such part or parts o f the Sendee Area as shall be used for the benefit o f
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the City. These City Common Areas together with those City Retained Areas 
as defined and these City Common Facilities as defined form the entire 
"Reserved Portion" and "Minimum Associated Facilities” mentioned in the 
Conditions."

Special Condition 10(a) of the Land Grant states that HKR may not dispose of any 
part of the lot or the buildings tliereon unless they have entered into a Deed of 
Mutual Covenant. Furthermore, Special Condition 10(c) states:

u(c) In the Deed o f Mutual Covenant referred to in (a) hereof, the Grantee 
shall:

(i) Allocate to the Reserved Portion an appropriate number ofundivided 
shares in the lot or, as the case may be, cause the same to be carved out 
from the lot, which Reserved Portion the Grantee shall not assign, 
except as a whole to the Grantee’s subsidiary company…”

As such, the applicant may not assign the Reserved Portion -  which includes the 
Service Area defined in the DMC and shown on the Master Plan -  except as a 
whole to the Grantee’s (HKR’s) subsidiary company. Thus, HKR has no right 
whatsoever to develop the Service Area (Area 10b) for residential housing for sale 
to third parties.

It will also be noted from the foregoing that HKR may either allocate an 
appropriate number of undivided shares to the Reserved Portion, or carve same out 
from the lot. According to the DMC (Section III, Clause 6), HEIR shall allocate 
Reserve. Undivided Shares to the Service Area. However, there is no evidence in 
the Land Registry that HKk allocated any Reserve Undivided Shares to the 
Service Area.Thus, it is moot whether HKR is actually the C4sole land owner55 of 
Area lOb.The entire proposal to develop Area 10b for sale or lease to third parties 
is unsound. The Town Planning Board should reject the application forthwith. 2 * *

2. Pursuant to Clause 7 imder Section I of the DMC, every Owner (as defined in the
DMC) has the right and liberty to go pass and repass over and along and use Area 
10b for all purposes connected with the proper use and enjoyment of the same
subject to the City Rules (as defined in the DMC). This has effectively granted 
over time an easement that cannot be extinguished. The Applicant has failed to 
consult or seek proper consent from the co-owners of the lot prior to this unilateral 
application. The property rights of the existing co-owners, i.e. all property owners 
of the lot, should be maintained, secured and respected.
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3. la response to 1)1,0 's  comment. #9, wliich advised "The Applicant shall prove that 
thera suOkient undivided shares retained by them for aUocation to the 
proposed development", Masterplan stated "The applicant has responded to 
District Lnnds Oltlcc directly via HICR's letter to DLO dated 3 Aug 2016."

, As the lot is under a DMC, it is imsound for HKR to communicate in secret to the 
DLO and withhold inibrmatioti on the allocation of undivided shares from the 
other owners. The other owners have a direct interest in tlie allocation, as any 
misallocation will directly aftect tlieir property rights.

The existing allocation of undivided shares is far from clear and must be reviewed 
carefully. At page 7 o f the DMC, only 56,500 undivided shares were allocated to 

^  the Residential Development. Witli tlie completion o f Neo Horizon Village in the
year 2000, HBCR exhausted all of tlie 56,500 Residential Development undivided 
shares tliat it held under the DMC,

HKR has provided no account o f the source of the undivided shares allocated to all 
developments since 2000. In the case of the Siena Two A development, it appears 
from the Greenvale Sub-DMC and Siena Two A Sub-Sub DMC that Retained 
Area Undivided Shares were improperly allocated to the Siena Two A 
development. As such, the owners of Siena Two A do not have proper title to their 
units under the DMC.

The Town Planning Board cannot allow HKR to hide behind claims of 
^commercial sensitivity55 and keep details of the allocation of undivided shares 

广  secret. If  the applicant is unwilling to release its letter to the DLO dated 3 August,
2016, for public comment, the Board should reject tlie application outright.

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

5. The proposed land reclamation and construction of over sea decking witli a width
o f 9-34m poses environmental hazard to the immediate rural natural 
surroundings.There are possible sea pollution issues posed by the proposed
reclamation. The D L 05 * * *s comment #5 advised that the proposed reclamation
''partly falls witliin the water previously gazetted vide G.N. 593 on 10.3.1978 for
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ferry pier and submarine outfall.” As such， the area has not been gazetted for 
reclamation, contrary to the claims made in the Application that all proposed 
reclamation had previously been approved. The Town Planning Board should 
reject the Application unless and until this error is corrected. The Town Planning 
Board should further specify the need for a full Environmental Impact Assessment 
as required under theForeshore and Seabed (Reclamations) Ordinance (Cap. 127).

6. The Town Planning Board should note that the development approved under the 
existing Outline Zoning Plan (S/I-DB/4) would already see the population of DB 
rise to 25,000 or more. The current application would increase the population to 
over 30,000. The original stipulated DB population of 25,000 should be folly 
respected as the underlying infrastructure cannot support the substantial increase 
in population implied by the submission. Water Supplies Department and the 
Environmental Protection Department have raised substantive questions on the 
viability of the proposals on fresh water supply and sewage disposal contained in 
the Application, and HKR has not responded adequately to their concerns.

7. The proposed felling of 168 mature trees in Area 10b is an ecological disaster, and 
poses a substantial environmental impact to the immediate natural setting. The 
proposal is unacceptable and the proposed tree preservation plan or the tree 
compensatory proposals are totally unsatisfactory.

8. We disagree with the applicant's statement in item E.6 of RtC that the existing 
buses parks in Area 10b open space are "eyesores". We respect that Area 10b has 
been the backyard of Peninsula Village for years and are satisfied with the existing 
use and operation modes of Area 10b, and would prefer there will be no change to 
the existing land use or operational modes of Area 10b. 9

9. The proposed extensive fully enclosed podium structure to house the bus depot, 
the repair workshops and RCP are unsatisfactory and would cause operational 
health and safety hazard to the workers within a folly enclosed structure, 
especially in view of those polluted air and volatile gases emitted and the potential 
noise generated within the compounds. The proponent should carry out a 
satisfactory environmental impact assessment to the operational healtli and safety 
hazard of the workers within the fully enclosed structure and propose suitable 
mitigation measures to minimize their effects to the workers and the residents
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11 s We wiih the appUcAUt's ix^poi^c vn item (b) 〇(' U0 ^  I , IMauO's cotwnK'nt
u\ RiO ih；w the pi\>pv\̂ c\i 4m w kic waicrtiv-nt pixMwenavlc is an impŵ vciwcnt to \hc 
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avicquatc laixlscaph\^ or ^hdtet^ is im t̂istnotv'try in view ot'its meal m\vl tuidual 
sluing、

n 、 The Application ha§ not &ho\vn that the relocation ot' the dangewus good store to 
another ^ut ot' the lot is \iable> Any piv^sal to ix'.move the exist it\g dat\gcix)us 
goods stort to another part of the lot should be accompanicvl by a lull slutly and 
plan sho\\ii\g that the relocation is viable.

c

Unless mui until the applicant is able to pix^ide detatkxi responses to the comments for 
forther rc、ie、v and wiiw'eiit， the appUatiem 八rca 10b should he withdnuvii、

Sigaature :___________ ______ ____________Dhtc: __06/12/2016_

Name of Discovery Bay Owv^Rcsidci\t:_Charlotte Elizabeth Clark

Address:
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Town Planning Boai'd 
15/F, North Point Government OiTices 
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Dear Sirs,
Section 12A Anplicntion No. V71-I>IV3 

Area 10b, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) in 352, Discovery Bay 
Objection to the Submission by (lie AnnUcmit on 27.10.2016

I refer to the Response to Comments submitled by the consultnnt tor Hong Kong 
Resort (“HKR”)，Masteiplan Limited (“M⑽erpli川”)， to 山e tlqmluienhil
comments regarding the captioned applicationon27.10.2016.

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

1. I reject the claim made in response to Paragraph #10 in the comments from the 
District Lands OjEEice (uDLO,5)that the applicant (HKR) has the absolute right to 
develop Area 10b.

Masterplan is wrong to assume that ownership of undivided shares ipso facto 
gives the applicant the absolute right to develop Ai'ea 10b. The right of the 
applicant to develop or redevelop any part of the lot is restricted by the Land Gnrnt 
dated 10 September, 1976; by the Master Plan identified at Special CoacUtiou #6 
of the Land Grant; and by the Deed of Mutual Covenant ^DMC**) dated 30 
September, 1982..

Upon the execution of the DMC, tlie lot was notionally divided into 250,000 equal 
undivided shares. To date, more than 100,000 of these undivided shares have been 
assigned by HKR to other owners and to tlie Manager. The rights and obligations 
of all owners of undivided shares in tlie lot ai*e specified in the DMC. HKR has no 
rights separate from other owners except as specified in the DMC.

Area 10b forms the "Service Area", as defined in the DMC and shown oa the 
Master Plan. As per the DMC, the definition of City Common Areas includes the 
following:

11 ...such part or parts of the Service Area as shall be used for the benefit o f



the City. These City Common Areas together with those City Retained Areas 
as defined and these City Common Facilities as defined form the entire 
"Reserved Portion" and "Minimum Associated Facilities" mentioned in the 
Conditions."

Special Condition 10(a) of the Land Grant states that HICR may not dispose of any 
part of the lot or the buildings thereon unless they have entered into a Deed of 
Mutual Covenant. Furthermore, Special Condition 10(c) states:

“(c) In the Deed o f Mutual Covenant referred to in (a) hereof, the Grantee 
shall:

(i) Allocate to the Reserved Portion an appropriate number ofundivided 
shares in the lot or, as the case may be, cause the same to be carved out 
from the lot, which Reserved Portion the Grantee shall not assign, 
except as a whole to the Grantee's subsidiary company..."

As such, the applicant may not assign the Reserved Portion — which includes the 
Service Area defined in the DMC and shown on the Master Plan -  except as a 
whole to the Grantee's (HKR5s) subsidiary company. Thus, HKR has no right 
whatsoever to develop the Service Area (Area 1 Ob) for residential housing for sale 
to third parties.

It will also be noted JBrom the foregoing that HKR may either allocate an 
appropriate number of undivided shares to the Reserved Portion, or carve same out 
jBrom the lot. According to the DMC (Section III, Clause 6), HKR shall allocate 
Reserve Undivided Shares to the Service Area. However, there is no evidence in 
the Land Registry that HKR has allocated any Reserve Undivided Shares to the 
Service Area.Thus} it is moot whether HKR is actually the usole land owner55 of 
Area lOb.The entire proposal to develop Area 10b for sale or lease to third parties 
is unsound. The Town Planning Board should reject the application forthwith.

Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section I of the DMC, every Owner (as defined in the 
DMC) has the right and liberty to go pass and repass over and along and use Area 
10b for all purposes connected with the proper use and enjoyment of the same 
subject to the City Rules (as defined in the DMC). This has effectively granted 
over time an easement that cannot be extinguished. The Applicant has failed to 
consult or seek proper consent from the co-owners of the lot prior to this unilateral 
application. The property rights of the existing co-owners, i.e. all property owners 
of the lot, should be maintained, secured and respected.



3. In response to DLO^ comment #9, which advised "The Applicant shall prove that 
there are sufficient midivided shares retained by them for. allocation to the 
proposed development", Masterplan stated "The applicant has responded to 
District Lands Office directly via HKR's letter to DLO dated 3 Aug 2016."

As tlie lot is under a DMC, it is unsound for HICR to communicate in secret to the 
DLO and withliold information on the allocation of undivided shares from the 
other owners. The other owners have a direct interest in the allocation, as any 
misallocation will directly affect their property rights.

The existing allocation of undivided shares is far from clear and must be reviewed 
carefully. At page 7 of the DMC, only 56,500 undivided shares were allocated to 
the Residential Development. With the completion of Neo Horizon Village in the 
year 2000, HKR exhausted all of the 56,500 Residential Development undivided 
shares that it held under the DMC.

HKR has provided no account of the source of the undivided shares allocated to all 
developments since 2000. In the case of the Siena Two A development, it appears 
from the Greenvale Sub-DMC and Siena Two A Sub-Sub DMC that Retained 
Area Undivided Shares were improperly allocated to the Siena Two A 
development. As such, the owners o f Siena Two A  do not have proper title to their 
units under the DMC.

The Town Planning Board cannot allow HKR to hide behind claims o f 
^commercial sensitivity55 and keep details of the allocation of undivided shares 
secret. I f  the applicant is unwilling to release its letter to the DLO dated 3 August, 
2016, for public comment, the Board should reject the application outright.

4. Tlie disruption, pollution and nuisance caused by the construction to the 
immediate residents and property owners nearby is and will be substantial. This 

submission has not addressed tliis point.

5. The proposed land reclamation and construction o f over sea decking with a width 
o f  9-34ra poses environmental hazard to the immediate rural natural 

surroundings.There are possible sea pollution issues posed by the proposed 

reclamation. The D L 0 5s comment #5 advised that the proposed reclamation 

^partly falls within the water previously gazetted vide G.N. 593 on 10.3.1978 for
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ferry pier and submarine outfall.” As such, the area has not been gazetted for 
reclamation, contrary to tlie claims made in the Application that all proposed 
reclamation had previously been approved. The Town Planning Board should 
reject the Application unless and until this en*or is corrected. The Town Planning 
Board should further specify the need for a full Environmental Impact Assessment 
as required under theForeshore and Seabed (Reclamations) Ordinance (Cap. 127).

The Town Planning Board should note that tlie development approved under the 
existing Outline Zoning Plan (S/I-DB/4) would already see the population of DB 
rise to 25,000 or more. The current application would increase the population to 
over 30,000. The original stipulated DB population of 25,000 should be fully 
respected as the underlying infrastnicture cannot support the substantial increase 
in population implied by the submission. Water Supplies Department aiid the 
Environmental Protection Department have raised substantive questions on the 
viability of the proposals on fresh water supply and sewage disposal contained in 
the Application, and HKR has not responded adequately to their concerns.

The proposed felling of 168 mature trees in Area 10b is an ecological disaster, and 
poses a substantial environmental impact to the immediate natural setting. The 
proposal is unacceptable and the proposed tree preservation plan or the tree 
compensatory proposals are totally unsatisfactory.

We disagree with the applicant's statement in item E.6 of RtC that the existing 
buses parks in Area 10b open space are "eyesores". We respect that Area 10b has 
been the backyard of Peninsula "Ullage for years and are satisfied with the existing 
use and operation modes of Area 10b, and would prefer there will be no change to 
the existing land use or operational modes of Area 10b.

The proposed extensive fully enclosed podium structure to house the bus depot, 
the repair workshops and RCP are unsatisfactory and would cause operational 
health and safety hazard to the workers within a fully enclosed structure, 
especially in view of those polluted air and volatile gases emitted and the potential 
noise generated within the compounds. The proponent should carry out a 
satisfactory environmental impact assessment to the operational health and safety 
hazard of the workers within the fully enclosed structure and propose suitable 
mitigation measures to minimize their effects to the workers and the residents



nearby. 5 3 9 Z

10. The proposed removal of helipad for emergency use from Area 10b is undesirable 
in view of its possible urgent use for rescue and transportation of the patients to the 
acute hospitals due to tlie mral and remote setting of Discovery Bay. Tliis proposal 
should not be accepted without a proper re-provisioning proposal by the applicant 
to tlie satisfaction of all property owners of DB.

11, We disagree witli tlie applicant's response in item (b) of UD&L, PlanD's comment 
in RtC that the proposed 4m wide waterfront promenade is an improvement to the 
existing situation of Area 10b. The proposed narrow promenade lacking of 

(  adequate landscaping or shelters is unsatisfactory in view of its rural and natural
setting.

12. The Application has not shown that the relocation of the dangeirous good store to 
another part of the lot is viable. Any proposal to remove the existing dangerous 
goods store to another part of the lot should be accompanied by a foil study and 
plan showing that the relocation is viable.

Unless and until the applicant is able to provide detailed responses to the comments for 
furtlier review and conynenj, the application for Area 10b should be withdrawn.

Signature Date: 06/12/2016

Name of Discovery Bay Owner /Residen^^King, Charles Chirstian_

Address: J
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Resort ('MIKR*4), Mns(crplm\ Umitrtl to the (.lcpat(mct\li\l

commcnis I'c^m'ding tho crtptioncil tt^piioiUuHKM^V.IO^^OlO,

Kindly please note that l stu>t\t!ly objed lo the Mubuussiua the ptvposcd
development oftho lot, My main reasons ofubjeotion m\ this jimticuU-u submisstoti are 
listed as follovvs:-

1. I reject tho claim mmlo in rospoaso to comments trotu the
District Lunds Olftue C'DLO'^tlmt tlio applicaut (UKR) hns the absolute right to 
develop Area 10b.

Masterplan is wrong to ossim\o Umt owucrsliip of undivided shat^cs ipso facto  

gives the applietmt the ttbsolutd Hght to develop 八rcii iOb‘ The dght o f  the 
applicant to devolop or redovolop tmy part ol"the lot is restricted by the Lutut Grant 

dutod 10 Soptembor, 1976； by tho Master Plan idcntUlcd at Spccttvl CoucUtioti //〇 

of the Lund Ormit； iuid by tlic Deed o f Mutual Covenant C ^M C ^) dated 30 

Seplembor, 1982.

Upon the execution of the DMC, tlio lot was notionally divided into 250,000 cqiml 
undivided shares. To date, move tlitui 100,000 o f  these undivided shai'cs have beca 

assigned by HKK to other owners mid to tlio Miumger. The rights and obligations 

of all owners of undivided shares in the lot arc specified in tlic DMC. HKR has no 

ri^its septate from otlicf owners except as specified in tlie DMC.

Area 10b forms the "Service Area", as defined in the DMC and shown on the 

Master Plan. As per tlic DMC, tlie definition o f  City Common Areas includes the 

following:
^...such p a d  o f parts o f  thd Service Area as shall be used fo r  the benefit oj
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the City. These City Common Areas together with those City Retained Areas 
as defined and these City Common Facilities as defined form, the entire 
"Reserved Portion" and "Minimum Associated Facilities" mentioned in the 
Conditions."

Special Condition 10(a) of the Land Grant states that HKR may not dispose of any 
part of the lot or the buildings thereon unless they have entered into a Deed of 
Mutual Covenant. Furthermore, Special Condition 10(c) states:

"(c) In the Deed o f  Mutual Covenant referred to in (a) hereof, the Grantee 
shall:

(i) Allocate to the Reserved Portion an appropriate number ofundivided 
shares in the lot or, as the case may be, cause the same to be carved out 
from the lot, which Reserved Portion' the Grantee shall not assign, 
except as a whole to the Grantee’s subsidiary company …”

As such, the applicant may not assign the Reserved Portion -  which includes the 
Service Area defined in the DMC and shown on the Master Plan -  except as a 
whole to the Grantee^ (HKR5s) subsidiary company. Thus, HKR has no right 
whatsoever to develop the Service Area (Area 1 Ob) for residential housing for sale 
to third parties.

It will also be noted from the foregoing that HKR may either allocate an 
appropriate number of undivided shares to the Reserved Portion, or carve same out 
from the lot. According to the DMC (Section III, Clause 6), HKR shall allocate 
Reserve Undivided Shares to the Service Area. However, there is no evidence in 
the Land Registry that HKR has allocated any Reserve Undivided Shares to the 
Service Area.Thus, it is moot whether HKR is actually the “sole land owner” of 
Area lOb.The entire proposal to develop Area 10b for sale or lease to third parties 
is unsound. The Town Planning Board should reject the application forthwith.

Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section I of the DMC, every Owner (as defined in tlie 
DMC) has the right and liberty to go pass and repass over and along and use Area 
10b for all purposes connected with the proper use and enjoyment of the same 
subject to the City Rules (as defined in the DMC). This has effectively granted 
over time an easement that cannot be extinguished. The Applicant has failed to 
consult or seek proper consent from the co-owners of the lot prior to tliis unilateral 
application. The property rights of the existing co-owners, i.e. all property owners 
of the lot, should be maintained, secured and respected.
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3. In response to D L 0 5s comment #9, which advised "The Applicant shall prove that 
there are sufficient undivided shares retained by them for allocation to the 
proposed development", Masterplan stated "The applicant has responded to 
District Lands Office directly via HKR's letter to DLO dated 3 Aug 2016."

As tlie lot is under a DMC, it is unsound for HKR to commmiicate in secret to the 
DLO and withhold information on the allocation o f  undivided shares from the 
other owners. The other owners have a direct interest in the allocation, as any 
misallocation will directly affect their property rights.

The existing allocation of undivided shares is far from clear and must be reviewed 
carefully. At page 7 of the DMC, only 56,500 undivided shares were allocated to 
the Residential Development. Witli the completion o f  Neo Horizon Village in the 
year 2000, HKR exhausted all o f the 56,500 Residential Development undivided 
shares that it held rnder the DMC.

HKR has provided no account of the source o f the undivided shares allocated to all 
developments since 2000. In the case o f  the Siena Two A development, it appears 
from the Greenvale Sub-DMC and Siena Two A Sub-Sub DMC that Retained 
Area Undivided Shares were improperly allocated to the Siena Two A 
development. As such, the owners of Siena Two A do not have proper title to their 
units under the DMC.

The Town Planning Board cannot allow HKR to hide behind claims o f  

“commercial sensitivity” and keep details o f the allocation of undivided shares 
secret. I f  the applicant is unwilling to release its letter to the DLO dated 3 August, 

2016, for public comment, the Board should reject tlie application outright.

4. The disruption, pollution and nuisance caused by tlie construction to the 

immediate residents and property owners nearby is and will be substantial. This 

submission has not addressed tliis point.

5. The proposed land reclamation and construction o f  over sea decking with a width 

o f  9-34m poses environmental hazard to the immediate rural natural 

surroundings.There are possible sea pollution issues posed b y  the proposed 

reclamation. The DLO's comment #5 advised that the proposed reclamation 

^partly falls within the water previously gazetted vide G.N. 593 on 10.3.1978 for
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tciTY pier and subrnmine outfall'" As such, the arca has not been gazetted for 
reclamation, wntniry to the claims n\ade ia the Application that all proposed 
nx'hunation had pre\iously been appn>vcxl. The Town Planning Board should 
lvjcct the Application unless mul \mtil this cn\>r is corrected. The Town Planning 
Boaixi should further specify the need for a full Hmnronmcntal Impact Assessment 
as ix\|uired imder theForeshore and Seabed (Reclamations) Ordinance (Cap. 127).

6. The Town Pkimiing Board should note that tlie development approved under the 
existing Outline Zoning Plim (S/I-DB/4) would already see tlie population of DB 
rise to 25,000 or more. The cun-ent application would increase the population to 
over 30,000. The original stipulated DB population of 25,000 should be fully 
respected as the underlying infrastructure cannot support the substantial increase 
in population implied by Hie submission. Waiter Supplies Department and the 
Environmental Protection Department have raised substantive questions on the 
viability of the proposals on fresh water supply and sewage disposal contained in 
tlie Application, and HKR lias not responded adequately to their concerns.

7. The proposed felling of 168 mature trees in Area 10b is an ecological disaster, and 
poses a substantial environmental impact to the immediate natural setting. The 
proposal is unacceptable and the proposed tree preservation plan or the tree 
compensatory proposals are totally xmsatisfactory.

8. We disagree with the applicant's statement in item E.6 of RtC that the existing 
buses pturks in Area 10b open space are "eyesores". We respect that Area 10b has 
been the backyard of Peninsula Village for years and are satisfied with the existing 
use and operation modes of Area 10b, and would prefer there will be no change to 
the existing limd use or operational modes of Area 10b.

9, The proposed extensive fully enclosed podium structure to house the bus depot, 
the repair workshops and RCP are unsatisfactory and would cause operational 
health and safety hazard to the workers within a fUlly enclosed structure, 
especially in view of those polluted air and volatile gases emitted and the potential 
noise generated within the compounds. The proponent should carry out a 
satisfactory emironmental impact assessment to the operational health and safety 
hazard of the workers within the fully enclosed structure and propose suitable 
mitigation measures to minimize tlieir effects to the workers and the residents 4
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10. The proposed removal of helipad for emergency use from Area 10b is undesirable 
in view of its possible urgent use for rescue and transportation of the patients to the 
acute hospitals due to the rural and remote setting of Discovery Bay. This proposal 
should not be accepted without a proper re-provisioning proposal by the applicant 
to the satisfaction of all property owners of DB.

r

11. We disagree with the applicant's response in item (b) of UD&L, PlanD's comment 
in RtC that the proposed 4m wide waterfront promenade is an improvement to the 
existing situation of Area 10b. The proposed narrow promenade lacking of 
adequate landscaping or shelters is unsatisfactory in view of its rural and natural 
setting.

12. The Application has not shown that the relocation of the dangerous good store to 
another part of the lot is viable. Any proposal to remove the existing dangerous 
goods store to another part of the lot should be accompanied by a full study and 
plan showing that the relocation is viable.

Unless and until the applicant is able to provide detailed responses to the comments for 
further review and comment, the application for Area 10b should be withdrawn.

Signature Date: 06/12/2016

Name of Discovery Bay Qw.aer-/Resident:_Tina Stradmoor_ 

Address：
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c Ohjoctiou (o (he Suhmissiou hv llic Ai)i>llciinf on 27.10.2016

珩 ft

I reter to the Response (o Commcnls submitted by tlic consultant for Hong Kong 
Resort (“HRR”)，Mast叫， lan Limital (“Maslciplim”)，U) address the departmental 
comments regarding the captioned upplicationon27.10.2016.

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

1. I reject tlie claim made in response to Paragraph #10 in the comments from the 
District Lands Office (^ D ^ ^ th a t the applicant (HKR) has the absolute right to 
develop Area 10b.

c
Masteiplaii is wrong to assume that ownership of undivided shares ipso facto 
gives tlie applicant the absolute riglit to develop Area 10b. The right of the 
applicant to develop or redevelop any pail of the lot is restricted by the Land Grant 
dated 10 September, 1976; by the Master Plan identified at Special Condition #6 
of the Land Grant; and by the Deed of Mutual Covenant (t4DMC?,) dated 30 
September, 1982.

Upon the execution of the DMC, the lot was notionally divided into 250,000 equal 
undivided shares. To date, more than 100,000 of these undivided shares have been 
assigned by HKR to otlier owners and to the Manager. The rights and obligations 
of all owners of undivided shares in the lot are specified in the DMC. HKR has no 
rights separate from other owners except as specified in the DMC.

Ai'ea 10b forms the "Service Area", as defined in the DMC and shown on the 
Master Plan. As per the DMC, the definition o f City Common Areas includes the 
following:

"...such part or parts o f  the Service Area as shall be used fo r the benefit o f
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the City. These City Common Areas together with those City Retained Areas 
as defined and these City Common Facilities as defined form  the entire 
"Reserved Portion" and "Minimum Associated Facilities" mentioned in the 
Conditions.”

Special Condition 10(a) of the Land Grant states that HKR may not dispose of any 
part o f  the lot or the buildings thereon unless they have entered into a Deed of 
Mutual Covenant. Furthermore, Special Condition 10(c) states:

“ (c) In the Deed o f  Mutual Covenant referred to in (a) hereof, the Grantee 
shall:

(i) Allocate to the Reserved Portion an appropriate number ofundivided 
shares in the lot or, as the case may be, cause the same to be carved out 
from  the lot, which Reserved Portion the Grantee shall not assign, 
except as a whole to the Grantee’s subsidiary company…”

As such, the applicant may not assign the Reserved Portion -  which includes the 
Service Area defined in the DMC and shown on the Master Plan -  except as a 
whole to the Grantee^ (HKR5s) subsidiary company. Thus, HKR has no right 
whatsoever to develop the Service Area (Area 10b) for residential housing for sale 
to third parties.

It will also be noted from the foregoing that HK1R may either allocate an 
appropriate number o f undivided shares to the Reserved Portion, or carve same out 
jfrom the lot. According to the DMC (Section III, Clause 6), HKR shall allocate 
Reserve Undivided Shares to the Service Area. However, there is no evidence in 
the Land Registry that HKR has allocated any Reserve Undivided Shares to the 
Service Area.Thus， it is moot whether HKR is actually the “sole land owner” o f 
Area lOb.The entire proposal to develop Area 10b for sale or lease to third parties 
is unsound. The Town Planning Board should reject the application forthwith. 2 * *

2. Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section I o f the DMC, every Owner (as defined in the
DMC) has the right and liberty to go pass and repass over and along and use Area 
10b for all purposes connected with the proper use and enjoyment of the same
subject to the City Rules (as defined in the DMC). This has effectively granted 
over time an easement that cannot be extinguished. The Applicant has failed to 
consult or seek proper consent from the co-owners o f the lot prior to this unilateral 
application. The property rights of the existing co-owners, i.e. all property owners 
o f the lot, should be maintained, secured and respected.
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3. In response to D L 0 5s comment #9, which advised "The Applicant shall prove that 
tliere are sufficient undivided shares retained by them for allocation to the 
proposed development", Masterplan stated "The applicant has responded to 
District Lands Ofl5ce directly via HKR's letter to DLO dated 3 Aug 2016."

As the lot is under a DMC, it is unsound for HKR to communicate in secret to the 

DLO and withhold information on the allocation o f  undivided shares from the 

other owners. The other owners have a direct interest in the allocation, as any 

misallocation will directly affect their property rights.

The existing allocation o f  undivided shares is far from clear and must be reviewed 

carefully. At page 7 o f the DMC, only 56,500 undivided shares were allocated to 

tlie Residential Development. With the completion o f  N eo Horizon Village in the 

year 2000, HKR exhausted all o f  the 56,500 Residential Development undivided 

shares that it held under the DMC.

HKR has provided no account o f  the source o f  the undivided shares allocated to all 
developments since 2000. In the case o f  the Siena Two A  development, it appears 

from the Greenvale Sub-DMC and Siena Two A  Sub-Sub DMC that Retained 

Area Undivided Shares were improperly allocated to the Siena Two A  

development. As such, the owners o f  Siena Two A  do not have proper title to their 

units under the DMC.

The Town Planning Board cannot allow HKR to hide behind claims o f  

“commercial sensitivity” and keep details o f  the allocation o f  undivided shares 
secret. I f  the applicant is unwilling to release its letter to the DLO dated 3 August, 

2016, for public comment, the Board should reject the application outright.

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

immediate residents and property owners nearby is and will be substantial. Tliis 

submission has not addressed this point.

5. The proposed land reclamation and construction o f  over sea decking with a width 

o f  9-34m poses environmental hazard to the immediate rural natural 

surroundings.There are possible sea pollution issues posed by the proposed 

reclamation. The D L 0 5s comment #5 advised that the proposed reclamation 

<4partly falls within the water previously gazetted vide G.N. 593 on 10.3.1978 for
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6. The Town Plm\ning Hoard should note tlmt the ilcvdopmcnt approved under the 

existing Outline Zoning Plan (S/l-DH/4) woulil nlrcndy see the population ot'DB 

rise to 25,000 or more. The current nppHcnlion would increase the pupuhitioa to 

over 30,000. The original stipulated 1)H populution o f 25,000 should he fully 

respected as the underlying inIVastmeture cimnol support llio substantial increase 

in population implied by the submission. Water Supplies Dcpmtmcnt mid the 

Environmental Protection Department have raised substantive questions on the 

viability o f the proposals on fresh water supply and sewage disposal containtxl in 

the Application, and 1 IK.R has not responded adcciuatcly to their concerns.

7. The proposed felling of 168 matiu*c trees in Area 10b is an ecological disaster, und 
poses a substantial environmental impact to the immediate natural setting. The 
proposal is umicccptublc and the proposed tree preservation plan or the tree 
compensatory proposals are totally unsatisfuctory.

8. We disagree witli tlie applicant's statement in item E.6 o f RtC that the existing 
buses parks in Area 10b open space are "eyesores". We respect tliat Area 10b has 
been the backyard of Peninsula Village for years and ai-e satisfied with the existing 
use and operation modes of Area 10b, and would prefer there will be no change to 
the existing land use or operational modes of Area 10b. 9 * *

9. The proposed extensive fully enclosed podium structure to house the bus depot,
the repair workshops and RCP are unsatisfactory and would cause operational
health and safety hazard to the workers within a fully enclosed structure, 
especially in view of those polluted air and volatile gases emitted aiid the potential 
noise generated within the compounds. The proponent should carry out a 
satisfactory environmental impact assessment to the operational health and safety 
huzurd o f  tlie workers within the fully enclosed structure and propose suitable 
mitigation measures to minimize their effects to the workers and the residents
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10. The proposed removal of helipad for emergency use from Area 10b is undesirable 
in view of its possible urgent use for rescue and transportation of the patients to the 
acute hospitals due to the rural and remote setting of Discovery Bay. This proposal 
should not be accepted without a proper re-provisioning proposal by the applicant 
to tlie satisfaction of all property owners of DB.

11 _ We disagree with the applicant's response in item (b) of UD&L, PlanD's comment 
in RtC that the proposed 4m wide waterfront promenade is an improvement to the 
existing situation of Area 10b. The proposed narrow promenade lacking of 
adequate landscaping or shelters is unsatisfactory in view of its rural and natural 
setting. 12

12. The Application has not shown that the relocation of the dangerous good store to 
another part of the lot is viable. Any proposal to remove the existing dangerous 
goods store to another part of the lot should be accompanied by a M l study and 
plan showing that the relocation is viable.

Unless and until the applicant is able to provide detailed responses to the comments for 
further review copfiment, tiie application for Area 10b should be withdrawn.

Signature: Date: 06/12/2016

Name of Discovery Bay Owner-/Resident:_Katie Jane Jepson

Address:
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"I'he Secretariat
Town Planning Board 5 3 9 5
15/F, North Point Government Offices 
333 Java Road, North Point
(Via email: n)l)t.Kl(a. i)laiul.!>ov,likorfax: 2877 0245 / 2522 8426)

Dear Sirs,
Section 12A Application No. Y/I-DB/3 

Area 10b, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) in D.P. 352, Discovery Bay 
Objection to the Submission by the Applicant on 27.10.2016

( ?

I refer to the Response to Comments submitted by the consultant for Hong Kong 
Resort (“HKR”), Masterplan Limited (“Masterplan”), to address the departmental 
comments regarding the captioned applicationon27.10.2016.

Kindly please note that I strongly object to the submission regarding the proposed 
development of the lot. My main reasons of objection on this particular submission are 
listed as follows

1. I reject the claim made in response to Paragraph #10 in the comments from the 
District Lands Office (44DLO,,)that the applicant (HKR.) has the absolute right to 
develop Area 10b.

Masteiplan is wrong to assvune that ownership of undivided shares ipso facto 
gives the applicant the absolute right to develop Area 10b. The right of the 
applicant to develop or redevelop any part of the lot is restricted by the Land Grant 
dated 10 September, 1976; by the Master Plan identified at Special Condition #6 
of the Land Grant; and by the Deed of Mutual Covenant (UDMC,5) dated 30 
September, 1982.

Upon tlie execution of tlie DMC, the lot was notionally divided into 250,000 equal 
undivided shares. To date, more tlian 100,000 of these undivided shares have been 
assigned by HKR to other owners and to the Manager. Tlie rights and obligations 
of all owners of undivided shares in the lot are specified in the DMC. HKR has no 
ri助its separate from other owners except as specified in the DMC.

Area 10b forms the "Service Area", as defined in the DMC and shown on the 
Master Plan. As per the DMC, the definition of City Conunon Areas includes the 
following:

u ...such part or parts o f  the Service Area as shall be used for the benefit o f
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the Cit\\ These City Common Atvas together with those City1 Retained Areas 
as dcjiticii ami these Cit}9 Common Facilities as defined form the entire 
"Reserved Portion^ ami "Minimum Associated Facilities" mentioned in the 
Conditions,

Special Condition 10⑻ of the Land Grant states that HKR may not dispose of any 
part of the lot or the buildings thereon unless they have entered into a Deed of 
Mutual Covenant. Furtheraiore, Special Condition 10(c) states:

(i(c) In the Deed o f  Mutual Covenant referred to in (a) hereof, the Grantee 
shall:

(i) Allocate to the Reserved Portion an appropriate number ofimdivided 
shares in the lot or, as the case may be, cause the same to be carved out 
from the lot, which Reserved Portion the Grantee shall not assign, 
except as a whole to the Grantee’s subsidiary company …”

As such, the applicant may not assign the Reserved Portion -  which includes the 
Service Area defined in the DMC and shown on the Master Plan — except as a 
whole to the Grantee5s (HKR5s) subsidiary company. Thus, HKR has no right 
whatsoever to develop the Service Area (Area 10b) for residential housing for sale 
to third parties.

It will also be noted from the foregoing that HKR may either allocate an 
appropriate number of undivided shares to the Reserved Portion, or carve same out 
from the lot. According to the DMC (Section III, Clause 6), HKR shall allocate 
Reserve Undivided Shares to the Service Area. However, there is no evidence in 
the Land Registry that HKR has allocated any Reserve Undivided Shares to the 
Service Area.Thus, it is moot whether HKR is actually the usole land owner5' of 
Area 10b.The entire proposal to develop Area 10b for sale or lease to third parties 
is unsoimd. The Town Planning Board should reject the application forthwith.

Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section I of the DMC, every Owner (as defined in the 
DMC) has the right and liberty to go pass and repass over and along and use Area 
10b for all purposes connected with the proper use and enjoyment of the same 
subject to the City Rules (as defined in the DMC). This has effectively granted 
over time an easement that cannot be extinguished. The Applicant has failed to 
consult or seek proper consent jfrom the co-owners of tlie lot prior to tliis unilateral 
application. The property rights of the existing co-owners, i.e. all property owners 
of the lot, should be maintained, secured and respected.



3. In response to IMXVs commct\t //l), which mlvisctl ''Tilt? Applicant slmll prove llml 
there arc sutTicicnt uiulividcil shnres rclnincti by them I’ur nllocnlion lo the 
proposed development", Masterphm stilted "The nppliciml l\us rcspoiulcil to 
District Lnmls OITio) tliredly vinllK R ’s Idler lo 1)1,0 (liikul 3 八

As the lot is under a DMC, it is unsound lor I IKK lo communicate in secret lo the 
DLO and withhold infonriutiori on the uUocation of uiuliviilcil slinrcs IVum ll\c 
otlier owners. The other owners have ti direct interest in tlic nlloculion, ns any 
misallocation will directly nlTcct thcii- property righls.

The existing allocation o f undivided shines is far from clear and must be rcvicwcil 
carefully. At page 7 o f  the DMC, only 56,500 undivided shares were allocated to 
the Residential Development. With the completion ot'Neo Horizon Village in the 
year 2000, HKR exhausted all of the 56,500 Residential Development undivided 
shares that it held under tlie DMC.

H K R has provided no account of the source of the undivided shares allocated to all 
developments since 2000. In the case of tlie Siena Two 八 development， it appairs 
from  the Greenvale Sub-DMC and Siena Two 八 Sub-Sub DMC that Retained 
A rea Undivided Shares were improperly allocated to the Siena Two A 
development. As such, the owners o f Siena Two A do not have proper title to their 
units under the DMC.

The Town Planning Board cannot allow HKR to hide behind claims of 

“commercial sensitivity” and keep details of the allocation o f  undivided shares 
secret. I f  the applicant is unwilling to release its letter to tlie DLO dated 3 August, 
2016, for public comment, the Board should reject the application outright.

4. Tlie disruption, pollution and nuisance caused by tlie construction to the 
immediate residents and property owners neai'by is and will be substantial. This 
submission has not addressed this point. 5

5. The proposed land reclamation and construction of over sea decking with a widtli 
o f  9-34m poses environmental hazard to the immediate rural natural 
surroundings.There ai*e possible sea pollution issues posed by the proposed 
reclamation. The DLO's comment #5 advised that the proposed reclamation 

<4partly falls within the water previously gazetted vide G.N. 593 on 10.3.1978 for
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terry pier mid submarine outfall.>, As such, the area has not been gazetted for 
tx'damalion, contrary to the claims made in the Application that all proposed 
reclamation had previously been approved. The Town Planning Board should 
reject the Application unless and until this error is corrected. The Town Planning 
Board should further specify the need for a full Environmental Impact Assessment 
as required under tlieForeshore and Seabed (Reclamations) Ordinance (Cap. 127).

6. The Town Planning Boai'd should note that the development approved under the 
existing Outline Zoning Plan (S/I-DB/4) would already see the population of DB 
rise to 25,000 or more. The current application would increase the population to 
over 30,000. The original stipulated DB population of 25,000 should be folly 
respected as the underlying infrastructure cannot support the substantial increase 
in population implied by the submission. Water Supplies Department and the 
Environmental Protection Department have raised substantive questions oil the 
viability of the proposals on fresh water supply and sewage disposal contained in 
tlie Application, and HKR has not responded adequately to their concerns.

7. The proposed felling of 168 mature trees in Area 10b is an ecological disaster, and 
poses a substantial environmental impact to the immediate natural setting. The 
proposal is unacceptable and the proposed tree preservation plan or the tree 
compensatory proposals are totally unsatisfactory.

8. We disagree with the applicant's statement in item E.6 of RtC that tiie existing 二) 
buses parks in Area 10b open space are "eyesores' We respect that Area 10b has 
been Hie backyard of Peninsula Village for years and are satisfied with the existing 
use and operation modes of Area 10b, and would prefer there will be no change to 
the existing land use or operational modes of Area 10b.

9. The proposed extensive fully enclosed podium structure to house the bus depot, 
the repair workshops and RCP are unsatisfactory and would cause operational 
health and safety hazard to the workers within a folly enclosed structure, 
especially in view of those polluted air and volatile gases emitted and the potential 
noise generated within the compounds. The proponent should carry out a. 
satisfactory environmental impact assessment to the operational health and safety 
hazard of the workers within the fully enclosed structure and propose suitable 
mitigation measures to minimize their effects to the workers and the residents
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10. The proposed removal of helipad for emergency use from Area ] Ob is undesirable 
in view of its possible ui'gent use for rescue and transportation of the patients to the 
acute hospitals due to the rural and remote setting of Discovery Bay. This proposal 
should not be accepted without a proper re-provisioning proposal by the applicant 
to tlie satisfaction of all property owners of DB.

11. We disagree with the applicant's response in item (b) of UD&L, PlanD's comment 
in RtC tliat the proposed 4m wide waterfront promenade is an improvement to the 
existing situation of Area 10b. The proposed narrow promenade lacking of 
adequate landscaping or shelters is unsatisfactory in view of its rural and natural 
setting. 12

12. The Application has not shown that the relocation of the dangerous good store tQ 
another part o f the lot is viable. Any proposal to remove the existing dangerous 
goods store to another part of the lot should be accompanied by a fiill study and 
plan showing that the relocation is viable.

Unless and until the applicant is able to provide detailed responses to the comments for 
ftirther review ^nd commpijit, the application for Area 10b should be withdrawn.

Signature: Date: 06/12/2016

Name of Discovery Bay Owner /Resident:_Meeta Nayar_

Address:
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就做劃中請/覆 核 提 出 意 見 办 g Cc:it⑽ 心 co.: [•啤

參兮編號
Reference Number: 161220-133412-64353

提交阳期
Octullmo for submission:

提交 P 期及時間
Date and time of submission:

有關的規劃申請編號
The application no. to which the comment relates:

30/12/2016

20/12/201.6 13:34:12

Y/I-DB/3

「提意見人 j 姓名/名稱
Nam e of person making this comment:

女士 Ms. Cheung EMan

意見詳情
Details of the Com m ent:
Expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment plants taking care of the need 
s o f  Discovery Bay.
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Dear Sir's,

HK
2 2 H l2 ) j2 0 1〇n-ffilWL»l 20:39 
tl>ln\lQi'plaml.gov.hk
mvhsd^aivhsd.gov.hk; pltx2nq@devb.g0v.hk; tdenq@td,gov.hk; dcvbenq@dcvb.gov.hk; tspd@pland.gov.hk; mdcnquiry@mardep.gov.hk 
Objection to Planning Application Ref: YA-DB/3 Discovery Bay - Area 10b
161220 ■ O b}^【io丨U〇 Pltmning Application Ref Y小DB-3 Discovery Bay Area 10B.pdf; A - Executive Summary on S咖cgic Environment 
Assessment for Rcclamation.pdf; C - Lantau Development Advisory Committee Planning and Conservation Subcommittee 14 Nov 2014.pdf

Further to my email messages dated 28 Nov 2016 and 15 December 2016 providing objection with respect to 
Planning Applicat丨on Ref: Y/卜DB/3 Discovery Bay.
Please find attached further comments which I have consolidated along with my previous objections which 
remains unanswered by the Applicant.

I have also copied a number of other Government departments on this message which I invite to provide 
comment as I believe their input is warranted.

Best Regards,

Seb Hong - Discovery Bay Resident

From: SEB H口
Sent: Thursday, December 15, 2016 12:30 PM 
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Subject: Objection to Planning Application Ref: Y/l-DB/3 Discovery Bay

seb h k H H H H H H H
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2016 9:35 AM 
To; tpbpd@pland.eov.hk
Subject: Objection to Planning Application Ref: Y/l-DB/3 Discovery Bay

mailto:pltx2nq@devb.g0v.hk
mailto:dcvbenq@dcvb.gov.hk
mailto:tspd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:mdcnquiry@mardep.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.eov.hk
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To: Town Planning Board (TPB)
Subject: Objection to Planning Application Ref: Y/l-DB/3 Discovery Bay (Area 10b) 

Dear Sirs,

In reference to Planning Application Y/l-DB/3 - Discovery Bay, kindly note that my objections 
concerning the developers /applicants proposal are as follows:-

參

1. HKR claims that they are the sole land owner of Area 10b is in doubt, as the lot is now 
held under the Principal Deed of Mutual Covenant ("PDMC1) dated 20.9.1982. Area 10b 
forms part of the "Service Area" as defined in the PDMC. Area 10b also forms part of 
either the "City Common Areas" or the "City Retained Areas" in the PDMC Pursuant to 
Clause 7 under Section I of the PDMC, every Owner (as defined in the PDMC) has the 
right and liberty to go pass and repass over and along and use Area 10b for all purposes 
connected with the proper use and enjoyment of the same subject to the City Rules (as 
defined in the PDMC). The applicant has failed to consult or seek proper consent from 
the co-owners of the lot prior to this unilateral application. The property rights of the 
existing co-owners, i.e. all property owners of the Lot, should be considered, secured 
and respected.

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

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

4. The proposed felling of 168 nos. mature trees in Area 10b is an ecological disaster, and 
poses a substantial environmental impact to the immediate natural setting. The proposal 
is unacceptable and the proposed tree preservation plan or the tree compensatory 
proposals are unsatisfactory.

5. I disagree with the applicant's statement in item E.6 of RtC that the existing buses parks 
in Area 10b open space are "eyesores". W e  respect that Area 10b has been the 
backyard of Peninsula Village for years and are satisfied with the existing use and 
operation modes of Area 10b, and would prefer there will be no change to the existing 
land use or operational modes of Area 10b.

6. The proposed removal of helipad for emergency use from Area 10b is unacceptable. 
Should a situation arise that renders the Discovery Bay Tunnel inoperable and the 
helipad were unavailable then there would be no other means available for urgent 
transportation for acute emergency cases. Discovery Bay Development, Nim Shue Wan, 
Cheung Sha Lan and Trappist Monastery areas would have no means for immediate 
transportation of acute emergency cases to hospital. Removal of the helipad should
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To: Town Planning Board (TPB)
Subject: Objection to Planning Application Ref: Y/l-DB/3 Discovery Bay (Area 10b)

therefore not be accepted without a proper re-provisioning proposal by the applicant to 
the satisfaction of all property owners of Discovery Bay. Furthermore, confirmation must 
be sought that Ambulance Services Fadlities response time areas can be achieved for 
the proposed development (E.g. 10 minutes and 20 minutes in urban/new towns and 
aural area respetdively).

7. HKR have not dearly stated whether or not the proposed development would overstrain 
the overall provision of Educational / Government / Institution / Community / Transport 
fadlities contained within Discovery Bay Development and whether or not upgrades • 
would be required.

8. Mis^ree with the appHcanfs response in item ⑼  of UD&L, 丁PD’s comment in RtC that 
the proposed 4m wide waterfront promenade is an improvement to the existing situation 
of Area 10b. The proposed narrow promenade, lacking of adequate landscaping, interest 
or shelters is unsatisfactory in view of its rural and natural setting.

9. The revision of development as indicated in the Revised Concept Plan of Annex A is still 
unsatisfactory and I agree wfth the cxMnments made by Architectural Services 
Department that "....The podium of the building blocks nos. L7 to L14 is about 250m in 
length that is too long and monotonous. Together with the continuous layouts of the 
medium-rise residential blocks behind, the development may have a wall-effect and 
pose cxjnsiderable visual impact to its vicinity...." and by Planning Department that 
"....towers closer to the coast should be reduced in height to minimize the overbearing 
impact on the coast" and that "...Public viewers from the southwest would experience a 
long continuous building mass abutting the coast. Efforts should be made to break down 
the building mass with wider building gaps...." are still valid after this revision.

10. The scale, massing and intensity of the proposed development including the plot ratio, 
site coverage and building heights are vastly oversized and completely unsuitable for the 
character of the surrounding Peninsula Village, Marina and Discovery Bay Development 
as a whole.

11. The current walHike structure appearance and massing of the 3-4 storey promenade 
housing is not acceptable. A more stagger arrangement (disposition) in terms of plan 
position along with more variety / diversify in form, vertical height arrangement of the low 
rise building blocks would assist effective air flow around buildings and break up the 
monotonous appearance of the design. 12

12. The "Wateffront Pedestrian Promenade* with a slab raised above the waterline on stilted 
structure open to the sea is not acceptable. A stitted structure which is open to the sea is 
visually / aesthetically u叩丨easing (refer to Image No. 1) and does not reflect the 
surrounding natural coastline. Stilted structures are typically proposed in order to 
facilitate a utility's zone containing exposed drainage and sewage pipes which attract 
vermin and permit the uncontrolled accumulation of flotsam and jetsam to occur. An 
open stilted structure is also a major safety concern as persons/children/objects can be 
concealed from view if they enter this large extensive void area. The design is also not
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accoptablo os It proposes little or no physical access / connection to the sea for public 
enjoyment. Imago No. 1 & 3 illustrates tho current North and South Discovery Bay Plaza 
promonados which oxomplify these concerns.

To: Town Planning Board (TPB)
Subjoct: Objoction to Planning Application Rof: Y/l-DB/3 Discovery Bay (Area 10b)

13. The 'Waterfront Pedestrian Promenade" proposed design is a monotonous, relatively 
straight 550 meter in length and only 4 meter wide, is without any interest and does not 
embrace the surrounding natural, highly interesting, indented coastline. The proposed 
design acts in effect as a physical barrier detaching the public from connecting with the 
sea. There is no apparent attempt to enhance the promenade when viewed from the 
surrounding area or to integrate the promenade in terms of landscaping treatment, its 
overall form or respond to the existing Nin Shue Wan beach waterfront setting. Images 3 
to 9 illustrate concepts of how promenades can be designed to reflect the surrounding 
highly interesting and indented coastline and provide a physical connection to the sea for 
public enjoyment.
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To: Town Planning Board (TPB)
Subject: Objection to Planning Application Ref: Y/l-DB/3 Discovery Bay (Area 10b)

Image 5
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To: Tow n P lann ing  B oa rd  (TPB)
Subject: Objection to P lann ing  App lication  Ref: Y/l-DB/3 D isco ve ry  B ay  (Area 10b)

lmaee8_______________________________[image 9

Images (3 to 9) which illustrate what could be achieved.
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To: Town Planning Board (TPB)
Subject: Objection to Planning Application Ref: Y/I-DB/3 Discovery Bay (Aroa 10b)

14. Public and Eniengency services access to the Nim Shue Wan village nppoars to have 
been given little consideration. The access route to Nim Shue Wan must bo clearly 
indicated and dimensioned on the applicants drawings this Is currently not tho case. The 
Concept Plan Master Layout should clearly define all easements to Nim Shuo Wan 
Village/Trappist Monastery and illustrate how this proposed development will facilitate 
access and routing of utilities (water/electricity/sewerage) for these residents and 
iniprove upon the current situation. Moreover, why not incorporate the capture and 
treatnient of grey water and sewerage output from Nim Shue Wan Village into the 
proposed Application which would assist in recovery of the natural environment.

15. The proposed sewage submarine outfall into the bay is not an acceptable solution and 
will onJy serve to increase the risk of health hazards and the likelihood of more red tide 
incidents in the surrounding Discovery Bay and Peng Chau areas (Refer to Image No. 
10). tt will also impact negatively on marine life and the residents of Nim Shue Wan. The 
proposed reclaniation would have a significant environmental impact which is elaborated 
upon in the following publications:-

a. Enhancing Land Supply Strategy, RECLAMATION OUTSIDE VICTORIA 
HARBOUR and ROCK CAVERN DEVELOPMENT - Civil Engineering 
Development Department ref: REP/98/01 | Rev 11 |
Report advises that its objective is to conduct a territory-wide site search in Hong 
Kong to identify potential reclamation and rock cavern development sites to be 
taken forward for more detailed study based on broad technical and 
environmental assessment; the report identifies Nim Shue Wan as 1 of 21 
number of reclamation sites which were not selected for further investigation 
because such sites were found to have significant environmental impacts. (Copy 
Attached).

b. H2MB - HKBCF & HKLR EIA Report - Ove Arup & Partners Hong Kong Ltd 
July 2009 - Section 10.
Report in Section 10.4.3.73 mentions that Seagrass Bed "Halophila ovalis" is 
considered to be of special scientific interest because it is one of the few marine 
flowering plants in Hong Kong and this species is present in Nim Shue Wan (ref: 
https://www.hyd.gov.hk/en/road_and_railway/hzmbjDrojects/hkbcf/ema/er/Sectio 
n%2010.pdf) ~

c.  Lantau Development Advisory Committee Planning and Conservation 
Subcommittee Proposed Conservation Measures for Lantau ref; 14 
November 2014.
Paper advises that there is a wealth of ecology, historic and cultural heritage and 
landscape assets in Lantau and mentions that Nim Shue Wan is designated a 
Ecology Conservation area containing Seagrass Bed while adjacent Peng Chau 
contains a Key Coral Area. The paper also advises that Major developments at 
these sites or their surrounding areas should be avoided as far as possible, and 
when necessary, ecological impact assessment should be conducted (Copy 
Attached).
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To: Town Planning Board (TPB)
Subject: Objection to P lanning Application Ref: Y/l-DB/3 D iscovery Bay (Aroa 10b)

Image 10 Image 11
Nim Shue W an red tide Nim Shue Wan beach

If the Lantau Development Advisory Committee Planning and Conservation Subcommittee 
advise that Major developments at Nim Shue Wan should be avoided as far as possible 
should the TBP/Government not require HKR to focus firstly on areas which are already 
primed by HKR for future construction such as Discovery Bay Master Plan Area N1 North / 
N1 South or apply for rezoning of Area N4a (school) in order to minimize environmental 
impact (Refer to Images 12 to 14).
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To: Town Planning Board (TPB)
Subject: Objection to Planning Application Ref: Y/l-DB/3 Discovery Bay (Area 10b)

Image 12 Extract of Master Plan 6.0E7h(a) (Current MP) Image 14 Area N1 North courtesy of Saviiis

16. Proposed entrance / access route to the waterfront promenade from the main access road 
and access point to Nim Shue Wan to is too narrow and uninviting. It resembles an 
insignificant service lane entrance rather than an open and inviting entrance to a public 
seafront promenade walk and access route to the corresponding Nim Shue Wan public 
beach space.

17. The application makes no attempt to actively embrace or surpass the Hong Kong 
Government's greening policy, e.g. provide Green (landscaped) building roofs to all 
buildings or provide vertical greening for blank elevations which would increase the amenity 
value and also improve air quality reduce urban heat island effect. The application contains 
numerous unacceptable problems such as:

■ useless/undefined open space
■ no gardens
■ insufficient play areas.
■ noise from proposed podium activities
■ echoes/noise amplified by canyon/corridor effect
■ smells emanating from refuse collection point, sewerage treatment plant and 

industrial activities proposed to be carried out inside the podium. 
archsd@archsd.q〇v.hk 18 * * * *

18. The proposal to place 'Water Features' throughout a waterfront development is bizarre. The
developer / applicant should understand that the majority of existing water features
throughout Discovery Bay are not well designed or maintained. Poor maintenance and
incorrect application of chemical treatment causes existing water features to smell; chemical
treatment stains surrounding enclosure materials providing an unsightly appearance; wind
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To: Town Planning Board (TPB)
Subject: Objection to Planning Application Ref: Y/l-DB/3 D iscovery Bay (Area 10b)

vortex cause water to splash or be sprayed on surrounding pavement walkways causing slip 
hazard and/or water features are constantly undergoing maintenance which causes 
inconvenience to residents. Consideration should be made instead for a more sustainable 
features which are designed correctly e.g. fish pond, planting of trees or an additional 
playground for children.

19. There is not sufficient consideration for leisure or public recreation facilities that provide 
interest or benefit to local residents such as designated locations for fishing, public boating 
moors, open lawn space / multi-use areas (tai chi), picnic areas, kite flying, exercise areas, 
seating with shelter, barbecue facilities, cycle path or indoor multi-function room for 
residents, public toilets, playgrounds, drinking water fountains, creche facilities.

20. The application contains only one small children's play area on top of the podium which is 
not acceptable.

21. There is not sufficient landscaping to the 'Waterfront Pedestrian Promenade" in order to 
0̂  maximize pedestrian comfort, tall trees with a wide promenade shaded by dense canopy of

trees for solar shading should be provided. The adjoining Nim Shue Wan coastline contains 
lush greenery which should be replicated for continuity of appearance. The proposed 4 
meter min wide waterfront walk is too narrow. Abundant and meaningful landscaping, tall 
trees should be provided along the entity of waterfront to reproduce the surrounding bay.

22. The amount and variety of effective green open spaces is not enough and should be 
maximized to reduce radiation gain of buildings and associated structures.

23. Details concerning the intended use and operations of the area indicated on master plan as 
"Bounty Pier", should be clearly quantified by the applicant / developer. Will this area be 
operated as a form of commercial concession and if so what are the details of the proposed 
operation? Will there be party goers revelers and associated noise omissions, will there be 
an associated transport link / bus drop off - pick up? When and how would it operate?

24. The methodology for calculation of the population of Discovery Bay and resulting population 
figure must be clarified by the TPB/Government for the understanding of everyone. No 
details or methodology are given to support HKR's claim that the current population is 
19,585. Further, HKR has not provided an independent, professional survey of the current

P population. The figure is provided by the Manager for Discovery Bay, Discovery Bay
Services Management Limited (DBSML), which is a subsidiary of HKR. HKR have utilized a 
ratio of 2.5 persons per unit which contradicts the official 2011 Population Census, persons- 
per-unit ratio of 2.7. as stated by HKR. Dlbena@devb.aov.hk 25 * * * * *

25. 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 (this figure must be
verified by TPB/government) to 29,000. Moreover, the TIA ignores the essential fact that, 
under the existing OZP, Discovery Bay is declared to be "primarily a car-free development".
The applicant has chosen to ignore the intent of the OZP and failed to provide and/or 
maintain a "primarily a car-free development". The applicants various submissions to the 
planning department for Discovery Bay continue to increase road vehicle numbers without
any regard for the stated requirement contained in the OZP ,i.e. Discovery Bay is declared
to be “primarily a car-free development”.
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26. The Traffic study does not address the issue of increased vehicle activily ari6in〇 from th& 
collective impact of the various ongoing construction activities and future construction 
activities proposed by HKR. The Discovery Bay development la served by a elnQlb cirtorlol 
road running the length of th© development with side roads connectinQ to various the 
villages / phases. The Traffic Study does not look at the overall impact upon the arterial 
road or the resulting peak hour traffic flows and waiting times for Discovery Bay ae a 
whole. Furthermore, the traffic study does not address whether specific pedegtrianisatlon, 
traffic control measures, pedestrian crossings are proposed to minimize the conflict between 
vehicles and pedestrians during construction / operation. Residents of th© Marina for 
example may be subjected to the daily disturbance and risks associated from the proposed 
development during construction which could last anywhere, between 4 to 8 years. It would 
be advisable that someone from the TPB, Transport Department tdena@t(l.gQV.hk come to 
visit the site and observe the traffic operations in Discovery bay as a whole to seo what the 
situation would be.

27. The applicant has not identified the proposed numbers, locations and types of vehicle 
parking spaces for residents (golf carts, bicycles), and for service vehicles. This information 
should be clearly spelled out at this stage. There are not sufficient numbers or details 
pertaining to the public bus stops & shelters. An additional bus stop should be provided 
adjacent to the plaza/bounty pier.

28. Every time you walk or cycle to the shops in Discover Bay or try to cross the road you 
encounter examples of bad design. The Discovery Bay road network has been designed by 
HKR with a single purpose: to serve the needs of through traffic. This design failure is the 
result of an ideology of traffic engineering that has put cars first and pedestrians and the 
environment second. The TPB/ Government should review the personal transport options 
available to residents. Consideration must be given to completely replacing the ever 
increasing numbers of petrol and diesel vehicles (Buses, DB Management cars, mini vans, 
vendors / property agent's, HGV vehicles etc.) with more sustainable transport options (e.g. 
electric vehicles). Preference to broad pedestrian footpaths, bicycle pathways and suitable 
golf cart parking over the importance of cars must be incorporated in any application by 
HKR to the TPB in order to demonstrate compliance to the OZP requirement which states 
that Discovery Bay is declared to be primarily a car-free development".

29. There is no provision for small retail space such as a coffee shop or convenience shop to 
serve the proposed residents and provide a level of convenience or dynamism to the 
proposal.

30.1 do not agree with HKR^ proposal to acoustically treat the inside of the podium except for 
entry/egress points. The entire podium should be acoustically treated and this includes all 
entry/egress points. Large acoustic rated doors are common place and should be used to 
mitigate what is in effect a proposed concentration of industrial facilities adjoining a 
residential and marina waterfront area. The unsightly visual impact of the entire podium 
should be mitigated by placing it completely underground and container within basement 
levels. 31

31. Information concerning the types of extract fumes associated with various activities / 
functions proposed by the applicant to be carried out within the podium should be described. 
Also, the locations of the extract fume vents should be indicated on the drawings with 
adjacency dimensions from residential buildings clearly marked..

To: Town Planning Board (TPB)
Subject: Objection to Planning Application Rof: Y/l-DB/3 Discovery Bay (Area 10b)
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To: Town Planning Board (TPB)
Subject: Objoction to Planning Application Ref: Y/l-DB/3 D iscovery Bay (Area 10b)

32. The prominence and appearance of the proposed location for the petrol station is not 
acceptable. The petrol station should be incorporated into the podium and/or designed 
specifically so that it is not visible from Discovery Bay Road or adjoining Costa 
Avenue. Residents along Costa Avenue and Discovery Bay Road whose views of Peng 
Chau will be blocked by the proposed development should not need to suffer the added 
offence of having their scenic view superseded by an unsightly petrol fueling station.

33. The central drive is effectively a long narrow extruded canyon/corridor flanked on one side 
by a featureless podium wall housing industrial facilities and the other side by a wall of 
residential villa type accommodation, this is not an acceptable solution in terms of use, form, 
quantity, appearance or design. A street canyon effect will be created by the long line of 
additional houses, trapping pollutants and/or creation of wind vortex. The entire massing of 
the podium should be omitted by placing such facilities underground within basement levels 
and reducing the height and numbers of proposed houses. Refer to images No’s 15 to 18 
which illustrate concerns regarding canyon effect and bad design.

Image 15
The Cost of bad design, No end in 
sight: a dark and depressing canyon / 
corridor effect.

Advanced Canyon
Theory: Canyon effects —

5 principal effects of street canyons on dispersion
1. Pollutants are channelled a lo n g  street canyons

2. Pollutants are d ispersed a c ro s s  street canyons by circulating 
(low at road height

3. Pollutants are trapped in rec ircu lation  regions

4. Pollutants leave the canyon through gap s between biildings a s  if 
there w as no  c anyon

5. Pollutants leave the canyon from the c a n y o n  lo p

Image 16
Canyon effects on dispersion of pollutants

Primary Vortex
Image 18
A  dark and depressing future
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To: Town Planning Board (TPB)
Subject: Objection to Planning Application Ref: Y/l-DB/3 Discovery Bay (Area 10b)

34. Details for the refuse collection point should be provided at this stage for consideration. The 
refuse collection point location and pertinent details should be clearly explained! Where is 
the entrance? How big will the associated area be? How close to the residential areas will it 
be? What measures are proposed to mitigate its unsightly and smelly impact?

35. Details concerning HKR's intended building enclosure treatment should be provided for 
review. A basic understanding of the intent for each material type planned for the treatment 
of the facades and surface finishes with chromatic palette should be provided at this stage 
for review. HKR have been permitted in the past to provide mediocre building designs and 
material pallets requiring owner's to pay excessive costs associated with alleged renovation 
exercises every seven years. Residents endure discomfort when scaffolding & netting 
envelope their home for long periods of time so that workers may carry out facade repairs 
(refer to image No.19 & 20). No other residential estate in Hong Kong carries out major 
renovations so frequently.

Image 19 Image 20

December 2014 uM ake Work, M ake M o n e f  
Scaffolding: A  common sight around DB 
Courtesy of http://dbconfidential.com/ the Ultimate 
Data Resource for Discovery Bay, Hong Kong

May 2006 7 just s igned  a new  lease  last year, but I  
never agreed to having m y  balcony a nd  hallway 
ripped up and  losing the view from the ba lcony for 4 
months. N o  body m entioned this renovation; the 

agents, the landlord or D B "  Posted on 
http://discoverybayhell.blogspot.co.uk/

36. The make-up and major space/zoning allocation inside the proposed podium should be 
defined for consideration. E.g. bus garage, refuse collection, golf cart maintenance, LPG 
storage, dangerous goods, electrical rooms, telecom rooms etc. their respective sizes and 
distances/ proximity to adjoin residential buildings. 37

37. The extent and width of footpaths to the central drive are inadequate to meet required levels 
of pedestrian traffic flow and are not of adequate width to sustain meaningful landscape 
provision (i.e. tall broad leaf tree planting measures) as advocated by Development Bureau 
as minimum standards, devbena@devb.aov.hk

3
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38. The Concept Plan Master Layout falls to comply witli the requiromonts of Tho Hong Kong 
Planning Standards and Guidelines (HKPSG) Novombor 2015 Edition of the Hong Kong 
Government Sustainable Development Plan. tspd@Dlnnd,q〇v.hk

39. The boat repair yard and dry boat storage area of the Marina Club are an Integral part of 
Discovery Bay and these facilities are vital for the continued use of the marine environment 
for leisure activities. The repair facilities in particular are heavily used and relied upon to 
keep the Marina Club members boat in usable and safe condition. There is no similar 
facility nearby in Hong Kong, and those further away are heavily over used. HKR 's 
application proposes to remove this important facility which Is unacceptable.

40. The Marina Club members also use the fuel supply station for fueling their vessels. HKR 
have given no indication that the fuel barges they mention as a replacement for the current 
filling station will be available to the public as well as to HKR boats; this important issue 
must be clarified by HKR.

41. H KR 's  assertion that the extension of the seawall will not interfere with the private moorings 
has not been demonstrated and cannot be seriously believed, particularly when taking in to 
account maneuvering room for both the moored vessels and the kaito / ferry. In particular, it 
is hard to imagine that the construction phase of the seawall extension can be carried out 
safely without impacting the moorings. Private Mooring space in Hong Kong is severely 
limited and there is a waiting list several years long to obtain one. I strongly oppose any 
development that would reduce that number and I urge TPB to reject H KR 's  application as 
it negatively impacts the hardstand and dry boat storage area of the Marina Club. 
mdenauirv@mardeD.q〇v.hk

42. The applicant's proposal does not make every reasonable effort to improve the environment 
for the betterment of the residents and is therefore deemed unacceptable.

To*. Town Planning Board (TPB)
Subjoct: Objection to Planning Application Rof: Y/卜DB/3 Dlscovory Bay (Aroa 10b}

Best Regards,
Seb Hong - Discovery Bay Resident 
sebhk@ hotm ail.com
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Civil Enatnwring Development Department nt No. 9/2011 Increasing Land Supply by Racial 
tavern Devolopmfint cum Public Engaflemont - 
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lamation and Rock 
Fttailblllty Study 

edamailon Sites (Executive Summary)

1 Introduction

1.1 Project Background
To respond more flexibly to society’s needs for land，it is Government’s policy as 
announced in 2013 policy Address to develop new land extensively and build up 
an abundant 4<land reserve,s that can more than meet the short-term demand. The 
reserve can be used to meet future demand in a timely manner.

Land demand is influenced by various factors, including demographic change, 
economic performance, property market, Government policy, social needs, public 
expectations and nature conservation, etc. These factors and their influence to the 
land demand are difficult to predict, especially in relation to the long-term 
demand. Owning to the scarce resources of developable land in Hong Kong, ever 
changing land demand and the long lead time required for land production, it is 
the prime objective of the Government to increase the supply of developable land 
as a long-term strategy to cope with future development needs and to capture 
windfall opportunities in the fast changing market.

The Government is currently relying on rezoning, redevelopment, land resumption 
and redevelopment of ex-quarry sites as the major methods to supply land. 
However, these methods have their own challenges and problems and have been 
significantly affecting the Government to supply land in a timely manner. While 
the Government will continue to make use of these existing land supply methods, 
the Government is actively pressing ahead with two other land supply methods 
which are not commonly used in recent years, including reclamation and rock 
cavern development.

On  30 June 2011, C E D D  commissioned Ove Arup and Partners H K  Ltd. (Arup) 
as the Consultant to undertake this Feasibility Study to strive for an enhanced land 
supply strategy by focusing on two land supply methods, i.e. reclamation outside 
Victoria Harbour on an appropriate scale and rock cavern development. The Study 
includes a two-stage Public Engagement exercise to gauge public views and foster 
public’s understanding and acceptance on the issues.

1.2 Objectives of Assignment
The main objectives of the assignment are to:

a) conduct a territory-wide site search in Hong Kong to identify potential 
reclamation and rock cavern development sites to be taken forward for 
more detailed study based on broad technical and environmental 
assessment;

b) launch a two-stage Public Engagement exercise to engage the public 
regarding increasing the land supply by reclamation outside Victoria 
Harbour on an appropriate scale and rock cavern development.
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1.3 SEA and Objectives of SEA
The purpose of this Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) Report (Executive 
Summary) is to provide a brief summary on the SEA/environmental works 
undertaken under this Study and the SEA/environmental considerations and 
findings throughout tlie site selection process for reclamation.

S E A  is a systematic process, with multi-stakeholder involvement, for analysing 
and evaluating environmental implications of proposed policies, plans and 
programmes, for assisting in strategic or planning decision-making; and for 

following up strategic or planning decisions.

This S E A  study is to identify, assess and compare, at the strategic level, the 

potential environmental performance and impact of the proposed sites under 

different scenarios. Six stages have been involved by S E A  study: (i) Review of 

Relevant Legislations and Guidelines; (ii) Review of Baseline Conditions; (iii) 

Identification of Environmental Key  Issues/ Constraints and Opportunities; (iv) 

Territory-wide Site Search; (v) Broad Environmental Assessment; and (vi) Site 

㊃  Shortlisting Study.

The S E A  is undertaken to provide environmental information and integrate 

environmental factors at the strategic level to support the site identification and 

shortlisting process, and to recommend follow up works and actions required 

under the Strategic Environmental Monitoring &  Audit ( S E M & A )  Plan and 

Programme to resolve and follow up the outstanding environmental issues of the 

shortlisted sites for reclamation.

1.4 Disclaimer
A n y  proposals pertaining to the extent, shape, land use, transport infrastructure, 

etc. for the reclamation sites shown in any report, are solely hypothetical 

assumptions for the purpose of broad technical assessment and strategic 

environmental assessment only. They do not represent the extent, shapes, land 

uses and transport infrastructures to be implemented in future regardless the sites 

are selected for further study or not. Indeed, all these development parameters will 

be developed based on future planning and engineering feasibility studies, 

statutory processes including the Environmental Impact Assessment Ordinance 

(EIAO), T o w n  Planning Ordinance (TPO), etc. and public consultation.

EP/98A)1|Rev11|
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2 Overall Site Selection Methodology
The site selection process carried out under this Study is broadly illustrated below:

Main tasks include:

a) review of previous studies and constraints for identification of pre- 

longlisted sites;

b) Stage 1 Public Engagement for formulation of initial site selection criteria 

(SSC);

c) selection of longlisted sites from the pre-longlisted sites based on the 

initial SSC;

d) refined SSC after stage 1 PE;

e) broad technical assessment (BTA) for the longlisted sites;

f) site shortlisting based on the findings of BTA, refined S SC after Stage 1 
PE and S E A  to shortlist sites for consultation in PE2 and further detailed 

study; and

g) Stage 2 Public Engagement to consult the public on the shortlisted sites.

Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) was also carried out to provide 

environmental input for the entire site selection process.

REP/98/01 |Rev11|
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3_____ Review of Previous Studies and Constraints
A  review of the previous studies has been carried out, including the previously 
studied reclamation projects, their opportunities and constraints. This review 
forms the basis of this Study with regards to the site selection process.

3.1 Constraints and Considerations
In addition to review of the previous projects, constraints mapping has been 
adopted to identify pre-longlisted sites based on Geographic Information System 
(GIS). A  constraint mapping exercise began with the identification of key 
constraints, including predominantly physical, environmental and planning 
constraints, and a digital m a p  for each category of constraints. These maps were 
overlaid to provide an overall constraint map. Constraints and considerations 
across the territory are identified and the relevant data was collated from the 
relevant government departments and/or other sources available. The constraints 
and considerations covered a range of aspects, including conservation, cultural 
heritage, physical and engineering. Based on the current development 

presumptions or requirements, these constraints and considerations can be either 
classified as “stop areas” or “constrained areas” for the purpose of this study，.of 

which their definitions are as follows:

“Stop areas” - areas where there is strong presumption against

development or where developments are not statutorily 

permitted under the existing legislation.

“Constrained areas” - areas where any development m a y  be limited by existing 

constraints or known constraints that will be likely in 

place in the future.

These “Stop areas” and “Constrained areas” can be grouped into environmental 
constraints and other constraints, showing as below:

SEA/ Environmental Constraints and Considerations

• Country Park and Special Areas (stop area)

• Potential Country Parks (constrained area)

• Marine Parks and Marine Reserves (stop area)

• Proposed, Committed and Potential Marine Parks (constrained area)

• Ramsar Sites (stop area)

• Mai Po Nature Reserves (stop area)

• Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) (stop area)

• Conservation Areas (stop area)

• Coastal Protection Areas (stop area)

• Wetland Conservation Areas (stop area)

• Wetland Buffer Areas (constrained area)

r e p 娜  11 r w  11 丨 Page 6
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• Priority Sites for Enhanced Conservation (constrained area)

• Ecologically Important Streams (constrained area)

• Seagrass Beds (constrained area)

• Mangroves (constrained area)

• Key Coral Areas (constrained area)

• Intertidal Mudflats (constrained area)

• Woodlands (constrained area)

• Juvenile Horseshoe Crab Sites (constrained area)

參 Dolphin Hotspots (constrained area)

• Finless Porpoise Hotspots (constrained area)

• Fish Culture Zones (constrained area)

• Artificial Reef Development Areas (constrained area)

• Areas of Oyster Production (constrained area)

• Water Gathering Grounds and Reservoirs (constrained area)

• Gazetted Beaches and Beaches To be Gazetted (constrained area)

• Declared Monuments (stop area)

• Site of Archaeological Interest (constrained area)
• Graded and Proposed Graded Historic Buildings (constrained area)

• Consultation Zones of Potentially Hazardous Installations (PHIs) 
(constrained area)

• Safety Zone of PHIs (stop area)

• Existing Landfill Sites (constrained area)

• Landfill Extension (constrained area)

• Restored Landfill Sites (constrained area)

• Hong Kong International Airport Aircraft Noise Exposure Forecast (NEF) 
25 Contours (constrained area)

• Geoparks (stop area)

• Green Belt (constrained area)

Other Constraints and Considerations

• Restricted Areas (stop area)

• Public Fill Banks (constrained area)

• Sediment Disposal Areas (constrained area)

• Explosives Dumping Grounds (constrained area)
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• Marine Borrow Areas (constrained area)

• Traditional Burial Grounds (stop area)

• Recognized Indigenous Villages (Village Type Development) (constrained 
area)

• Victoria Harbour (stop area)

• Closed Areas (stop area)

• Military Sites (stop area)

• Airport Exclusion Zone (constrained area)

• Airport Height Restriction (constrained area)

• Deed of Restrictive Covenant of the Hong Kong Disneyland (constrained 
area)

• Anchorages &  Designated Bunkering Areas (constrained area)

• Fairway &  Navigation Channels (constrained area)

• Sub-sea Tunnels (constrained area)

• Marine Facilities (constrained area)

• Submarine Pipelines, Cables &  Utilities (constrained area)

• Ship Wrecks (constrained area)

• Infrastructure &  Development under Construction and/or Feasibility • 
Studies (constrained area)

• Existing Development and Infrastructure (constrained area)

Summary of key constraints are shown in Figures 1 to 5.

3.2 SEA/Environmental Considerations in the 
Identification of Pre-longlisted Reclamation Sites

The contraints and considerations stated in Section 3.1 are collated to produce 
constraint .maps; these constraints and considerations are grouped as “Stop areas” 
and “Constrained areas” for t;he purpose of this study and for reclamation based 

on the current development presumptions or requirements.

Throughout the constraint mapping process, the S E A  has identified the pre- 
longlisted sites avoiding the sites which fall within environmental-related 4tStop 
Areas,5, such as existing Marine Parks and Marine Reserves, Ramsar Sites, Mai 
Po Nature Reserves, SSSIs, Conservation Areas, Coastal Protection Areas, 
Wetland Conservation Areas, Geoparks, etc. The pre-longlisted sites have avoided 
all marine and terrestrial environmental/ecological significant/sensitive areas 
which are prohibited for development. The pre-longlisted sites may be subject to 
environmental and other constraints, and will be further considered in the next 

steps of the site selection process.
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Based on the stop and constrained areas, a total of 48 nos. of pre-longlisted 

reclamation sites was identified. These sites are shown in Figure 6 and listed 
below:

Site No. Location

1 Mirs Bay

2 Tap M u n

3 Lung K w u  Tan

4 Tuen M u n  Promenade

5 Tuen M u n  Area 40

6 Tuen M u n  Area 27 (Sam Shing)

7 Tai L a m  Chung

8 Tsing Lung Tau

9 Sha m  Tseng

10 Tai Po Industrial Estate

11 Shuen W a n

12 Tai Po Kau

13 M a  Liu Shui Extension

14 M a  Liu Shui

15 W u  Kai Sha

16 Whitehead

17 Northwest Lantau

18 Tung Chung East 3

19 Siu H o  W a n

20 Sha m  Shui K o k

21 Sunny Bay

22 Tsing Chau Tsai East

23 Southwest Tsing Yi

24 Penny's Bay East

25 Discovery Bay

26 N i m  Shue W a n

27 K au Yi Chau West

28 Silver Mine Bay North

29 Silver Mine Bay South

30 Hei Ling Chau West

31 Hei Ling Chau Typhoon Shelter

32 Peng Chau -  Hei Ling Chau

33 L a m m a  North

34 Sandy Bay

35 Heng Fa Chuen

36 Tseung K w a n  0  Area 131

H|Rev11|
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Site No. Location

37 Tseung K w a n  0  East

38 Jin Island

39 ShekPik

40 Shek K w u  Chau Northwest

41 South Cheung Chau

42 Y u n g  Shue W a n

43 L a m m a  Quarry

44 Shek 0  Quarry

45 Beaufort Island

46 Tai L o n g  W a n  Offshore

47 Eastern Waters

48 Southeast Offshore

Page 10



CM扣V*私**V >从>坤 Nv* M V 5^^ ̂v *x*
v̂ \im> ̂V\̂ v*v«̂  nim r\Ŵ  - r̂ s*̂ f Shuly
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\v\\\v ^WV\ XVN̂ Ŵ NV̂  t\vU«Vt；KM\ V>-'
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The Stage 1 Public Engagement Report and Executive Summary can be found on 

the Study website http://www.landsupplv.hk.

4.5 SEA/Environmental Observations
Major SEA/Environmental observations noted in Stage 1 Public Engagement are 

summarized below:

a) There was no consensus on increasing land supply through reclamation 

outside Victoria Harbouron. A  territory-wide telephone poll conducted by 

the independent Research Centre found more respondents opposing to 

reclamation than supporting, whereas the feedback questionnaire survey 

(online, self-administered or face-to-face interview questionnaires), also 

conducted by the Research Centre, found more respondents in support of 

reclamation than opposing.

b) The same surveys also found that the major concerns of those w h o  did not 

support reclamation were related to potential impacts on the environment 

and local communities. Site location was regarded by man y  as important 

when considering reclamation.

c) As for qualitative feedback, many feedback collected from signature 

campaigns and petitions organised in local communities opposed some of 

the 25 possible reclamation sites announced by the Government in 
response to the public to facilitate discussions on the initial site selection 

criteria. The main concerns were also potential . impacts on the 

environment and local communities. There were a lot of comments, mostly 
from one of the 25 possible reclamation sites, viz. W u  Kai Sha, that were 

concerned about h o w  reclamation would affect H o n g  K o n g Js general 
image.

d) There were some comments supporting the reclamation option from 

development point of view.

e) Overall, there was broad consensus that impacts on the environment and 

local communities were the most important considerations for increasing 

land supply and the most important site selection criteria for reclamation 
outside Victoria Harbour.

EP/98TO1|Rev11|
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5______Selection of Longlisted Sites

5.1 Site Longlisting Methodology
Based on constraint mapping exercise, a total of 48 pre-longlisted reclamation 

sites were identified for longlisting. A  longlisting exercise was carried out which 

is a screening process to select a smaller batch of sites from the pre-Ionglist for 
further study. In the longlisting exercise, each pre-longlisted sites have undergone 

preliminary evaluation. Each site was graded with A, B  or C  with reference to 

different site selection criteria based on the preliminary assessment. These grades 

only provide preliminary indications of the relative performance of the sites with 

reference to the site selection criteria and are not to indicate their absolute values, 

and m a y  vary with the results of any further detailed studies/assessment. In this 

broad comparison of the sites, the more grade As that are identified for the site it 

is assumed that it is more likely for these sites to be suitable for being selected for 

further study under this Assignment.

5.2 Initial Site Selection Criteria
A s  mentioned in Section 4, initial site selection criteria were derived based on 

views collected from public in Stage 1 P E  and recommendations from 

government departments, impacts on the environment and local communities are 

the most important site selection criteria for reclamation. These initial site 

selection criteria were categorized into SEA/Environmental Site Selection Criteria 

and Other Site Selection Criteria, and are summarized below.

5.2.1 SEA /Environm ental Site Selection Criteria

5.2.1.1 Environm ental Impacts

The environmental impacts on natural resources and surrounding environment for 
the reclamation sites are considered based on the established constraints map and 
identified environmental resources and constraints in previous studies. Issues 
considered include distance of reclamation site from SSSI, bathing beach, Marine 
Park or Marine Reserve, Proposed, Committed and Potential Marine Park, Fish 
Culture Zone, Restricted Area, Coastal Protection Area, Conservation Area, 
Country Park, Special Areas, recognized heritage sites, and other ecological 
sensitive areas, etc.

This Site Selection Criteria “Environmental Impacts” focuses on the impacts from 
the proposed reclamation on natural resources and surrounding environment, 
while the impacts from Landfill Sites, Potentially Hazardous Installations, air 
quality/odours emission sources and noise emission will be considered in 
“Planning Flexibility”. Sea water intakes have been identified in the study. As the 
seawater intake can be re-provisioned, the constraints from Sea Water Intakes 
have been considered in “Engineering Feasibility”.

5.2.1.2 Environmental Benefits
The environmental performance o f potential environmental benefits for the 
reclamation site is considered based on the surrounding environment and site

REP/98/D1|Rev11|
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selection criteria. Issues considered include potential of enhancing the local 

ecological, fisheries, cultural heritage and landscape value and visual aspects, 

local water quality, volume of public fill that the reclamation works can absorb, 

etc.

5.2.1.3 Planning Flexibility

This criterion assesses whether the reclamation site is near or within any 

constraint upon which any development within the reclamation site will be 

constrained thus reducing the flexibility in planning for the development. Issues 

considered include potential constraints on development imposed by the nearby 

environment (e.g. Airport Height Restrictions, or re-provisioning of an existing 

anchorage area, noise or air quality, existence of unwelcome neighbourhood 

facilities or industrial areas, hazard to life, landfill gas hazard, etc.).

5.2.2 Other Site Selection Criteria

5.2.2.1 Impact on Local Community

This criterion considers the impact on local community that could be brought to 

the area around the reclamation site. Issues that have been considered in the 

exercise include impact on local cultural or heritage features, distance between 

reclamation and the shore or existing residential development, visual impact, etc.

5.2.2.2 Site Location and Accessibility

This criterion considers the accessibility of the site location, condition of existing 

infrastructures, scale of new infrastructure required for connection to the site, etc.

5.2.2.3 Can it Meet Local Needs

This criterion considers whether the proposed works can potentially meet any 

local needs (e.g. are there any needs of creating G I C  / housing area or job 

opportunities in the local community) identified from District Councils and 

relevant planning studies, h o w  these needs are satisfied by the formation of 

reclaimed land, etc.

5.2.2.4 Cost Effectiveness

The construction cost to reclamation area ratio generally decreases as the 

reclamation area is enlarged. Therefore, in terms of cost effectiveness, it is 

generally more economically to reclaim a larger area.

5.2.2.5 Engineering Feasibility

Feasibility of reclamation development is subject to whether the engineering 

constraints, if any, can be resolved practically within the bounds of feasible 

engineering solutions. Issues considered include presence of submarine 

pipeline(s) or cable(s), presence of existing marine facilities (e.g. typhoon shelter) 

at or in the vicinity of the sites, reclamation works potentially limited by clearance 

restrictions from adjacent bridges, water depth, impact on strategic marine utilities,
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rc-pawisioning ol\substn»Uii\l length oi'quays or stnUcgic infrastructure, or the site 
is so remote that theix' could be dilllcult for utilities connection etc.

5.3 SKA/F,nvironnioii(al Miuiin<»s in (he Lon^lisiin^ 
Process tor RochumiUon

The prc-longlistcd ix'daiwation sites luwe been evaluated under each of the initial 
SSC outlined above. 27 nos. of tvclannUion vsites me selected to form the 
longlisted sites as shown in Figure 7.

The longlistcd ix'clamation sites mx： divided into the following 4 categories:

• Category A - ''Artificial Island'';

• Category B - ̂Reclamation to connect islands'';

• Category C - ''Reclamation upon artificial or disturbed shorelinc>,; and

• Category D - "Reclamation upon natural but not protected slioreline>,.

It is worth to highlight tluit among these 27 nos. longlisted reclamation sites, 
despite some of them may have relatively higher environmental concerns, but they 
were still selected into tlie longlist for further broad technical assessment and 
shortlisting because of otlier considerations such as less Impact to local 
community, better location and accessibility, higher development potential and 
flexibility, higher cost effectiveness, engineering feasibility, etc. The 
SEA/environmental findings of tlie longlisted sites selected is summarized below:

Site No. Ref. No. !
<

Site Location J
Summary of SEA/Environincntal 
Preliminary Findings

30 A1 Hei Ling Chau West ]
likely high impact due to extremely close to 
2hi Ma Wan Fish Cultural Zone

41 A2 South Cheung Chau

Likely high impact due to encroachment into 
finless porpoise hotspot and close proximity to 
proposed marine park and fish spawning 
ground

33 A3 Lamma North Relatively low impact

22 A4 East Tsing Chau Tsai
Moderate impact due to archaeological
interest and one nesting
location for white-bellied Sea Eagle nearby

27 A5 Kau Yi Chau West
Moderate impact due to conservation area 
nearby

32 B1
Peng Chau - Hei Ling 
Chau

Likely high impact due encroachment into key 
coral areas and Bogadek*s Burrowing Lizard 
nearby

45 B2 Beaufort Island

Likely high impact due to encroachment into 
key coral areas, and breeding site of White- 
bellied Sea Eagle, finless porpoise, site of 
conservation importance for butterflies, re
fueling ground for migratory bird, Tern 
breeding colony, potential Country Park and 
fish spawning ground nearby
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SitcNo. Ref. No. Site Locntion
Siunnmry of SICA/Kuvlronmcntal 

Preliminary Khulinf»s

5 Cl Fuen M u n  Area 40
Moderate impact due to C W D  hotspot, fish 
spawning ground nenrby

6 C2 Tuen M u n  Area 27 

[Sam Shing)
Likclyhigh impact due to extremely close to 
gazetted beach

8 C3 Tsing Lung Tau
Moderate impact due to country park and 

noisc/nir sensitive uses nearby

19 C4 Siu Ho Wan

Likely high impact due to extremely close to 

commitcd marine park and C W D  hotspot; also 

close to horseshoe crab site, Priority Site for 
Enhanced Conservation, PHI, etc.

21 C5 Sunny Bay

Moderate impact due to mangrove, seagrass 

bed and some C W D  sightings recorded 

nearby.

23 C6 Southwest Tsing Yi

Moderate impact due to. impact on dispersion 

and dilution of H A T S  discharge nearby (note: 
development assumes most PHI nearby will 

be relocated off site)

29 C7 Silvermine Bay South
Moderate impact due to country park and 
air/noise sensitive uses nearby

10 C8
Tai Po Industrial 
Estate

Relative less impact

12 C9 Tai Po Kau

Likely high impact due to extremely close 
proximity to declared monuments and 
mangroves.

14 CIO M a  Liu Shui Relative less impact

34 Cll Sandy Bay
Moderate impact due to some coral 

communities nearby

43 C12 L amma Quarry

Likely high impact due to extremely close 
proximity to fish culture zone nearby, fish 

spawning ground and coastal protection area

37 C13 Tseung Kwan 0  East
Moderate impact due to coral communities 
nearby

3 D1 Lung K w u  Tan

Likely high impact due to close proximity .to 
C W D  hotspot; also close to site of 

archaeological interest and horseshoe crab 
recorded nearby

7 D2 Tai Lam Chung
Moderate impact due to site of archaeological 
interest and air/noise sensitive uses nearby

28 D3 Silvermine Bay North
Moderate impact due to site of archaeological 
interest and country park nearby

11 D4 Shuen Wan

Moderate impact due to fish culture zone, 
air/noise sensitive uses, Tai Po egretry and 
fish fry collection areas nearby

15 D5 W u  Kai Sha
Moderate impact due to site of archaeological 
interest, air/noise sensitive uses and fish fry

REP/98A)1|Rev11|
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Site No. Ref. No. Site Location

Sunmiary of SEA/Enviroiimental 
Preliminary Findings
collection areas nearby

36 D6
Tseung Kwan 0  Area 
131

Moderate impact due to coral community and 
graded / proposed historic buildings nearby

44 D7 Shek 0  Quarry
Moderate impact due to coastal protection 
area, country park, SSSI and noise sensitive 
uses nearby

For those 21 nos. of reclamation sites which were not selected into the longlist, 
some were found to have significant environmental impacts (e.g. Nim Shue Wan, 
Sham Tseng, Northwest Lantau, Shek Kwu Chau Northwest, Tai Long Wan 
Offshore, Tap Mun, Ma Liu Shui Extension, Sham Shui Kok), while some sites 
will have moderate environmental impact (e.g. Discovery Bay, Eastern Waters, 
Jin Island, Mars Bay, Soutlieast Offshore, Tuen Mun Promenade, Tung Chung 
East 3, Whitehead, Heng Fa Chuen, Yung Shue Wan, Shek Pik, Hei Ling Chau 
Typhoon Shelter) and some have relatively less environmental impact (e.g. 
Penny s Bay East). For those sites with moderate or less environmental impact,
t^ey^ere r̂ ot selected into the longlist because for other considerations such as 
significant impact to local community, low development potential, poor location 
or accessibility, small reclamation area, other planning and engineering 
constraints, etc. ...............  6 5
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6 Broad Environmental Assessments

6.1 Broad Environmental Assessments
Broad environmental assessments were carried out as part of the broad technical 
assessments of the study for the longlisted reclamation sites. Broad technical 
assessments were also carried out for the longlistcd sites on other different aspects, 
including land use, urban planning and urban design; traffic impact assessment; 
civil works, e.g. water, drainage, sewerage, etc.; aircraft and helicopter operations 
impacts; sustainability assessment; geotechnical appraisal; and implementation, 
construction and costing.Any proposals pertaining to the extent, shape, land use, 
transport infrastructure, etc. for the reclamation sites shown in any report, are 
solely hypothetical assumptions for the purpose of broad technical assessment and 
strategic environmental assessment only. They do not represent the extent, shapes, 
land uses and transport infrastructures to be implemented in future regardless the 
sites were selected for further study or not. Indeed, all these development 
parameters will be developed based on future planning and engineering feasibility 
studies, statutory processes including EIAO, TPO, etc. and public consultation.

The environmental performances of the 27 longlisted reclamation sites have been 
studied in the broad environmental assessments as part of the broad technical 
assessments of the study. Different environmental aspects, including air quality, 
noise, water quality, ecology, fisheries, landscape and visual, waste management, 
hazard to life and landfill gas hazard have been assessed in broad terms to identify 
the potential environmental issues/ constraints and opportunities of each 
longlisted reclamation site at the strategic level. It should be noted that the 
environmental issues highlighted in this chapter are the situation before 
introducing mitigation measures. Subject to more detailed studies, the potential 
impacts may be avoided or mitigated through changing the design of the scheme 
and/or applying suitable mitigation measures. Detailed assessments in further 
studies and statutory EIA and town planning processes will be needed in future to 
confirm the environmental acceptability and mitigation measures required on 
these different sites and their development proposals.

6.2 Key Environmental Issues of Longlisted Sites

6.2.1 Site A 1  -  Hei Ling Chau West

This site may have potential impacts on various water/ecological sensitive 
receivers such as Bogadek5s Burrowing Lizard and Phymatodes longissima in Hei 
Ling Chau, and fishery resources in the surrounding areas, including Hei Ling 
Chau Typhoon Shelter, corals at Chi M a  Wan, Hei Ling Chau North and South, 
mangroves at Chi M a  Wan, Cheung Sha W an Fish Culture Zone, and Adult Fish 
Production Area of relatively moderate production rate. There may be water 
quality impact from key water pollution sources from Hei Ling Chau (West) 
Sewage Treatment Works. In addition, this site may also have landscape and 
visual issues including loss of coastal waters landscape resources.
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6.2.2 Site A2 -  South Cheung Chau

Due to the massive size and shape of the Island, the site may seriously block water 
exchange between southern Lantau and the South China Sea, having potential 
hydrodynamic and water quality impact in the central waters. Any transportation 
infrastructures, sucl\ as rail tunnel, that are to be provided to support the artificial 
island may bring potential impact on the water flow and water quality of the 
region. In addition, this site may have potential impacts on various 
water/ecological sensitive receivers and fishery resources in the surrounding 
areas, including hotspot of Finless Porpoises, Shek K w u  Chau proposed Marine 
Park, coastal protection areas at south Cheung Chau and Shek K w u  Chau, 
horseshoe crab areas and beaches at southern Lantau, and Adult Fish Production 

Area of relatively high production rate. Furthermore, this site may also have 
landscape and visual issues including loss of southern coastal waters landscape 
resources. With the implementation of the Integrated Waste Management 

Facilities Phase 1 at Shek K w u  Chau and an Offshore Wind Farm east to this site, 

tliere m a y  be potential cumulative air quality, noise, and water quality impact.

6.2.3 Site A3 -  Lamma North
This site is located in the proximity to the L a m m a  Power Station and the main 
navigation channel. There will be key marine emission from the main navigation 
channel. This site m ay have hydrodynamic and water quality impact on East 
L a m m a  Channel and West L a m m a  Channel and on the Harbour Area Treatment 
Scheme (HATS) discharge dispersion. Any transportation infrastructures, such as 
rail, that are to be provided to link up and support the artificial island with Hong 
Kong  Island m ay bring potential impact on the water flow and water quality of the 
region. This site m a y  also have ecology impact due to its short distance to corals 
sites at Shek K o k  Tsui and nortli to L a m m a  Island, and the beaches at the southern 
Ho n g  Ko n g  Island. Impact on Coastal Protection Area at north-western L a m m a  
Island is anticipated. Moreover, the site is located relatively close to Lo Tik W a n  
Fish Culture Zone and encroaches to Adult Fish Production Area of relatively 

high production rate. Furthermore, this site may also have landscape and visual 
issues including loss of coastal waters of northern L a m m a  Island landscape 

resources.

6.2.4 Site A4 -  Tsing Chau Tsai East
As the site is relatively close to M a  Wan, it m ay have potential impact on water 

quality, ecological and fishery resources at M a  W a n  (e.g. M a  W a n  Fish Culture 

Zone and mudflat). In addition, the site may have disturbance to the important 

habitat for White-bellied Sea Eagle at Pa Tau Kwu. One nesting location for 

white-bellied Sea Eagle is recorded to the south of the site in the ecological 

surveys and sheltered from the site by a hillock. This site may also be potentially 

subject to noise and air quality impacts from fireworks at Disneyland. There will 

also be potential impact on the dispersion and dilution of Harbour Area Treatment 

Scheme (HATS) discharge and have hydrodynamic and water quality impacts on 

Kap Shui M u n  and M a  W a n  Channel. Any transportation infrastructures, such as 

bridge, tunnel, etc., that are to be provided to link up and support the artificial 

island with Kau Yi Chau West and/or others may bring potential impact on the
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water Ho w  nnd vvnter qunllty of the region. Furthermore, this site may also have 

landscape «tid visunl issues inchulin^ loss of cenlral waters landscftpc resources.

6.2.5 Site 八 5 -  Kiiu Yi C h“ u Wt'sl

This site may have potential impacts on various water/ecological sensitive 
receivers mid fishery resources in the surrounding areas, including recorded coral 
communities nround Kau Yi Chau and Siu Kflu Yi Chau, and coral areas at 
Sunshine Island, southern Peng Chau, and Tung Wan, and coastal protection areas 
at Peng Chau. This site will also affect the dispersion and discharge of Harbour 
Area Treatment Scheme (HATS) discharge and the overall hydrodynamic and 
water quality impact on the whole region. In addition, this site encroaches to 
Adult Fish Production Area of relatively moderate production rate. Any 
transportation infrastructures, such as bridge, tunnel, etc., that are to be provided 
to link up and support the artificial island with Tsing Chau Tsai East and/or others 
may bring potential impact on the water flow and water quality of the region. 
Furthermore, this site may also have landscape and visual issues including loss of 
central waters landscape resources.

6.2.6 Site B l -  Peng Chau-Hei Ling Chau
This site is located relatively close to main navigation channels, which may have 
potential air quality issue. This site may have potential impacts on various 
water/ecological sensitive receivers in the surrounding areas, including recorded 
coral communities at Sunshine Island, key coral area at northern Peng Chau and 
northern Hei Ling Chau, and mudflat at Sunshine Island. Any transportation 
infrastructures, such as bridge, tunnel, etc., that are to be provided to link up and 
support the reclaimed area with Peng Chau and Hei Ling Chau and/or others may 
bring potential impact on the water flow and water quality of the region. Water 
quality impact due to impact on sewage discharge from Hei Ling Chau S T W  
sewage outfall is also anticipated. There may be fisheries impact on Adult Fish 
Production Area. Furthermore, this site may also have landscape and visual issues 
including loss of central waters landscape resources.

6.2.7 Site B2 -  Beaufort Island

This site ma y  have potential impacts on various water/ecological sensitive 

receivers in the surrounding areas, including finless porpoise habitats, Marine 

Reserve, R omer^ Tree Frog, rare plants and birds at Po Toi Island, key coral 

areas at western Po Toi, southern Beaufort Island, Lo Chau M u n  and Sung Kong, 

etc. A n y  transportation infrastructures, such as bridge, tunnel, etc., that are to be 
provided to link up and support the reclaimed area with Beaufort Island and/or 
others ma y  bring potential impact on the water flow and water quality of the 
region. In addition, this site ma y  have disturbance to important land-based species 
(e.g. Romer^ Tree Frog, rare plants and birds at Po Toi Island). Moreover, the 
whole site falls within the Fish Spawning Ground and encroaches to Adult Fish 
Production Area of relatively high production rate. Furthermore, this site may also 
have landscape and visual issues including loss of coastal waters, natural coastline 
and vegetation landscape resources. /
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6.2.8 Site C l -  Tuen Mun Area 40

-
6.2.9 Site C2 -  Tuen M un Area 27

This site m a y  have potential impacts on various water/ecological sensitive 

receivers and fishery resources in the surrounding areas, including Castle Peak 

Beach, Kadoorie Be^ch and Adult Fish Production Area of relatively moderate 

production rate, etc. In addition, the site is in the proximity of different industrial 

uses such as Tube Ice Plant, marine traffic, Joint User Complex and Wholesale 

Fish Market, road traffic, and railway lines. Various potential land use interfacing 

issues, including air quality and noise issues from increased traffic by traffic 

improvements to Tuen M u n  Road T o w n  Centre Section, Castle Peak Road  and 

marine vessels, odour emission from Castle Peak Fish Market and Joint User 

Complex  and Wholesale Fish Market, and public cargo handling area, are 

anticipated. Furthermore, this site m a y  also have landscape and visual issues 

including loss of coastal waters landscape resources in Castle Peak Bay.

This site m a y  have potential impacts on various water/ecological sensitive 

receivers and fishery resources in the surrounding areas, including Butterfly 

Beach, Committed Marine Park in the Brothers Islands, Fish Spawning Ground, 

coral areas, relative moderate production rate of Adult Fish Production Area, etc. 
This site m a y  also have potential hydrodynamic impact on Pillar Point Sewage 

Treatment Works discharge dispersion and water quality impact in the region. In 

addition, the site is in the proximity of different industrial uses in Tuen M u n  with 

chimney emissions such as Butterfly Beach Laundry and EcoPark, marine traffic 

and River Trade Terminal, road traffic, and helipads. Various potential land use 

interfacing issues, including air quality and noise issues from the increased traffic 

by Tuen M u n  Western Bypass, Tuen Mun-Chek  Lap K o k  Link, H o n g  K o n g  Link 

Road and H o n g  Kong-Zhuhai-Macao Bridge and H o n g  K o n g  Boundary Crossing 

Facilities, and odour emission from Pillar Point Sewage Treatment Works, are 

anticipated. Furthermore, this site m a y  also have landscape and visual issues 

including loss of coastal waters, natural coastline and vegetation landscape 

resources.

6.2.10 Site C3 -  Tsing Lung Tau

This site m a y  have potential impacts on various water/ecological sensitive 

receivers and fishery resources in the surrounding areas, including Angler5s Beach 

and M a  W a n  Fish Culture Zone. In addition, the site is in the proximity of marine 

traffic and road traffic. Various potential land use interfacing issues, including air 

quality issues and noise impact with Castle Peak Road and main navigation 

channel are to be considered. Furthermore, this site m a y  also have landscape and 

visual issues including loss of coastal waters and natural coastline landscape 

resources.

6.2.11 Site C4 -  Sin Ho W an

This site m a y  have potential impacts on various water/ecological sensitive 

receivers in the surrounding areas, including Chinese White Dolphin (CWD), 

Committed Marine Park at The Brothers, Tai H o  Stream SSSI, horseshoe crabs, 

mangrove areas, etc. There m a y  be potential hydrodynamic and water quality 

impacts around Urmston Road. The site is in the proximity of different N I M B Y

rep/98A)i|rbvhi Page 22
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facilities and industrial uses such as different waste facilities, marine traffic, road 
traffic from the highway, and M T R  railway lines. Various potential land use 
interfacing issues, including air quality issues, odour emission, hazard to life 
issue, noise impact, water treatment works, various bus depots, vehicle 
examination centre, maintenance depot, etc. are anticipated. Subject to the N E F  25 
Contour for 3 Runway-System for aircraft noise, the site may have development 
constraints for the areas encroached by the N E F  25 Contour. Furthermore, this site 
may also have landscape and visual issues including loss of coastal waters 

landscape resources.

6.2.12 Site C 5  - S unny  B a y

This site may have potential impacts on various water/ecological sensitive 
receivers in the surrounding areas, including Chinese White Dolphin, committed 
The Brothers Marine Park, mangrove, seagrass beds. There m a y  be potential 
hydrodynamic and water quality impacts around Urmston Road. Subject to the 
N E F  25 Contour for both 3 runways and 2 runways -system for aircraft noise, the 
site may be subject to development constraints for the areas encroached by the 
N E F  25 Contour. Various potential land use interfacing issues, including air 
quality issues and noise impact from the increased traffic by future Tung Chung 
East and West Developments, Tuen Mun-Chek Lap Kok Link, H ong Kong Link 
Road and Hong Kong-Zhuhai-Macao Bridge and Hong Kong Boundary Crossing 
Facilities, are anticipated. The site is also adjacent to road traffic from the 
highway, railway lines and station, and helipad. Furthermore, this site m a y  also 
have landscape and visual issues including loss of coastal waters landscape 

resources.

6.2.13 Site C 6  -  Southwest Tsing Yi

Depending on the future use of the site, relocation of the PHIs m a y  be needed. 
This site is close to five Potentially Hazardous Installations (PHIs), including oil 
depots and terminals. Relocation of these PHIs should be carried out prior to 
development of the site. There may also be potential impact on hydrodynamic and 
water quality due to the possible impact of the site on the dispersion and dilution 
of Harbour Area Treatment Scheme (HATS) discharge. In addition, this site is in 
the proximity of many industrial uses and N I M B Y  facilities such as Chemical 
Waste Treatment Center and workshops along the western and southern coastline 
of Tsing Yi. Various potential land use interfacing issues are anticipated, 
including road traffic noise and vehicular emission from the nearby Cheung Tsing 
Highway and Tsing Yi Road; helicopter noise from helipad to the north-west; 
fixed plant noise from container terminals, dockyards, industrial buildings; and 
marine emission problems from marine traffic around M a  W a n  Channel. 
Furthermore, this site may also have landscape and visual issues including loss of 
coastal waters landscape resources.

6.2.14 Site C 7  -  Silver M i n e  B a y  South

This site may have potential impacts on various water/ecological sensitive 
receivers and fishery resources in the surrounding areas, including key coral area 
at northern Hei Ling Chau and Chi M a  Wan, mangroves at Chi M a  Wan, Silver 
Mine Bay Beach, Cheung Sha W a n  Fish Culture Zone, and Adult Fish Production 
Area of relatively moderate production rate, etc. There may be ecological impact
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on key terrestrial habitat in Lantau North and Lantau South Country Park. This 

site m a y  also have potential hydrodynamic impact on Mui W o  Sewage Treatment 

Works discharge dispersion and water quality impact in the region. In addition, 

the site is within the PHI consultation zone of Silver M i n e  Bay Water Treatment 

Works, and in the proximity of different N I M B Y  facilities and industrial uses 

such as Concrete Batching Plant and Mui  W o  Sewage Treatment Works, marine 

traffic, road traffic, helipads, and Silver Mine Bay Water Treatment Works. 

Various potential land use interfacing issues, including air quality issues, odour 

emission, noise impact, and hazard to life from Silver Mine Bay Water Treatment 

Works, are anticipated. Furthermore, this site m a y  also have landscape and visual 

issues including loss of coastal waters landscape resources.

6.2.15 Site C8 -T ai Po Industrial Estate
This site m a y  have potential impacts on various water/ecological sensitive 

receivers and fishery resources in the surrounding areas, including L a m  Tsuen 

River mouth, mangroves at Tai Po Kau, Tai Po Egretry SSSI, and Y i m  Tin Tsai 

Fish Culture Zone, etc. This site m a y  also have potential hydrodynamic impact on 

dispersion of discharge from Tai Po Sewage Treatment Works and water quality 

impact on the water body of Tolo Habour. In addition, the site is within the PHI 

consultation zone, and in the proximity of different industrial uses in Tai Po 

Industrial Estate, road traffic, helipads, fuel tanks of H o n g  K o n g  &  China Gas Co. 

Ltd., and Restored Shuen W a n  Landfill. Various potential land use interfacing 

issues, including air quality issues, odour emission, noise impact, hazard to life, 

and landfill gas hazard, are anticipated. Furthermore, this site m a y  also have 

landscape and visual issues including loss of coastal waters landscape resources.

6.2.16 Site C9 -  Tai Po Kau
This site m a y  have potential impacts on various water/ecological sensitive 

receivers and fishery resources in tfie surrounding areas，including mangroves at 

Tai P o  Kau, L a m  Tsuen River mouth, mangroves/inter-tidal mudflat at Tai Po 

Kau, and Y i m  Tin Tsai Fish Culture Zone, etc. There m a y  be potential water 

quality impact on the water body of Tolo Harbour. In addition, this site is in the 

proximity of declared mo n u m e n t  - Island House, road traffic, East Rail Line, and 

4 ^  helipad. Various potential land use interfacing issues, including air quality issues,

noise impact, and culture heritage impact, are anticipated. Furthermore, this site 

m a y  also have landscape and visual issues including loss of coastal waters 

landscape resources.

6.2.17 Site CIO -  Ma Liu Shui
This site m a y  have potential impacts on various water/ecological sensitive 

receivers in the surrounding areas, including Shing M u n  River, and seawater 

intake at M a  Liu Shui, etc. Odour and helicopter noise are the concerns to the 

proposed residential and other sensitive uses on the reclamation site, if there are 

no relocations of the sewage treatment works and helipad. There m a y  be potential 

water quality impact on the water body of Tolo Harbour. This site will also be 

subject to marine emissions, road traffic and railway noise issues as the site is 

adjacent to M a  Liu Shui pier, highways and railway line.
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6.2.18 Site C ll -  Sandy Bay
This site m a y  have potential impacts on various water/ecological sensitive 

receivers and fishery resources in the surrounding areas, including recorded coral 

communities at Sandy Bay, and Adult Fish Production Area of relatively 

moderate production rate, etc. In addition, the site is in the proximity of marine 

traffic, road traffic, sewage treatment works, and graded historical buildings. 

Various potential land use interfacing issues, including air quality issues, odour 

emission from Sandy Ba y  Sewage. Treatment Works and Cyberport Sewage 

Treatment Works, noise impact, and culture heritage impact, are anticipated. 

Furthermore, this site m a y  also have landscape and visual issues including loss of 

coastal waters landscape resources.

6.2.19 Site C12 -  Lainma Quarry
This site m a y  have potential impacts on various water/ecological sensitive 

receivers and fishery resources in the surrounding areas, including finless 

porpoise habitats, coastal protection area in eastern to e x - £ a m m a  Quarry and 

L a m m a  Island, R o m e r’s Tree Frog habitat on L a m m a  Island, Sok K w u  W a n  Fish 

Culture Zone, L o  Tik W a n  Fish Culture Zone, Fish Nursery Ground, Fish 

Spawning Ground, artificial reef deployment area at L o  Tik W a n  Fish Culture 

Zone, key coral areas at L u k  Chau, etc. In addition, the site is in the proximity of 
industrial dusty u?es such as Cement Works, L a m m a  Power Station, marine 

traffic, and helipads. Various potential land use interfacing issues, including air 

quality issues and noise impact from Cement Works and Sok K w u  W a n  Ferry 

彡ier，are anticipated. Furthermore, this site m a y  also have landscape and visual 

issues including loss of coastal waters landscape resources.

6.2.20 Site C13 -  Tseung Kwan O East
This site m a y  have potential impacts on various water/ecological sensitive 

receivers and fishery resources iri the surrounding areas, including recorded coral 

communities in Junk Bay  -  Junk Island (Fat Tong Chau), W S D  Flushing Water 

Intake Tseung K w a n  0, and Adult Fish Production Area of relatively moderate 

production rate, etc. In addition, the site is in the proximity of different industrial 

uses in Tseung K w a n  0  Industrial Estate, marine traffic, road traffic, Tseung 

K w a n  O  Sewage Treatment Works, Biodiesel Plant, and some landfill sites. 

Various potential land use interfacing issues, including air quality issues, odour 

issue, noise impact, and hazard to life are anticipated. Furthermore, this site m a y  

also have landscape and visual issues including loss of coastal waters landscape 

resources.

6.2.21 Site D1 -  Lung Kwu Tan
This site m a y  have potential impacts on different water/ecological sensitive 

receivers, including Chinese White Dolphin, Sha Chau and Lung K w u  Chau 

Marine Park, Committed Marine Park at The Brothers, and SSSI at Lung K w u  

Chau, Tree Island and Sha Chau, horseshoe crabs, and butterfly habitats at Lung 

K w u  Tan Valley SSSI and Siu Lang Shui SSSI, etc. There m a y  be potential 

hydrodynamic and water quality impacts around Urmston Road. The site is 

surrounded by m a n y  existing/ committed/ planned/ proposed N I M B Y  facilities 

and industrial uses such as Castle Peak A«feB Power Station and EcoPark, Black
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Point Power Station, cement plant, aviation fuel facility, steel mill, landfills, 

different waste facilities, marine traffic，road traffic，helipads and Sites of 
Archaeological Interest. Various potential land use interfacing issues, including 

odour emission, air quality problems, noise impact, and culture heritage impact, 
are anticipated. Furthermore, this site m a y  also have landscape and visual issues 
including loss of coastal waters landscape resources.

6.2.22 Site D2 -  Tai Lam Chung
This site m a y  have potential impacts on various water/ecological sensitive 

receivers in the surrounding areas, including Chinese White Dolphin ( C W D )  and 

Golden Beach, etc. In addition, the site is in the proximity of road traffic, helipad, 

and Site of Archaeological Interest. Various potential land use interfacing issues, 
including air quality issues, noise impact from Tuen M u n  Road and Castle Peak 

Road, helicopter noise and cultural heritage impact, are anticipated. Furthermore, 

this site m a y  also have landscape and visual issues including loss of coastal waters 
landscape resources.

6.2.23 Site D3 — Silver Mine Bay North
This site m a y  have potential impacts on various water/ecological sensitive 

receivers in the surrounding areas, including Silver Mine Bay Beach and key coral 
area at northern Hei Ling Chau, etc. This site m a y  also have potential 

hydrodynamic impact on Mui  W o  Sewage Treatment Works discharge dispersion 
and water quality impact in the region. In addition, the site is in the proximity of 

Site of Archaeological Interest. Various potential land use interfacing issue, 

including culture heritage impact, is anticipated. Furthermore, this site m a y  also 
have landscape and visual issues including loss of central waters landscape 

resources.

6.2.24 Site D4 -  Shuen Wan
This site m a y  have potential impacts on various water/ecological sensitive 

receivers and fishery resources in the surrounding areas, including Y i m  Tin Tsai 

Fish Culture Zone, Centre Island SSSI, and mangroves at Tai Po Kau, etc. There 

m a y  be potential water quality impact on the water body of Tolo Harbour. In 

addition, the site is in the proximity of road traffic, dusty industrial use, Tai Po 

Wholesale Fish Market, Tai Po Sewage Treatment Works, Restored Shuen W a n  

Landfill. Various potential land use interfacing issues, including air quality issues, 

odour issue, noise impact, and landfill gas hazard, are anticipated. Furthermore, 

this site m a y  also have landscape and visual issues including loss of coastal waters 

landscape resources.

6.2.25 Site D5 -  Wu Kai Sha
This site m a y  have potential impacts on various water/ecological sensitive 

receivers and fishery resources in the surrounding areas, including Centre Island 

SSSI, Y i m  Tin Tsai Fish Culture Zone, Y i m  Tin Tsai (East) Fish Culture Zone, 

etc. There m a y  be potential water quality impact on the water body of Tolo 

Harbour. In addition, the site is in the proximity of road traffic, railway (Ma  O n  

Shan Line), White Head (Pak Shek) sewage pumping station, and Site of 

Archaeological Interest. Various potential land use interfacing issues, including
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air quality issues, odour issues, nnd noise impact arc nnticipntcd. Furthermore, this 
site may nlso Imvc landscape and visual issues including loss of coastol waters 

landscape rcsources.

6.2.26 Site 1)(> - Tseung Kwaii O  131

This site may have potential impacts on various watcr/ccological sensitive 
receivers and fishery resources in the surrounding areas, including recorded coral 
community at Lei Yuc M u n  Point, and Adult Fish Production Area of relatively 
high production rate, etc. In addition, the site is in the proximity of marine traffic, 
road traffic, and Junk Bay Chinese Permanent Cemetery. Various1 potential land 
use interfacing issues, including air quality issues and noise impact from the 
increased traffic by Cross Bay Link Tseung Kwan 0, are anticipated. 
Furthermore, this site may also have landscape and visual issues including loss of 

coastal waters and natural coastline landscape resources.

6.2.27 Site D 7  -  Slick O  Quarry

This site may have potential impacts on various water/ecological sensitive 
receivers and fishery resources in the surrounding areas, including Cap D* Aguilar 
Marine Reserve, coastal protection area at Shek 0  Quarry, Shek 0  Country Park, 
and Adult Fish Production Area of relatively high production rate, etc. In addition, 
the site is in the proximity of vehicle emission and road traffic from Shek 0  Road 
and Cape D'Aguilar Road. Furthermore, this site may also have landscape and 
visual issue s including loss of coastal waters landscape resources.

6.3 Overall Strategic Environmental Findings of the 
Longlisted Reclamation Sites

It is observed that all 27 Recommended Longlisted Sites for reclamation have 
different environmental constraints.

Overall Strategic Environmental Performances

• For sites in Category A  - Artificial island and sites in Category B  - 
Reclamation to connect islands, the common critical environmental issues 
include of water quality, ecology, fisheries, and landscape and visual.

• For sites in Category C  - Reclamation upon artificial or disturbed shoreline 
and Category D  - Reclamation upon natural but not protected shoreline, the 
c ommon critical environmental issues include air quality and noise due to the 
land use interfacing uses, water quality, ecology, fisheries, and landscape and 
visual.

• Hazard to Life issue is a key issue for Site C4 Siu H o  Wan, Site C7 Silver 
Mine Bay South, Site C8 Tai Po Industrial Estate and Site C13 Tseung K w a n  
O  East.

• Site A4 Tsing Chau Tsai East appears to have less environmental constraints, 
while comparatively; Site C4 Siu H o  Wan, Site C5 Sunny Bay, Site C7 
Silver Mine Bay South, Site C9 Tai Po Kau, Site C12 L a m m a  Quarry, Site 
D1 Lung K w u  Tan and Site D 4  Shuen W a n  appear to have more 
environmental constraints.
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• From waste management aspect, tlie potential environmental impacts due to 
Construction stage: construction and demolition waste during construction 
phase and municipal waste during operational phase arc anticipated in all 27 
recommended Longlisted Sites. Sediment and chemical waste and general 
refuse, sewage

• ■ Operational stage: Municipal, chemical waste, sewage 

Consideration of Mitigation Measures

Some issues (e.g. landfill gas hazard) will be subject to future detailed 
assessments to address their impacts, while other impacts (e.g. chimney emission) 
will be subject to further stu<iies/assessments，future statutory EIAs, land use 

planning, etc. to confirm tlieir environmental impacts.

• Construction dust and noise impact are normally transient. Proper mitigation 
measures, except under special situations, have been proven to be effective in 

many  previous cases. Operational air quality and noise impact will require 

for detailed investigation and modelling assessment, while certain mitigation 
measures (i.e. sufficient setback distances, proper landuse layout, etc.) can be 
considered.

• Potential impact on water quality during construction phase will normally be 
mitigated by non-dredged method and deployment of silt curtain, subject to 

furtlier assessment. Potential impact on water quality during operational 
phase, including the hydrodynamic impact, will require further investigation. 

The feasibility and effectiveness of the mitigation measures will be subject to 

furtlier studies/assessments, future statutory EIAs, land use planning, etc. for 

confirmation.

• For ecology and fisheries, it will require further comprehensive baseline 

survey, monitoring and impact assessment to confirm the impact. Water 

quality relevant mitigation measures m ay be applicable to minimise 

ecological and fisheries impact subject to further studies/assessments. Other 

site-specific ecology and fisheries mitigation measures to minimise the 

impacts to C W D  and other ecological/fisheries species/habitats for Site D1  

Lung K w u  Tan, C 4  Siu H o  W a n  and C5 Sunny Bay, will also be needed, and 

assess and recommended in further studies/assessments.

• Potential impact landscape and visual during construction phase and 

operational phase will normally be mitigated through integrated landscape 

and urban design and viewing corridors, subject to further 

studies/assessments, future statutory EIAs, land use planning, etc. for 

confirmation.

• For the sites subject to hazard to life issues, quantitative risk assessments are 

required during engineering investigation stages to assess and address the 

hazard to life impacts of the development proposals of the site.

• The size and shape of reclamation will be revisited as one of the possible 

means to address the environmental issues.

• Potential environmental impacts due to waste generated from proposed 

developments during construction and operational phase can be mitigated by 

proper collection, transportation，treatment and disposal system/arrangement.
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Secondary impact such as odour nuisance, vermin, water pollution and visual 
impact shall also be reduced.
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7 Site Shortlisting and Key Environmental 
Issues and Opportunities of the Shortlisted 
Sites and Artificial Islands

e

7.1 Site Shortlisting Methodology
Site shortlisting is to select shortlisted sites from the longlist by qualitative 
assessment based on the results of Broad Technical Assessment and the refined 
Site Selection Criteria. This shortlisting process is to select sites that have higher 
potential for consultation witli the public in PE2 and further detailed study. 

Reclamations (under Item C  of Schedule 2) and engineering feasibility studies of 

urban development projects with study areas more than 20 ha or involving 
population of more than 100 000 (under Schedule 3) are Designated Projects 

under tlie EIAO. There would also be other potential Designated Project elements 

on the shortlisted reclamation sites. All the shortlisted sites will need to eventually 

go through separate feasibility studies, statutory processes under EIAO, T o w n  
Planning Ordinance, etc. and public consultations to confirm their environmental 

acceptability and mitigation measures required.

Qualitative review was undertaken to take into account the potential key 

issues/constraints, and possible mitigation measures of the longlisted sites.

With reference to the feedback from PEI, environmental impact is one of the key 

site selection criteria considered by the public during the public engagement 

activities, and therefore environmental impact is initially considered in the site 
shortlisting stage together with impact on local community which is also 

considered as the key criteria by the public in Stage 1 PE.

The selected sites are then assessed with reference to other key considerations 

revealed from the Broad Technical Assessments in the site shortlisting process. 

These m a y  include but are not limited to development potential and constraints, 

transport links, traffic impact, aircraft and helicopter flight paths, etc. 

Environmental-related factors, such as planning constraints and land use 

interfacing issues, such as aircraft and helicopter noise issues, were also 

considered in site shortlisting together with other factors.

7.2 Site Shortlisting with SEA/Environmental 
Considerations

To  facilitate the site shortlisting study with respect to SEAYenvironmental 

considerations, environmental performance indicators (EPIs) were established to 

compare the relative environmental performances of the longlisted sites. The 

proposed strategic EPIs have considered man y  factors including environmental 

legislations, standards and guidelines, e.g. H o n g  K o n g  Planning Standard and 

Guidelines (HKPSG), Water Pollution Control Ordinance (WPCO), 

Environmental Impact Assessment Ordinance (EIAO), Air Pollution Control 

Ordinance (APCO), Waste Disposal Ordinance (WDO),  Noise Control Ordinance 

(NCO), and other relevant guidelines/guidance notes/studies/references, as 

appropriate.

A  qualitative assessment was then carried out by assessing the potential 

environmental issues/constraints of each longlisted site and the likelihood of
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possible mitigation measures to address the issues/constraints. Based upon the site 
shortlisting exercise, the following five nearshore reclamation sites are shortlisted:

(1) Siu H o  W a n

(2) Sunny Bay

(3) Southwest Tsing Yi

(4) M a  Liu Shui

(5) Lung K w u  Tan

Besides, the site shortlisting exercise has identified there is great development 
potential for artificial islands in the central waters that worth further exploring. As 
regards the option of artificial islands, we have reviewed the eastern waters, the 
central waters and the western waters of Hong Kong. The eastern waters are of 
high ecological value whilst the western waters are already heavily constrained by 
a number of major infrastructure projects. The central waters however are 
relatively less ecologically sensitive. There are many other considerations that 
need to be studied further (e.g. impacts on fairways, anchorage areas, ferry routes, 
port operation, marine traffic, water flow and water quality, ecology, fisheries, etc.) 
in a strategic way. Despite the great development potential for artificial islands in 
the central waters, the approximate location and extent of artificial islands could 
only be ascertained subject to further studies.

The shortlisted nearshore reclamation sites and artificial islands in the central 
waters were taken forward for consultation in PE2, while the remaining sites may 
be studied further if opportunities arise in the future.

It is worth to highlight that among these 5 shortlisted nearshore reclamation sites, 
despite some of them may have relatively higher environmental concerns (e.g. Siu 
Ho  W a n  and Lung K w u  Tan), they were still selected into the shortlist because of 
other considerations such as less impact to local community, better location and 
accessibility, higher development potential and flexibility, higher cost 
effectiveness, engineering feasibility, etc.

For the reclamation sites which were not selected into the shortlist, some were 
found to have significant environmental impacts (e.g. Tai Po Kau, Beaufort Island, 
L a m m a  Quarry, Tuen M u n  Area 27 (Sam Shing)), while some sites will have 
moderate environmental impact (e.g. W u  Kai Sha, Tai L a m  Chung, Sheun Wan, 
Tseung Kwa n  O  Area 131, Tseung K w a n  O  East, Sandy Bay, Shek 0  Quarry, 
Silver Mine Bay North, Silver Mine Bay South, Tsing Lung Tau, Tuen M u n  Area 
40) and some have relatively less environmental impact (e.g. Tai Po Industrial 
Estate). For those sites with moderate or less environmental impact, they were not 
selected into the longlist because for other considerations such as significant 
impact to local community, low development potential, poor location or 
accessibility, small reclamation area, other planning and engineering constraints, 
etc.

7.3 Shortlisted Sites, Artificial Islands and Key 
Environmental Issues and Opportunities

The section provides qualitative discussion of the key environmental and other 
issues/constraints and opportunities of each of the shortlisted nearshore
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reclamation sites and artificial islands in the central waters with reference to the 
bix)ad environmental assessment.

7.3.1 Sin Ho Wan
Siu H o  W a n  is located at a strategic location in North Lantau.lt is near the Airport, 

can link up witli major trunk road and infrastructure (e.g. North Lantau Highway, 

railway lines, Tuen M u n  Chek Lap K o k  Link, H ong  Kong Link Road, etc.), and is 
close to many  tourism spots. It offers synergy with other developments in North 

Lantau including the nearby Tung Chung new town. The proposed area of 
reclamation is 133ha, potentially for the development of residential uses, G I C  and 

commercial provisions.

Impact on Environment

• Environmental impact m a y  be high. There will be potential ecological 

impact on Chinese White Dolphin habitats as Chinese White Dolphin 

hotspot is in extremely close proximity to the site. Other critical 

environmental impacts include, air quality, noise, water quality, ecology 

(e.g. potential ecological impact on committed Marine Park at The 

Brothers, Tai H o  Stream SSSI, mangrove areas and horseshoe crabs, etc.), 

fisheries, landscape and visual. Detailed site survey and ecological 

monitoring is required to investigate tlie potential impact on Chinese 

White Dolphins in nearshore area.

Potential Constraints

• Potential land use interface issues with the nearby various N I M B Y  

facilities and industrial uses, such as sewage treatment works, waste 

facilities, etc., and hazard to life issues from the water treatment works 

and chlorine transshipment dock in the vicinity.

• Aircraft and helicopter noise; road traffic noise and vehicular emission 

from North Lantau Highway; and railway noise from the nearby M T R  

networks.

Major environmental and non-environmental opportunities and constraints for this 

shortlisted site are shown in Figure 8.

7.3.2 Sunny Bay
Sunny B a y  is located at a strategic location in North Lantau. It is close to the 

Airport, can link up with major truck road and infrastructure (e.g North Lantau 

Highway, railway lines and station, Tuen M u n  Chek  Lap K o k  Link, etc.), and is 

close to m a n y  tourism spots. Sunny Bay has the potential for recreational and 

tourism development as already identified in the OZP. It offers synergy with other 

developments in North Lantau. The proposed area of reclamation is 75ha, 

potentially for the development of recreational and commercial uses.

Impact on Environment

• Moderate environmental impact is anticipated. There will be potential 

ecological impact on Chinese White Dolphin habitats as some sightings of 

Chinese White Dolphins were recorded in nearby area. Other critical
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environmental impacts include air quality, noise, water quality, ecology 

(c.g. potential ecological impact on committed Marine Pnrk nt 1'lic 

Drothci's, mangrove areas and sengrnss bed, etc.), fisheries, landscape and 

visual. Detailed site survey and ecological monitoring is required to 

investigate the potential impact on Chinese White Dolphins in nearshore 

m'ca.

Potential Constraints

• Aircraft and helicopter noise; road traffic noise and vehicular emission 

from North Lantau Highway; and railway noise from the nearby M T R  

networks.

Major environmental and non-environmental opportunities and constraints for this 
shortlisted site m-e shown in Figure 9.

7.3.3 Southwest Tsing Yi

Southwest Tsing Yi is located in area with good access to existing transportation 

nodes. Given the strategic location of tliis site, this site has great potential of 

integrated development witli adjacent area. The proposed area of reclamation is 
106ha, potentially for the development of residential uses with a range of 
complementary GIC, commercial and open space provision.

However, its development potential is limited by adjacent industrial land uses. At 
present, the site is suitable for extending port facilities to create a regional logistic 
node. Residential or otlier development is also feasible if all oil dcpots/terminals 
in tlie vicinity and tlie adjacent industrial land uses are relocated, releasing a large 
piece of prime land and benefiting the entire district. Under this Study, this site 
has been assessed on the assumption that all existing oil depots/terminals and 
industrial land uses in the surrounding areas are relocated.

Impact on Environment

• Ecological impact is anticipated to be- relatively low comparing to other 

sites. Critical environmental impact includes air quality, noise, and 

hydrodynamic and water quality due to impact on H A T S  discharge.

Potential Constraints

• Five oil depots/terminals in the vicinity constituting hazard to life issues 

requiring relocation of these PHIs before development of the site; and land 

use interfacing issues with the nearby various N I M B Y  and industrial 

facilities/uses.

• Road traffic noise and vehicular emission from Cheung Tsing Highway 

and Tsing Yi Road, and marine emission around M a  W a n  Channel.

Major environmental and non-environmental opportunities and constraints for this 

shortlisted site are shown in Figure 10.

7.3.4 M a  Liu Shui

M a  Liu Shui can provide valuable land in developed district for residential 
development near Shatin N e w  Town. It is located within area with good access to
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existing / future traffic and railway network (e.g. Tolo Highway, Tatc\s Cairn 
Highway, Shing M u n  Tunnel, Shatin Heights Tunnel, Lion Rock 1'unncl, Tate's 
Cairn Tunnel, M T R  East Rail, and future SCL, etc.). It can also provide 
community facilities to meet the needs in the district. The reclamation will create 
synergy with the development proposals of the adjacent site released by relocating 
the Sha Tin Sewage Treatment works to rock cavern. The proposed area of 
reclamation is 47ha, potentially for the development of residential uses and other 
beneficial uses including community and recreational facilities.

Impact on Environment

• Ecological impact is anticipated to be relatively low comparing to other 

sites. Critical environmental impacts include air quality, noise, water
- quality, landscape and visual.

Potential Constraints

• Social impacts on the Chinese University and residential development in 

M a  O n  Shan.

• Potential land use interface issues, including odour and helicopter noise 
from the nearby sewage treatment works and Marine Police’s helipad.

• Road traffic noise and vehicular emission from Tolo Highway and Tate’s 

Cairn Highway, and railway noise from M T R  East Rail.

Major environmental and non-environmental opportunities and constraints for this 

shortlisted site are shown in Figure 11.

7.3.5 Lung Kwu Tan
Lung K w u  Tan is easily accessible via existing traffic networks (e.g. Lung K w u  

Tan Road, Lung Fu Road, Lung M u n  Road, etc.) which have spare capacity with 

further road widening. It presents opportunity for relatively large-scale 

reclamation (200 -  300 ha) site which is suitable for comprehensive planning. 

This proposed reclamation site has the potential for a science and business park, 

residential uses with complementary GIC facilities and local open space.

Impact on Environment

• Environmental impact may be high. There will be potential ecological 

impact on Chinese White Dolphin habitats as the site is close to Chinese 

White Dolphin hotspot. Other critical environmental impacts include air 

quality, noise, water quality, ecology (e.g. ecological impacts on Sha Chau 

&  Lung K w u  Chau Marine Park, committed Marine Park at The Brothers, 

SSSI at Lung K w u  Chau, Tree Island and Sha Chau, horseshoe crabs, etc.), 

fisheries, landscape and visual. Detailed site survey and ecological 

monitoring is required to investigate the potential impact on Chinese 

White Dolphins in nearshore area.

• Potential disturbance on the Lung K w u  Tan Valley SSSI (400m away) and 

butterfly hotspot in the proximity.

Potential Constraints
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• Potential land use intcrfncc issues witli tlie nearby various N I M H Y  and 

industrial uscs/fncilitics, sucli as two power stations, cement plants, steel 

mill, different wnste facilities, aviation lucl facility, other industrial uses, 

etc.

• Road traffic noise and vehiculm* emission from Lung K w u  Inn Road nnd 

Lung M u n  Rond, and marine emission mound Urmston Rond.

Major environmental and non-cnvironmcntnl opportunities und constraints for this 

shortlisted site are shown in Figure 12.

7.3.6 Artificial Islands
The option of artificial islands in tlie central waters, between Hong Kong Island 

and Lantau can generally avoid shorelines of high ecological value and, if 

artificial islands are provided with suitable transport infrastructure, they could be 

extended as new development areas from the current urban areas.

Impact on Environment

• Environmental impact may be high at some locations in the central waters. 

There would be potential hydrodynamic and water quality impacts from 

the artificial islands due to impact on H A T S  discharge. Artificial islands 

would also potentially affect different ecological and fisheries 

significant/sensitive species/areas, such as finlcss porpoises, corals, fish 

production areas, proposed and potential marine parks, coastal protection 

areas, etc. It is recommended to conduct a separate comprehensive 

strategic study on building artificial islands in the central waters covering 

different aspects, including hydrodynamic and water quality, ecological 

and fisheries impacts, etc. to derive the extent, shape, broad land use and 

transport infrastructure of the artificial islands.

Potential Constraints

• There are a number of fairways, anchorage areas, ferry routes in the 

central waters, and the impacts of artificial islands on port operation, 

marine traffic and water flow etc.

7.3.7 Potential Cumulative Environmental Impacts
Apart from the individual environmental issues of the respective shortlisted site, 
cumulative environmental impacts are anticipated from the shortlisted sites, 
particularly those reclamation sites in Western Waters where there arc Chinese 
White Dolphin habitats, existing and committed marine parks, SSSIs, and other 
ecological/fisheries sensitive areas; many ongoing/committed/planned/proposcd 
major development projects undertaken, such as airport 3rd runway, Tung Chung 
new town extension development, Hong Kong -  Zhuhai -  Macau bridge-related 
developments. There are also different land use interfacing issues anticipated from 
the shortlisted sites as various NIMBY/industrial and incompatible fncilities/uses 
are located in the vicinity. Detailed assessments on the cumulative impacts to the 
environment are needed.
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The central waters is the major channel for water flows from Pearl River Estuary 
through the Hong Kong marine territory towards the South China Sea. There are 
different ecological/fisheries sensitive species/areas and water sensitive receivers 
around the central water areas, such as finless porpoises, corals, fish production 
areas, beaches, etc. The artificial islands in the central waters would potentially 
bring significant hydrodynamic effects on the water flow within Hong Kong and 
dispersion o f the treated effluent from the Harbour Area Treatment Scheme 
(HATS) outfall. There are different water sensitive receivers around the central 
water areas, such as beaches at the southern HK Island, corals and beaches at the 
Lamma Island, etc. Detailed assessments on the cumulative impacts on 
hydrodynamic/water quality and ecology/fisheries are needed.

Apart from different land use interfacing and hazard to life issues with regard to 
the existing land uses o f  Tsing Yi, the shortlisted reclamation to the southwest of 
Tsing Yi near Ma Wan Channel and Kap Shui Mun would have potential 
cumulative impact together with any other new/proposed developments on the 
hydrodynamic and water flow o f Ma Wan Channel, Kap Shui Mun and any 
other relevant channels and also cumulative impact on HATS discharge 
potentially affecting ecological and fisheries sensitive habitats/areas and water 
sensitive receivers in the vicinity.

There may also be potential cumulative implications on the land use interfacing 
o f the shortlisted reclamation near Tolo Harbour together with the adjacent site 
o f the Sha Tin STW planned for relocation to the rock cavern with the nearby 
traffic networks, and potential impact on hydrodynamic and water flow  o f the 
Tolo Harbour.
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8 Stage 2 Public En^a^emcnt

8.1 Stage 2 Public Engagcnicnl
Stage 2 Public Engagement (PB2) was conducted between 21 March 2013 and 21 
June 2013. The aim of PB2 was to seek public views on the possible land uses for 
tlie shortlisted sites as well as the areas of concern to be addressed in future 
technical studies.

Methodology used in collecting and collating views during Stage 2 Public 

Engagement includes qualitative feedback in form of response to open-ended 

questions in questionnaires, gists of discussions at public forums or other PE  
meetings, written submissions in form of individual letters or emails, signature 

campaigns or petitions organized by interest parties, etc.

To enhance the public awareness of the PE2 exercise and to encourage public 

participation, a series of P E  activities including public forums and roving 
exhibitions were organized. The consultation document, PE2 Digest, was widely 
disseminated to the public at various outlets including District Offices, roving 
exhibition counters and public forums. A  web version of the PE2 Digest was 

uploaded onto the Study website.

The Panel on Development of the Legislative Council was consulted on 23 April 
2013. Government representatives attended a Special Meeting of the Panel on 1 
June 2013 to listen to the views of the deputation. Seven District Councils, in 
which constituencies the five potential nearshore reclamation sites, three Rock 
Cavern Development (RCD) sites and artificial islands in the central islands are 
located, were also consulted, amongst other stakeholders including green groups, 

local concerns groups and residents* groups.

The Stage 2 Public Engagement Report and Executive Summary can be found on 
the Study website http://www.landsupplv.hk.

8.2 SEA/Environmental Comments
Environmental -  related Public Comments collected during Stage 2 Public 

Engagement include:

a) Impact on marine ecology including encroachment on habitats of C W D s ,  
ecological conservation, potential impact on the landscape or habitats 

along the shorelines, etc. were c o m m o n  major SEA/environmental 

concerns shared by the potential near shore reclamation sites and artificial 
islands in the central waters.

b) Major SEA/environmental concerns as regards Lung K w u  Tan included 
impact of N I M B Y  facilities nearby, air pollution near the development 
sites, deterioration of seawater quality, etc.

c) Major SEA/environmental concerns as regards Siu H o  W a n  included noise 
pollution near the development sites, deterioration of seawater quality, 
encroachment on nearby conservation areas, etc.
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d) Major SEA7environmental concerns as regards Sunny Bay deterioration of 
seawater quality, noise pollution near tlie development sites, air pollution 
near the development sites，etc.

e) Major SEA7environmental concerns as regards Tsing Yi Southwest 
included noise pollution near the development sites, air pollution near the 
development sites, and deterioration of seawater quality, etc.

f) Major SEA/environmental concerns as regards M a  Liu Shui included 
impact on cultural heritage, air pollution near the development sites, 
affecting water flow, deterioration of seawater quality, noise pollution near 
tlie development sites, increased flooding risk at Shing M u n  River, etc.

g) Major SEA/environmental concerns as regards possible artificial islands in 

tlie central waters included deterioration of seawater quality, air pollution 
near tiie development site, impact on fisheries, noise pollution near the 
development site, affecting water flow, impact on cultural heritage.

8.3 Other Comments
Other Public Comments collected during Stage 2 Public Engagement include:

a) Land reserve, residential development (in particular public rental housing), 
recreational or leisure facilities and public parks were tlie four land uses 
that received most support among those providing feedback on 
reclamation;

b) The large volume of combined resistance to all potential reclamation sites, 
mostly generated from the signature campaigns and petitions arui 
Facebook campaign organized by a group of Chinese University Hong 
Kong students but also from some other sources, could indicate 
considerable resistance to any of tlie five reclamation sites. O n  the other 
hand, the combined acceptance of all five reclamation sites expressed by 
some construction industry groups suggested an economic argument for 
reclamation (e.g. in terms of creating jobs) which was supported in some 
quarters of the community;

c) There were fewer specific objections to Sunny Bay and Tsing Yi 

Southwest. The number of specific objections to artificial islands in the 
central waters was also comparatively small.

8.4 SEA/Environmental Observations
Major SEA/Environmental observations made in Stage 2 Public Engagement are
summarized below:

a) The potential impact on marine ecology, including encroachment on 
habitats of Chinese White Dolphins (CWDs), and ecological conservation 
were two co m m o n  themes of concerns about reclamation sites (including 
artificial islands in the central waters).

b) There was particularly strong resistance against the proposed reclamation 
at M a  Liu Shui as conveyed through feedback questionnaires collected in 

M a  O n  Shan as well as signature campaigns and petitions (SCPs) 

organized by some local groups and residents5 groups. SCPs and Facebook

REP/98AJ11 Rev 111
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campaign (FB) initiated by the Student Union of The Chinese University 
of Hong Kong (CUHK) also contributed to such resistance. Concerns 
about the environment including coastal landscape and habitats, marine 
ecology, air and noise pollution, water flow and quality of Shing M u n  
River were the key SEA/environmental reasons behind the resistance.

c) Many respondents made their views explicit through SCPs expressing 
combined opposition to all five near shore reclamation sites. The SCPs 
and FB organised by the Student Union of C U H K  constituted the biggest 
source of combined rejection of all five near shore reclamation sites.

d) Acceptance of the reclamation sites was also expressed in the form of 
combined acceptance of all sites through SCPs, with some groups in the 
construction industry providing the bulk of such combined acceptance.

e) A  considerable number of general views towards the proposals without 
naming specific sites were received. The potential impact on the habitats 
of CWDs, concerns about ecological conservation, and potential impact on 
landscape or habitats along shorelines were most frequently mentioned 
among the main reasons cited against reclamation proposals in general.

Q  There were relatively fewer specific objections to Sunny Bay and Tsing Yi 
Southwest. The number of specific objections to artificial islands in the 
central waters was also comparatively small.
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9______ Strategic Environmental M onitoring and 
_______ Audit (SEM&A) Plans__________________
The follow-up actions / mitigation measures which would be implemented by the 

relevant departments / parties are presented in this section. It should be reminded 
that some of the follow-up actions / mitigation measures are initially 

recommended for further consideration. The c o m m o n  follow-up works to be taken 
for the shortlisted sites are shown below:

C o m m o n  follow-up works for the shortlisted sites and artificial islands

Potential Site ； • Major Follow-up Work/Action

5 shortlisted nearshore reclamation Technical assessments and studies, such as planning

sites and engineering feasibility studies, statutory EIAs 
(Reclamations under Item C of Schedule 2 and

1. Siu Ho Wan engineering feasibility studies of urban development 
projects with study areas more than 20 ha or involving

2. Sunny Bay population of more than 100 000 under Schedule 3 are
3. Southwest Tsing Yi Designated Projects under the EIAO. There would 

also be other potential Designated Project elements on
4. Ma Liu Shui the shortlisted reclamation sites and artificial islands.),

5. Lung Kwu Tan
etc.

Artificial Islands in the central waters

9.1 Siu Ho Wan
Further specific assessments and follow-up works for this Shortlisted Site shall be 
conducted to resolve and address the strategic key environmental issues discussed 

in previous sections which are highlighted in the following:

• Cumulative environmental impact assessment to assess quantitatively the 

total environmental effects of the potential, reclamations on ecology, 

fisheries, air quality and water quality;

• Site Specific Chinese White Dolphin Field Monitoring Survey;

• Liaison with A F C D  on the Committed Marine Park in The Brothers;

• Confirmation from H K A A / C A D  on the N E F  25 Contour for the 3-runway 

for the land use proposal of the reclamation;

• Negotiation with W S D  for the relocation of S h a m  Shui K o k  Chlorine 

Transshipment Dock, or any other possible measure to settle the hazard to 

life issue; and

• Negotiation with W S D  for the relocation of Siu H o  W a n  Water Treatment 

Works, or any other possible measure to settle the hazard to life issue. •

• Key issues particularly to be assessed including ecological impacts and 

land use interfacing issues with different NIMBY/industrial facilities/uses 

in the vicinity.
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9.2 Sunny Bay
Further specific assessments and follow-up works for this Shortlisted Site shall be 
conducted to resolve and address the strategic key environmental issues discussed 
in previous sections which are highlighted in the following:

• Cumulative environmental impact assessment to assess quantitatively the 
total environmental effects of the potential reclamations on ecology, 
fisheries, air quality and water quality;

• Site Specific Chinese White Dolphin Field Monitoring Survey;

• Confirmation from HKAA/CAD on the NEF 25 Contour for the 3-runway 
for the land use proposal of the reclamation; and

• Liaison with AFCD on the Committed Marine Park in The Brothers.

• Key issues particularly to be assessed including ecological impacts and 
aircraft noise impact.

9.3 Southwest Tsing Yi
Further specific assessments and follow-up works for this Shortlisted Site shall be 
conducted to resolve and address the strategic key environmental issues discussed 
in previous sections which are highlighted in the following:

• Negotiation with Shell HK Ltd., Chevron HK Ltd., ExxonMobil HK Ltd 
and Sinopec (HK) Ltd. on the relocation of the five Potentially Hazardous 
Installations (PHIs) for comprehensive planning and development of the 
sites with the reclamation, or any other possible measure to settle the 
hazard to life issue;

• Negotiation with Yiu Lian Dockyards Ltd., Hong Kong United Dockyards 
Ltd. and Euroasia Dockyard Enterprise and Development Ltd., and Tien 
Chu Industrial Centre etc. on the relocation of the various 
MMBY/industrial uses/facilities for comprehensive planning and 
development of the sites with the reclamation;

• Liaison with relevant bureau/ departments for coordination with the 
proposals of Container Terminal 10 study; and

• Key issues particularly to be assessed including hydrodynamic and water 
quality impact due to potential impact on HATS discharge, cumulative air 
quality impact including marine emission, etc.

9.4 Ma Liu Shui
Further specific assessments and follow-up works for this Shortlisted Site shall be 
conducted to resolve and address the strategic key environmental issues discussed 
in previous sections which are highlighted in the following:

• Negotiation with Marine Police for the relocation of Marine Police 
headquarter (including helipad) for comprehensive planning and 
development of the reclamation with the site of Marine Police headquarter;
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• Negotiation with DSD for comprehensive planning and development of 
the reclamation with the site of Shatin STW; and

• Key issues particularly to be assessed including road traffic noise, railway 
noise, etc.

9.5 L ung K w u Tail
Further specific assessments and follow-up works for this Shortlisted Site shall be 
conducted to resolve and address the strategic key environmental issues discussed 
in previous sections which are highlighted in the following:

• Cumulative environmental impact assessment to assess quantitatively the 
total environmental effects of the potential reclamations on ecology, 
fisheries, air quality and water quality;

• Site Specific Chinese White Dolphin Field Monitoring Survey; and

• Archaeological field survey.

• Key issues particularly to be assessed including ecological impacts and 
land use interfacing issues with different NIMBY/industrial facilities/uses 
in the vicinity, including power stations, ecopark, cement plant, steel mill, 
landfills, different waste facilities, etc.

9.6 A rtific ia l Islands in C entral W aters
Further specific assessments and follow-up works for artificial islands in the 
central waters shall be conducted to resolve and address the strategic key 
environmental issues discussed in previous sections which are highlighted in the 
following:

• Strategic studies on the engineering feasibility and environmental 
acceptability of the proposed artificial islands in the central waters; and

• Key issues particularly to be assessed including hydrodynamic and water 
quality impacts, ecological and fisheries impacts, etc.
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• Negotiation with D S D  for comprehensive planning and development of 
the reclamation witli the site of Shatin S T W ;  and

• Key issues particularly to be assessed including road traffic noise, railway 
noise, etc.

9.5 Limg Kwu Tan
Further specific assessments and follow-up works for this Shortlisted Site shall be 
conducted to resolve and address the strategic key environmental issues discussed 

in previous sections which are highlighted in the following:

• Cumulative environmental impact assessment to assess quantitatively the 

total environmental effects of the potential reclamations on ecology, 

fisheries, air quality and water quality;

• Site Specific Chinese White Dolphin Field Monitoring Survey; and

• Archaeological field survey.

• Ke y  issues particularly to be assessed including ecological impacts and 

land use interfacing issues with different NIMBY/industrial facilities/uses 
in the vicinity, including power stations, ecopark, cement plant, steel mill, 

landfills, different waste facilities, etc.

9.6 Artificial Islands in Central Waters
Further specific assessments and follow-up works for artificial islands in the 
central waters shall be conducted to resolve and address the strategic key 
environmental issues discussed in previous sections which are highlighted in the 

following:

• Strategic studies on the engineering feasibility and environmental 
acceptability of the proposed artificial islands in the central waters; and •

• Key issues particularly to be assessed including hydrodynamic and water 

quality impacts, ecological and fisheries impacts, etc.
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Conclusion

S E A  has been carried as part of the study to provide environmental consideration 
in each step of the site selection process. S E A  has identified that the potential 
sites for reclamation have different environmental issues/constraints and there are 
no highly environmental favourable potential reclamation sites. Each of the 
shortlisted sites and artificial islands for reclamation has different potential 
environmental issues/constraints and opportunities. In the future, further 
studies/assessments, statutory EIAs and town planning processes will be needed 
to confirm the environmental acceptability of these different shortlisted sites for 
reclamation and artificial islands before their construction programmes commence.

10.1 Site Selection Process
Apart from other considerations, the study involved S E A  to take into account 
environmental consideration throughout the site selection process of reclamation 
sites, including the following:

(a) In the territorial constraint mapping exercise, 48 pre-longlisted reclamation 
sites were identified taking into account environmental “Stop Areas” and 

“Constrained Areas” and . avoiding different environmental 
significant/sensitive areas which are prohibited for development.

(b) In the longlisting stage, 27 longlisted reclamation sites were identified with 
reference to the environmental-related site selection criteria consulted in 
the Stage 1 PE, including environmental impacts and benefits and 
planning/land use considerations.

(c) In the broad technical assessment stage, broad environmental assessment 
was carried out on the 27 longlisted reclamation sites to identify the key 
environmental issues/constraints and possible mitigation measures.

(d) In the site shortlisting stage, the 27 longlisted reclamation sites were 
further evaluated and compared with reference to the broad environmental 
assessment findings adopting some indicators on environmental 
performance and eastern, central and western waters were compared. Five 
nearshore reclamation sites were shortlisted and artificial islands in central 
waters were identified for the Stage 2 PE.

0

❿
10.2 Shortlisted Sites and Artificial Islands for 

Reclamation
The five shortlisted nearshore reclamation sites are: 

• Siu Ho  W a n

• Sunny Bay

• Southwest Tsing Yi

• M a  Liu Shui

• Lung K w u  Tan
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Besides, the site shortlisting exercise has identified there is great development 

potential for artificial islands in the central waters that worth further exploring. As 

regards the option of artificial islands, w e  have reviewed the eastern waters, the 

central waters and the western waters of H ong  Kong. The eastern waters are of 

high ecological value whilst the western waters are already heavily constrained by 

a number of major infrastructure projects. The central waters however are 

relatively less ecologically sensitive. There are many  other considerations that 

need to be studied further (e.g. impacts on fairways, anchorage areas, ferry routes, 

port operation, marine traffic, water flow and water quality, ecology, fisheries, 

etc.) in a strategic way. Despite the great development potential for artificial 

islands in the central waters, the approximate location and extent of artificial 

islands could only be ascertained subject to further studies.

It is worth to highlight that throughout the entire site selection process under the 

Study, the S E A  identified different environmental and planning issues of all the 

sites assessed. Due  to environmental/planning constraints throughout the territory 

and other consideration factors, these shortlisted nearshore reclamation sites and 

artificial islands in the central waters also have different potential environmental 

issues. Reclamations (under Item C  of Schedule 2) and engineering feasibility 

studies of urban development projects with study areas more than 20 ha or 

involving population of more than 100 000 (under Schedule 3) are Designated 

Projects under the EIAO. There would also be other potential Designated Project 

elements on the shortlisted reclamation sites and artificial islands._It is important 

that the shortlisted sites and artificial islands in central waters are required to go 

through planning and engineering feasibility studies, statutory processes under the 

EIAO, statutory planning processes under the T o w n  Planning Ordinance, further 

detailed studies/assessments, etc. and public consultations in future to confinn 

their environmental acceptability. The S E A  has identified the following key 

potential environmental issues of the shortlisted sites and artificial islands in the 

central waters:

Siu Ho Wan
• Impacts on different ecological significant/sensitive species/areas, such as 

Chinese White Dolphins, committed marine park, SSSI, horseshoe crabs, 

mangroves, etc. and fisheries areas;

• Different land use interfacing issues given many  NIMBY/industrial 

uses/facilities located in the vicinity;

• Hazard to life issues given water treatment works and chorine 

transshipment dock located in the vicinity of Siu H o  Wan;

• Road traffic noise and vehicular emission and railway noise from the 

nearby major road and rail networks; and

• Aircraft and helicopter noise.

Sunny Bay

• Impacts on ecological significant/sensitive species/areas, such as Chinese 

White Dolphins, committed marine park, mangroves and seagrass bed, etc.;

• Aircraft and helicopter noise; and
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• Road traffic noise and vehicular emission and railway noise from the 
nearby major road and rail networks.

Southwest Tsing Yi
• Hazard risk given five oil depots/terminals located in the vicinity requiring 

relocation of these PHIs before development of the site;

• Different land use interfacing issues given many N I M B Y /  industrial 

uses/facilities located in the vicinity;

• Hydrodynamic and water quality impacts due to impact on H A T S  

discharge;

• Marine emission; and

• Road traffic noise and vehicular emission from the nearby major road 

networks.

Ma Liu Shui
• Odour iBrom the S T W  and helicopter noise from the marine helipad in the 

vicinity requiring comprehensive development of the site together with the 

S T W  and marine police’s helipad; and

• Road traffic noise and vehicular emission and railway noise from the 

nearby major road and rail networks.

Lung Kwu Tan
• Impacts on different ecological significant/sensitive species/habitats, such 

as Chinese White Dolphins, marine park and committed marine park, 

SSSIs, horseshoe crabs, etc. and fisheries areas;

• Different land use interfacing issues given many NIMBY/industrial 

uses/facilities located in the vicinity;

• Marine emission; and

• Road traffic noise and vehicular emission from the nearby major road 

networks.

Artificial Islands in Central Waters
• Impacts on different ecological/fisheries significant/sensitive species/areas, 

such as finless porpoises, corals, fish production areas, proposed and 

potential marine parks, coastal protection areas, etc.; and

• Hydrodynamic and water quality impacts due to impact on H A T S  

discharge.

These shortlisted nearshore reclamation sites and the artificial islands in the 
central waters were taken forward for consultation in PE2, while the remaining 
sites may be studied further if opportunities arise in the future.

10.3 Works Ahead of the Shortlisted Sites and 
Artificial Islands for Reclamation

The shortlisted reclamation sites will also potentially give rise to cumulative 
impacts to the environment. To address public concerns regarding potential 
cumulative impacts due to potential reclamation sites, their potential impacts on 
Chinese White Dolphin habitats and other ecological/ fisheries sensitive areas,
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their cumulative environmental impacts with various ongoing/ committed/ 
planned/ proposed development projects, such as airport 3rd runway, Tung Chung 
new town extension development, Hong Kong - Zhuhai - Macau bridge-related 
developments, etc., different land use interfacing issues potentially induced, and 
other potential issues/constraints, the government has commissioned separate 
consultancies to undertake assessments and explore mitigation measures in 
advance:

• C W D  monitoring in shallow water of Lung K w u  Tan, Siu H o  W a n  and 
Sunny Bay;

• Cumulative Environmental Impact Assessment (CEIA) Study for the 
Three Potential Nearshore Reclamation Sites in the Western Waters of 
Hong Kong to assess quantitatively the total environmental effects of the 
potential reclamations on ecology, fisheries, air quality and water quality; 
and

• Strategic Study on Artificial Islands in the central waters, which is yet to 

be commissioned.

With reference to the findings of the above separate consultancies and other 
projects, the government will carry out further detailed studies including planning 
and engineering feasibility studies and will go through the statutory processes 
under the E I A O  and the Town  Planning Ordinance, etc. and public consultations 
for the shortlisted reclamation sites and artificial islands in the central waters, 
during which the details of the development proposals including the reclamation 
extent, development parameters, mitigation works,, etc. will be developed and 
further discussed with the public.
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For Discussion on Lmil)八C  P C  S C  Paper No. 0(i/2014

14 November  2014

Lantau Development Advisory Committee 

Planning and Conservation Subcoinniittcc

Proposed Conservation Measures for Lant.au

1 Purpose

1.1 This paper aims at introducing the proposed ecology, cultural heritage and 

landscape conservation measures for Lantau for discussion by this 

Subcommittee.

2 Sites of Conservation Value

2.1 There is a wealth of ecology, historic and cultural heritage and landscape assets 

in Lantau. At the first joint meeting of tlie Planning and Conservation 

Subcommittee and the Economic and Social Development Subcommittee on 10 

October 2014, members were briefed about Lantau's current condition on this 

aspect and the sites of conservation value (Plan 1 to Plan 4).

3. Direction of Conservation W o r k  and Guiding Principles

3.1 The Government has kept undertaking conservation work for Lantau. Following 

the completion of the “Revised Concept Plan for Lantau” in 2007，the 

Government has designated the Lantau North (Extension) Country Park in 2008 

and completed the Ngo n g  Ping Nature Centre and the Hong  Ko n g  Olympic Trail 

from M u i  W o  to Pak M o n g  at Tai H o  in the same year. The Government has 

also published statutory plans for Tai O, Yi O, Tai Ho, Luk W u  and Keung Shan 

etc. to protect sites of conservation value. In addition, the Government also 

included the Old Tai O  Police Station into Batch 1 of the ̂ Revitalising Historic 

Buildings Through Partnership Scheme55 in 2008 and it was revitalised as the Tai 

O  Heritage Hotel in February 2012. Work  to carry forward the designation of 

proposed The Brothers Islands Marine Park, the marine park near the 

Three-Runway System of the Ho n g  Ko n g  International Airport, South West 

Lantau Marine Park and Soko Islands Marine Park is n o w  in progress.

3.2 At its previous meeting, the Subcommittee agreed on the direction of 

conservation work which was to ensure that the ecology, heritage and landscape 

of sites of conservation value would not be impaired by development while 

strengthening the point-line-plane linkage so that the public could enjoy the 

precious assets of Lantau.

3.3 The planning and conservation guiding principles for Lantau were deliberated at



that meeting as proposed in Paper No. 05/2014. Now, in accordance with the 

relevant guiding principles, the following conservation measures are 
recommended:

Proposed Conservation Measures

Ecology Conservation

• In site selection or planning for new developments or infrastructure, due 

consideration should be given to protecting sites of ecological conservation 

value. Major developments at these sites or their surrounding areas should 

be avoided as far as possible, and when necessary, ecological impact 

assessment should be conducted;

• Enhance the ecological value of country parks through tree planting and the 

Plantation Enhancement Scheme and the provision of facilities and 

services;

• Monitor the work of carrying forward the proposed marine parks;

• Suitably capitalising on the education, recreation and tourism potential 

brought about by the natural environment under the sustainable 

development principle; and

• In site selection and planning for new developments or infrastructure, due 

consideration should be given to the local habitat of important value and the 

habits of wild creatures. In the course of urban design, compatibility with 

the surrounding habitat should be ensured so as to reduce adverse impacts 

generated by the new developments.

Heritage Conservation

• Restore, preserve and conserve declared monuments and other sites of 

heritage value in accordance with the Antiquities and Monuments 

Ordinance;

• During site selection or planning for new developments or infrastructure, 

due consideration should be given to protecting those sites of conservation 

value. Major developments at these sites or their surrounding areas should 

be avoided as far as possible, and heritage impact assessments should be 

conducted when necessary;

• Continue identify those Government historic buildings suitable for adaptive 
re-use for inclusion into the “Revitalising Historic Buildings Through 

Partnership Scheme” or other revitalisation schemes. For owners of 

privately-owned graded historic buildings, they could seek assistance under 
the “Privately-owned Graded Historical Buildings : Financial Assistance for 
Maintenance Scheme” for conducting .minor maintenance works to help 

arrest the historic buildings from deterioration due to lack of maintenance; • •

• Strengthen linkage of sites of heritage value, for example, by providing



scenic trails, themed historic heritage trails or specific routings and tourist 

facilities for linking up the various heritage spots to attract tourists and to 

integrate with villages of unique rural character for maintaining the 

traditional village artefacts while promoting cultural tourism and education; 

and

• Consider converting the heritage clusters into a local historic heritage 

district for creating synergy and highlighting the heritage value of 

individual facility.

4.3 Landscape Conservation

• It is proposed that some natural areas outside country parks with high 

landscape value, such as the mountains, river valleys and natural coastlines, 

be designated as landscape protection areas or coastal landscape protection 

areas. N e w  developments should not compromise the existing landscape 
setting or local environmentj and landscaping should be carried out to 

mitigate the adverse effect of any new development;

• Areas with local characteristics and special landscape characters such as Tai 

O  Fishing Village and Pui O/Cheung Sha have to be preserved. N e w  

developments and urban design should not cause damage to the existing 

landscape setting and due respect should be given to the unique character of 

the areas. Viewing corridors should be formulated in areas with special 

character so that they would not be blocked by new developments; and

• Some  major projects, such as the Tian Tan Buddha Statute, the airport, 

Ngong Ping Cable Car and the Hong Kong-Zhuhai-Macao Bridge under 

construction, are landmarks of Lantau and integral parts of its landscape. 
N e w  developments and urban design need to take into consideration 

compatibility with these landmarks to enhance the landscape of the new 

developments.

5. Conclusion

5.1 The above conservation measures are conducive to balancing and co-ordinating 

the planning and conservation needs of Lantau. Green recreation, tourism and 

education uses are promoted through these natural and cultural conservation 

measures under the principle of sustainable development. Members of the 

Subcommittee are invited to discuss the above proposed conservation measures.

Planning Department 

November 2014
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〆忽 ■ Objection to Planning Application Ref: Y/l-DB/3 Discovery Bay
v  15/12/2016 20:31s V

to: t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k

SEB HK

To: "tpbpd@plan d . g o v . h k " < tpbpd@pland.gov.hk >,

Sender Date Subject

Objection to Planning Applii

Objection to Planning

公 1/201617:35

<£l S E B H K ___________________  15/12/2016 20:31

Dear Sirs,

Further to m y  email dated 28 Nov  2016,1 a m  pleased to provide some  further 

explanation with the use of images to convey m y  objections regarding the developers 

/ applicants proposal:-

The current proposal to use a cantilevered structure to form the Waterfront 

Pedestrian Promenade would produce an unattractive and unsafe, dark foreboding 

zone between the level of the sea and the above walkway/platform level. Also the 

current proposal for the Waterfront Pedestrian Promenade provides little or no 

physical access / connection to the sea for public enjoyment. The image above of the 

current Discovery Bay Plaza promenade illustrates these concerns.

The images below illustrate examples of ideas which should be implemented to 

address the current unacceptable proposal for a monotonous relatively straight (550 

meter in length and only 4 meter wide) Waterfront Pedestrian Promenade. They 

sho w  h o w  a Waterfront Pedestrian promenade can be designed to reflect the 

surrounding highly interesting and indented coastline and provide a physical 

connection to the sea for public enjoyment.

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk




c

Seb Hong - Discovery Bay Resident



F r o m :  S E B  H K  < s e b h k @ h o t m a i l . c o m >

Sent: M o n d a y ,  N o v e m b e r  28, 2 0 1 6  9:35 A M  

To: t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k

Subject: Objection to Planning Application Ref: Y/l-DB/3 Discovery B a y  

D e a r  Sirs,

In r e f e r e n c e  to P l a n n i n g  Application Y / l - D B / 3  - D i s c o v e r y  Bay, kindly n o t e  t h a t  m y  

o b j e c t i o n s  c o n c e r n i n g  t h e  d e v e l o p e r s  / a p p l i c a n t s  pr o p o s a l  are as  follows:-

1 .  T h e  current wall-like structure a p p e a r a n c e  of the 3-4 storey h o u s i n g  is not 

acceptable. A  stagger a r r a n g e m e n t  (disposition) in t e r m s  of plan position a n d  m o r e  

variety in vertical height a r r a n g e m e n t  of  th e  l o w  rise building blocks m u s t  b e  

provided in order assist effective airflow a r o u n d  buildings.

2 . T h e  "Waterfront Pedestrian P r o m e n a d e "  with a slab raised a b o v e  th e  waterline o n  

stilted structure o p e n  to the sea is not acceptable. A  stilted structure w h i c h  is o p e n  to 

th e  sea is visually /  aesthetically unpleasing. W h e n  this proposal for a raised platform 

is v i e w e d  f r o m  the sea a n d / o r  the surrounding coastline the public will v i e w  a n  

unattractive utility services zone/void containing drainage a n d  s e w a g e  pipes. 

M o r e o v e r ,  v e r m i n  a n d  the uncontrolled a c c umulation of flotsam a n d  j etsam will 

occur. A n  o p e n  stilted structure is also a m a j o r  safety c o n c e r n  as persons/children; 

objects c a n  be  c o n c e a l e d  f r o m  v i e w  if t h e y  enter this large extensive area.

3 . T h e  "'Waterfront Pedestrian P r o m e n a d e w p r o p o s e d  design is a m o n o t o n o u s ,  relatively 

straight ( 5 5 0  m e t e r  in length a n d  only 4  m e t e r  wide) is w i t h o u t  a n y  interest a n d  d o e s  

n o t  e m b r a c e  the s u r rounding natural, highly interesting, inde n t e d  coastline. T h e  

p r o p o s e d  design acts in effect a physical barrier detaching the public f r o m  connecting 

with the sea. T h e r e  is n o  a p p a r e n t  a t t e m p t  to e n h a n c e  the p r o m e n a d e  w h e n  v i e w e d  

f r o m  the su r r o u n d i n g  area or to integrate the p r o m e n a d e  in t e r m s  of  landscaping 

t r e a t m e n t  or its f o r m  or r e s p o n d  to the b e a c h  waterfront s e t t i n g . .

4 . Public access a n d  E m e r g e n c y  services access to the N i m  S h u e  W a n  village pedestrian 

pat h  is n o t  clearly defined o n  the p r o p o s e d  masterplan a n d  is required at this t i m e  for 

consideration. T h e  C o n c e p t  Plan M a s t e r  Layout should clearly define all e a s e m e n t s  to 

N i m  S h u e  W a n  Village/Trappist M o n a s t e r y  a n d  illustrate h o w  this p r o p o s e d  

d e v e l o p m e n t  will help these residents a n d  i m p r o v e  u p o n  the current situation.

5 . P r o p o s e d  e n t r a n c e  /  access route to th e  waterfront p r o m e n a d e  f r o m  the m a i n  access 

r o a d  is t o o  n a r r o w  a n d  uninviting.

6 .  Provide G r e e n  (landscaped) roofs to all buildings. Provide vertical g reening for blank 

elevations w h i c h  w o u l d  increase the a m e n i t y  value a n d  also i m p r o v e s  air quality a n d  

in t h e  long run, it c a n  also r educe u r b a n  h e a t  island effect.

7 . T h e  proposal to place ' W a t e r  Features' t h r o u g h o u t  a wate r f r o n t  d e v e l o p m e n t  is 

bizarre. T h e  d e v e l o p e r  / applicant sho u l d  u n d e r s t a n d  that existing w a t e r  features 

t h r o u g h o u t  Discovery B a y  are not ideal, t h e y  smell of che m i c a l  treatment, chemical 

t r e a t m e n t  stains s u r r o unding materials providing a n  unsightly ap p e a r a n c e ,  they are a 

slip hazard w h e n  t h e y  spray w a t e r  o n  surro u n d i n g  p a v e m e n t  w a l k w a y s  a n d  are 

constantly u n d e r g o i n g  m a i n t e n a n c e  w h i c h  causes inconvenience. Please provide 

instead a sustainable proposal such as a fish pond, or give th e  areas ov e r  to the 

planting of trees o r a  playground for children.

8 .  T h e r e  is n o t  sufficient consideration for leisure or public use facilities that provide 

interest or benefit local residents such as designated locations for fishing, public 

boating m o o r s ,  o p e n  l a w n  space / multi-use areas (tai chi), picnic areas, kite flying, 

exercise areas, seating with shelter, b a r b e c u e  facilities, cycle path o r  indoor

mailto:sebhk@hotmail.com
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


molli-function r o o m  for residents, public toilets, playgrounds, drinking water 

fountains, ci■善che facilities.

9 .  O n e  proposed children's play area on top of the p o d i u m  is not sufficient for the scale 

of development, the developer / applicant should provide a least three n u m b e r  

playgrounds with play activity equipment’s.

10. There is not sufficient landscaping to the "Waterfront Pedestrian P r o m e n a d e /, 

in order to maximize pedestrian comfort, tall trees with a wide p r o m e n a d e  shaded by 

dense c a n o p y  of trees for solar shading should be provided. T h e  adjoining N i m  Shue 

W a n  coastline contains lush greenery which should be replicated for continuity of 

appearance. The proposed 4  m e ter min wide waterfront walk is t;oo narrow, 

a b u n d a n t  and meaningful landscaping should be provided along the entity of 

waterfront.

1 1 .  T h e  a m o u n t  and variety of effective green o p e n  spaces is not e n o u g h  and 

should b e  maximized to reduce radiation gain of buildings and associated structures.

1 2 .  Public mooring, berthing and access should be provided for small and 

m e d i u m  sized r o w  boats, clingy, kayaks, leisure fishing boats (e.g for residents and 

P eng C h a u  and N i m  Shue W a n  fishermen) etc. Bridges and pontoons emerging from 

the Waterfront Pedestrian P r o m e n a d e  should be provided in the bay to permit the 

public physical connection an d  enjoyment of the sea. A  slipway for small 

boats/kayaks to enter/egress the water should be provided.

13. Details concerning the intended use and operations of the area indicated o n  

mast e r  plan as "Bounty Pie〆、should be clearly quantified by the applicant / 

developer. Will this area be operated as a form of commercial concession a n d  if so 

w h a t  the details are? Will there be party goers revelers and associated noise 

omissions, will there be an associated transport link / bus drop off -  pick u p ?  W h e n  

and h o w  w o uld it operate?

14. T h e  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, the TIA ignores the essential fact that, under the existing 

OZP, Discovery Bay is declared to be ’’primarily a car-free development”. T h e  

applicant has chosen to ignore the intent of the O Z P  an d  failed to provide and/or 

maintain a "primarily a car-free development". T h e  applicants various submissions to 

the planning department for Discovery Bay continue to increase road vehicle 

n u m b e r s  without an y  regard for the stated requirement contained in the O Z P  ,i.e. 

Discovery Bay is declared to .be "primarily a car-free development"

15. T h e  Traffic study does not address the issue of increased vehicle activity and 

its impa c t  u pon peak hour traffic flows and increased waiting times etc. inside 

Discovery Bay which will occur during the construction execution phase. Similarly the 

traffic study does not address the collective impact arising f r o m  other possible 

concurrent construction w o rks undertaken by the applicant / developer-in the 

surrounding Discovery Bay d e v e l opment area. Furthermore, the traffic study does 

not address whether specific pedestrianisation, traffic control measures, pedestrian 

crossings are proposed to minimize the conflict b e t w e e n  vehicles and pedestrians 

(Residents of the Marina for example m a y  be subjected to the daily disturbance and 

risks associated f rom the proposed buildings construction activities anywhere, from 4  

to 8 years or more).

1 6 .  Numbers, locations a n d  types of vehicle parking spaces and zones for 

residents (golf carts), and allocation for service vehicle parking are not defined and . 

should be clearly spelled out at this stage. There are not sufficient n u m b e r s  or details 

pertaining to the public bus stops &  shelters. A n  additional bus stop should be



provided adjacent to the plaza/bounty pier.

17. T h e  G o v e r n m e n t  should r eview the personal transport options available to 

residents. Consideration should be  given to c o m p letely replacing petrol a n d  diesel 

vehicles (golf carts, buses, D B  M a n a g e m e n t  cars, mini vans, v e n d o r s  / property 

agent's vehicles etc.) with m o r e  sustainable transport options (e.g. electric vehicles) 

a n d  a d h e r e  to the O Z P  r e q u i r e m e n t  w h i c h  states that Discovery Bay is declared to b e  

"primarily a car-free d e v e l o p m e n t” .

1 8 .  T h e r e  s hould be a small provision for retail space s u c h  as a coffee s h o p  or 

c o n v e n i e n c e  s h o p  to serve the p r o p o s e d  residents.

19. T h e  entire p o d i u m  should b e  acoustically treated a n d  this includes all 

entry/egress points. Large acoustic rated d o ors are c o m m o n  place a n d  should be u s e d  

to mitigate w h a t  is in effect a p r o p o s e d  concentration of industrial facilities adjoining 

a residential a n d  m a r i n a  waterfront area.

20. H o w  a n d  w h e r e  toxic f u m e s  will b e  treated a n d  e x h a u s t e d  safely f r o m  the 

p o d i u m  w i t h o u t  affecting t he residential occ u p a n t s  should b e  clearly described.

21. T h e  p r o m i n e n c e  a n d  a p p e a r a n c e  of the p r o p o s e d  location for the petrol 

station h a s  not b e e n  given prop e r  consideration. T h e  petrol station should be 

incorporated into the p o d i u m  a n d / o r  designed specifically s o  that it is not visible f r o m  

Discovery B a y  R o a d  or adjoining Costa A v e n u e .  Residents al o n g  Costa A v e n u e  a n d  

Discovery B a y  R o a d  w h o s e  vi e w s  of P e n g  C h a u  will b e  taken f r o m  t h e m  a n d  blocked 

b y  t h e  p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  should not n e e d  to suffer the a d d e d  offence of having 

their scenic v i e w  s u p e r s e d e d  b y  an  unsightly petrol fueling station.

22. T h e  p r o p o s e d  s e w a g e  s u b m a r i n e  outfall into the b a y  is not a n  acceptable 

long-term sustainable solution a n d  will only serve to increase the risk of health 

hazards a n d  t h e  likelihood of m o r e  red tide incidents in the surrounding Discovery 

B a y  a n d  P e n g  C h a u  areas. It will also impa c t  negatively o n  m a r i n e  life a n d  the 

residents of N i m  S h u e  W a n .

23. T h e  central drive is effectively a long n a r r o w  ex t r u d e d  c a n y o n  flanked o n  o n e  

side b y  a featureless p o d i u m  wall housing industrial facilities a n d  the ot h e r  side b y  a 

wall of residential villa type a c c o m m o d a t i o n ,  this is not an  acceptable solution in 

t e r m s  of  use, f orm, quantity or appearance.

24. Details for the refuse collection point should b e  prov i d e d  at this stage for 

consideration. T h e  refuse collection point location a n d  pertinent details should b e  

clearly explained! W h e r e  is the entrance? H o w  big will the associated area be? H o w  

close to t h e  residential areas will it b e ?  W h a t  m e a s u r e s  are p r o p o s e d  to mitigate its 

unsightly a n d  smelly impact?

25. T h e  m a k e - u p  a n d  m a j o r  space/zoning allocation inside the entire p o d i u m  

should b e  defined for consideration. E.g. bus garage, refuse collection, golf cart 

m a i n t e n a n c e ,  L P G  storage, d a n g e r o u s  good, electrical r o o m s ,  t e l e c o m  r o o m s  etc. 

their respective sizes a n d  distances/ proximity to adjoin residential buildings.

26. T h e  extent a n d  wi d t h  of footpaths to the central drive are inadequate to 

m e e t  required levels of service a n d  are of a d e q u a t e  w i dth to sustain meaningful 

landscape provision (i.e. tall brad leaf tree planting m e a s u r e s )  as a d v o c a t e d  by 

D e v e l o p m e n t  B u r e a u  as m i n i m u m  standards.

27. T h e  C o n c e p t  Plan M a s t e r  Layout fails to c o m p l y  with t he requirements of T h e  

H o n g  K o n g  Planning Standards a n d  Guidelines ( H K P S G )  N o v e m b e r  2 0 1 5  Edition of t h e  

H o n g  K o n g  G o v e r n m e n t  Sustainable D e v e l o p m e n t  Plan.

28. T h e  developer/ applicant proposal d o e s  not m a k e  e v e r y  reasonable effort to 

i m p r o v e  the e n v i r o n m e n t  for the b e t t e r m e n t  of the residents.



Best Regards,

S e b  H o n g  - Discovery Bay Resident
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cmchan@wwf.org.hk to: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

5399

From:
To:

"Andrew Chan (WWF-HK)" <cmchan@wwf.org.hk> 

"tpbpd@pland.gov.hk" <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>,

Sender Date Subject

公  "Andrew Chan (WWF-HK)" 14/12/2016 16:44 
<cmchan@wwf.org.hk>

s12afi_Y_l-DB_3_4_2016 1

Dear Sir/Madam,

Please find attached our submission and Annex 1 on the captioned development

Thank you for your attention.

Yours faithfully,
Andrew Chan
Conservation Officer, Local Biodiversity 
W W F - H o n g  K o n g 世界自然基金會香港分會 
E-mail: cmchan@\A/wf.orq.hk

togettarpssiWe^
■Find out more-and get involved at vi^brg-bk.

Registered Name 註冊名稱 : World Wide Fund For Nature Hong Kong 世界自然 

(香港 )基金會 （ Incorporated in Hong Kong with limited liabi丨ity by guarantee於#

港註冊成立的擔保有限公司）S12afi_YJ-DB_3_4_2016 12(Dec)_WWF.pdf .

A n n e x  1 - W W F  letter submitted on 9Dec2016.pdf •
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WWF

Chairman and members
Town Planning Board
15/F North Point Government Offices,
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong
(E-mail: tpbpd@olandqov.hk)

世界自然3S金金 

香港分會

杏港新界葵油秘3 路8猇 
萬5?中心i s 檳 

15/F, Manhattan Contro 

8 Kwal C h e o n g  R o a d  

K w & i  Chung, N.T., H o n g  Kong

WVy/F-Hon〇 K o n g

« S £  Tel： +852 2 526 1 0 1 1 

W R F a x ：f852 2 845 2764 

wwf@wwf.org.hk 

wwf.org.hk

Our Ref.: SHK/LDD 5(i)/16 
14 December 2016

By E-mail ONLY

Dear Sir/Madam,

Re: Rezoninq the application site from •'Other Specified Uses" annonted **Staff 
Quarters (1V\ to "Other Specified Uses" annotated ^Dangerous Goods 

Store/Uquefied Petroleum G as Store”， "Other Specified Uses” annotated “Pier 
(3)’’， "Other Specified Uses” annotated “Petrol Filling Station”， "Other Specified 

U ses’’ annotated “Marina” and “Government, Institution or Communitv” to 
“Residential【Group C) 13”， “Government, Insitution or Com munitvV’Other 

Specified Uses" annotated “Residential Above Service Area” and "Other 
Specified U ses" 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” in Discovery Bav- Lantau

(Y/l-DB/3)

As the further information submitted by the Project proponent does not address our 

ecological concern raised in our previous letter submitted on 9 December 2016, we 

would like to maintain our objection to the captioned Application and the reason for 

objection stated in the aforesaid letter is still valid (please refer to Annex 1 attached).

W e hope our objection will be duly considered by the Town Planning Board.

Sincerely yours,

今 、  .
Andrew Chan

Conservation Officer, Local Biodiversity

together possible,B
cc. Peninsula Village Owners Committee
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Mr Edward M. Ho 
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WWF

世界自然基金會 

香港分會

香 港 新 界 葵 涌 葵 昌 路 8 號  

萬 泰 中 心 1 5 樓  

15/F, Manhattan Centre 
8 Kwai Cheong Road 
Kwai Chung, N.T., Hong Kong

W W F - H o n g  K o n g

U S  Tel:+852 2526 1011 
^  Fax:+852 2845 2764 
wwf@wwf.org.hk ， 

wwf.org.hk

O ur R e f.:S H K /LD D 5 ( i)/1 6  
9 December 2016

Chairman and members
Town Planning Board ....
15 /F  N orth Po int Governm ent Offices,
3 3 3  Java  Road, North Po int, Hong Kong  
(E-m a il: tpbpd@piand.gov.hk) •

By E-mail ONLY

D ea r Sir/Madam,

Re: Rezoninq the application site from "Other Specified Uses'* annonted *cStaff 
Quarters (1)", to "Other Specified Uses" annotated ^Dangerous Goods 

Store/Liquefied Petroleum Gas Store”, "Other Specified Uses” annotated “Pier 
(3)", "Other Specified Uses" annotated ^Petrol Filling Station'% "Other Specified 

.U ses" annotated “Marina” and “Government. Institution or Community” to 
“Residential (Group C) 13”， “Government, Insitution or Communitv”， "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'* in Discovery Bay, Lantau

(Y/I-DB/3)

W W F  would like to lodge objection to the captioned.

According to the information from the Agriculture, F ish e rie s  and Conservation 

Departm ent (A FC D ), a seagrass bed can be found at N im  Shue W a n (Fig. 1). The  

se a g ra ss  bed com poses of the seagrass species Halophila ovalis and covers an area of 

about 1400m 2.1 Se a g ra ss bed is ecologically important because it can stabilize the 

coa stlines and provide feeding grounds and food sources fo r marine wildlife. There fore , 

any disturbance to seagrass bed will impose adverse impacts on the associated marine 

ecology. However, no ecological su rvey and ecological impact a sse ssm e n t fo r the 

proposed reclamation and the development were submitted by the Applicant. W e  are of

grave concern that the proposed reclamation and engineering works will cause negative 

im pacts to the seagrass bed and the associated marine ecosystem . A s such, we opine

that the  captioned Application should be rejected.

together possible
1 https://www_afcd.aov.hk/enalish/Dubncations/Dublications con/files/hkbonewsletter8.pdf
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We hope our concern and objection will be duly considered by the Town Planning 

Board.

Sincerely yours,

Andrew Chan

Conservation Officer, Local Biodiversity

cc. Pen insula Village Owners Committee

Fig 1 Location of the seaq rass bed at Nim Shue W an according to AFCD2

2 •

httos://www,afcd.qov.hk/enqlish/consefvation/con wet/con wet sea/con wet sea dis/images/Thecurrentd 

istributionofseaqrassesiHonqKonq2Q1402EnqMP.jpg
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l itwin Uolnhow

jimmy cy lamyi''hiul.ii〇v.hk< h 'w n  I'liinninii lUutnl <t|)t>|Hlt(〇|>l(in(l.ijov,liK>, 

AMY YUNG

Onto

2/201(511:23 Tompomiy vti. Poimmumt /

Dear Jimmy Lam and the Town Planning Botud

Thanks 11 Al) for the information and concern ref. UNICEF Charity Run 2016 - Applicution lor 
Temporary TraiTic Amvngcmcnts

The etTect on D B  will bo insigniricant ami temporary, but thanks for asking - llillgrovo lias no problem. 

However the currait applications to the Town Planning lioaril by 11KR will wreck tl»o lifestyle balance 
for tlie community pcnmmcutly und in mm\y ways, llillgrovc objects 

I can speak \vill\ total confidence of (near) 100% on both applications

1 am  concerned that the members of Town Plmming Hoard nro t\ot looking at the tho importance of 

keeping Discovery Bay essentially, us it is.

This is to maintain an important option for people living in Hong Kong, io private car free and is not one 
more concrete jungle with traffic problems nnd many features that only Singapore cun olTer. To allow D B  
to break out drastically fi*om the original concept and vision will be a negative for Hong Kong 

Enjoy the coming Cliristmas break and I wish you all a happy N e w  Yenr.

Ed Rainbow 
HiUgrove Chairman

O n  20 December 2016 at 10:29, < iimmv cv lam@had.aov.hk> wrote:

To: Mr. Edwin Rainbow
Chairman, Hillgrove Village Owners' Committee,
Member of Discovery Bay City Owners’ Committee

Dear Mr. Rainbow,

Attached please find a consultation on the captioned subject by UNICEF.

I should be grateful if you could let me have your comments on the 
application, so that I could relay the message to UNICEF direct. Your reply by 
6 January 2017 is highly appreciated.

mailto:iimmv_cv_lam@had.aov.hk


For any questions on the application, please contact Ms. C H O Y  of UNICEF at 
■ I B H H I  direct.

Regards,

Jimmy LAM
Liaison Officer (Peng Chau / Discovery Bay)
Islands District Office
Tel: 2852 4313 Fax: 2815 2291

Reply Slip.doc Appendix I (Temporary Traffic Arrangements provided by UNICEF).pdf 

Letter to Consultee (Mr. Edwin Rainbow).pdf



Islands District OtTice 

(Attn: Mr. J i m m y  L A M )  

(Fax: 2815 2291)

To:

Reply Slii>

Please reply by 6 January 2017 (Friday)

M y  view on the captioned proposal is : 

(Please >^in the appropriate box)

N o  comment

Agree

Disagree (Reason : ________

Other comments :

(Please affix additional papers to the reply slip if necessary)

□r
□
□

Signature : ______________________

Name/Estate : ______________________

Capacity : _______________ _̂_____

• Tel : ______________________

Date : ______________________

(1) All infomiation collected is only for the use of reflecting comments to UNICEF.
(2) Please indicate cleai'ly if you do not wish your name being disclosed to the third party.



To: Islands District Office

(Attn: Mr. Jimmy L A M )

(Fax: 2815 2291)

R e p l y  Slip

Please reply by 6 January 2017 (Friday)

M y  view on the captioned proposal is : 

(Please /in the appropriate box)

r
□ N o  comment

□ Agree

□ Disagree (Reason

Other comments •

(P le a se  affix  a d d i t io n a l  p a p e r s  to  the rep ly  s l ip  i f  n ecessa ry)

Signature : 

Name/Estate : 

Capacity : 

Tel •• 

Date :

(1) All infonnation collected is only for the use of reflecting comments to UNICEF.
(2) Please indicate clearly if  you do not wish your name being disclosed to the third party.



UNICEF Charity Run Rescheduled on 19 March 2017 
Applying for Temporary Traffic Arrangements

The 11th U N ICEF Charity Run originally scheduled on 27 November 2016 has been 

cancelled due to adverse weather conditions； The replacement event is proposed to be 

held on 19 March 2017 (Sunday).

UN ICEF Charity RUN has been successfully organized for 10 consecutive years starting 

from 2006 at Hong Kong Disneyland, Lantau Island. In the past 10 years, the event 

attracted over 110,000 runners to join and over HK$100 million of donation has been 
raised to support U N ICEF’s “Unite for Children. Unite against A ID S” Global Campaign.

we are expecting 14,000 runners participating this year and all donation raised will be 

used to support U N ICEF 's  goal in achieving Zero HIV/AIDS transmission from mothers to 

children in our Global Campaign.

Sam e as last year, Hong Kong Disneyland will continue to be the venue sponsor of the 

event and the routings of the U N ICEF Charity Run will be same as test year. We would 

appreciate if we could have vour support and consent on closing the concerned road 

section

u n ic e f#
聯合國兒童基金會

(A) Temporary Road C losures and Traffic Arrangements

The following road sections will be closed to all vehicular traffic at the time specified 

below:

(h from 3.00 am to 10.00 am

1) Fantasy Road eastbound*;

2) Wing Yan Road;

3) The section of Magic Road southbound north of Fantasy Road*;

4) Sunny Bay Road northbound between the crash gate near Inspiration Lake and 

Sunny Bay Public Transport Interchange*; and

5) Inspiration Drive. '

(IH from 3.00 am to 10.30 am
6) The section of Magic Road northbound south of Fantasy Road*.

★ During the period of road closure as mentioned in (1), (3), (4) and (6) above, the 
opposite bound carriageway of the roads will be converted to two-way traffic.



unice 晴
聯 S 阈 兒 离 弒 缶 G

(lin from 3.00 am to 10.00 am
7) The section of Cheung Tung Road between Sunny Bay Road and Sham Shui 

Kok Drive. During period of the road closure,

• motorists on Sunny 巳ay Road heading for Tung Chung are advised to travel 
via Penny's Bay Highway and North Lantau Highway;

• motorists on Sunny Bay Road heading for Discovery Bay or the section of 
Cheung Tung Road west of Sham Shui Kok Drive are advised to travel via 
Penny's Bay Highway, North Lantau Highway, turn around at Tung Chung 
East Interchange to Cheung Tung Road eastbound;

• motorists on Discovery Bay Tunnel Access Road or the section of Cheung 
Tung Road west of Sham Shui Kok Drive heading for Sunny Bay Road are 
advised to travel via Cheung Tung Road westbound, Tat Tung Road, Shun 
Tung Road westbound, Tung Chung Waterfront Road, Yi Tung Road, North 
Lantau Highway and Penny’s Bay Highway; and

• motorists from Tung Chung heading for Sunny Bay Road are advised to travel 
via North Lantau Highway eastbound and Penny’s Bay Highway.

(IV) from 3.00 am to 10.30 am
8) Sea Point Road.

(B) Tentative Temporarv Public Transport Arrangements

I) Bus route R8 (Disneyland Resort Public Transport Interchange -  Lantau Link Toll
Plaza) will omit to observe Inspiration Lake Recreation Centre on its journeys 
before 10.00 am; and II)

II) Discovery Bay residents1 service route DB03R (Discovery Bay -  Sunny Bay) will 

defer the first departure from 6.45 am to about 10.00 am. Passengers 

interchanging with railway are advised to take residents' service route DB01R 

(Discovery Bay-Tung Chung) to Tung Chung Station.



u n i c e f 響
聯合國兒童基金會

(C) Race Routings

Appropriate traffic signs will be erected on site to guide motorists. Actual implementation 

of the traffic and transport arrangements will be made by the Police at the time depending 

on the traffic conditions in the area. For enquiries, please contact: 2833 6139. Event 

details: https://run.unicef.orq.hk

W e apologize for any inconvenience which may occur. Your support is indispensable for 

this meaningful event to help the children affected by HIV/AIDS. May we thank you warmly 

once again for your support towards the UN ICEF Charity Run.

Hong Kong Committee for UNICEF 

December 2016

https://run.unicef.orq.hk
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離 島 民 政 事 務 處 .

秃迅中坝统一码頭埴兇珑 

梅港钦府本澳二 十字®

ISLAN D S DISTRICT OFFICE 
H A R B O U R  B U IL D IN G .  20lh  FLO O R, 

38 PIER R O A D , C EN TR AL, 

H O N G  K O N G .

本處馆铣

來 掼 珑  Vburflef.: 

•® 2S Tel.:

HAD IS GR/17-40/40/6(3) Pt.4 

2852 4313 Faj{： 28 L5 2291

20 Decernibqr 2016

M n  E<3win Raiiibow

Qiairman^ Hiligrove Village Q\viiers, Committee, 

Member of Discovery Bay City Owners^ Committee 

(Email: edwin.rainbow@gmail.com).

Dear Mr. Rainbow,.

U N I C E g  Charity R u n  2016 

AnpHcation for Temporary Traffic Arrangements

Th6 UNI C E F  Charity R u u  oiiginally sqlledviied on 27 November 201^ 
(Sunday)： is canGellecl aiid rescheduled to 19 March 2017 [Sunday) , due tp 
adverse weather conditions, EncIose(J are the documents regarding the 

temporary road cLosiires- .aiidti-affic aiTaugemenis proposed by UHICEF*

Please inforitt and consviit y m i fellow residents in connection with th&. 
subject application euid return t^e reply slip to Mr; Jimmy L A M  of Islands. 

Distdct Office (Fax: 2815 2291) oa or bcfoî e 6 January 2017 (FridavY,： The 
views received will be relayed to UNICEF accordingly.

If no view is received from your estate dining tlie aforementioned 

period, it will be assumed that your j.esidentsi have no comment on the subject 

application. Should you have any queries on the proposal, please contact Ms. 

C H O Y  of U N I C B F  at 2836 29^1.' ’’

Yours sincerelŷ

(Jimmy L A M )  

for District Officer (Islands)

Ends, Reply Slip

Appendix I (Temporaiy Traffic Arrangements provided by UNICEF)

mailto:edwin.rainbow@gmail.com


雜 者 ： 
寄件日期: 
收件者： 
主旨： 
附件：

Dear Sir

tpbpd plancl.£〇v.hk
- Q U O R U M  L I S T  - T O W  N  P L A N N I N G  - Action needed before midnight Friday 9tli 

Area of Redident Obj\'tion tempkte.doc,x; Aita 10b Objection templale.docx

Attached please find my signed copy of the objection of the captioned matter.

5402

regards
M e i Chun W o o  

From . Ruby
Se(^ '-Wednesday, December 21, 2016 4:11 PM 
To: Ruby W o o

Subject: Fw d: 3 7 -Q U O RU M  LIST-TOW N PLANNING -Action needed before midnight Friday 9th 

Sent from m y  Samsung Galaxy smartphone.

- - - — Origina l messag 
From: Edwin Rainbow \
Date: 04/12/2016 00:54 (GMT+08:00)
To:
Subject: 37 - Q U O RU M  LIST - TOWN PLANNING - Action needed before midnight Friday 9th

Dear All

A r c h e d  yo u  will find letters for 6F and 10B.

Application No.Y/l-DB/3 
Area 10b

Application No.Y/l-DB/2 
Area 6f

To stop these developments I recommend that you/and each member of your household, take a few minutes to 
copy and paste  both texts into two emails and send them both to the Town Planning Board.

The biggest problems for Hillgrove can come from both developments - excessive traffic - uncertain allocation of 
future infrastructure costs

Apart from identifying the specific reasons for objection, the TPB Secretariat counts the number of objection or
support letters and summarises the reasons for and against and the numbers of each, to the Town Planning 
Board.



\ ho more objections submitted, tho groater the effect.

Clearly HKR undoi'stnnds this and succoedod in finding mnsslvo numbers of supporters for their first two 
consultations - so many in fact, thnt they drew adverse attention to themselves and a police invostlgntlon Is 
vipp»ircntly still ongoing.

It is unusual to go to n third consultation, so clenrly shortcomings in the application have been found and not yet 
overcome.

You may of course wish to support the development, but the Hillgrove VOC is very much against the 
developments, with good reasons as recorded in the attached templates.

As Chairman, I will be writing a clear objection letter from the Hillgrove VOC.

Best wishes

Remember to add your name and address.

Feel free to adapt the suggested texts in any way you want - in fact this is preferred to a standard response. 

Please network. All residents should participate.

Email all submissions to tpbDd@Dland.g〇v.hk<mail1:o:tDbDd@Dland.g〇v.hk>

» » » » > >

(This is more pertinent to 10b - but no time to extract for 6f - apologies)

This will now be close to La Costa - the application says there are plenty of gas stations in HK at the base of 
residential areas - but probably not at the bottom of a valley - brake failure ??? . Do we know they plan to bring 
fuel in ? Currently it comes by sea behind the current gas station. )

T
hey want to take 168 trees away - the trees along the road ? and near the Marina club ? Life transforming 

[cid:ii_iw6fzmwn7_158babc27bl0e372]

八 [Cid:iijw6gezy48_i58bac7175f42f72]

This is a plan of the Peninsula trees, some years ago did not feature the trees that will be cut down 

[cid:iiJw6gi82m9_158bac96Bcl76f7b]

-and where is this going ?

[cid:iijw6gk55hl0_158bacacl2b33c89]

HKR suggested re- routing the East Lantau Metropolis traffic along Discovery Bay Road - this will leave La Costa 
looking more like [cid:ii_iw6go3d6H_158bacd933eba2d5]

We would lose the track and all the trees along Discovery Bay Road Fanling Highway has more trees



lcld:ilJwG:vr7M7_15«bnc!〇ilfS8K)2 仙  1

[cid :iijvv6hw 3yt8_158baece55fl5fa3]

- and 2026 is  not what HKR say in their Application - is there anything we can rely on ? 

[C id:iijw 6i9k239_158baf67b5f0b6be]

[C id :iijw 9aayaq 0^ 1 58 c4 fa5de 6 21 f31 ]

You think I n m exnp,gernllnB. I Ills is i IKtVs vision, ns prosented to Government on the 1st April this year.
See if you c a n  find Nim Shut Wan ond Ui Costa ?The good nows is the M arina is still there but the people who buy
the opposite thu bus depot, will lose their sea view III

a

r



H k' Soat'U\»'ia(

I'own rimming HvnuM 

15.'l\ NvMth Point C?ovcnuncnt Oll'iccs 

Java R o m l  Noith I'oint

ctnnil: n,>bi>U(«t)i>li>ml.i'nv.hk or fax: 2S77 0245 / 2522 S426)

Dear Sirs,

…i 12八 八 i”、lic:“ “>n No. Y/M)1V3 
1 …< 3S5 Rl、&  Fa <. iri 1 乂 1). 352, l)iscovcrv I⑻

Ohiceti(川 <〇 <lu、 Submission Ivy <hc Annlieant on 27.10.2016

l ix'lcr to tl\c RcspotVvSc to Comments submitted by the consultant ofllong Kong 
Rt'vsort (''UKRn), MavStcrplnn Limited, to iiddrcss the departmental comments 

ix'gaixiing the captioned upplicntion on 27.10.2016.

Kindly please note that 1 sti'ongly object to the submission regarding the 

proposed development of the Lot. M y  main reasons of objection on this particular 

submission are listed as follows:-

1. The H K R  claim tliat they are tlie sole land owner of Area 10b is in doubt. The lot 

is n o w  held imder tlie Principal Deed of Mutual Covenant ( P D M C )  dated

20,9.1982. Area 10b forms port of the "Service Area" as defined in the P D M C .  

Area 10b also fonns part of either the "City C o m m o n  Areas" or the "City 

Retained Areas" in tlie P D M C .  Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section I of the 

P D M C ,  every Owner (as defined in the P D M C )  has the right and liberty to go 

pass and repass over and along and use Area 10b for all purposes connected with 

the proper use and enjoyment of the same subject to tlie City Rules (as defined in 

tlie P D M C ) .  This has effectively granted over time an easement that cannot be 

extinguished. The Applicant has failed to consult or seek proper consent from the 

co-owners of the lot prior to tliis unilateral application. The property rights of the 

existing co-owners, i.e. all property owners of the Lot, should be maintained, 

secured and respected.

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

immediate residents and property ownprs nearby is and will be substantial. This 

the submission has not addressed.

3. The Proposal is major change to the development concept of the Lot and a 

fundamental deviation of the land use from tlie original approved Master Layout 

Plana and the approved Outline Zoning Plan in the application, i.e. a change

lof3



from service into residential area. Approval of it would be an undesirable 

precedent case from environmental perspective and against the interests of all 

resident and owners of the district.

4. The proposed land reclamation and construction of over sea decking with a width 

of 9-34m poses environmental hazard to the immediate rural natural surrounding. 

There are possible sea pollution issues posed by the proposed reclamation. This 

is a violation of the lease conditions, in contravention of the Foreshore and 

Sea-bed (Reclamation) Ordinance together with encroachment on Government 

Land, along with other transgressions. The submission has not satisfactorily 

addressed these issues and has been completed without any proper consultation 

with the co-owners.

5. The original stipulated D B  population of 25,000 should be fully respected as the 

underlying infrastructure cannot stand up under such a substantial increase in 

population implied by the submission. All D B  property owners and occupiers 

would have to suffer and pay the cost of the necessary upgrading of 

infrastructure to provide adequate supply or support to the proposed development. 

For one example the required road networks and related utilities capacity works 

arising out of this submission. The proponent should consult and liaise with all 

property owners being affected. At m i n i m u m  undertake the cost and expense of 

all infrastructure of any modified development subsequently agreed to. 

Disruption to all residents in the vicinity should be properly mitigated and 

. addressed in the submission.

6. The proposed felling of 168 mature trees in Area 10b is an ecological disaster, 

and poses a substantial environmental impact to the immediate natural setting. 

The proposal is unacceptable and the proposed tree preservation plan or the tree 

compensatory proposals are totally unsatisfactory.

7. W e  disagree with the applicant’s statement in item E. 6 of RtC that the existing 

buses parks in Area 10b open space are "eyesores". W e  respect that Area 10b has 

been the backyard of Peninsula Village for years and are satisfied with the 

existing use and operation modes of Area 10b, and would prefer there will be no 

change to the existing land use or operational modes of Area 10b. 8

8. The proposed extensive fully enclosed podium structure to house the bus depot, 

the repair workshops, the dangerous goods stores including petrol filling station 

and R C P  are unsatisfactory and would cause operational health and safety hazard 

to the workers within a fully enclosed structure, especially in view of those



poU\>tcvl au' mul w'huiU' mul Iho |H'U'nlinl uolso Honnutnl within

iho cvnupvnuuls, '\'\w pu'jHMii'ul nIhhiUI v'mry out n snliNlachMy ciivimnmcnlnl 

nssossuiont tv' (ho v'lHMtUiounl hrjtllh uiul snloly lm/nrd of the wi)ikci'N 

w'uhin the t\>lly cnoK ŝml sluu'luiv iuul pr〇|H>so suitable' milij.v>ti〇n inciisurcs lo 
mumui/.o their dViYlvS U> the wotkets uiul Ihc icsidcnts uiNirhy.

U、 The i、i、、i、、、奶  1 I'cuu'vnl ol' hdiptul lor cmcrgcMoy use IVom Area I Oh is 
undesirable in view oTiKs possible ui|\cnt use I'ur rescue tmd (mnsportnlion ofllic 
pntieutvS (vi» the aculc lû spiU»ls due to (l\c rimil uiul remote setting of Discovery 
Buy. Tltis p»\>posal sluuiKl m、l be acccplal wilhoul n proper rc-pmvivsioning 
pivposal by the «pplicnt\t (o sutislndion ul'ull properly owners ol'Discovci'y hny.

10. We disagiw with live npplicant's response in item (b) of UD&I,, PhrnD's 
comment in RtC that (he propivsed 4m wide wntcrfmiit promenade is an 
iiviiw、vemcut U、tlu? existing s U m U k m  of 八reii 10b. Thu proposed narrow 
pmmenadc lacking ot' adequate Uuulscaping of shelters is unsatisluctory in view 
ot' its rural and natural setting.

11, T h e  revision ot' tl̂ o development as indicated in the Revised Concept Plan of 

A n n e x  A  is still unsatislactory and w e  ngi-ce that the comments m a d e  by 

八rchiteetimil Services Dqmrtment that "....The podium of the building blocks 

nos. L7 to L 1 4  is about 2 5 0 m  in lcngtli that is too long and monotonous. 

Together with the continuous layouts of the medium-rise residential blocks 

behind, tlie development m a y  have a wall-effect and pose considerable visual 

impact to its vicinity...."

and by Planning Department that:

"....towers closer to tlie coast should be reduced in height to minimize the 

overbearing impact on tlie coast" and that "....Public viewers from the southwest 

would experience a long continuous building mass abutting tlie coast. Efforts 

should be m a d e  to break d o w n  the building mass witli wider building gaps...." 

are still valid after tliis revision.

Unless and until the applicant is able to provide detailed responses to tlie comments 

for furtlier review and comment, the application for Area 1 Ob should be withdrawn.

Signature:___ ruby_ Date: 20 Dec 2016

N a m e  of Discovery Bay  owner /ident: W o o  M e i  C h u n___
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123 0001/0002

Town Planning Board Secretariat r 2
15/F, North Point Government Offices J
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
Fax:2877 0245 and 2522 8426 
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/3 
Public comment- application at Area 10b, Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, 
facilities and services through suitable developments on private plots of 

land with well thought out planning, consultation and impact 
assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR 
demonstrated the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government 
should, base on equal and fair principle/ expand the capacity of Siu Ho 
Wan water and sewerage treatment plants taking care of the needs of 

Discovery Bay.

rc
Contact ( address/ email/fax):

2 卜 D E C -2 0 16 1 0 :1 1 P .0 0 1

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


P l i M S  ( ' o n u n e n t  S u b m i s N i u n
n

就 从 _ P 丨 猜 顺 . K 斯 丨 ⑽ 拭 1v 卜 丨 丨 |'( 丨 以 :’0,1* ，】 |〇 “ 0 , 丨 丨 丨 , 1 1
fli . /. |)pl!c,,il* ( ii ' /  I'.nV*

U 〇 r〇 ro u c o
1 f) 1220-15^1210 202 f (i

提 交 丨 酬 1

D c j K l I i n e  ( o r  s u h m l s s lo i i :
.10/12/2016

捉 交 m w 及 吣 間
D a t e  H iu l l im e  〇 r s u l ) n i i s s i o n :

20/I7./20I6 15:42:10

打 關 的 似 剡 屮 請 編 號
T h e  n p p l i c a f io n  n o . to  w h ic h  i lte  c o m i i io i i (  r c ln l c H ：

y / i - n n / 3

「 捉 意 兄 人 」 姓 名 / 名 稱  
N a m e  o f  p e r s o n  im ik in j i ;  ( l i is  c o n i iu c n t :

意 見 詳 忉
D e t a i l s  o f  t h e  C o n i n i c n l :

先 生 M r .  K h h

I support the plan as it will ii叩 rove the c(”細 Liiiity Idsure ‘spaee‘0 ^
h suitable developments on private plots o f  land with wcJl thought out phmning, consultalion an 
d impact assessments._________________ . ’_________________________________________

fi1eir/A\n1d-ftfn,s?AOnHne nnm m pnA l 549^ 0- ? ^ ? ^ ^  rn t-n m rn t V  T-DR l i l m l
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} '.R M S Comment SubmisNion

就姒刻i丨⑽/邡核提丨丨丨餚u 卜 … a,

參 掷 獄
Kc le rcn cc  iNnrnbor：

提交限刖
Oc:ulliini for submission:

提交「謂及時間
Dr»te h i k I Time of submission:

冇關的似劃中請編號
The application no. to which (lie commcnl rclsilcs:

「提意見人」姓名 /名稱

Name of person making (his cornincnt:

意見詳衍
Details of the C o m m e n t :

El： I / I

5 4 0 5

I(，i m - I 7 I ( K M I I 4 5 H

30/12/7.01 (»

20/12/2016 17:10:44

Y/I-DIV3

先生 Mr. Ng Man Kil NfUhim

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though I IKK demonstrated the f'easibil 
ity  of its proposal, I opine that the government should, based on equal und livir principle, expand 
the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment plunts taking care of the needs of Dis 
covery Bay._____________；_______________________________________

((

file:/A\pld_egis2\〇n1 i.ne np^irr^tU 61220-171044-1145 8—Conuncnt—Y —I-DB—3.html 21/12/2016



V H M S Comment Submission XI1 / 1
54Q6

就规f i屮請矣拗出意兑 MtldAS ：\mvru、.U .： 
編號

Rot'crcuce Number:

^  "  i ' '/'ig； A,.D)\Uc?'i C<' . / Jr* >■ n?. ：•>'

161221 •070301»4()88H

翻 麵
Deadline tor submission:

30/12/2016

提交H期及時問
Date and time of submission:

有關的規劃申諳編號 '
T h e  application no. to whicli the comment relates:

21/12/2016 07:03:01 

Y/I-DB/3

J 提意子人」姓名/f 稱 先生Mr. KENNY
• N a m e  ot person making this comment:

意見詳情 ：
Details of the C o m m e n t :

- |本人支持上述發展項目，可帶動鄰近人口就業機會，增加房屋供應 ^



PEMS Comment Submission 頁 1/1

5 4 0 7

就規劃申請/複核提出意見？ 名‘二̂

參考編號
Reference Number:

161221-073013-85266

提交限期
Deadline for submission: 30/12/2016

提交曰期及時間
21/12/2016 07:30:13

Date and time of submission:

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 
N a m e  of person making this comment:

先生 Mr. Chin

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:
支持Y/I-DB/3計劃一 —

愉景灣發展至今已四十年，因地理環境獨特、居民華洋共處' 匯聚各方文化，近年愉景 
灣酒店落成，再加上馬場、教堂帶旺旅遊業，遊客絡繹不絕，使愉景灣成為香港著名地 
標 。10B區發展計劃完工後能供應大量住宅單位、特式街道、休憩公園等等，正好秉承愉 

景灣持續發展之傳統重任；此外，坪洲街渡碼頭亦將配合重建。本人支持愉景灣持續發 
展 ，支持10B區發宸計劃。

file:/A\pld-egis2\OnIine_Comment\l 61221 -073 013-85266_Comment_Y_I-DB_3 .html 21/12/2016
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5409

就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 Ms.kiug Conimeat ou Planning Application / Review

參考_ 、 161221-150633-55132
Reference Number:

提交限期 30/12/2016
Deadline for submission:

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission:

有關的規劃申請編號
T h e  application no. to which the commeBt relates:

「提意見人j 姓名/名 稱 ’
N a m e  of pex*son making this comment;

21/12/2016 15:06:33 

Y/I-DB/3 

先生 Mr. Yau

意見詳情
Details of the C o m m e n t :

The developer has provided more supplement information. It is fine and has adddressed most co 
ncem from various parties and the community. The development can provide more residential u 
nits in Hong Kong which are highly desired. I support the development.___________________
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5408

就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 Making Conuvieat on Pktuiing Application / Review 

参考編號
Reference Number:

提交限期 •

Deadline for submission:

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission:

有關的規劃申請編號
The application no. to which the comment relates:

「提意見人」姓名/名 稱 .

Name of person making this comment:

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:
I support the plan as it -will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and services throug 
h. suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought out planning, consultation an 
d impact assessments.

161221-095530-45178 

30/12/2016 

21/12/2016 09:55:30 

Y/I-DB/3

先生 Mr. Brandon Wang

file^A\r>ld-eKis2\Onlinc CommentM61221-095530-4517R Comment Y T-nR ^ html
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5411
乾規fl由赛登孩茂三意見

丨丨参考編號 
I Reftrense Smaberz 
w

:Deadline f^rnbmissioB:
?：

i K£::;:g

152221-1520<7«M

3£^22j :5

|缓交三S 及^
. Date v id  tim e of nibmissioar

| U lc appficatKm b o. to yrhkk the comment relates:

r m s E X j
N a m e  of pexsoa making &ls commcixt:

M W M
Details of tize Com m ent:
P z r r ^ ^ r  r - r.\r'i3̂  ̂rrrrrrr-.?^rm  r.PK r J f h e  ̂v e z % s . mmflur in thfi cor̂ nrsrd̂ f-1 don't K:e叫
[2m  cot sens ta s ^ r p a n  &e develciCTKit
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________________________________________________________5413
就規劃申講/復孩提出意見Making C o m從 at 9n P l a i n s  办

參 考 m號

Reference Number;

提 交 限 期 _
Deadline for lubmiiiion:

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission:

有關的規副申請編號
The application no. to which the comment relates

「提意見人j 姓名/名稱
N a m e  of person making this comment;

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:
這個在私人王适的工程項目進行t 干分詳盡及廣泛的規E 、諮莾乾釤眷評住，以泛密度 11 
發展改善社區設施和趿務、提供更多休憩空間，本人十分支持• |

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的丐行色，但§認 為 該 以 公 7  ! 
公正原則，在發展大暌山時，考 惠 濱 大 小 矮 灣 水 務 及 污 水 翥 要 宏 惠 達 妄 力 至 ！ 
景灣。 ；

161222^12^537-52>：5

30/12/2: H

22/:2/2916 12;45:37

Y/I-DB/3

[r, H-igoCxr^zg

fUp：-/A\n1H^crU?\On1mP i
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5412

就規93申請/SI核提出 意 見  Making Comment on Planning AppUca toa / Review

!61221-205344-83403
Reference Number:

提交限期
Deadline for submission:

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission:

有關的規劃申請編號
The application no. to which the comment relates:

30/12/2016

21/12/201620:53:44

Y/I-DB/3

「提意見人J 姓名/名稱 
Name of person making this comment;

先生 M n  Peter Tsang

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:
這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和影響評估，以低密度 
發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間，本人十分支持。
至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我認為政府應該以公平 
公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉 
景灣。

file:/A\r)1d-ei?is2\〇nlinft CnvnrnpntM ^1991-70^^44.8^40^ Pm-nmf»nt v  T.r\R  ̂v»tr«i oo/i o/om
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R£Zirz=Lẑ  y:r=±»err

t PUcni^g App!kad<m , Review

161223-15^35-91302

30/12^015

赶 三 萃 及 辨
DiZ£ 2zd rf:g cf rr^cdtiica: 23/I2ffi)I6 15.-04 6̂ 

Y/I-DB^

cf pen-Ta sracrng & is ccmmeat:

Detiij cf C〇 g：fr-gst:

‘ 二 駿 = 荃行了二分赛盡反質泛S：規 *!'黯 名 ：影響I?佐 .以 链 度  

― 發 # 3二 兹 雖 . 鮮 更 多 德 致 ，本 人 十 分 該 - 
1 f .

.拜 對 尤 亏 水 薛 万 S ，麵 發 展 受 新 了 建 議 获 行 往 ，但我認為玫碎透該以公平 
p H 了.在參夢-W 一3 ? ，考系穿大心经灣;^及污术處呈更黑理差力至覆蓋整恒渰



5415
1 Making Co；

\m ^ w .
Reference Number:

m m m
Deadline for mbmission:

提交 5 窮及诗間

Date and time of submission:

有閱的規射申請缰號

The application no. to which the comment relates:

厂提意見人j 兹名/名稱

Name of person making this comment:

意 賭 情

Details of the Comment:

mment on Planning Application /  Review

161223-145733-35824

30/12/2016

23/12/2016 14:5733

Y /H W 3

女士 M s *

這俚在私人土垲的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及還泛的規劃，諮詢和影響評估，以低密度 

發 展 改 善 社 區 設 ^腹 務 ，提供更多休憩空間■本人十分支持.

纽 供 ■ 污 水 處 理 方 案 ，•!!然 發 展 商 展 示 了 黯 的 可 ■ ，但 我 認 為 颇 黯 以 公 平  

公正原則•在發展大填山時，考慮接大小接澤水務及污水處理聚處理鹿力至覆蓋整個愉 

景澪.



5417
就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 Making Comment on Plaimmg Application / Review j

f  锡號  161223-145034-97322 
Reference Number: ;

i

提交限期
Deadline for submission:

30/12/2016

提交日期及_間
Date and time of submission:

23/12/2016 14:50:34

有關的規劃申請編號
The application no. to which the comment relates:

YA-DB/3

「提意見人j 姓名/名稱 •
Name of person making this comment;

小坦Miss Ip

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:
這個在私人土地的工程項目進仃/十分評显及麻泛w 祝®■』、 影曲纤估，以彳̂密虔-  

發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間，本人十分支持•

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我認為政府應該以公平 
公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉 
景灣•

flle：/A\n1d-effis2\〇 n1irift rn m m p .n t\lfin9 *\-14 Sm 4-07^9 ? rnm m pnt V  T_nR i  Ktml n / io n m A
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5416

就 規 劃 申 請 /覆 核 提 出 意 見  Making Comment on Planning Applkaticm / Review 
參 考 編 號

Reference Number: 161223-144321-39833

提 交 限 期

Deadline for submission:

提 交 日 期 及 時 間

Date and time of submission:

有 關 的 規 剴 申 請 編 號

The application no. to which the comment relates:

「提 意 見 人 j 姓 名 /名 稱  

Name of person making this comment:

意 見 詳 情

Details of the Conunent:

30/12/2016

23/12/2016 14:43:21

Y/I-DB/3

先 生  Mr, Samuel

這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 劃 、諮 詢 和 影 響 評 估 ，以 低 密 度  

發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 、提 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間 ，本 人 十 分 支 持 。 . . .

至 於 供 水 和 污 水 處 理 方 案 ，雖 然 發 展 商 展 示 了 建 議 的 可 行 性 ，但 我 認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平  

公 正 原 則 ，在 發 展 大 嶼 山 時 ，考 慮 擴 大 小 蠔 灣 水 務 及 污 水 處 理 廠 處 理 能 力 至 覆 蓋 整 個 愉  

景 灣 . •_______________________________ __ ____________

file:/A\Dld-eeis2\Online CommentM 61223-14 4 3 2 1 Cnmmp.nt Y  T-DR  ̂Vitml
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就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 M a k i n g  Comment on Plauning Application / Review

參考編號
Reference Number:

提交限期 .
Deadline.for submission:

161223-145824-98812

30/12/2016

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission:

23/12/2016 14:58:24

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/i-De/3
The application no. to which the comment relates:

「提意見人」姓名/名®  先生M r.Tsang
Name of person making this comment:

意見詳情
DetaDs of the C om m ent:
這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和影響評估，以低密度 
發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間，'本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我認為政府應該以公平 
公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉 
景灣 • ■



541§

就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 Making Comment on Planning Application / Review

161223-144441-89790

30/12/2016

23/12/2016 14:44:41

Tlie application no. to which the comment relates:

「提意見人j 齡 /名稱  小姐Miss May Ip
N a m e  of person making this comment:

意見詳情 ’
Details of the C o m m e n t :

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和影響評估，以低密度 
發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間，本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我認為政府應該以公平 
公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉 
景灣° -

Reference Number:

提交限期
Deadline for submission:

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission:

有關的規劃申請編號



5420
就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 Making C o m m e n t  on Planning Application / Review

参考編號
Reference Number:

提交限期
Deadline for submission:

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission:

有關的規劃申請編號
The application no. to which the comment relates:

「提意見人」姓名/名 稱 1 

N a m e  of person making this comment:

意見詳情
Details of the C o m m e n t :

161223-145154-42260

30/12/2016

23/12/2016 14:51:54

Y/I-DB/3

小姐 Miss Yip

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和影響評估，以低密度 
發展改善社區設施和服務'提供更多休憩空間，本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我認為政府應該以公平 
公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉 

景灣。 .

file:/A\old-eeis2\Online C o m m e n t M  6122̂ -145154-4?7fif) C o m m e n t  v  T . n R  ^  h tm i
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就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 Making Comment on Planning Application / Review 

參考編號
Reference Number:

提交限期
Deadline for submission:

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission:

161223-145914-32159

30/12/2016

23/12/2016 14:59:14

有關的規劃申請編號；
The application no. to which the comment relates:

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 ■
Name of person making this comment:

意見詳情
Details of the C om m ent:

Y/I-DB/3

小姐 Miss .GRACE M A K

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和影響評估，以低密度 
發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間，本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我認為政府應該以公平 
公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉 
景灣》

' file：/A\n1d-eeis?.\Online
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5422

|就京E 主養3 孩逢H S 見Mafcfag C o n se n t cm 

j Referoicc Nnmbcrr

Plasmiag Application /  Review 

161223-145241-83955

Deadline for snbmission: 30/12/2016

鼓 5 荒 5:残
Date and tune of submission: 23/12/2016 14:52:41

有I I 的表i l 主證S t !
The application no. to which the comment relates • Y/I-DB/3

r链 見 人 j 若名/名s  
Name of person making this commait; 駐  Mr. GARY LEE

S 勝 臂
Details of the Comment:

三 私 人 3 瘥行了十分穿盡A S 泛的規到，g 誇和影署評估，以低密度 
§展 改 善 ? 呈 務  '提矣更多休碧空間，-本人十分支持•

污水宽罢方案，g 然發畏商蔑示了建議的可行性，但我認為政府應該以公平 

& Z E黑貝：*在登展大嘆11劳 ，-考畫擴大/J鑛 水 務 及 污 水 處 呈 鼓 處 理 能 力 至 愉
R -S -
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5 4 2 3

就 規 劃 申 請 / S 抜 提 出 意 見  Making Comment on Planning Application / Review

161223-144553-36095Reference Number:

駿 限 期
Deadline for submission:

30/12/2016

提 交 曰 期 及 時 間 .
Date and time of submission:

有關的規劃申請绢號
The application no. to which the comment relates:

「提 意 見 人 j 姓 名 /名 稱  

Name of person making this comment;

23/1Z2016 14:45:53 

Y/I-DB/3

先 生 Mr. Sam

意 見 詳 倩

Details of the Com m ent:
這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 劃 、諮 詢 和 影 響 評 估 * 以 低 密 度  

發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 、提 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間 ，本 人 + 分 支 持 。

至 於 供 水 和 污 水 處 理 方 案 ，雖 然 發 展 商 展 示 了 建 議 的 可 行 性 ，但 我 認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平  

公 正 原 則 ，在 發 展 大 嶼 山 時 ，考 慮 擴 大 小 摄 灣 水 務 及 污 水 處 理 廠 處 理 能 力 至 覆 蓋 整 個 愉  

景 灣 •



5425
就 規 劃 申 請 / S 核 提 出 意 見  Making Comment on Planning Application / Review 

編 號 M , 161223-145326-42395Reference Number:

h • • 30/12/20:6Deadline for submission:

加 垃 ⑽ ！嫩 26
Date and time of submission:

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 编 號  Y/I_D3/3
The application no. to which the comment relates: ’

厂 提 意 見 人 」 姓 名 / 名 稱

Name of person making this comment;
小 g  Miss S O ? H L \  L A U

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:
這 個 在 私 人 王 逊 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 誇 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 艺 影 密 g  

發展改善社區設旌起段務、提误更多休意空間，本人十分g ,

至於供T f ®污水處涅方案，II然發畏商展示了建議苎歹行兰，但§ ^ 玫芒透孩以公=  
公正原則，在發展大模山時，考宴遺大小矮灣水務及污木* 至5 2 2 * 1 渰 

景灣。

file^A\Dld-fi2is2\0nlir.e CommertM^l2 2 ^ - 1 ppTnnvr-t V  T-DT̂  '  hr-nl
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__________ __ _________________________________________5424
就規割申請/覆核提出意見 Making Comment Qn harming Application / Review 

參考编號
Reference Number:

較 麵
Deadline for submission:

提交曰期及時間’
Date and time of submission:

有關的規劃申請編號 u p

The application no. to which the comment relates: “ 丄 u d ’j

r提意見人j 姓名/名稱 先生Mr. Leo Lo
Name of person making this comment:

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:

| M 1 在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分# 盡瓦廣泛的規劃、諮詢和影響評估》 m m m  
發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多体憩空間，本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性•但我認為政府應該以公平 
公正原則，在發展大嶼山時•考慮擴大小接灣水務

及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。_______________________________________

161223-150035-49951 

30/12/2016 

23/12/2016 15:00:35

^nm, ̂ 〇〇̂1



5426
St規S 申議覆孩提出意見 Making Comment on Planning Application / Review 
參 考 雜
Reference Number:

Deadline for submission:

駿 曰 期 及 魏
Date and time of submission:

有 猶
The

申請缰號
to which the comment relates:

:的規鮮
applicatii

「提意見人」姓名/名稱

161223-144636-41145

30/12/2016

23/12/Z016 14:46:36

Y/I-DB/3

先生 Mr. Ricky Luk

M M M m
Details of the C om m ent:
這® 在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和影響評估，以低密度 
發 展 改 善 社 腿 、提供更多休链間，本 人 十 分 雜 。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我: 
谷正原則，在發畏大嗅山時，考慮擴大小接灣水務及污水處理廠處: 

景滘 •

認為肺應該以公平
:整個愉



5雜 ？

,就 规 S酿 纖 覆 綱 趣 ffi:澈亂丨 jMa响 ⑽ t 仙

\ r n m m
t ReferenceiNumber:

M /m m m_ _  ' . •
I Beadllue for submission: •

暖交卿期艘B®間 
I) ate and time of ：submission:

湔關的娜側寥纖馬號.
： T,he appKcation no. to v̂Mchnfclxe comment̂ r̂ ^̂

iName of iperson maldxig this comment:

m m m  *
Betails of the Cowxmettt:

徵固te払火ibta®工 糨 项 棚 趣 離 麗 测 艱 适 識 詢 聊 影 騾 跚 &  |觀 _廣  
翻展政麵區獅 _ 服務'纖 麵 w 麟 厂 本 錄 麵 捣 。

| | » » 雜 簿 3 !» 8 1雜繊然發展商展示 7 .碰 嫌 麵 勝 ，顧哦維麵麵應敏瞻娜
i i m m

獅 丽 /3

鲁姐丨Miss'Whoy

訟函願则 >、襄翻展爽峨咖陆 
麵

綱豪娜務股獅處理廠處理驗麵遨盤愐偷 :



5429
就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 Making Comment on Planning Application / Review 

參考編號
Reference Number: 161223-144729-18922

駭 限 期
Deadline for submission:

\

30/12/2016

提交曰期及時間
Date and time of submission: 23/12/2016 14:47:29

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: 

意見詳情
Details of the Com m ent:

先生Mr. Luk

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和影響評估，以低密度 
發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間，本人十分支持.

至於供水和污水處理方案：雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我認為政府應該以公平 
公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉 
景灣• __________________________________



5428

就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 M aking Comment on Planning Application / Review
參考編號
Reference N um ber: 161223-145423-11137

提交限期
Deadline for submission:

提交曰期及時間 *
Date and time of submission:

有關的規劃申請編號
T he application no, to which the comment relates:

30/12/2016 

23/12/2016 14:54:23 

Y/I-DB/3

J 提意子人j 姓名/，稱 小姐Miss TRACEY LEUNG
Name of person inalung this comment:

意見詳情 •
Details of the C om m ent:
這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和影響評估，以低密度 
發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間，本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我認為政府應該以公平 
公正原則，在發展大嶼山時’考慮擴大小蠔灣水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉 

景灣 • _____；___________ ________ ______________
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5430
Et規5?申請愿核提出意見 Making Comment on Planning Application / Review 

参考編誘
R e f e rence N u m b e r :

161223-145515-62791

提交S 期
Deadline for submission:

提交彐窮及穷間
Date and time of rubmlssion:

有站虼規sr申讀编號
The application no, to which the comment relates:

「a ® 見人」炷名/名稼 
Xame of perfon xnakljag thb comment:

意
D etails o f the C o m m e n t:

30/12/2016

23/12/2016 14:55:15

Y/I-DB/3

小姐 Miss Leung

iSfg在私人土姓的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及展泛的規劃，諮詢和影響評估，以低密度 
發展改笤社s 設庞和跟務•提供更多休憩空間，本人+ 分支持《

至於供水和污水處理方粢，雖然f#展商展示了建議的可行性，但我認為政府應該以公平
M 及污7公正原則，在發展大姨山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

景 瀵 •
t污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉
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5433

就規劃申請核提出意見 Making Conunent on Planning Application / Review

參考編號
Reference Number: 161223-150248-61245

提交限期
Deadline for submission:

30/12/2016

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission:

23/12/2016 15:02:48

有關的規劃申請編號 y/I_DB/3
The application no. to which the comment relates:

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 . 免生M r .Chu
N a m e  of person making this comment:

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和影眷評估，以低密度 
發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間，本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我認為政府應該以公平 
公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉 

景灣 • •

f i l e : / A \ n M - e p i s ? . \ O n l；nf». r n m m p . n r t l « 1 0 9 1 . 1  V  T . n n  T l , t ™ 1  i Q / n / o m x
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5432

就規劃申請履核提出意見 Making Comment’ cm Planning Application / Review 

Number: 161223-144815-34453

提交限期
Deadline for submission:

30/12/2016

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission:

23/12/2016 14:48:15

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

「提意見人」姓名/名稱
N a m e  of person making this comment;

小姐 Miss Zhang

意見詳情 *
Details of the C o m m e n t :

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃：諮詢和影響評估，以低密歴 
發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間，本人十分支持。 .

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我認為政府應該以公平 
公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉 

景灣 •

flle：/A\nH-p.aiS?\Onlinft r n m m p n t M  1 V  T nti 01,̂ 1 m /10/nm^
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5434

就衷fl申 9.覆咳提S 意見 Making Comment on Planning Applicaticm / Review 
參 考 综 1!
Reference Number:

較 頊 期

Deadline for submission:

提交E 乾及3?間
Date and time of submission:

有 規 e 申a 锺號
The application no. to which the comment relates：

「提§見人 j 秘 名 稱

Name of perion making this comment:

|意見鲜笮

161223-145624-80699

30/12/2016

23/12/2016 14:56:24

Y/I-DB/3

先 生  Mr. Edmund Lai

jiTf在私人工^ 5工程項g 進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規f g、諮詢和影g 評估，以低密度 
I # 展 改 春 运 務 •提供更多休憩空間，本人十分支持•

@ 供水和污水龙理方案，||然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我認為政府應該以公平 
公2 麵 ，在發展大樂山時.考錄大小麟水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉
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'諮 詢 輝 越 雖 ，哄低密度!

多 麟 嫩 ' ，襄 粉 分 雜 、



5437

就 規 劃 申 請 /覆 核 提 出 意 見  Malting Comment on Planning Application / Revie， 

參 考 編 號

Reference Number: 161223-151159-31560

較 限 期

Deadline for submission: 30/12/2016

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission: 23/12^016 15:11:59

有關的規割申請绢號
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  NIs* J o c k e y  L «

意 見 詳 请

Details of the Com m ent:
這® 在私人土ife的工程項巨進行了十分盡及廣泛芒規I t、證^ 二f 
發展改善社區設宠私骚務、提供更多休S H ，本人十分支拜•

_£於供水和污水處理方案•雖M 衰 竞 畏 示 了 行 竺 ，S 二: ^  
公正K 則 •在發展大礙山诗a考笼3 1  飞小蠔鸾^ 及' M S 至^ 至£ 二至3 S 聖佞淦 

景灣• ___________
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:靡測瓣咿i課薇機觸舰葱風誠福Rg Comine齓on丨M a㈣

M.ii'223-»4W0«22

w m m m

w m m m  M r # ^ *

The ；ajpjplicft'fian no, ito \VMch ithe 'comment ablates:

^ m M M K M r n  _  龜 s .
P a m e  m  iperson mald-xvg ̂ Ms commexit:

,激 _ 麵

©etttils of ̂ he Comxnent ：:
■ 籠 胺 私 人 ;t ■ 晌 :S 糨 硕 l I l ^ * T 十 豳 離 盤 _ 5 3 » _ ^ ’、,總 衡 細 :影 _ 他 * t t ;低 獅 度  

翻 展 改 審 M * 额 施 獅 服 務 、搬 供 更 多 微 職 空 1間 ，、本 入 t 分 茭 掷 。

藍於峨氷細污氷皰理苑案 > '雖撒翻展獅展示了漣鼸的呵符性 '、但赦認為政施應該以公平 
細 颇 則 .粧獅展为嶼瓣，考獻鑛大機灣氷務及污減理廠處理能力至繼整個愉 

■  « ' _____________

參 棚 職

iRoferejioe Mmtiiber:

•鹏交1限蟖I '
© eaiStee /for ：stib mission:

腿交 1日丨._现嘟間

©a'te imitl (time i〇:f isutomiiSssion:
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5 4 r /

參考缢號
H eftrenct Sam ber:

提艾歿期
Deadline for suhmhiif/ns

提交曰期及時w  
Date and time o f $ubmhtioni

有關的規薊申請绨號
The application no, to which the commeiU rektes

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 
Name of person making this comment;

意見詳情
Details of the Comment;
這{1在私人土地的工程項巨進行了十分穿盡及3Ê 乏的規K  ,諮赛果:影饗1^古，；念竺！ f, 
發展改善钍區g S 和恶務*提供更多朱3 空踅，太人十分支持*

至於供水和/号水處理方案|结然發畏示了建議5*^7行柱，刍g 認為玫行泛該S 公=
& 正原則，在發展大槟山時，考宠读大小蠔聋;!K務及污； 罢 力 至 赛 蓋 登 ！食
m m -_____ .



5435*

就規S I申誚/3f核提出意見 Making Comment on Planning Application / Review

Reference Number:

提交限期
Deadline for submission:

161223-150551-92042

30/12/2016

提交曰期及時w
Date and time of submission:

有閗的規剡申請缇號
The application no. to which the comment relates:

23/12/2016 15:05:51 

Y/I-DB/3

「提意子人j 姓名^ 稱 女士 M s.Sa丨丨yK〇
Name of person making this comment:

意見詳情
Details of the Comment;
這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和影姿評估，以低密度 
發展改善社區設庞和s 務、提洪更多休憩空間，本人十分支持•

至於供水和污水處理方案，莛然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我認為政府潆該以公平 
公正原則.在發展大娱山時，考褒擴大小矮澤7/爲及污水處理聚處理能力至整俚渰



5440

M«Kng Comment on

參考缇號
Reference Number;

panning Application / Review 

161223-150706^4690

Deadline for submission:
30/12/2016

提交曰斯及挪
Date and time of submission:

23/12/2016 15:07:06

有開的規申請编1!
The application no. to which the comment relates:

Y/I-DB/3

「提意見人j 兹名/名稱 
Name of person making tiiis comment:

触 Mr_ TERRYKO

意賤请
Details of the Comment:

這适芒纪人土圯的工程項巨造行了十分誇盡及廣泛的規割 '諮詢和影響評估，以低密度 
發展改善社區設宠和a 務 、提供更多休憩空間，本人十分支持•

挪 污 描 额 案 ，麟 發 展 商 展 示 了 錢 的 可 ■但 我 額 挪 s 該以 評  
公正原則_在§畏大填山時，考惠演大小g 灣水務及污水處理嚴處理能力至覆蓋整渰 
景澤•

1

S ^ ^ a a B H e a a
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5 4 41

I 就規更申讀覆孩提H •意見 MjOdsg C o n n ^ x t oa P!*^ing Applirali^I

參考缰誘 I5：223-：5：：«2I-31^i
Reference Number:

file^AXpM-egisZXCalL-'.e C om er.:、】61 二 3 -1 5 lU : : 5 $



©
就 規 t  申 13/覆孩 提 出 意 見  Making Comment on P丨anning Applicat丨on / Review

161223-150953-00371

30/12/2016

23/12/2016 15:09:53

Y/I-DB/3

先生 Mr, Stan丨eyNg

m i v m
Detail* of the Comment;
适個在私人土地的工程項g 逛行了十分烊遨及廣_逐的規劃，諮朐和影響砰估，以低密度 
發賅改苕t t E設施和服務•提供更多休您空W  *本人十分支持•

至於供水和汚水處理方5 K，雖然發屐商肢示了逨珑的可行性，但我認為政府應胲以公平 
公正原則，在發奴大嶼山時，考慮擴大小錄灣水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆葱整個偷

Reference Number;

提 交 涔 期

D ezdlinc for  lu b m ijf lo n :

提 文 曰 期 及 時 間

Date and time of lubmliifon:

衧關的玫劃申購編狨
The application no. to which the comment relates;

「提 意 兑 人 j 姓 名 /名 稱

Name of person making thl* comment:



5443
就規M 突請/淺核提出窓見 MaWng Comment <m Planning Application /  Review
m m  . •
Reference Number: ： t 161223-151051-7(5818 •

提交限期 1 
D«adJ^e for submission: * 30/12/2016

提士曰期及時間
Date and time of jubhilssfon: ?J 23/12/201(S15;10;5l .

有關的规剌申姘细姚
The appllcatlonno* to wh(ch the comment relates; Y/I-DB/3

f提;g見人j 姓名/名稱 * 
Name of person making this comment:

：m m
Details of the Comjnent:

女士 Aiika U e

迫個在私人土地的x ® 項目迆行了十分絆进及调泛的规刻、諮詢和彩逖評估，以低密度 
搬 改 扮 厕 m m  :，提供更多休憇空間，本人十分支待• . ■

s 於供水和污水獻g方浓，雖然韻商展示了)譲的可行性，但我涊為政/附雅以公爭
公疋原則*在谢g大哄山時，考慮擴大小纸播水務及汚水處理廠處理能力至汊a s 個偷

m  • • •_______________________________________________
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就規劃申請/覆核提出意見  Making ConimeEit on Piaiming Application / Review

編 號  161227-130742-71573
Reference N um ber:

提 交 限 期  30/12/2016
Deadline for submission:

提 交 日 期 及 時 間

Date and time of submission: 27/12/2016 13:07:42

有關的規剷申請編號 Y/I.DB/3
The application no. to which the comment relates:

「提 意 見 人 J 姓 名 /名 稱 • 仏 T„ T■kt ■£* * • .» • , 先生  Joe LauName of person making this comment:

意 見 詳 情

Details of the C o m m en t:
Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated the feasibil 
tty o f its proposal, I opine that the government should, based on equal and fair principle, expand 
the capacity o f Sin Ho W an water and sewerage treatment plants taking care of the needs o f Dis 
covery Bay.__________________________"___________________________________ ___________

file:/A\Dld-eds2\OiiIine Comment\161227-130742-71573 Comment Y I-DB 3.html 28/12/2016





Dearest His Excellency the Town Planning Board Chairman: 5 4 4 6

Strong Obiectfon to Town Planning Application Y/1-3/DB

As professionals, as town-planners, architects and engineers, we are vehemently opposed to the above, 
because:

1. No comprehensive, rigorous mathematical modellings to demonstrate the adverse effects on 
air, water, waste and noise pollution due to the captioned re-development. Such lack of proper, 
tiiorough impact assessment is BAD, and unprofessional on the part of the applicant(s); and

2. Mass media has reported, such as by Ming Pao Daily News, of possible illegal funneling of 
material interest from the dysfunct DZT Japan Ltd. to former buddies of the CE CY Leung, HK 
Resort Co. Ltd., and maybe some top officials of the Planning Dept, and Planning Bureau. Such 
possible corruption must be addressed comprehensively.

Hence, WE STRONGLY OBJECT TO THE CAPTIONED TOWN-PLANNING REDEVELOPMENT SCHEME. 

For your consideration, please. Thanks.



tpbpd

寄件者：

寄件日期：

收件者：

副本：

主

Dear Town Planning Board,

My wife and I, owners and residents of Discovery Bay, object to the referenced two applications on the basis that 
the environmental impact of the two applications has not been presented in detail. In particular, we are 
concerned that the applications do not specifically deal with the issues surrounding sewage disposal. We 
strongly object to any plan that would involve disposing of treated sewage into the nullah adjacent to Elegance 
Court, Hillgrove Village, or a plan that would involve discharging of treated sewage in either Discovery Bay or Nim 
Shui Wan. Children and teenagers frequently play in the waters of the nullah and, of course, all residents of, and 
visitors to, Discovery Bay enjoy the beaches and sea surrounding our home.

The development plans for Discovery Bay stipulate that our sewage pass through the tunnel to the Government 
sewage treatment works in Sui Ho Wan, but the capacity of those works will be fully utilised by already agreed 
developments. As residents and owners we must insist that the environmental impact, and specifically the issue 
of sewage disposal, of these new planned developments be fully detailed and agreed before any approval is 
granted.

Most respectfully,

Suet Lun Ng
John Christian Antweiler

John Antweiler ||
24日1 2 W 2 0⑹I:里則六 
IpbpfK̂plnnfl.̂ov.Tik

^DB/3Arcajpb
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2016.12.20

Dearest Town Planning Board Chair:

Opposition to TPB Application No. Y/1-3/DB

With respect to the captioned application, we are opposed to the proposed development because the 
project proponent fails to submit 3 important types of mathematical modelling to substantiate their 
claims, viz”

No mathematical modelling on air pollution.

No mathematical modelling on. water pollution.

No mathematica丨 modelling on noise pollution.

The damage on the ecology and environment there is hence not comprehensively addressed.

' . 、



tpbpd

寄件者••
寄件曰期 

收件者：

主旨：

Dear Sir,

As a 30 years resident and landlord in Discovery Bay, I strongly object the application of the development on Area 

10b. In fact, we do not need a shopping and commercial malls nor highly density living environment. Instead, 
we need more greed, playground and clean sewage collection points away from the residential areas.

Once again. I object the above development.

Yours truly,
E Leung

Eva Leung |
2 4日12月201碑里期六 15:4S 
tpbpd@pland.£〇v.hk
Objection -  Application No. Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b - amendments dated 29th November 2016

5443



pbpd

Jfit-W：
料T-P期：

i体 ：

)dar Town Planning Board,

\/ly wife and I, owners and residents of Discovery Bay, object to the referenced two applications on the basis that 
he environmental impact of the two applications has not been presented in detail. In particular, we are 
:oncerned that the applications do not specifically deal with the issues surrounding sewage disposal. We 
trongly object to any plan that would involve disposing of treated sewage into the nullah adjacent to Elegance 
'ourt, Hillgrove Village, or a plan that would involve discharging of treated sewage in either Discovery Bay or Nim 
；hui Wan. Children and teenagers frequently jalay in the waters of the nullah and, of course, all residents of, and 
visitors to, Discovery Bay enjoy the beaches and sea surrounding our home.

'he  development plans for Discovery Bay stipulate that our sewage pass through the tunnel to the Government 
;ewage treatment works in Sui Ho Wan, but the capacity of those works will be fully utilised by already agreed 
developments. As residents and owners we must insist that the environmental impact, and specifically the issue 
)f sewage disposal, o f these new planned developments be fully detailed and agreed before any approva{ is 
;ranted.

y/lost respectfully,

John Amwcilci'i 
25 曰 12m〇 ⑹
tpbiHÛplrmd.̂nv.hk ____ •

八⑽ 101)

5 4 5 0

；uet Lun Ng
ohn Christian Antweiler



访仲者：
哥丨期: 
收仲哲：

Michciic H H H H H B H H H H H B i
2扣 12出 0_ 〔 里 則 - 14:35 
tjil>pd(3>plaml.(iov.hk
Fwd: Applic»lion No. YA-DB/3 Area l〇 b - amcndmenla dated 29lh November 2016 5 4 5 1

Begin forwarded message:

From: Michelle
Date: 26 December 2016 at 10:58:11 AM HKT 
To: tnbpd@Dand.gov.hk
Subject: Application No. Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b - amendments dated 29th November 2016 

Dear Sir, Mme,

As a home owner in Discovery Bay, I strongly object to the above mentioned application due to the environmental 
impact and the uncertainties in regards to the sewage treatment.
This project should be better considered and address all probable impacts in future. This should not be seen as a short 
term gain project for it might have great negative implications in the long run.
If you keep undermining the main reasons Discovery Bay is a success, namely it's low level of high rises, it's green 
environment, the undisturbed nature trails, you will destroy it's appeal for present owners and future buyers.

Please reconsider and adjust according to the needs and wants of your present population.

Sincerely yours,

M. Wehry

mailto:tnbpd@Dand.gov.hk
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••老 ： ItbllinmMHHHIi
ft 件 曰 期 ： 27E312Fj2016什 :丨  w二  12:18 5453收 件 逍 ： lpbpd@pland.uov.hk主 曰 ： Application No. Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b - amendments dated 29th November 2016

To w h o m  it may concern,____________________________________ ___________________ .

As the owner of I wish to
object against Application Y/l-DB/3 Area 10b. The baseline situation is that D B  sewage goes through the tunnel to 
a Government sewage treatment works at Siu W a n  O, the capacity of which places a limit on D B  sewage up to our 

theoretical 25,000 population. The full capacity will be taken up by the developments already agreed, in particular 
from unbuilt projects near the North Plaza.

The H K R  Application creates problems, because H K R  is pushing beyond the planned population and 
infrastructure.

There is also the question of the different types of output depending on the sewage treatment process. This sewage 

treatment output will end up in the calm waters around Discovery Bay.

Specifically for 10b, La Costa, Peninsula, and La Serene. There must be concern for the 1100 cu m. flowing every 
day into N i m  Shui Wan.

Points of environmental concern in the Application and submissions include:

a n ew sewage plant will be built 
.... total inorganic nitrogen [TIN] limit quality to be minimised 

.... standby sewage tankers

reclamation and dredging are proposed
.... discharge has been minimised as much as practicable to ensure the increase in TIN is minimised

.... most of the concentrations would comply with the relevant criteria

.... the dredging works for the outfall and for the navigation channel

....the discharge is away from the fish culture zones

.... water quality will comply with relevant criteria
the effluent discharge would have certain impact on the marine ecology 

....118 trees to be felled 169 trees to be felled 

....air quality ..... relatively low traffic volume

This is enough for m e  to believe we would move towards a worse environment. This is also inconsistent with the 

Government's recent:

150 million H K D  Biodiversity Strategy and Action Plan
https://www.hongkongfp.com/2016/12/21/hong-kong-govt-announces-flrst-biodiversitv-strategy-and-action-plan/

Yours faithfully,

Tham M o o  Cheng

mailto:lpbpd@pland.uov.hk
https://www.hongkongfp.com/2016/12/21/hong-kong-govt-announces-flrst-biodiversitv-strategy-and-action-plan/
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5454

就規割屯請/覆核提出意見Making Comnient 〇i\ Hsnr>.ing人卯丨icadcm / S^vlew

参考編號
Reference Number:

161228-162231-91875

败 圆
Deadline for submission:

30/12/2016

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission:

28/12/2016 16:22:31

有關的規劃申請編號^

T h e  application no. to which tlie comment relates:
Y/I-DB/3

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 
N a m e  of person making this comment:

先生 Mi:. AndyLau

意見詳情 、 
Details of the C o m m e n t :

|l support the plan submitted by HKR. |



P E M S  Comment Submission A l /  i
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就規劃申請/ S核提出S 見 MakUig C o m m e u t  on PbmiUig 人卯丨Icatbn / Rfcvfew

參 考 編 號 • 

Reference Number:
161228-164341-09320

提交限期
Deadline for submission:

30/12/2016

提交日期及時間，
Date and time of submission:

28/12/2016 16:43:41

有關的規劃申請編號
T h e  application no. to which the comment relates:

Y/I-DB/3

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 
N a m e  of person making this comment:

先生 Mr. Martha Ko

意見詳情
Details of the C o m m e n t :

I support the plan as it will improve the community spaces,facilities and services through suitabl 
e developments on private plots of land with well thought out planning, consultation and impact 
assessments.



痔汴口期: 

收汴农：

主H: 

附件：

Susan Ho |

27日12月2016年星期二20:25 

tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 

Discovery bay Planning Applications 

6f Objection SH 27.12.16.docx; Peninsular V O C  Letter for ArcdhOb Objection 27.12.16 SH.docx

Please see two objection letters attached

5456

Susan ho

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


I'ho Scci'ctavint 27 December 2016

Unvn I'lmmtng Hoiml

Nv>t1h Point Oovernment Olllccs 

Java Road, North Point 

^by email)

W m *  Sir,

八 l川 lieationNo.Y/I-Dtt/3

Area U)l>, Lot 385 U V  &  Ext (PartVin l).l). 352, Discovery Bav

Objection to the Subniission bv (he Annlicant

l l'cfcr to the RevSponse to Comments submitted by the consultant of H o n g  Kong 

Resort (''HKR”)> Masterplan Limited, to address the departmental comments 

I'cgarding the captioned application.

Kindly please note that I strongly object to the submission regarding the proposed 

development of tlie Lot,

The latest infonnation is submitted with the stated intention to address the provision 

of sewage. It does not provide sufficient information to k n o w  h o w  the best practice 

measures can address an unknown sewage plant design. It does however; provide 

furtlicr details tliat indicate that substantial dredging and reclamation is required. 

Earlier submissions specifically stated that limited reclamation and no dredging were 

required. It appears tliat tliis latest submission is not an attempt to address valid 

concerns but a furtlier attempt to change the Development proposal as submitted.

Whilst the submission is stated to be in response to the concerns raised by the 

Planning Board I note it does not m ake any attempt to address the valid concerns I 

have previously made.

In order to be specific m y  main reasons of objection on this particular submission are 

listed as follows:-

1. The Developer has failed to state the nature of the sewage plant to be constructed. 

Without this detail it is not possible to k n o w  if the proposed mitigation and good 

practice measures will adequately address the concerns previously made. 2

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

immediate residents and property owners nearby is substantial, the Developer



admits that the treated sewage will not meet certain limits (TIN) and merely 

states that levels will be minimized. The Developer should provide more 

detailed particulars.

3. The proposed reclamation and construction of a decking with a width of 9-34m 

poses an environmental hazard to the immediate, rural 'natural surrounding. There 

is possible sea pollution by the proposed reclamation, violation of the lease 

conditions, contravention of the Foreshore and Sea-bed (Reclamation) Ordinance, 

and encroachment on Government Lands etc. The submission has not 

satisfactorily addressed these issues and without any proper consultation with the 

co-owners.

4. The sea at N i m  Shi W a n  is fairly shallow with a large tidal range, the dredging 

required would be substantial during both construction operations and final 

construction uses：

5. The dredging for the Bounty vessel is excessive and serves no purpose other than 

a commercial venture for the Developer, notwithstanding that the developer 

claims no commercial operations will take place in the proposed Development. 

From time to time the Bounty is berthed adjacent to the existing Development 

Plot and has not required dredging to be carried out, it is also berthed at the 

temporary pier structure adjacent to the Auberge Hotel. There is no 

requirement to undertake dredging for the- Bounty as it can be berthed elsewhere 

adjacent to other commercial activities in Discovery Bay.

6. The sewage outfall does not fully comply with ecological requirements. The 

shallow bay at N i m  Shi Wa n  is regularly used by locals to collect filter feeding 

shellfish for food. The risk of transfer of significant health contaminants in 

sewage released in this shallow slow moving bay is high.

7. The sewage outfall will impact residents in N i m  Shi Wan, Discovery Bay Marina, 

Peng Chau and Cheung Wan. The Developer has not advertised the 

Development and its likely impacts to the health, well being and use by residents 

and others (including fishing boats that ply the area) in these areas. B y  failing to 

provide .specific details, or providing the information in a piecemeal and 

incohesive manner, it is impossible to adequately understand the effects of the 

Development

Unless and until the applicant is able to provide satisfactory responses to all previous

comments and to these comments, for further review and comment, and for the

2 of 3



applicant to present a whole submission rather than a jig saw of parts that cannot be 

viewed holistically the application for. Area 10b should be withdrawn.

5456

Susan Ho

e

3 of 3



寄件者： 

寄件曰期： 

收 特 ： 

主旨： 

附件：

Benson Benson U  Ping Sum 
2 4日丨2月2016年 星 期 六 21:02 
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Benson U  Ping Sum李 炳 森 傳 來 的 文 件  

Template for Area 10b Objection-l.docx

Dear Sirs
Enclosed pis find my objection letter. 
Benson Li

5457
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The Secretariat

T o w n  Planning Board

15/F, North Point Government Offices

333 Java Road, North Point

(Via email: tpbpd@pIand.g〇v.hk or fax: 2877 0245 / 2522 8426)

Dear Sir,

Section 12A Application No. Y/I-DB/3 

Area 10b, Lot 385 R P  &  Ext (Part) in D.D. 352, Discovery B a y

Objection to the Submission by the Applicant on 27.10.2016

I refer to the Response to Comments submitted by the consultant of H o n g  Kong 

Resort ( " K K R 55), Masterplan Limited, to address the departmental comments 

regarding the captioned application on 27.10.2016.

Kindly please note that I strongly object to the submission regarding the 

proposed development of the Lot. M y  main reasons of objection on this particular 

submission are listed as follows:-

1. H K R  claims that they are the sole land owner of Area 10b is in doubt, as the lot 

is n o w  held under the Principal Deed of Mutual Covenant (”P D M C ) .  dated 

20.9.1982. Area 10b forms part of the "Service Area" as defined in the P D M C .  

Area 10b also forms part of either the "City C o m m o n  Areas" or the "City 

Retained Areas" in the P D M C .  Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section I of the 

P D M C ,  every Owner (as defined in the P D M C )  has the right and liberty to go 

pass and repass over and along and use Area 10b for all purposes connected with 

the proper use and enjoyment of the same subject to the City Rules (as defined in

、 the PDMC). The applicant has failed to consult or seek proper consent from the

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

existing co-owners, i.e. all property owners of the Lot, should be considered, 

secured and respected.

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

immediate residents and property owners nearby is substantial, and the 

submission has not been addressed.

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

deviation to the land use of the original approved Master Layout Plans or the 

approved Outline Zoning Plan in the application, i.e. from service area into
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residential area, and approval of it would be an undesirable precedent case from 
environmental perspective and against the interest of all property owners of the 
district.

4. The proposed reclamation and construction of a decking with a width of 9-34m 
pose environmental hazard to the immediate rural natural surrounding. There are 
possible sea pollution by the proposed reclamation, violation of the lease 
conditions, contravention of the Foreshore and Sea-bed (Reclamation) Ordinance， 

and encroachment on Government Lands etc. The submission has not 
satisfactorily addressed these issues and without any proper consultation with the 
co-owners.

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

6. The proposed felling of 168 nos. mature trees in Area 10b is an ecological 
disaster, and poses a substantial environmental impact to the immediate natural 
setting. The proposal is unacceptable and the proposed tree preservation plan or 
the tree compensatory proposal are unsatisfactory.

7. I disagree the applicant's statement in item E.6 of RtC that the existing buses 
parks in Area 10b open space are "eyesores". We respect that Area 10b has been 
the backyard of Peninsula Village for years and are satisfied with the existing use 
and operation modes of Area 10b， and would prefer tliere will be no change .to 
the existing land use or operational modes of Area 10b. 8

8. The proposed extensive fully enclosed podium structure to house the bus depot, 
the repair workshops, the dangerous goods stores including petrol filling station 
and RCP are unsatisfactory and would cause operational health and safety hazard 
to the workers within a fiilly enclosed structure, especially in view of those 
polluted air and volatile gases emitted and the potential noise generated within 
the compounds. The proponent should carry out a satisfactory environmental
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impact assessment to the operational health and safety hazard of the workers 

within the fully enclosed structure and propose suitable mitigation measures to 

minimize their effects to the workers and the residents nearby.

9. The proposed removal of helipad for emergency use from Area 10b is 

undesirable in view of its possible urgent use for rescue and transportation of the 

patients to the acute hospitals due to the rural and remote setting of Discovery 

Bay. This proposal should not be. accepted without a proper re-provisioning 

proposal by the applicant to the satisfaction of all property owners of Discovery 

Bay.

10. I disagree the applicant's response in item (b) of U D & L ,  PlanD's comm e n t  in 

RtC that the proposed 4 m  wide waterfront promenade is an improvement to the 

existing situation of Area 10b. The proposed narrow promenade lacking of 

adequate landscaping or shelters is unsatisfactory in view of its rural and natural 

setting.

11. The revision of development as indicated in the Revised Concept Plan of Annex 

A  is still unsatisfactory and I agree that the comments m a d e  by Architectural 

Services Department that "....The podium of the building blocks nos. L7 to L14 

is about 2 5 0 m  in length that is too long and monotonous. Together with the 

continuous layouts of the medium-rise residential blocks behind, the 

development m a y  have a wall-effect and pose considerable visual impact to its 

vicinity...." and by Planning Department that "....towers closer to the coast should 

be reduced in height to minimize the overbearing impact on the coast" and that 

"....Public viewers from the southwest would experience a long continuous 

building mass abutting the coast. Efforts should be m a d e  to break d o w n  the 

building iriass with wider building gaps...." are still valid after this revision.

Unless and until the applicant is able to provide detailed responses to the comments

for farther review and comment，the application for Area 1.0b should be withdrawn.
. ■ • .

Signature _____________________________________ Date:________________________

N a m e  of Discovery B a y  Owner / Resident:_________________________ ____________
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PEMS Comment Submission

5 4 5 9

就 纖 讎 顯 卿 錄 細 t i腳 細 秘 ¥ _ 獅 阪 獅 ic itib n ^
參考編號
Reference Number:

邊交限期
Deadline for submission:

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission:

161229-171628-71856 

30/12/2016 

29/12/2016 17:16:28

有關的規劃申請編號 ■ Y/T-nB/3
The application no. to which the comment relates:

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 A d i m  YuName of person making this comment: ^  i irs. aaian ru

意見詳情 *
Details o f the C om m ent:__________________________________________ _________
More community focal points and public leisure space wlii be created for the residents 
and the public to enjoy.___________________________________________________________

file:///d|/Users/hytse/Desktop/YJ-DB_3/161229-171628-71856_CommenLYJ-DBJ.html[30/12/2016 14:33:47]
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PEMS Cbrwnent Submission
5 4 5 8

l  r\ ITI /.iVTi'TJ .1 i'.V.I u Pf !̂ i ri^gjnUSUPWltSSgjSi
煙^ 編號 u 161229-171257-29823
Reference Number:

提交限期 •
Deadline for submission: 30/12/2016

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission: 29/12/2016 17:12:57

有關的規剷申請編號 Y/I.DB/3
The application no. to which the com m ent relates: 1 f

「提意見人j 姓名/名稱 安人Mrs Ellen KwokName o f  person making this comment: ^ A M r s .  Ellen Kwok

意見詳情 '
Details of the C om m ent: _____________ '_____________ .
The plan redevelops ad upgradesThe current mix of unsightly uses in the area. The ov 
erall environment of the area will be improved. ______ ____________________

frte:///d|/Users/hyts€/Desktop/YJ-D0J/l61229-171257-29823- CommenLYJ*DB.3.html[3O/12/2O16 14:33:47]



EMS Comment Submission 5 4 6 0

參考辐號
Reference Number: 161229-222442-73639

提交限期
Deadline for submission: 30/12/2016

提交曰期及時間 29/12/2016 22:24:42and time of submission;

有關的規劃申請編號
The application no. fco which the comment relates: Y/I-DB/3

「提意見人J姓名 /名稱 
Name of person making this comment: 先生 Mr. Ga丨en Wong

意見詳情
Details of the Comment
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and servic 
es through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought out plannl 
ng, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 
the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal, and f 
air principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment plants 
taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.

£ ：///d|AJsers/hytse/Desktop/YJ-DB_3/161229-222442-73639_Comment_YJ-DB_3.html[30/12/2016 14:33:48]



5 4 6 1

參考辐號
Reference Number: 161229-222609-80231

提交限期
Deadline for submission: 30/12/2016

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission: 29/12/2016 22:26:09

有關的規劃申請辐號 V/T nR/7
The application no  ̂to which the comment relates: T/A~UB/：5

S f S V J U g t 心 議 娜  先 生 ™ 啊

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:_____________________
I support the pfan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and serviĉ 
es through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought out planni 
ng, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 
the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and f 
air principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment plants 
taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.

fjle:///dl/Users/hytse/Desktop/Y_I-DB_3/161229-222609-80231_CommentL.Y_I-DB_3.html[30/12/2016 14:33:49]



PEMS Comment Submission 5462

參考編號 161229-222728-17675Reference Number:

提交限期
Deadline for submission: 30/12/2016

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission: 29/12/2016 22:27:28

有關的規割申請編號
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: 先生 Mr. Wong Hon Chong

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:_________________________________________________
I support the plan as it will improve the^community leisure spaces, facilities and servic 
es through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought out planni 
ng, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 
the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and f 
air principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment plants 
taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.

J：///dI/Users/hyts?/DesktDp/VJ-DB_3/161229-222728-17675_CommenLYJ-DB„3.html[30/12/2016 14:33:49)
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5464

參考辐號 161229-223045-97893Reference Number:

提交限期
Deadline for submission: 30/12/2016

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission; 29/12/2016 22:30:45

有閲的規劃申請辐號
The application no. to which the comment relates: Y/I-DB/3

「提意見人] 姓名/名稱 
Name o f  person making this comment: 女士 Ms. Kathy Ho

意見詳情
Details o f the Com m ent:
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and servic 
es through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought out planni 
ng, consultation andimpact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 
the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and f 
air principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment plants 
taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.

i» 5/ ^ytse / D e s^/ Y j^^/ i61 22^22 3C M 5^893 _C om m e n t_Y J-D B _3 .h tm l[3 0/12/ 2016  14:33:51]



PEMS Comment Submission 5 4 6 5

參 考 編 號

Reference Number: 161229-223203-39398

提交限期
Deadline for submission: 30/12/2016

提交日期及時間
Date and tim e of submission: 29/12/2016 22:32:03

The application no. to which the comment relates: Y/1"08/3
有關的規劃申請編號

「提 意 見 人 J 姓 名 / 名 稱  

Name of person making this comment: 小姐 Miss Ka Yin

意見詳情
Details of the Com m ent:
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and servic 
es through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought out planni 
ng, consultation and impact assessments. *

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 
the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and f 
air principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment plants 
taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.

flle:///d|川  se rs/hylse/Desktop/Vl>DB_3/161229-223203-39398_Com m entja-DBi3.htm P〇/12/201 泛 14:33:52]



PEMS Comment Submission 5 4 6 6

參考辐號
Reference Number:

111 I H  • m < “ i 

161229-223308-28518

提交限期
Deadline for submission:

30/12/2016

.提交曰期及時間 . .  
Date and time of submission:

29/12/2016 22:33:08

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j 姓名/名稱 
Name of person making this comment: 先生 Mr. Nick Wong

意見詳情
Details of the Com m ent:
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and servic 
es through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought out planni 
ng, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 
the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and f 
air principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment plants 
taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.

rae:///d|/UserS/hytse/Desktop/Y_J-DB_3/161229-223308-28518_CommenLYJ-DB_3.htn,l[30/12/2016 14:33:53]



PEMS Comment Submission 5 4 6 7

參考編號
Reference Number:

161229-223413-14773

提交限期
Deadline for subm ission:

30/12/2016

提交日期及時間
Date and time of subm ission:

29/12/2016 22:34:13

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 
Name of person m aking th is comment:

先生 Mr. Wayne Wong

意見詳情
Details of the C o m m e n t:______________ ___ _____________________________
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and servic 
es through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought out planni 
ng, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 
the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and f 
air principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment plants 
taking care of the needs of Discover/ Bay.

nie;///d|/Users/hytse/Desktop/Y_I-DB_3/161229-223413-M773_Commentu.Y_I-DB_3.htmI[30/12/2016 14:33:53]



IS Comment Submission 5 4 6 8

參考辐號
Reference Number: 161229-223520-17920

提交限期
Deadline for submission: 30/12/2016

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission; 29/12/2016 22:35:20

有關的規剌申請編號
The application no. to which the comment relates: Y/I-DB/3

「提意見人J 姓名/名稱 
Name of person making this comment: 夫人 Mrs. Ho

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:______________________________________________
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and servic 
es through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought out planni 
ng, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 
the feasibility of his proposal, I opine fhat the government should, base on equal and f 
air principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment plants 
taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.

=///tilAJsers/hytse/D^ictop/yj-DB_3/161229-223520-17920_Com ment_YJ-pB_3.htm l[30/12/2016 14:33:54]



PEM S Comment Submission 5469

參考編號
Reference Number: 161229-223619-05250

提交限期
Deadline for submission: 30/12/2016 .

提交日期及時間
Date and time bf submission: 29/12/2016 22:36:19

有閲的規劁申請編號.
The application no. to which the comment relates: Y/I-DB/3

「提意見人J 姓名/名稱 
Name of person making this comment: 先生 Mr_ David Chan

意見詳情
Details of the Comment
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and servic 
es through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought out planni 
ng, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 
the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and f 
air principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment plants 
taking'care of the needs of Discovery Bay.

fi!e:///d|/Users/hytse/Desktop/Y_J-DB- 3/161229-223619-05250_CommentL.YJ-DB_3.html[30/12/2016 14:33:55]



PEMS Comment Submission 5 4 7 1

參考編號
Reference Number: 161229-223835-69078

提交限期
Deadline for submission: 30/12/2016

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission: 29/12/2016 22:38:35

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: 先生 Mr. Wong

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:
I support the plan as it will improve the-community leisure s p a c e s , facilities and servic 
es through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought out planni 
ngr consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 
the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and f 
air principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment plants 
taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.

file:///d|/Users/hytse/Desktop/Y_I-DB_3/161229-223835-69078„Comment_Y_I-DB_3.htni![30/12/2016 14:33:S6]
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PEMS Comment Submission 5 4 7 0

file:///d|/Users/hytse/Desktop/Y_I-DB_3/161229-223736*25482- CommenLYJ-DB_3.html[30/12/2016 14:33:55]
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WS Comment Submission
5472

哪 滅 赚 裘 鐵 心 h  wi 1ft #  口 丨 碰 趾 ^ 細 靈 *:咖符墙

參考編號 161230-095926-12888
Reference Number:

提交限期 30/12/2016
Deadline for submission:

提交日期及時間 ' 30/12/2016 09:59:26
Date and time of submission:

有關的規劃申請編號 y / I - D B / 3
The application no. to which the comment relates:

「提 意 見 姓 名 /名 先 生 Mr. William Yau 
Name of person making this comment:

意見詳情 .
Details of the Comment:______________ ______________ __________________
Sewage treatment and water supply have been detailedly described in the supplement 
.Environment has been well considered. It creates minimal impact to adjacent develo 
ped areas. The development is supported by me.___________________________

^//j

2：///d|/Usefs/hytse/Desktop/Y_J-DB_3/161230-095926-12888.Comment_YJ-DB_3.html[30/12/2016 14:33:58]



PEMS Comment Submission
5473

R e t S c e  Number: 161230-115529-64935

D eclin e  for submission: 3Q/ _ 16

髮亨曰亨間  …  30/12/2016 11:55:29Date and time of submission:

有關的規剤申請編號 Y/I-DB/3
The application no. to which the comment relates:

,「提意見人」姓名/名稱 先¥  Mr W  Yau
Name of person making this comment:

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:___________ ___________________________________
The newly provided suppiementary information proves that Area 10B development has 
had utilities well considered such as water supply, sewage, storm drain, etc. and they 
are feasible without adverse impact to the existing developments. To this extent, I agr 
ee with the development without hesitation.______________________________

fi!e:///d|/Usere/hytse/Desktop/YJ-DB_3/161230-115529-64935_CommenLY_I-DB_3.html[30/12/2016 14:33:59]



FEMS Comment Submission 5 4 7 4

撕 綱 玆 部 膽 周 r g _  i 

參 考 編 號 .
Reference Number:

161230-124335-21411

穿交if•期 f h • . 30/12/2016Deadline for submission:

提交曰期及時間 30/12/2016 1 2 H ；35Date and time of submission: , ju/iz/zuib

有關的規割申請編號 Y/I_DB/3
The application no. to which the com ment relates: ' 1

_r 提意見人』姓名/名稱

Name of person making this comment: 先生 M r . M r . Y a u

意 見 詳 情  .
Details of the C om m ent:
這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 劃 、 諮 詢 葙 彰 鎏 評 估 ， 以 低 密 度  

發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 、 提 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間 ， 本 人 十 分 支 持 。 至 於 供 水 和 污 水 處 理 方  

案 ， 雖 然 發 展 商 展 示 了 建 議 的 可 行 性 ， 但 我 認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平 公 正 原 則 ， 在 發 展 大 嶼  

山 時 ， 考 慮 擴 大 小 蠔 灣 7JC務 及 污 水 處 理 廠 處 理 能 力 至 覆 蓋 整 個 愉 景 灣 。



P£MS Comment Submission 5 4 7 5

就規劃申請/覆 核 撞 出 親 細 _ 嚇 _ 敢

參考編號
Reference Number:

提交限期
Deadline for submission:

提交曰期及時間
Date and time of submission:

161229-234514-00840

30/12/2016

29/12/2016 23:45:14

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I_De/3
The application no. to which the comment relates: J 7

「提意見人J 姓名/名稱 
Name of person making this comment:

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:

先生 Mr. Wong Hiu Hei

I strongly object to the planned development as presented by the Hong Kong Resor 
t Company, who with thousands of owners are bound together by a Deed of Mutual C 
ovenant.

2. Due to this unique situation, any changes must be judged by the.TPB / PLAND with 
a holistic view in mind ; this proposed development as well as the application Y/IDB/2 
Area 6f cannot be judged solely on their own but how it also will affect the whole envi 
ronment in Discovery Bay and whether all the DB service facilities are sufficient to sup 
port such developments. So it is IMPERATIVE /besides looking at each application sep 
arately the TPB must also look at both applications of the HKR together to make a goo 
d judgement what they ask DB owners and residents to "bear".

.In area 10b same as it is proposed in area 6f to built a sewage treatment plant qua 
si ''on site'7 in the midst of a residential development and the effluent is planned to be 
discharged into the WATER BASIN OF NIM SHUE WAN Bay must be considered as hig 
ily " sensitive" In the least. We are living in the 2-lst century and Town Planning must 
be a forward looking endeavour. To me it is outrageous to even consider in'' Asia's 
World City'' to put nowadays a sewage treatment plant into a new residential develop 
ment. (there was an old sewagetreatment plant at this proposed location, however b 
uilt decades ago when this area was a large service area, bus station, repair shops, w 
aste handling and the like ....quasi commercial activities ) It should be demanded that 
this application / development as well as Y/IDB/2 area 6f to be deferred already on th 
e grounds of the sewagetreatment and disposal； For this matter the applicant should 
wait till the Government Sewage Treatment Facilities of Lantau Island can receive all t 
he sewage from DB. By no means should affluent be directed into the sea in and arou 
nd Discovery Bay. The HK Waters cannot take more of this pollution and this does not 
concern only TIN! It woOld be really a great step back for the environment of DB and 
HK! 4

4. The effluent is planned to be discharged through a pipe into the shoreline, the bay 
of Nim Shue Wan, which should be considered " quasi typographically confined basin 
with limited dispersive capacity,/ the planned outfall point will not be far from the housi 
ng development, in the vicinity there is also recreational activity from the DB Marina a 
nd Club. It is not far from Peng Chau which apparently has received or will receive a h

nie:///d|/Users/hytse/Desktop/YJ-DB_3/161229-234514-00840_Comment_YJ-D8_3.html[30/12/2016 14:33:57]
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igh technology sewage treatment plant This effluent is in addition to the already pollut 
ed waters in the South of Hong Kong. It would be quite selfdefeating: Peng Chau with 
a most modern water treatment plant and then the effluents from DB. The reference 
of the applicant regarding Rsh Culture Zones , in MaWan and Cheung Sha, VERY FAR 
away from Nim Shue Wan can only "pull wool over the TPB". There are quasi daily fish 
ermen/boats seen in around DB, mostly from Peng Chau, an. examination of the catch 
in regard to toxics should be highly recommended . Effluent discharge to the close by 
shores , to the sea should not take place !!

5. The ''sensitive receivers'' the sea at the Discovery Bay would be ̂typographically con 
fined basin with limited dispersive capacity" thus effluent must be considered as "pote 
ntiaNy polluting' Not even to mention the matter of storm-surge, back-flow and the li 
ke. All of the tables and calculations of the applicant should be taken with a large pine 
h of salt as simply : effluent to the sea = generally considered is ''water pollution''.

6. From PLAND AND MY COMMENTS IN REGARD TO THIS APPLICATION:
Aims of Environmental Planning
2.1.1
To achieve a better environment through planning....
NO BETTER ENVIRONMENT
(a) Ta avoid creating new environmental problems....
THERE ARE ADDm ONAL PROBLEMS
(b) To seize opportunities for environmental improvement....
NO OPPORTUNITY SEIZED IN THIS DEVELOPMENT

Proper land use planning,
(b) proposed land uses in the same development area are compatible with each other 

THERE IS NO NECESSITY FOR THIS DEVELOPMENT AS PLANNED. IT HAS NO CONNE
cnoN wnn housing shortage in h o n g ko n g , a n d as for "optimising lan
D USE " THE APPLICANT 7 IN CASE HAS LARGE TRACTS OF LAND AVAILABLE IN DB 
WrrHOUT CREATING ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL PROBLEMS. IN CASE, THE PLAN 
NED DEVELOPMENT Y/IDB/3 AREA 10b MUST BE SCALED BACK IN SIZE TO BE SOME 
WHAT COMPATIBLE WTTH THE CURRENT ENVIRONMENT IN DB. THE.DEVELOPMENT 
IT IS ALSO NOT "COMPATIBLE" AS WITH THE OBVIOUS POLLUTING ACTEVUIES IN T 
HE PODIUMRIGHT UNDER THE RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT, AND ALSO THE CON 
NECTED VEHICLE TRAFFIC, PLUS THE SEWAGE TREATMENT PLANT AND THE PETRO 
LFILLING STATION.

(c) adequate and suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to ensure proper 
handling and disposal of all wastes and waste water arising from proposed developme 
nts.
THIS IS NOT THE CASE WITH BOTH.THE PLANNED D巳 DEVELOPMENTS (THIS ONE A 
ND ALSO Y/IDB/2 AREA 6F.) THE PLANNED NEW WASTE HANDLING FOR THE WHOL 
E OF DB 7 TRANSFER AND DISPOSAL FACILITIES ARE COMPLETELY INADEQUATE AN ； 
D ILLPLACED UNDER A PODIUM STRUCTURE. AS MENTIONED ABOVE AND THIS WAS 
ALREADY WRTTTEN IN
PREVIOUS COMMENTS. TV IS DEFINITELY NOT IN THE CATEGORY OF "SUITABLY S I T  

ED ENVIRONMENTAL FACILITIES"

2.2.2
(c) the capacity of the environment to receive additional developments, for example, t 
he capacity of an airshed or water basin to receive and assimilate residuals or the cap 
acity of the environment infrastructure such as sewerage and waste reception facilities 
to accommodate further residuals;
AS WRITTEN ABOVE , DB HAS LIMITED CAPACITY TO ACCEPT ALREADY THE LIMITS 
REGARDING 25.000 RESIDENTS INDICATE THAT. THE TPB MUST NOT FORGET THAT
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Reference Numben 161229-234514-00840

Deadline for submission: 30/l?/2016

有U K規H 串請編號 Y/M a/3 -
The application no. to which the comment relates: # w *

f緹意見人J 姓名/名棋 先生Mr V/ono Hlu H€i
Name of person making this comment: ^ k ,r* ucng

聯絡人
Contact Person

通訊地址 
Postal Address

電話號碼 
Tel No.:

傳真猇碼 
Fax N o .:

電郵地址 
E-mail address
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意見詳情
Details of the Comment:

「提意見人J 姓名/名稱 
Name of person making this comment:

有關的規剿申請編號
The application no. to which the comment relates:

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission：

Deadline for submission:
提交限期

參考編號
Reference Number:

小姐 Miss Hui Sau Ying

Y/I-DB/3

29/12/2016 23:46:13

30/12/2016

161229-234613-56907

|1.1 strongly object to the planned development as presented by the Hong Kong Resor 
k Company, who with thousands of owners are bound together by a Deed, of Mutual C 
ovenant.

2. Due to this unique situation, any changes must be judged* by the TPB / PLAND with 
a holistic view in mind ; this proposed development as wejl as the application Y/IDB/2 
krea 6f cannot be judged solely on their own but how it also will affect the whole envi 
ronment in Discovery Bay and whether all the- DB service facilities are sufficient to sup 

I port such developments. So it is IMPERATIVE , besides looking at each application sep 
arately the TPB must also look at both applications of the HKR together to make a goo 
d judgement what they ask DB owners and residents to "bear".

3- In area 10b same as it is proposed in area 6f to built a sewage treatment plant qua 
si ''on sitewin the midst of a residential development and the effluent is planned to be 
discharged into the WATER BASIN OF NIM SHUE WAN Bay must be considered as hig 
hly " sensitive" in the least. We are living in the 21st century and Town Planning must 
[be a forward looking endeavour. To me it is outrageous to even consider in w Asia's 
AA/orld City w to put nowadays a sewage treatment plant into a new residential develop 
ment _ (There was an old sewagetreatment plant at this proposed locati6n, however t) 
uilt decades ago when this area was a large service area, bus station, repair shops, w 
aste handling and the like ....quasi commercial activities ) It should be demanded that 
Ithis application / development as well as Y/IDB/2 area 6f to be deferred already on th 
e grounds of the sewagetreatment and disposal. For this matter the applicant should

fi!e：///dI/Users/hytse/Desktop/y_I-DB_3/161229-234613-56907_CommenLY_I-DB_3.html[30/12/2016 14:33:57]

Uait till the Government Sewage Treatment Facilities of Lantau Island can receive all t 
he sewage from DB； By no means should affluent be directed into the sea in and arou 
nd Discovery Bay. The HK Waters cannot take more of this pollution and this does not 
concern only TIN! It would be really a great step back for the environment of DB and i 
HKi ■ *

4. The effluent is planned to be discharged through a pipe into the shoreline, the bay 
of Nim Shue Wan, which should be considered " quasi typographically confined basin 
with limited dispersive capacityw the planned outfall point will not be far from the housi 
ng development, in the vicinity there is also recreational activity from the DB Marina a 
nd Club. It is not far from Peng Chau which apparently has received or will receive a h
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igh technology sewage treatment plant This effluent is in addition to the already pollut 
ed waters in the South of Hong Kong. It would be quite selfdefeating: Peng Chau with | 

most modern water treatment plant and then the effluents from DB. The reference 
of the applicant regarding Fish Culture Zones , in MaWan and Cheung Sha, VERY FAR 
away from Nim Shue Wan can only "pull wool ov6r the TP巳"• There are quasi daily fishj 
ermen/boats seen in around DB, mostly, from Peng Chau, an examination of the catch 
in regard to toxics should be highly recommended . Effluent discharge to the close by 
shores , to the sea should not take place !!

5. The ''sensitive receivers'' the sea at the Discovery Bay would be wtyp〇graphicaily conj 
fined basin with limited dispersive capacity^ thus effluent must be considered as ''pote 
ntially polluting .̂ Not even to mention the matter of storm-surge, back-flow and the li 
ke. All of the tables and calculations of the applicant should be taken with a large pine I 
h of salt as simply : effluent to the sea = generally considered is ''water pollution''. 1

6. From PLAND AND MY COMMENTS IN REGARD TO THIS APPLICATION;
Aims of Environmental Planning
2.1.1
To achieve a better environment through planning....
NO BETTERENVIRONMENT ■
(a) To avoid creating new environmental problems....
THERE ARE ADDITIONAL PROBLEMS
(b) To seize opportunities for environmental improvement....
NO OPPORTUNITY SEIZED IN THIS DEVELOPMENT

Proper land use planning,
(b) proposed land uses in the same development area are compatible with each other

THERE IS NO NECESSITY FOR THIS DEVELOPMENT AS PLANNED, r r  HAS NO CONNE 
CHON WUH HOUSING SHORTAGE IN HONG KONG , AND AS FOR "OPTIMISING LAN 
D USE M THE APPLICANT , IN CASE HAS LARGE TRACTS OF LAND AVAILABLE IN DB 
WITHOUT CREATING ADDmONAL ENVIRONMENTAL PROBLEMS. IN CASE, THE PLAN I 
NED DEVELOPMENT Y/IDB/3 AREA 10b MUST BE SCALED BACK IN SIZE TO BE SOME 
WHAT COMPATIBLE WITH THE CURRENT ENVIRONMENT IN DB. THE DEVELOPMENT ] 
U  IS ALSO NOT "COMPATIBLE" AS WITH THE OBVIOUS POLLUTING ACTIVITIES IN 
HE PODIUM , RIGHT UNDER THE RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT, AND ALSO THE CON 
NECTED VEHICLE TRAFRC, PLUS THE SEWAGE TREATMENT PLANT AND THE PETRO 
LFILLING STATION.

(c) adequate and suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to ensure proper 
handling and disposal of all wastes and waste water arising from proposed developmel 
nts.
THIS IS NOT THE CASE W]TH BOTH THE PLANNED DB DEVELOPMENTS (THIS ONE AI 
ND ALSO Y/IDB/2 AREA 6F.) THE PLANNED NEW WASTE HANDLING FOR THE WHOL ' 
E OF DB , TRANSFER AND DISPOSAL FACILmES ARE COMPLETELY INADEQUATE AN 
D ILLPLACED UNDER A PODIUM STRUCTURE. AS MENTIONED ABOVE AND THIS WAS | 
ALREADY WRITTEN IN
PREVIOUS COMMENTS. IT IS DEFINITELY NOT IN THE CATEGORY OF "SUITABLY SIT| 
ED ENVIRONMENTAL FACILITIES"

2.2.2
(c) the capacity of the environment to receive additional developments, for example, 11 
he capacity of an airshed or water basin to receive and assimilate residuals or the cap ： 
acity of the environment infrastructure such as sewerage and waste reception facilities) 
to accommodate further residuals;
AS WRITTEN ABOVE , DB HAS LIMITED CAPACITY TO ACCEPT ALREADY THE LIMITS 
REGARDING 25.000 RESIDENTS INDICATE THAT. THE TPB MUST NOT FORGET THAT I

flle;///d|/Users/hytse/Desktop/Y_I-DB_3/16l229-234613-56907_Comfnent_Y_I-08_3.html[30/X2/2016 14:33:57].
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'.Yater Quality Considerations 
2.3.4
[t should be noted that there is a general shift of estuarine to oceanic conditions in a 
west to east direction in the coastal waters of Hong Kong. Any major developments w 
hich are likely to cause significant disruption to water circulation should be either avoi 
ded as far as posable or subjected to water quality modelling tests prior to the finalisa 
tion of site selection.
PLEASE TO KEEP IN MIND.

23.S
Any development which causes either ajnflict with the constraints or damage of the re 
sources and amenity areas should be avoided, unless the conflict can be resolved or t 
ne imposition of appropriate development contxols is practicable. The waterbased deve 
lopments should be located such that bulk water exchange is maximised.
CONTKARY TO VVHAT T^E APPLICANT CLAIMS : NIM SHUE WATERS ARE CALM, LTTT 
LE TIDALSTREAM ACTIVmES CAN BE SEEN AND THERE IS DERNITELY LIMITED DIS 
PERSIVE CAPACTTY. POLLLTnON FROM THE RESIDENTS IN NIM SHUE WAN VILLAGE 
MUST ALSO BE KEPT IN MIND AND ADDED TO THE SITUATION.

Waste Management Cona'derat'ons
2.3.6
In tiie preparation of land use plans, effort should be made to reserve sufficient sites i 
n suitable locations for municipal waste reception and transfer fealities.... As some use 
s have potential to cause nuisances and to give rise to spea'al requirements for waste 
disposal and effluent discharge, due consideration should be given to their iocation an 
d design to minimise the potential impacts.
THE PROPOSED NEW SPACE UNDER A PODIUM STRUCTURE FOR WASTE HANDLING, 
THE APPLICANTS REFUSE RECEIVING STATION PLANNED FOR THE WHOLE OF DB, I 
S TOTALLY INADEQUATE FOR THE PRESENT AND MORESO MUST BE FOR THE FUTU 
RE. K  WAS WRITTEN ALREADY ABOUT IT. ALSO THE PLANNED LIMHED SPACE i=OR 
WASTE HANDLING FAQUrLES CANNOT BE COMPATIBLE WTTH THE PHILOSOPHY OF 
21ST CEhTTURY WASTE HANDLING, SEPARATING, SORTING FOR RECYCLING AND RE 
USE.

SERVICE F A a u n E S  ARE ALSO STRESSED BECAUSE OF THE OFTEN LARGE IN ^U X  0
F VISITORS AND TOURISTS CREATING ENVIRONMENTAL DEGRADATION TO THIS CO
NRNED AREA, THE NUMBERS ARE IN ADDm ON TO THE RESIDENTS IN THIS PLACE.

7. m  CONCLUSION I STRONGLY OBJECT TO THIS APPLICATION.
Hui Sau Ying
ov.Tier
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T o w n  Planning Board

15/F, North Point Government Offices

333 Java Road, North Point

(Via email: t D b n d @〇land.g〇v.hk or fax: 2877 0245 / 2522 8426)

Dear Sir,

' ■ * ■

Section 12A AppHeation No. Y/I-DB/2

Area 6 t  L ot 385 RP & Ext (Part  ̂in D-D. 352, Discovery Bay 
• * . •

Objection to the Submission bv the Applicant on 28.11.2016

C I refer to the Response to Comments submitted by the consultant of Hong Kong

Resort (^HKR*5), Masterplan Limited, to address the departmental comments 

regarding the captioned application on 28.11.2016.

Kindly please note that I strongly object to the submission regarding the 

proposed development of the Lot. M y  main reasons of objection on this particular 

submission axe listed as follows:-

1. H K R  claims that they are tlie sole land owner of Area 6f is in doubt, as the lot is 

n o w  held -under the Principal Deed of Mutual Covenant C'PDMC') dated

20.9.1982. Area 6f forms part of either the uCity C o m m o n  Aieasn or the "City 

Retained Areas" as defined in the P D M C .  Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section I of 

the P D M C ,  every Owner (as defined in the P D M C )  has the right and liberty to go 

pass and repass over and along and use Area 6f for all puippses connected with 

the proper use and enjoyment of the same subject to the City. Rules (as defined in 

the PDMC), The applicant has failed to consult or seek proper consent from the 

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

the existing co-owners, i.e. all property owners of the Lot, should be considered, 

secured and respected..

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

immediate residents and property owners .nearby are substantial, and the 

submission has not been addressed.

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

deviation to the land use of the original approved Master Plsuns or the approved 

Outline Zoning Plan in the application, i.e. from staff quarters into residential

lof2
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area, and approval of it would be an undesirable precedent case from 

environmental perspective and against the Interest of all property owners of the 

district.

4. The original stipulated D B  population of 25,000 should be folly respected as the 

underlying infrastructure capacity could not afford such substantial increase in 

population by the submission, and all D B  property owners would have to suffer 

and pay for the cost out of this submission in upgrading the surrounding 

infrastructure so as to provide adequate supply or. support to the proposed 

development, e.g. all required road network and related utilities improvement 

works arised out of this submission including the sewage treatment proposal etc. 

The proponent should Consult and liaise with all property owners being affected 

and undertake the cost and expense of all infrastructure out of this development. 

Its disruption during construction to other property owners in the vicinity should 

be properly mitigated and addressed in the submission. The proposed sewage 

treatment plant is unacceptable in term of its proposed scale and extent and pose 

substantial visual and environmental impacts to the immediate surroundings.

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

and poses a substantial environmental impact to the immediate natural setting. 

The proposal is unacceptable and the proposed tree preservation plan or the tree 

compensatory proposal are unsatisfactory.

6. Tlic revision of development as indicated in the Revised Concept Plan of Annex

A  is still unsatisfactory in term of its proposed height, massing and disposition in 

tliis revision. The two towers are still sitting too dose to each other which may 

create a wall-effect to the existing rural natural setting, and would pose an 

undesirable visual impact to the immediate surrounding, especially to those 

existing towers in the vicinity. ,

Unless and until the applicant is able to provide detailed responses to the comments 

for further review and comment, the application for Area 6f should be withdrawn.

Signature .Date:

Name of Discovery Bay. Owner / Rcsi4ea^ b  K 下，d '

2 of 2
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15/F, N o n h  Point Government Offices

333 Java Road, North Point •

(Via email: tnbDd@r)land,g〇v.hk or fax: 2877 0245 / 2522 8426)

Dear Sir,

Section 12A Annlication No. Y/I-DB/2 

Area ($f. Lot 385 R P  &  Ext (Tartnn D.D. 352> Discovery B 扣

Objection to the Submission bv the AnnHcant on 2 8 .1 1 .2 0 1 6

I refer to the Response to Comments submitted by the consultant of H o n g  Kong 

Resort C，<,H K R n), Masterplan Limited,' to address the departmental comments 

regarding the captioned application on 28.11.2016.

Kindly please note that I strongly object to the submission regarding the 

proposed development of the Lot, M y  main reasons of objection on this particular 

submission are listed as follows;-

1. H K R  claims that they are the sole land owner of Area 6f is in doubt, as the lot is 

n o w  held under the Principal Deed of Mutual Covenant ("PDMC') dated

20.9.1982. Area 6f forms part of either the "City C o m m o n  Areas'" or the "City 

Hetained Areas" as defined in the P D M C .  Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section I of 

the P D M C ,  every O w ner (as defined in the P D M C )  has the right and liberty to go 

pass and repass over and along and use Area 6f for all purposes connected with 

the proper use and enjoyment of the same subject to the City Rules (as defined in 

the P D M C ) .  The applicant has failed to consult or seek proper consent from the 

co-owners of the Lot prior to this unilateral application. T h e  property rights of 

the existing co-owners, i.e. all property owners of the Lot, should be considered, 

secured and respected.

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

immediate residents and property owners nearby are substantial, and the 

submission has not been addressed.
* . • • . * • . • . 3 * *

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

deviation' to the land use of the diginal approved Master Plans or the approved

Outline Zoning Plan in the application, i.e. from staff quarters into residential
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area, a n d ' approval of it would be an undesirable precedent ca^e from 

environmental perspective and against the interest of all property owners of the 

district.-

4, The original stipulated D B  population of 25,000 should be fully respected as the 

underlying infrastructure capacity could not afford such substantial increase in 

population by the submission, and all D B  property owners would have to suffer 

and pay for the cost out of this submission. in upgrading the surrounding 

infrastructure so as to provide adequate supply or support to the proposed 

development, e.g. all required road network and related utilities improvement 

works arised out of this submission including the sewage treatment proposal etc. 

The proponent should consult and liaise with all property owners being affected 

and undertake the cost and expense of all infrastructure out of this development. 

Its disruption during construction, to other property owners in the vicinity should 

be properly mitigated and addressed in the submission. The proposed sewage 

treatment plant is unacceptable in term, of its proposed scale and extent and pose 

substantial visual and environmental impacts to the immediate surroundings.

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

and poses a substantial environmental impact to the immediate natural setting. 

The proposal is unacceptable and the proposed tree preservation plan or the tree 

compeasatory proposal are unsatisfactory. 6

6. The revision of development as indicated in the Revised Concept Plan of Annex 

A  is still unsatisfactory in term.of its proposed height, massing and disposition in 

this revision. The two towers are still sitting too close to each other which may 

create a wall-effect to the existing rural natural setting, and would pose an 

undesirable visual impact to the immediate surrounding, especially- to those 

■ existing towers in the vicinity,

Unless and until the applicant is able to provide detailed responses to the comments 

for further review and comment, the application for Area 6f should be withdrawn.

Signature Date:

N a m e  of Discovery Bay Owner / ̂ sident: f\f<

Address:

❿

❿

29-DEC-201G 1 7 :0 4
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Town Planning Board 

15/F, North Point Government Offices 

333 Java Road, North Point 

(Via email: tnbnd@ nIand.gov.hk or fa

Dear Sirs,
Section 12A Anplication No. YA-PB/3 

Area 10b, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part  ̂in D.P. 352, Discovery Bay 

Obiection to the Submission by the Applicant on 28.1L2016

I refer to the Response to Comments submitted by the consultant for Hong Kong 
Resort (“HKR”)，MasterpLaii Limited (“Masterplan”), to address the departmental

comments regarding the captioned application on 28.11.2016.

Kindly please note that I strongly object to the submission regarding the 
.proposed development of the lot, My main reasons o f objection on this particular 
submission are listed as follows:-

1. I reject the claim in the 3rd submission made in response to Paragraph #10
comments &om the District Lands Office (c<D L055) that the applicant (HKR) has 
the absolute right to develop Area 10b.

Masterplan is wrong to assume that ownership o f undivided shares ipso facto 
gives the applicant tlie absolute right to develop Area 1 Ob. The right o f the 
applicant to develop or redevelop any part of the lot is restricted by the Land 
Grant dated 10 September, 1976; by the Master Plan identified at Special 
Condition #6 of the L^nd Grant; and by the Deed of Mutual Covenant (MDMC,!) 
dated 30 September, 1982.

Upon the execution of the DMC, the lot was divided into 250,000 equal 
undivided shares. To date, more than 100,000 of these undivided shares have 
been assigned by HKR to other owners and to the Manager. The rights and 
obligations of all owners of undivided shares in the lot are specified in the DMC. 
HKR has no rights separate from other owners except as. specified in the DMC.

Area 10b forms the "Service Area", as defined in the DMC and shown on the 
Master Plan. As per the DMC, the definition of City Common Areas includes the 
following: .

u ...such pari or pans of the Service Area as shall be used for the benefit of
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the City. These City Common Areas together with those City Retained Areas 
as defined and these City Common Facilities as defined form the entire 
''Reserved Portion" and "Minimum Associated Facilities" mentioned in the 
Conditions."

Special Condition 10(a) of the Land Grant states that HKR may not dispose of 
any part of the lot or the buildings thereon unless they have entered into a Deed 
of Mutual Covenant. Furthermore, Special Condition 10(c) states:

u(q) In the Deed of Mutual Covenant referred to in (a) hereof, the Grantee 
shall:

(i) Allocate to the Reserved Portion an appropriate number of 
undivided shares in the lot or, as the case may be, cause the same to be 
carved out from the lot, "which Reserved Portion the Grantee shall not 
assign, except as a whole to the Grantee *s subsidiary company...

As such, the applicant may not assign the Reserved Portion -  which includes the 
Service Area defined in the DMC and shown on the Master Plan -  except as a 
whole to the Grantee's (HKR's) subsidiary company. Thus, HKR has no right 
whatsoever to develop the Service Area (Area 10b) for residential housing 
for sale to third parties.

It will also be noted from the foregoing that HKR may either allocate an' 
appropriate number of undivided shares to the Reserved Portion, or carve same 
out from the lot. According to the DMC (Section III, Clause 6), HKR shall 
allocate Reserve Undivided Shares to the Service Area. However, there is no 
evidence in the Land Registry that HKR has allocated any Reserve Undivided 
Shares to the Service Area. Thus, it is moot whether HKR is actually the "sole, 
land owner>, of Area 10b. The entire proposal to develop Area 10b for sale or 
lease to third parties is unsound. The Town Planning Board should reject the 

application forthwith.

2. Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section I of the DMC, every Owner (as defined in the 
DMC) has the right and liberty to go pass and repass over and along and use 
Area 10b for all purposes connected with the proper use and enjoyment of the 
same subject to the City Rules (as defined in the DMC). This has effectively 
granted over time an easement that cannot be extinguished. The'Applicant has 
failed to consult or seek proper consent from the co-owners of the lot prior to this 
unilateral application. The property rights of the existing co-owners, i.e. all 
property owners of the lot, should be maintained, secured and respected. 2
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In response to DLO's comment #9 in the 3rd submission, which advised "The 

Applicant shall prove that there are sufficient undivided shares retained by them 

for allocation to the proposed development", Masterplan stated "The applicant 

has responded to District Lands Office directly via HKR's letter to D L O  dated 3 

Aug 2016."

As the lot is under a D M C ,  it is unsound for H K H  to communicate in secret to 

the D L O  and withhold information on the allocation of undivided shares from 

the other owners. The other owners have a direct interest in the allocation, as any 

misallocation will directly affect their property rights.

The existing allocation of undivided shares is far from clear and must be 

reviewed carefully. At page 7 of the D M C ,  only 56,500 undivided shares were 

allocated to the Residential Development, With the completion of Neo Horizon 

Village in the year 2000, H K R  exhausted all of the 56,500 Residential 

Development undivided shares that it held under the D M C .

H K R  has provided no account of the source of the undivided shares allocated to 

all developments since 2000. In the case of the Siena Two A  development, it 

appears from the Greenvale Sub-DMC and Siena Two A  Sub-Sub D M C  that 

Retained Area Undivided Shares were improperly allocated to the Siena Two A  

development. As such, the owners of Siena Two A  do not have proper title to 

their units under the DMC.

The Town Planning Board cannot allow H K R  to hide behind claims of 

^commercial sensitivity'* and keep details of the allocation of undivided shares 

secret. If the applicant is unwilling to release its letter to the D L O  dated 3 August, 

2016, for public comment, the Board should reject the application outright.

The disruption, pollution and nuisance caused by the construction to the 

immediate residents and property owners nearby is and will be substantial. This 

the submission has not addressed this point.

The proposed land reclamation and construction of over sea decking with a width 

of 9-34m poses environmental hazard to the immediate rural natural 

surroundings. There are possible sea pollution issues posed by the proposed
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reclamation. The DLO's comment #5 in the 3rd submission advised that the 
proposed reclamation tlpartly falls within the water previously gazetted vide G.N. 
593 on 10.3.1978 for ferry pier and submarine outfalL,! As such, the area has not 
been gazetted for reclamation, contrary to the claims made in the Application 
that all proposed reclamation had previously been approved. The Town Planning 
Board should reject the Application unless and until this error is corrected. The 
Town Planning Board should further specify the need for a full Environmental 
Impact Assessment as required under the Foreshore and Seabed (Reclamations) 
Ordinance (Cap, 127).

6. The Town Planning Board should note that the development approved under the 
existing Outline Zoning Plan (S/I-DB/4) would already see the population of DB 
rise to 25.000 or more. The current application would increase the population to 
over 30,000. The original stipulated DB population of 25,000 should be fully 
respected as the underlying infrastructure cannot support the substantial increase
in population implied by the submission. Water Supplies Department and the ，

Environmental Protection Department have raised substantive questions on the
viability of the proposals on fresh water supply and sewage disposal contained in
the Application  ̂and HKR has not responded adequately to their concerns. The
proposed sewage treatment in the 4th submission is unacceptable in View of its
design, visual and environmental impact to the immediate surrounding.

7. The proposed felling of 168 mature trees in Area 10b is an ecological disaster, 
and poses a substantial environmental impact to the immediate natural setting.
The proposal is unacceptable and the proposed tree preservation plan or the tree 
compensatory proposals are totally unsatisfactory. ’

8. I disagree with the applicant's statement in item E.6 of RtC in the 3rd submission
that the existing buses parks in Area 10b open space are "eyesores'*. We respect 
that Area 10b has been the backyard of Peninsula Village for years and axe 
satisfied with the existing use and operation modes of Area 10b, and would 
prefer tliere will be no change to the existing land use or operational modes of 
Area 10b, • 9

9. The proposed extensive fully enclosed podium structure to house the bus depot, 
the repair workshops and RCP are unsatisfactory and would cause operational

2 9 - D E C - 2 0 1 6  17:05
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health and safety hazard to the workers within a fully enclosed structure, 
especially in view of those polluted air and volatile gases emitted and the 
potential noise generated within the compounds. The proponent should carry out 
a satisfactory environmental impact assessment to the operational health and 
safety hazard of the workers within the fully enclosed structure and propose 
suitable mitigation measures to minimize their effects to the workers and the 
residents nearby.

10. The proposed removal of helipad for emergency use from Area 10b is
undesirable in. view of its possible urgent use for rescue and transportation of the 
patients to the acute hospitals due to the rural and remote setting of Discovery 
Bay. This proposal should not be accepted without a proper re-provisioning 
proposal by the applicant to the satisfaction of all property owners o f DB.

11. I disagree with the applicant's response in item (b) of UD&L, PlanD's comment 
in RtC that the proposed 4m. wide waterfront promenade is an improvement to 
the existing situation of Area 10b. The proposed narrow promenade lacking of 
adequate landscaping or shelters is unsatisfactory in view o f its rural and natural 
setting. '

12. The Application has not shown that the relocation of the dangerous good store to 
another part of the lot is viable. Any proposal to remove the existing dangerous 
goods store to another part of the lot should be accompanied by a full study and 
plan showing that the relocation is viable.

Unless and until the applicant is able to provide detailed responses to the comments 
for further review and comment, the application for Area 10b should be withdrawn.

Signature:

Name of Discovery Bay O w ner/Resit^ntr

Date: 、 l 0 .(毛

Address:

29-DEC-201B 17： 05
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丁he Secretariat

Town Planning Board
15/F, North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point
(Via email: tnbpd@pland,g〇v.bk or fax: 2877 0245 / 2522 8426)

5480

Dear Sirs,
Section 12 A Application No. Y/I-PB/3
A rea 10b, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part-) in D.P. 352, Discovery Bay 
Objection to the Submission by the Annlicant on 28.tl.2016

I refer to the Response to Comments submitted by the consultant for Hong Kong 
Resort (^HKR^), Masterplan Limited (uMasterplan,,)；( to address the departmental 
comments regarding the captioned application on 28.11.2016,

Kindly please note that I strongly object to the submission regarding the 
proposed development of the lot. My main reasons of objection on this particular 
submission are listed as foliows:-

1 • I reject the claim in the 3rd submission made in response to Paragraph #10
comments from the District Lands Office (uDLO,!) that the applicant (HKR) lias 
the absolute right to develop Area 10b.

Masterplan is wrong to' assume that ownership of undivided shares ipso facto 
gives the applicant the absolute right to develop Area 10b. The right of the 
applicant to develop or redevelop any part of the lot is restricted by the Land 
Grant dated 10 September, 1976; by the Master Plan identified at Special 
Condition #6 of the Land Grant; and by the Deed of Mutual Covenant (uDMCn) 
dated 30 September, 1982.

Upon the execution of the DMC., the lot was divided into 250,000 equal 
undivided shares. To date, more than 100,000 of these undivided shares have 
been assigned by HKR to other owners and to the Manager. The rights and 
obligations of all owners of undivided shares in the lot are specified in tlie DMC. 
HKR has no rights separate from other owners excppt as specified in the DMC.

Area 10b forms the ''Service Area", as defined in the DMC and shown on the 
Master Plan. As per the DMC, the definition of City Conimon Areas includes the 
following:

•.…such petrt or parts of the Service Arm as shall be used for the benefit of
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the City. Thesa City Common Areas tdgelher with those City Retained Areas 
as defined and these City Common FCicitilies as dufmedform the entire 
''Rescued Portion" and "Minimum Associated facilities" mentiomd in the 
Conditions,”

Special Condition 10(a) of tlie Land Grant states that H K R  may not dispose of 

any part of tlie lot or the buildings thereon unless they have entered into a Deed 

ofMutuai Covenant.-Furthermore, Special Condition 10(c) states:.

''(c) In the Deed ofMuiual Covmant referrad to In (a) hereof, the Grantee . 
shall:

(i) Allocate to the Reserved Portion an (appropriate number o f  
undividad shares in the lot or, as the case may be, cause the same to ba 
carved out from the lot, which Reserved Portion the Grantee shall not 
assign, except as a. whole to the Grantee’s subsidiary company..." ■

As such, the applicant may not assign the Reserved Portion - which includes the 

Service Area defined in the D M C  and shown on the Master Plan — except as a 

whole to the Grantee's ( H K H 5s) subsidiary company. Thus, H K R  has no right 

whatsoever to develop the Service Area (Area 10b) for residential housing 

for sale to third parties.

It will also be noted from the foregoing that H K R  may either allocate an 

appropriate nxxmber of undivided shares to the Reserved Portion, or carve same 

out from the lot. According to the D M C  (Section III, Clause 6), H K R  shall 

allocate Reserve Undivided Shares to the Service Area. However, there is no 

evidence in the Land Registry that H K R  has allocated any Reserve Undivided 

Shares to the Service Area. Thus, it is moot whether H K R  is actually the 4tsole 

land owner>, of Area 10b. The entire proposal to develop Area 1 Ob for sale or 

lease to third parties is unsound. The Town Planning Board should reject the 

application forthwith.

2- Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section I of the D M C ,  every Owner (as defined in the 

D M C )  has the right and liberty to go pass and repass over and along and use 

Area 10b for all purposes connected with the proper.use and enjoyment of the 

same subject to the City Rules (as defined in the DMC). This has effectively 

granted over time an. easement that cannot be extinguished. The Applicant has 

failed to consult or seek proper consent from the co-owners of the lot prior to this 

unilateral application. The property rights of the existing co-owners, i.e. all 

property owners of the lot, should be maintained, secured and respected. 2
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3. In response to DLOJs comment #9 in the 3rd submission., which advised ''The 
Applicant shall prove that there arc sufficient undivided shares retained by them 

for allocation to tlie proposed development", Masterplan stated "The applicant
' has responded to District Lands Office directly via HKR's letter to DLO dated 3 

Aug 2016."

As the lot is under a DMC, it is unsound for HKR to communicate in secret to 
the DLO and withhold information on the allocation o f undivided shares from 

the other owners. The other owners have a direct interest in the allocation, as any 

misallocation will directly affect their property rights.'

The existing allocation o f  undivided shares is far from clear and must be 
reviewed carefully. At page 7 of die DMC, only 56,500 undivided shares were 
allocated to the Residential Development. With the completion o f Neo Horizon 
Village in the year 2000, HKR exhausted all o f the 56,500 Residential 
Development undivided shares that it held under the DMC.

HKR has provided no account of the source o f the undivided shares allocated to 
all developments since 2000. In t3ie case o f the Siena Two A development, it 
appears from the Greenvale Sub-DMC and Siena Two A Sub-Sub DMC that 
Retained Area Undivided Shares were iinpropcrly allocated to the Siena Two A 
development. As such, the owners of Siena Two A do not have proper title to 
their units under the DMC.

. The Town Planning Board cannot allow HKR to hide behind claims of 
^commercial sensitivity" and keep details of the allocation o f undivided shares 
secret. If  the applicant is unwilling to release its letter to the DLO dated 3 August, 
2016, for public comment, the Board should reject the application outright.

4. The disruption, pollution, and nuisance caused by the construction to the 
immediate residents and property o u te rs  nearby is and will be substantial. This 
the submission has not addressed this point. 5 * *

5. The proposed land reclamation and construction of over sea decking with a wdth
o f  9-34m poses environmental hazard to the immediate rural natural
surroxmdings. There are possible sea pollution issues posed by the proposed
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reclamation. The DLO's comment #5 in the 3 rd submission advised that the 
proposed reclamation ^'partly falls within the water previously gazetted vide G.N. 
593 on 10.3.1978 for ferry pier and submarine outfall,” As suchj the area has not 
been gazetted for reclamation, contrary to the claims made in the Application 
that all proposed reda；msition had previously been approved. The Town Planning 
Board should reject the Application unless and until tills error is corrected. The 
Town Planning Board should further specify the need for a full Environmental 
Impact Assessment as required under the Foreshore and Seabed (Reclamations) 
Ordinance (Cap. 127).

6. The Town Planning Board should note that the development approved under the 
existing Outline Zoning Plan (S/I-DB/4) would already see the population of DB 
rise to 25,000 or more. The current application would increase the population to 
over 30,000. The original stipulated DB population of 25,000 should be fully 
respected as the underlying indErastructure cannot support the substantial increase 
in population implied by tlie submission. Water Supplies Department and the 
Environmental Protection Department have raised substantive questions on the 
viability o f the proposals on fresh water supply and sewage disposal contained in 
the Application, and HKR lias not responded adequately to their concerns. The 
proposed sewage treatment in the 4th submission is unacceptable in view of its 
design， visual and environmental impact to the immediate sxurounding-

7. The proposed felling of 168 mature trees in Area 10b is an ecological disaster, 
and poses a substantial environmental impact to the immediate natural setting. 
The proposal is unacceptable and the proposed tree preservation plan or the tree 
.compensatory proposals are totally unsatisfactory. .

8, I disagree with the applicant's statement in. item E.(5 of RtC in tlie 3rd submission 
that the existing buses parks in Area 10b open space are ''eyesores". We respect • 
that Area 10b has been the backyard of Peninsula Village for years and arc 
satisfied with the existing use and operation modes of Area 10b, and would 

• prefef there will be no change to the existing land use or operational roodes of 
AiealOb. 9

9, The proposed extensive fully enclosed podium structure to house the bus depot, 
the repair workshops and RCP axe unsatisfactory and would cause operational

4 o f s
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health and safety hazard to the workers will)in a fully enclosed structure, 
especially in view of those polluted air and volatile gases emitted and the 
potential noise generated within the compounds. The proponent should carry out 
a satisfactory environmental impact assessment to the operational health and 
safety hazard of the workers within the fully enclosed structwe and propose 
suitable mitigation measures to minimize their effects to the workers and the 
residents nearby.

■ • ' ■ ■

10. The proposed removal of helipad for emergency use from Area 10b is 
undesirable In view of its possible urgent use for rescue and transportation of the 
patients to tlie acute hospitals due to the rural and remote setting of Discovery 
Bay. This proposal should not be accepted Vvithout a proper re-provisioning

. proposal by tlae applicant to the satisfaction of all property owners of DB.

11. I disagree with the applicant's response in item (b) of UD&L, PlanD's comment 
in R.tC that the proposed 4m wide waterfront promenade is an improvement to

' the existing situation of Area 10b. The proposed narrow promenade lacking of 
adequate landscaping or slieiters is unsatisfactor)  ̂in view of its rural and natural 
setting.

12. The Application has not shown that the relocation of the dangerous good store to 
another part of the lot is viable. Any proposal to remove the existing dangerous 
goods store to another part of the lot should be accompanied by a full study and 
plan showing that the relocation is viable.

Unless and until the applicant is able to provide detailed responses to the comments
for further review and comment；, the application for Area 10b should be withdrawn.
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致 城 賴 剌 委 員 _ 書 ： 5 4 8 1
專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 333號 + 北 角 政 府 合 署 15樓  

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 
瑄 郵 •• tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, To>vn Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North. Point, Hong Kong 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  The application no. to which the comment relates Y/I-DB/5

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the Comment (use separate, sheet if necessary)
I support the plan as it will i m p r o v e  the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities and 

services thro u g h  suitable d e v e l o p m e n t s  o n  private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation a n d  impact assessments..

Regarding the w a t e r  supply a n d  s e w a g e  treatment option, t h o u g h  H K R  demonstrated 

tlie feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  should, base o n  equal and 

fair principle, e x p a n d  the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  w a t e r  a n d  s e w e r a g e  treatment 

plants taking care of the ne e d s  of Discovery Bay.___________________________________________

「提 意 見 人 」姓 名 / 名 稱  Name of per^Zn/company making this comment 已 }
簽 署  Signature _______ '_________________________ 日 期  Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


S f c S M劃 委 員 餘 書 '■
專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 333號 北 角 政 府 合 署 15樓  5482
傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 
電 郵 ：tpbpd@fjland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

. 有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  The application no. to which the comment relates Y/I-DB^

意見詳情（如有需要*請另頁說明） *
Details of the Comment ,(use separate sheet if necessary) •

1 support the plan as it will i m p r o v e  t h e  c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities a n d  

services t hro u g h  suitable d e v e l o p m e n t  o n  private plots of land with.well thought 

-oOt planning, consultation a n d  imp a c t  assessments.________________*_______________ .

Regarding the wa t e r  supply a n d  s e w a g e  t reatment option, t h o u g h  H K R  demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, 1 opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  s hould； base o n  equal a n d  

fair principle, e x p a n d  the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  wa t e r  and s e w e r a g e  treatment 

plants taking care of the n e e d s  of Discovery Bay. ________________________________________

mailto:tpbpd@fjland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


■ 市■ 委員鲕書：

專人送遞或郵遞：f 港北角渣華道 3 3 3號北角政府合署 1 5樓  5483
傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2 5 2 2  8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.govJik

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 252 2  8426 ^

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規郵申請編號 T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)re ta i ls  U i  i l i c  v ^ u u t u ic u i  j ii j i& v& ad < u ^  , y.

%  ^  ^  -xK g  ̂  h  ^  a f . m
心 命 A — : /t i l l 奇 裔 被 紐 」;r i 也 ▲ 如 : 6 厂

「提意•lAj姓名/ 名稱 N a m e  of person/company making this Ctounent ipfcj [夕

簽署 Signature ______(^1\) \̂ \VA______________ 曰期 Date  ̂ \ ji>

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


麵 市 麵 委 員 飾 書 ： .
專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓  5484
傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk •

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 剌 申 請 編 號  The application no. to which the comment relates Y/I-DB^

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 '  •
Details of the Comment (use sepai*ate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will impr o v e  the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities and 

services throiJgh suitable de v e l o p m e n t s  o n  private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and s e w a g e  treatment option, th o u g h  H K R  demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  should, base on equal and 

fair principle, e x p a n d  the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  water a n d  sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.

「提 意 見 人  j 姓 名 / 名 稱  Name of person/company making this comment \p(〇；
1 h W H錢 Signature 日 期  Date W

- 2  -
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細 委 員 雜 書 :
專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 333 K 北 角 玫 府 合 署 15樓  5 4 8 6
傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.govJik

有關的規劃申請編號  T h e  application no- to w h i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates Y/l-DB/3

意 鱗

Details

倩 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ） 

of the Comment (use separate sheet if  necessary)
I s u p p o r t  th e  plan as it will i m p r o v e  t h e  c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities a n d  

services t h r o u g h  suitable d e v e l o p m e n t s  o n  private plots of land with well t h o u g h t  

ou t  planning, consultation a n d  i m p a c t  assessments.

Rega r d i n g  t h e  w a t e r  s u p p l y  a n d  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  option, t h o u g h  H K R  d e m o n s t r a t e d  

th e  feasibility of his proposal, 1 o p i n e  that t he g o v e r n m e n t  should, b a s e  o n  equal a n d  

fair principle, e x p a n d  t h e  capacity of Siu H o  W a n  w a t e r  a n d  s e w e r a g e  t r e a t m e n t  

plants taking care of t h e  n e e d s  o f  Discovery Bay.

-2-
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舰 市 翻 委 員 ■ 書 ：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 ‘角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5 樓  

傳 真 ：2 8 7 7 0 2 4 5  或 25 2 2  8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  ha n d  or post: 15/F, North Point G o v e r n m e n t  Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5  or 2 5 2 2  8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@p]and.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to w h i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 s 要 *請 另 頁 說 明 ）

「提 意 見 人 」姓 名 彳 名  

簽 署  Signature > /

《名 赞  Napeofperson/co]impany m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  

B m  D a t e  ^ \ 2 ^ 2 〇\ b

3 Q D K  2016

L Town Planning/ 
Dqard /

-2

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 市 麵 委 員 鑛 書 =

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道 3 3 3號北角政府合署 1 5樓  °4  ̂

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@plandgov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o ard

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號  T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates Y/l-DBy3

意見詳情.(如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will improve the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable d e v elopments o n  private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation an d  impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply an d  s e w a g e  treatment option, t h o u g h  H K R  demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal； 1 opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  should, base o n  equal and 

fair principle, exp a n d  the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  water a nd s e w erage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.________________________________ _________

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱  N a m e  o f  p e r s o n / c o m p a n y  m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  \Lq0 ^  -

簽署  Signature ____________ 丨〆 匕 • 日期 Date >7. d

mailto:tpbpd@plandgov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


■ 市 鑛 委 員 倾 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道 3 3 3號北角政府合署 1 5樓  5 在g  8

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 4  °

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.纟ov.li;

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board *
B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates Y/l-DBy3

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will i mprove the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable de v e l o p m e n t s  o n  private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation a n d  impact assessments. ._________________________________

Regarding the w a ter supply a n d  s e w a g e  treatment option, thou g h  H K R  demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  should, base o n  equal and 

fair principle, exp a n d  the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  water an d  s e w erage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.______________；___________________________

「提意見人  j姓名 / 名稱  N a m e  of person/company making this com m e n t  fC (c.

簽署 Signature 、八 ^ ^  0 / ______________ 日期 Date _____

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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i c 葙  5 4 8 9  

癍 » ■ • 2877 0245 魁  2522 00 426 •

氣 搜 •• tpbpd@pland.gov_hk

To: Secretary, T o w n planning B o a r d

B y hand or post: 15/F, N —  P I G o v e m i n t o f s, 333 Java R I, North Point, Hong Kong

toy Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y e-mai-tpbpd^pjsd.gov.hjc
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To: Secretary, T o w n Planning Board
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w y Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 6 

B y e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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M ^
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^ 蛛 知  ________ s  D s e 7̂ U 、 I2- -

M
JSignature

「i i s ^ A J  薛 ^ / ^ s ^ N a m e  of person/company making this comment L 、 P F 1, '
- 飞  

Signature _______________ I____ m a ° 艮  ____ 2 - ^ 》E ^
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致 城 市 规 剴 裘 貝 畲 秘 窨 ：

賻 人 迖 遞 成 邨 遞 ：笛 港 北 角 猹 取 遒 333 W北 角 政 府 合 署 15樓  M  9 1
傅 真 ：2877 0245 成  2522 8426 
HI®(I ： tpbpd@plnnd.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong ICong 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: tpbpd@plond.gov.hk

布M 的规f i l l中請棚號 Th e  application no. to w h丨ch the comment relates Y/I-DB/^

意見詳悄（如有《要 》請另頁脫明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if nccessa^)
I support,the plan as It will improve the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on  private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and s e wage treatment option, though H K R  demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the gover n m e n t  should, base on  equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Slu H o  W a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.________________________________________

「提 意 見 人 」姓名 / 名 稱 Nar 

簽署  Signature

[/company making th is comment 

曰 期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@plnnd.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@plond.gov.hk


麵 市 規 貝 會 秘 窨 ： 5 4 9 2

專人送遞成邨遞：埔池北角渣萌道 3 3 3號北角政府合署丨5 樓 

傅 真 ：2877 0 M 5  成 2522 8426

電 邮 tpbpd@pland.gov<hk •

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d  

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point G o v c m m e n
t Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail; tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 M 的 规 劃 申 肺 編 號  The nppl丨cat丨ou no. to w h 丨c h  th e  comment r c 丨ntes _______ --------------------------

意見詳情（如有要 .•請另頁脫明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as It will Improve the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation an d  impact a s s e s s m e n t s . __________________________________

Regarding the water supply and s e w a g e  treatment option, though H K R  demonstrated 

the feasibility of his pr〇p〇salf I opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  should, base on  equal and 

fal^prjnclple, e x pand the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  water and sewerage treatment

plants takjiig care of the needs of Discovery Bav___________________________________________

「提 意 見 人  j姓 名 稱  Name of person/cc^ppany making this comment 
簽署 Signature 乂个 * • 日期

\

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 委 員 備 書 ：
專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香港北角渣華道 3 3 3號 北 角 齡 合 署 1 5樓  . 5 4 9 3
傳 真 ：287 7  0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point G o v ernment Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2 8 7 7  0245 or 2522 8426.

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk -

有關的規劃申請編號  T h e  application no. (：〇 w h i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates Y/l-DB/5 

• .

意見詳情（如有需要*請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, 1 opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay,_____________.______________

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 N a m y D f p e r s o n / c o m p a n y  m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t

日 期 Date _ y ( £ ^ a

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


m

SfcKTf?規 劃 委 員 餘 書 ： 5 4 9 4

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 333號 北 角 政 府 合 署 15樓  

傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to w 丨nidi the c o m m e n t  relates Y/I-DB/3

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact'assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, 1 opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle； expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay._____________ ______________

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 N a m e  of perscm/company m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  

簽 署  Signature ___________^ 4 ^ __________________________  日期 Date _ X?

• 2

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


挪T f f i l S I S 員飾書： 5 4 q 5
專人送遞或郵S  : 香港北角谊華道幻3 號北角政府合署1 5樓 

傳真： 2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電3  : tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To : Secretary, Tow n Planning Board

B y  hand or post 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, N orth Point, Hong Kong 

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 Th e  application no. to which the comment relates
—

意見詳情（如有需要•請另頁說明）
Details o f the Comment (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

i 抵 痕 、民 谈 成 t 俨 议 , A  % 茂、i 海取 ' 广

「提意見人m ，/ 名稱 Name of person/compan》 making this comment

簽署 Signature 日期Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


广 、

雜 市 細 委 貝 娜 軎 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5樓

傅真： 28770245 或 2522 8426 5  4  9  6

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary* Town Planning Board
B y  hand or post: 25/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 *

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規剌申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates

意見詳情（如有需要•請另頁説明）

Details o f the Comment (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/company making this comment —_■4^ - ^ ■ 厂

y % M % _________________________日期 Date -----------簽署 Signature

- 2  -

- 2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


致城市翻委員飾書：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署】5 樓 5 & g 8

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point G o v e r n m e n t  Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

By.Fax: 2877 0245 or 25 2 2  8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to w h i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates v</ t  - m k

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/c^mpany making this comment 

簽署 Signature ____________________ ______________ 日期 Date _ ' r m - l  L

^ S C B I V E ^ ' X

! 3 〇 OtC. 7.Q16 ;
\ j

\  ; / 
Board〆/

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


灘 市 規 劃 委 員 鑛 書 ： 5497
專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ••香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 333號 北 角 政 府 合 署 15樓  

傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 
霉 郵 ：tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Goveminent Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  The application no. to which the comment relates Y/l-DB/3

意 ^ 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ） •
Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and

services through suitable developmentŝ  on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.

「提 意 見 人  j 姓 名 / 名 稱  Name ofperson/company making this comment

__  日 期  Date簽 署  Signature

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


5499
專 人 ^ 或 : 香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 333號 北 角 政 府 合 奢 15樓  

傳 真 ： 2877 02幻 或  2522 8426
MM : Q>bpd@plancLgovJik

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: ^3bpd@plandgovJik

有 K 的 規 S3申 請 編 號  The application no. to which the comment relates Y/l-DB/3

g 見 詳 情 （如 有 裔 要 • 請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)
I support the plan as it will improve the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable dev e l o p m e n t s  o n  private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation a n d  impact assessments. ________________________________

Regarding the water supply a n d  s e w a g e  treatment option, t h o u g h  H K R  demonstrated 

the feasib川tv of his proposal, 1 opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  should, base o n  equal and 

fair principle, ex p a n d  the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  water a n d  s e w e r a g e  treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.__________________________________________

「提意見人  j姓名 / 名稱  of person/company"making this c o m m e n t

簽 署 Signature 日 期  Date



舰 市 細 委 員 飾 書 ： ^
專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ••香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 333號 4确 政 府 合 署 15樓  D b 0 0
傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 
零 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d  .

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail:中bpd@plandgov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates Y〆卜D B 々

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will improve the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable d e v elopments o n  private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation a n d  impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and s e w a g e  treatment option, t h ough H K R  demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  should, base on  equal and - 

fair principle, ex p a n d  the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  water an d  sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.________________*__________________________

「提 意 見 人  j姓 名 / 名 稱  N a m e  of person/company malcing this comm e n t

簽 署 Signato 曰 期 Date

Ia  H u n< 3

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:bpd@plandgov.hk


■ 55 Oi
專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓  

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail; tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates Y/l-DByS

意見詳情（如有需要*請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

.fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.___________________________

•「提意見人j姓名/ 名稱N apofperson/c 
簽 署  Signature . / /  /

iy mak i n g  this c o m m e n t  

曰 期 Date

^ C \n J -〇U

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


_ 市 麵 委 員 館 書 ：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 333號 北 角 贿 合 署 15樓  5  5 2
傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 "
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Goveniment Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 割 申 請 編 號  The application no. to which the comment relates 丫 卜 ])1 ; 4

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ） ^
Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

「 提 意 見 人  j 姓 名 / 名 稱  Name o f person/company making this comment

簽 署  Signature 拟 竹 ________________________  日 期  Date Z'jhzp.ll

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


： 5 5 〇 3  

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5樓 

傳真： 2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

霉郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

T o :  Secretary, To w n  P lanning Board

B y  hand or post: 15/F( N orth  Po in t Government Offices, 333 Java Road, N orth  Po in t, Hong Kong  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規S I申請編號 Th e  application no. to which the comment relates Y/l-DBy3 

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

D eta ils o f the Comment (use separate sheet i f  necessary) -
I support the plan as it will improve the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities and 

rervices_through suitable developments on private plots ot land with well thought 

out planning^ consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though H K R  demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay. _________________________

「提意見人  j姓名 / 名稱 ^Name o f person/company making th is comment [jkm

簽署 Signature 人__________________________ 日期 Date / ( ^ j  ^ of

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


娜 市 細 委 員 鈽 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 5 5 〇 4

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 申 請 編 號  The aPPlication n。.t0 which the c〇m m e n t  relates

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名 person/company making this comment 

簽署 Signature ___________________  日期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


挪 市 規 割 委 員 飾 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署】5樓 5 5 0 5

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary， Town Planning Board '
B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Javq Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 542 6  

B y  e-maiJ: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The appHcation no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates Y l  " 1)^/3

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary),

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 of person/company making this c o m m e n t  〇 [ < ^  •

簽署 Signature ___________ ^ ___________________________ 日期 Date 冬 .

-2

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 市 規 劃 委 員 讎 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓  5 5 〇 6
傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8C6 
電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning B oard J
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 &245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  The application no. to which the comment relates

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)
1 support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and

services through suitable developments on private plots or land with "well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal； I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.

「提 意 見 人 」姓 名 / 名 稱  Name o ^ ^ i^ c o m p a n y  making this comment 
簽署 Signature _______ 日期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致 員 # : KC
: 香 港 北 触 華 道 333 ® 北 角 舰 合 署 1 5 樓

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8 « 6  

電 葑 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning Board .

B y  hand or post 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  Kong

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.govJik

有關的規® i申請編號The appuc&ti〇n n〇.t〇 which the comment relates y / ^

意見詳情（如有裔要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if 

) / %

;heet if necessary)

說 另  ^
^  / f  j ->/ .

4 洛 雜 / ,
W E

「提意見人」姓名 /  名稱 N a m e〇fpers〇n/c〇m Panymakingthisc〇mment______ ______________

^ S ig n a t u r e  乂  ‘  乂 V A —  __ 日期 Date -  \ >

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


5508
纖 市 細 委 員 :
專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 333號 北 角 政 府 合 署 丨 5 樓  

傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board 
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail; tpbpd@pJand.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號  T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates 丫 /卜 叩  ̂

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)
Y / l - P S / l_________ _________________ __________ ________________

」. 土_ Aeido^e^ s i Mip  ̂ 4  S lh U；> * 3

厂提意見人」姓名/ 名巧 Name of person/company making this comme 
簽署 SignatUre — 夺  ____________ 日期 Date

J>ki

D E C E I V E D

3 0 DEC 2016

•2

Town Planning 
Board

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pJand.gov.hk


_ 市 麵 委 員 讎 書 ： c c n q
專人■ 或郵遞■•香港北角渣華道333號 北 角 腑 合 署 15樓 5  5  U S

傳真 ：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning Board •

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  Kong 

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
Bye-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates Y/I-DB^

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.___________________________

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


雜 市 細 委 員 挪 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333.號北角政府合署15樓 5 5 1 0
傳真：2877 0245'或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to which the comment r e l a t e s | \ -  〇 & -

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

长g  V  t 汆七％-;变 6 永_ i蚁 e f 沾 儀 毛 • ^ 你 4么每7W

.「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/company making this comment （Civ

簽署Signature • __________  日期 Date +  >

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


r

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 5511
傳 真 •• 2877 0245 或 2522 8似6 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning Board

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規卸申請編號 T h e  application no. to which’ the c o m m e n t  relates Y/卜DB/3

意見詳情（如有需要*請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land ̂vith well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.___________ _______________

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 N a m e  of person/company making this comment r f^ O '

Signature ___________ ________________________ 日期 Date

- 2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 市 規 劃 委 員 _ 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道 3 3 3號北角政府合署 1 5樓  5 5 1 2
傳 真 ：2 8 7 7  0245 或  2 522 8426 
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov_hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  h and or post: 15/F, North Point G o v e r n m e n t  Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2 877 0245 or 2 5 2 2  8 426 *

By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規f j申請編號  T h e  application no. to w h i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates Y/l-DB/3

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will i m p r o v e  the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities a n d  

services t h r o u g h  suitable d e v e l o p m e n t s  o n  private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation a n d  i m p a c t  assessments.________________________________________

Regarding t he w a t e r  supply a n d  s e w a g e  tr e a t m e n t  option, t h o u g h  H K R  d e m o n s t r a t e d  

the feasibility of his proposal, I o pine that the g o v e r n m e n t  should, base o n  equal a n d

fair principle, e x p a n d  the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  w a t e r  a n d  s e w e r a g e  t reatment______

plants taking care of the n e e d s  of Discovery Bay.____________________ '_______________________  * 3

「提意見人  j姓名/ 名稱  N a m e  o ^ j ^ ^ i / c o m ^ ^ m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  ^
錄  Signature , 日期 Date

R E C E I V E D、

3 0 DEC 201S

, Town Planning 
v Board >

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


職 市 麵 委 員 飾 書 ：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 .15樓  5 5 1 4
傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary) T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to w h i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates 丫  

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary) 一

A  -

W J M  k  i> 」 我  _________

p H 爷 ，

「提意見人  j 姓名/ 名稱  Name o奸 erson/company making this com m ent____________________

簽署  Signature ___________  A  L  日期 Date ， / 、 . >f； / Z

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致 城 市 規 劃 委 員 會 秘 書 〆

專 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 藤 合 署 1 5樓  5 5 1 3

傳 真 ：287 7  0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 •• fpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: I5/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 287 7  0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 割 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to w h ich the c o m m e n t  relates Y/l-DBy^

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ） .

Details o f  the C o m m e n t (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

I support the plan as it will im p r o v e  the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable d e v e l o p m e n t s  o n  private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation a n d  impact assessments.

Regarding the w a t e r  supply a n d  s e w a g e  treatment option, t h o u g h  H K R  demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  should, base on' equal and 

fair orindple, e x p a n d  the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  w a t e r  a n d  s e w e r a g e  treatment 

plants taking care of the n e e d s  of Discovery Bay.__________________；_________________________

厂 提 意 見 人 」姓 名 / 對

簽署 Signature

\ N a m e  of person/company m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t

日 期  Date lL

mailto:fpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


r

委 員 额 書 ：

專 A 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓  • 5  5  5

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning Board

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.lik

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates V/l-DBy5

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 1 請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will improve the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on  private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and s e w a g e  treatment option, though H K R  demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal； I opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  should, base on  equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay._______________________ ______________

「提 意 見 人  j姓 名 / 名 稱  Nan^dfpwson/^pi^pail^ making this comment 

Signature  ̂ 日 期  Date

- 2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.lik


致 城 市 麵 委 員 _ 書 ：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓  5 5 1 6

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pIand_gov.hk

To: Secretary，T o w n  Planning Board

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates Y i  - b h l b

意見詳情(如有需要■請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

t  ^  f e  i t  ^  H ^  •______________________

提 意 見 人 」姓 名 / 名 稱  

簽 署  Signature

N a m e  of person/company making this c o m ment 

了  ____________________  日 期  Date

.2-

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


纖 市 綱 委 員 飾 書 ： 5 5 1 7

.專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓  

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：t p b p d @ p】and.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning Board

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-raaii; tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 2 3申 請 編 號  T h e  a p p丨ication no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates 、卜- - D R卜
意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 • 請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

^  Ki tit cU ^  i t  t ^  ^  ^  ^

「提 意 見 人  j姓 名 / 名 稱  N a m e  of person/company making this c o m m e n t  

簽署 Signature / / / > --- 1  曰期 Date
- y r  j  -

•2-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


纖 市 規 劃 委 員 會 秘 書 ： 5 5 1 8

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道 3 3 3號北角政府合署 1 5樓  

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號  T h e  application no. to wh i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates Y/l-DB/3

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請另頁說明）

D e ta ils  o f  the C o m m e n t (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

I support the plan as it will i m p r o v e  the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities an d  

services through suitable d e v e l o p m e n t s  o n  private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation a n d  impactassessments.

Regarding the w a t e r  supply a n d  s e w a g e  treatment option, t h o u g h  H K R  d e m onstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  should, base o n  equal and 

fair principle； e x p a n d  the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  w a t e r  a n d  s e w e r a g e  treatment 

plants taking care of the n e e d s  of Discovery Bay._____________________________ _____________

「提意見人」姓名 / 名稱  

簽署  Signature

：of person/company ma k i n g  this c o m m e n t  

曰 期 Date

- 2 -

R E C E I V E D、 

3 0 DEC 2016 

^ w n  Planning

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


顧 委 員 飾 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道 3 3 3號北角政府合署 1 5樓  

傳 真 ：28 7 7 0 2 4 5  或 2522 8426 

電 郵 ，tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F# North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號  T h e  application no. to w h i c h  c o m m e n t  relates Y / I - D B ^

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will i m p r o v e  the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities a n d  

services thro u g h  suitable d e v e l o p m e n t s  o n  private plots of land with well t hought 

out planning, consultation a n d  i mpact assessments._____________________________________ __

Regarding the w a t e r  supply a n d  s e w a g e  treat m e n t  option, t h o u g h  H K R  d e m o n s t r a t e d  

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  should, base o n  equal and 

fair principle, e x p a n d  the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  w a t e r  a n d  s e w e r a g e  t r e a tment 

plants taking care of the n e e d s  of Discovery Bay.___________________________________________

「提意見人」姓名/ 名j

Signature

N a m e  ofperson/compiiany m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  

日 期 Date

■■TRjnJ-kiT： 
U  - f 2- - ^

- 2 -
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纖 市 麵 委 員 ■ 書 ： . ■ ^
專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 & 53 “ U

傳真：2877 〇245 或 2522 8犯6 

電郵：tpbpd@plandgov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
B y  h and or post: 15/F, North Point G o v e r n m e n t  Offices, 333 Java Road, N orth Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5  or 2 5 2 2  8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 剌 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to w h k h  the continent relates Y/l-DBy3

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support t he plan as it will i m p r o v e  t h e  c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities a n d

services t h r o u g h  suitable d e v e l o p m e n t s  o n  private plots of land w ith well t h o u g h t  

~ ~ o u t  planning, consultation a n d T m p a c t  assessments.

Regarding t h e  w a t e r  s upply a n d  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  option, t h o u g h  H K R  d e m o n s t r a t e d  

the feasibility of his proposal, I o p i n e  that t he g o v e r n m e n t  should, b a s e  o n  e qual a n d  

fair principle, e x p a n d  t h e  capacity of Siu H o  W a n  w a t e r  a n d  s e w e r a g e  t r e a t m e n t  

plants taking care of t he n e e d s  of Discovery Bay.

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 N a i ^ e  of person/company m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  g \Lq〇̂

簽署 Signature __________ ^ 7 \  日期 Date

- 2 -

mailto:tpbpd@plandgov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


魏 市 規 割 委 員 倾 書 ：•

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ••香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓  5521
傳 真 ：28 7 7  0245 或  2 5 2 2  8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  ha n d  or post: 15/F, North Point G o v e r n m e n t  Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5  or 2 5 2 2  8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃申請編號  T h e  application no. to w h i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 • 請 另 頁 說 明 ）

「提 意 見 人 」姓名  /  名稱^ of person/company m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  Z. J

簽 署  Signature ___________ j  /_____________________________  日 期  Date )  % \ l  %“  ‘

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


致城市規劃委員會秘書：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5樓 ‘5 5 2 2

傳真：2 8 7 7  0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point G o v e r n m e n t  Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2 8 7 7  0245 or 25 2 2  8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 T h e  application no. to w h i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates Y / l  - M / ^

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 of pe好o n / c o m p a n y  m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t

簽署 Signature ___________'______________________________  日期 Date —

. - 2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


顏 市 細 委 員 賴 書 ：

專人麵或郵遞香港北角渣華道333號北角練合署15樓
傳 真 ：2877 (K 45  或 252；2 M 2 6  

電 郵 ：tjpbpd@pland.gov.hk

5523

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning Board

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  ICong

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates Y/I' DB/5

意見詳情（如有需要1請另頁說明）
Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will improve the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities and

~ s e r v i c e s  through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments. ____________________________

Regarding the water supply and s e w a g e  treatment option, t h ough H K R  demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  should, base o n  equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.___________ ______________________________

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 N a m e  of person/company making this c o m m e n t  JJ l y  U m q

簽署 Signature 毛 备 /  曰期 Date ^ 7. f2^ /t
/

\  T o w n  Planning /

\ B o a r d ^

mailto:tjpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


獅 市 麵 委 員 赖 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道 3 3 3號北角政府合署 1 5樓  5 5 2 4

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland|.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規 f!l申請編號 T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates Y / X  D t S

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

觀 ’ -Y 句 备 $ 你卜 1 '涔 ]

厂 提 意 見 , 

簽 署 Sig

人 j姓 名 / :  

ignature

N a m e  of person/company ma k i n g  this c o m m e n t  ^

Z U . ________________________ 日期 Date

- 2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


致 城 市 麵 委 員 飾 書 ：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓  5 5 2 6

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning Board

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or-2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates Y x  " 1> K  S

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

Vdr 7^ "Mi W  >；； P X  7t Jyih? '
…  H :  H j : 

^  ^  A -  ^  '

1  t - . 7r
w -

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/eompany making this comment ( 7

簽署 Signature _____^ ■"一 ‘__________ 曰期 Date yjf , tX , (■>

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


員 ■ 書 ：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓  5 5 2 5

傳 真 •• 2 8 7 7  0245 或  252 2  8426 

電 郵 ：^>bjpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  h a n d  or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2 8 7 7  0245 or 252 2  8426 

B y  e^nail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates Y/l-DBy5

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary) ,

I support the plan as it will i m p r o v e  the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable d e v e l o p m e n t s  o n  private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation a n d  impact assessments.

Regarding the w a t e r  supply a n d  s e w a g e  treatment option, t h o u g h  H K R  d e m onstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  should, base o n  equal and 

fair principle, e x p a n d  the capacity of Slu H o  W a n  w a t e r  a n d  s e w e r a g e  treatment 

plants taking care of the n e e d s  of Discovery Bay. _________ __________________

「提 意 見 人 」姓 名 / 名 稱  N a m e  of person/comp.any m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  

簽 署  Signature j ^ ^ _________________________  日 期  Date

mailto:bjpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


雜 市 翻 委 貝 飾 書 ： '

專人送3 或郵2  :香港北角渣華道 3 3 3號北角政府合署 1 5樓 5 5 2 7

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o ard

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規S 3申請編號 T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates Y  /^-

意見詳- ( 如有裔 要 ，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱  p a m e  of person/company making this c o m m e n t  

簽署  Signature 7 ^  日期 Date

- 2 -

K E C E lV E iy  

3 0 DEC 2016 

sjown PJanningy

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
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致 城 繊 委 J I會 秘 窨 ：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號北 角 政 府合署 1 5 樓 ， 5 5 2 8

傳 真 ：2 87 7  〇245 或  2 5 2 2  84 2 6 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point G o v e r n m e n t  Offices, 3 3 3  Java R o a d ,  N o r t h  Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 28 7 7  02 4 5  or 2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.lik

有關的規 ffl申請編號  T h e  application no. to w h i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates Y/I-DB^S________

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 箱 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ） .

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessaxy)

I support the plan as it will i m p r o v e  t h e  c o m m u n i t y  leisure s p a c e s ,  facilities a n d  

services t h r o u g h  suitable d e v e l o p m e n t s  o n  private plots o f  l a n d  w i t h  well t h o u g h t  

out planning, consultation a n d  I m p a c t  a s s e s s m e n t s .

Regarding the w a t e r  s u p p l y  a n d  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  option, t h o u g h  H K R  d e m o n s t r a t e d  

the feasibility of his proposal, I o p i n e  that t h e  g o v e r n m e n t  s h o u l d ,  b a s e  o n  e q u a l  a n d  

fair principle, e x p a n d  t h e  capacity of Siu H o  W a n  w a t e r  a n d  s e w e r a g e  t r e a t m e n t  

plants taking care of t h e  n e e d s  of D i s c o v e r y  Bay.________________ *_______________________________

「提意見人」姓名 / 名稱  Naiye o^^rson/company making this comment 

簽署 Signature /  曰期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.lik


5529
灘 市 規 劃 委 員 會 秘 書 ：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓  

傳 真 ：287 7  0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2 8 7 7  0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to wh i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates _______

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 • 請 € 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary) 、

「提 意 見 人  j姓 名 / 名 稱  N a m e  of person/company m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  

簽 署  Signature 日 期  Date &  一  ^ 1 ：

-2-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


麵 市 麵 委 員 餘 書 ： 5 5 3 0

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5 樓  

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary) T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2 877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to wh i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates 丫f - 厶久

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）.

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

y k  ^  ^  h i A  ^ k .< A  B  fl

A  #  y  £  V H  ^
i  1 . 1  ^  W  ■?, - A  ivl ^  St

, m -  % ,A \%  , u  M ' A

m  1 ;
n t  -

「提 意 見 人  j姓 名 / 名 稱  N a m e  of person/company makirig this c o m m e n t

簽 署  Signature _________ ^ AaJ <  . ^  ,__________ 日 期  Date _

. ：/
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挪市規劃委員娜害： c c , 0

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 5 5 J
傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 '

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

T o： Secretary, T o w n  Planning Board

B y  hand or post; 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規ffil申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates Ŷ ' DBj/3

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）
Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will improve the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments o n  private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and s e w a g e  treatment option, t h ough H K R  demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  should, base o n  equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  water an d  s e w erage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay._____________________ __________________

厂提意見人 j 姓名/ 名稱 Name of perso’n/company making this comment 只 , 丨 p
Signature f  _________________  曰期 Date ^ . i ), 3n| ^

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


纖 市 _ 委員_ 書：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 : 香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 麵 合 署 】5 樓  5  5  3  4

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post; 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  a p p丨〗cation no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates、卜

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明） ^

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

「提意見人 j 姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/company making this comment
簽署 Signature 曰期Date mt

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


麵 市 麵 委 員 鑛 書 ：
專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓  5 5 3 5

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o ard

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax; 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 割 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  r e l a t e s 、 l  一 i m

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

<ii - M  -z ^  h  P i  ^  f i  J  %  l  ^  h i i / h

r 提意見人  j姓名/ 名稱 Name %person/company making this comment
簽署Signature . J  曰期Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


觀市規劃委員倾書：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5樓 5 5 3  6

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 T h e  application no. to w 丨lich the c o m m e n t  relates Y/l_DB/3

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明r  *

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it w i l l i m p r o v e  the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable d e v e l o p m e n t s  o n  private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation a n d  impact assessments.

Regarding the w a t e r  supply a n d  s e w a g e  treatment option, t h o u g h  H K R  demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  should, base o n  equal and 

fair principle； e x p a n d  the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  w a ter a n d  se w e r a g e  treatment 

plants taking care of the n e e d s  of Discovery Bay.__________________ ___ ___________________

「提 意 見 人 」姓 名 / 名 稱 N a m 彳?f p e r s ^ / #  

Signature

npany making this c o m m e n t  … 日期Date
W l v m l e  ) a'

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


專^ 8 或_  : 香港北角渣華道333號 北 角 贿 合 署 15樓  5 5 3 8  坤

傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 _

霉 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

T o： Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point G o v ernment Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  -

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2 522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to w h i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates Y’卜D B 冷

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet If necessary)

I support the plan as it will i m p r o v e  t h e  c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities an d  

services through suitable d e v e l o p m e n t s  o n  private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation a n d  im p a c t  assessments. __________________________________

Regarding the w a t e r  supply a n d  s e w a g e  tre a t m e n t  option, t h o u g h  H K R  d e m o n s t r a t e d

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  should, b ase o n  equal a n d

fair principle, e x p a n d  the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  w a t e r  a n d  s e w e r a g e  t r e a tment 

plants taking care of th e  n e e d s  of Discovery Bay. ________________________________ _______

「提意見人  j姓名/ 名稱  N a m e  of i ^ p o n / c o m p ^ p y m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  

簽署 Signature . y  日期 Date

- 2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


与渣華

致 城 市 麵 委 員 會 秘 書 ：

專M 遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角腑合署1 5樓 5 5 3 7

傳真：2 8 77  0245 或 2522 M 2 6  

電郵：tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

T o :  Sec reta ry, To w n  P la n n in g  Bo ard

B y  hand o r post: 15/F, N orth  Po in t Government O ffices, 333 Java Road, N o rth  Po in t, Hong K ong  

B y  Fax : 28 77  0245 o r 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 T h e  application no. to w h ich  the com m ent re lates
i

意見詳情（如有需要 • 請另頁說明）

Details ❶f  the Comment (use separate sheet if necessaiy)

__________ ^ fb - .

1■提意見人」姓名/ 名 

簽署 Signature
fffi Name o f  person/company making th is  comment 

\ _______________________________  曰期 Date —

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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致城市娜委員飾書：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 彳 读 政 府 合 署 1 5樓  5  5  4

溥 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 S426

電 郵 ：tpbpc^pland.gov.hk •

lb: Secretary, T o w n  Planning Board

B y  hand or post 15/F, North Point Q o v e m m e n t  Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有 95的 ^ 5 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates

意 貝 群 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of (he C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

\ %  ■ 1 ~~一

姓名/ 名 of person/company making this comment ^
簽署Signature ________________  日期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


致城市細委員飾書•_
專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3號 北 角 政 府 合 署 15樓  

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8 « 6  

電 郵 •• tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

55 4 1

To :  Secretary, To w n  P lann ing  Board

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  Kong 
B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 Tlie application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates \  J'X ______

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

______________ % V  I ^ \ X  )>L 导

「提 意 見 人 姓 名 / 名 稱  N a m e  of person/company making this comment 

簽 署  Signature 卜 _____________________  日 期  Date i-bl 卜

T  —

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


w m m m m m w m  *

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓  b b 4 i

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8似 6 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland_gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point G o v e m m e B t  Offices, 333 Java Road, North Pomt, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 65規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates Y/l-DBy3 

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ’請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will improve the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable develop m e n t s  o n  private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation a n d  impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply a n d  s e w a g e  treatment option, t h ough H K R  demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  should, base o n  equal and 

fair principle, exp a n d  the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  water a n d  sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the n eeds of Discovery Bay._________________________________________

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/company making this comment
_ _____________________  日期 Date ^  / f V 7 n lh _________

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致 城 市 麵 委 員 鑛 書 ： 5543
專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 腑 合 署 1 5樓  

傳 真 ：2?77 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland_gov.hk

To; Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 287 7  0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk—

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to whi c h  the c o m m e n t  relates V/i ^ 3 .

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明） .

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

_________________寺 k 4  h t 杈 做 V 紱 酿 ft . i 愈 加 ^  .物 ^

~ ■了〉 ■： - —— —

「提 意 見 人 j姓 名 / 名 」 

簽 署  Signature

.me of person/company making this comment ^  ^
___________________  日期 Date ’



親 市 規 剌 委 員 ■ 書 ：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓  5 5 4 4

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 .
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 •

B y  c-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  rdates Y/l-DBy3

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay. ________________ ______________

「提 意 見 人  j姓 名 / 名 稱  N a m e  of person/company making this c o m m e n t  _ T /丨 h • •
簽 署  Signature ________________________  日 期  Date |

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓  5 5 4 6
傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates ^  |

意見詳情（如有需要，.請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if  nece：Comment (use separate sheet if  necessary)

^ ^  ^  rV  ^  %  yj-fe t .  g  m  1

1 — *

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/company making this comment Xrv

簽 署 Signature Yax/ cÂ b,A/̂ > 日 期  Date

-2-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


挪 委 員 飾 書 ：
專人送遞或郵遞••香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5楼 5545
傳真•_ 2877 0245 或 252^ 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
B y  hand o r post* 15/F, N orth  Po in t Government O ffices, 333 Java Road, N o rth  Po in t, Hong Kong  

B y  Fax : 2877  0245 o r 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates ^

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 • 請 另 頁 說 明 ） /

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

t 杈 寶 明 札 齒 ，免 扔 . 心 爻 饰 今 朽 ________________

r 提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 Name o f person/company m aking this comment 淡 这

簽署 Signature 日期 Date 2^! lle H l,

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


S S 5 " S _  娜 _ 麟15 樓 5547
傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tp b ix J ^ la n & g o v * ^

= 二 : 二 一 33 一 ， 一 。 一  
B y  Fa x : 2877  0245 o r 25 22  ；8426  

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

• • — --------— —  一
,. Y/l-DB/5

额的規剴申請編號  The application no. to which the comment 油 tes ------------------------------

意見詳情（如有需要，請另爾月） •

〇6™  t h ™ n r a  'eisure spaces, facilities and

s e m c e s  t h r o u g h  s u 丨table developments ㈤  P r _  p i⑽  u l  U n a  v m n  w d U 丨丨。 u g h t  

out planning, consultation and impact assessments. __________

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though H K R  demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal a n T  

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.______________________________ .

r 提意見人」姓名 /  名稱 Nat ĵe of person/company making this comment LPP'
簽署Signature  ̂ 社、____________________  日期 Date yrj

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


雜 市 細 委 員 飾 書 ： ⑴ Q

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署】5 樓. 5 5 0 4 0
傳真 ： 2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規里1 申請編號 The application no. to which the CQmment r®Iatcs 3>

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details o f the Comment (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

n ^ N a m e  i
「提 意 見 人 」姓 名 / 名 稱  Name of pcrS〇n/company makiiig this comfnent
鶴  Signature 二丫〇 一  V  叫  日期 Date

飞

1-? 9& C

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


c c a q
專 人 送 2 或 郵 s : 香 港 北 角 渣 _  333號北角■ 合 署 〗5 樓  3  3  4  y

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

: tpbpd@ p land.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand o r post: 15/F, N o rth  P o in t Governm ent O ffice s, 333 Java Road, N o rth  P o in t; H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fa x : 2 8 7 7  02 45  o r  25 2 2  8 4 2 6  

B y  e-m ail: tp b p d @ p la n d g o v.h k

有 S S的 規 §?申 請 編 號  The application no. to which.the comment relates 丫/丨

意見詳情（如有需要*請另頁說明）

D e ta ils  o f  th e  C o m m e n t (use separate sheet i f  necessary)
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.____________________________________

「提意見人  名 Nam e ofperson/com pany m aking this comment (A / r rtnu^ _  j A

簽署  Signature ________________ _ 日期 Date \气卜、卜 " '

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@plandgov.hk


致 城 市 翻 委 員 # ® » :

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5 樓  5 5 5 0

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 •

電 郵 ：tpbpd⑧ pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand o r post: 15/F， N o rth  P o in t G overnm ent O ffice s, 333  Java Road* N o rth  Po in t* H o n g  K ong

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  a p p lic a tio n  no . to  w b ic h  the  com m e nt re la te s t / z  -

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

D e ta ils  o f  th e  C o m m e n t (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱  Nam e o f person/company m aking this comment /  /

縫 Signature _____________________________________  日期 Date - 7"  &

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


麵市鰂委員鮪書： 5551
專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5樓 

傳真： 2877 0245 或 25 22  8426  

電■  : tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

T o :  Sec re ta ry , T o w n  P la n n in g  B o a rd

B y  hand o r post: 15/F, N o rth  Po in t Government O ffices, 333 Java Road, N o rth  Po in t, Hong Kong  

B y  Fax : 2877 0245 o r 25 22  8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 T h e  application no. to  w h ich  the com ment r e l a t e s 、 1

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

D e ta ils  o f the C om m ent (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

___________________ n  1 . ^  7 1  K f： h  * 3

「提意見人 j姓名/名稱 Name o f  person/company making th is  comment .

簽署 Signature ( 爲 小 ） _____________________  曰期 Date ^  /  i l ___________

’ received '

3 0 DEC 2016
、 T〇v/n Planning^/ 

Board

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


- 9
專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 ODOC
傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8似6

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point G o v e r n m e n t  Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 25 2 2  8426

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk •

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. _to which the comment relates Y, 卜DB々

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

I s u p p o r t  the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments. •

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though H K R  demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.______________________________

「提 意 見 人 」姓 名 / 名 稱  N a m e  of person/company m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t

簽署 Signature 日期 Date
—：

- 2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致城市規割委# 會秘書：
專A i t s或郵遞••香港北角渣華道333號北角■合署15樓 5 5 5 3

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

T o :  Secretary, T o w n  P la n n in g  Bo a rd

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有US的規f i l l申請編號 T h e  application no. to w hich the com ment relates

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 • 請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

\\k'\ V̂ \ %

「提 意 見 人 _ ^ $ ^ 名 稱  g a m e  of persq^Pj 

-簽 署  Signature-^ f j ^  \
ipany making this c o m m e n t  ^

___________  日 期  Date i ^ j  q / q g l L

-2-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


麵 雜 劃 委 員 ■ 書 ：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓  

傳 真 ：287 7  024 5 或  2522 8幻 6 

: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

Bye-mail: tpbpd@pland.govJik ’

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  The application no. to wh i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates Y/I~DB/5_____________

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ’請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, 1 opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.___________________________________

「提意見人  j姓名/ 名稱  Name of person/company making this comment ?
簽署 Signature __________ ______________________ 日期 Date ^

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


• 5555
專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 #

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland_gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 $ 1申 請 編 驗  T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

. 支 汍 ％  、K H  隻 也  M i l

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 "Name of 纟erson/company making this c o m m e n t  晚  t  戈

簽 署  Signature .f來 ? ， ____________________  日 期  Date ^

- 2 -

V  .

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵市規劃委員備書： •
專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合 署 〗5 樓 5 5 5 6
傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. .to which the comment relates 'f/i-DB/i

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable d e v e l ^ ^ ~ P ^ a t e  plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments. _________________________

Regarding the water supply option, though HKR d e m o n s ^

the feasibility of his proposal, I opinethatth^govemment should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity o j S i u H o W L n  water and sewerage treatment_  

plants taking care of the needs of DiscovgjX^^-------------------------------------

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


專Aig遞或郵遞••香港北角渣華道333號北角聽合署丨5樓 5557
傳真： 2877 0245 或 2522 8426 
電郵•• tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail; tpbpd@pJand.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  The application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

提意見人 j 姓名< 名稱 Name of person/company making this comment.
畜署 Signature Jlq” C L  _______________ 曰期 Date 巧 一 1^1、丨[7 '

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pJand.gov.hk


致 _顏 委 員 倾 書 ：
專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 5 5 5 8  -

傳 真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town P lanning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426
B y  e-m ail: tpb pd @ p la nd .g ov .hk

有關的規劃申請編號  T h e  application  n0- t0 w h ich  the com m ent relates V l 1 -  

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary) ^ ^  __

太 ；、 灵 私 M  W 喪 如 芎 鉍 居 、，吊 ■ 说

________________ _______________________

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 Na〒 /〇fp_erson/j;oinpany making this comment 知H  如

簽署 Signature ______ 令千、 今。 .,八 人 _______  日期 Date > P .  ( Z . • ^  ' h

•2,

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 細 剡 委 員 倾 書 ： <

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓  ‘ 5 b b y

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 ,

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates Y/l-DB/3

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

1 support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay. • __________________________

「提 意 見 人 」姓 名 / 名 稱  N a m ^ £ p e i . s o n ^ ^ j p a n y  making this c o m m e n t  

^ 5  Signature __________________________________________ 曰 期  Date —

- 2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


臟 市 麵 委 員 健 書 ： • ^ 6 0
專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角填華道3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5樓 • 13 3

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 84沉 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates ' j l

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (i^se separate sheet i f  necessary)

^  K  J 、 卞令^ ~  y h  ’永  f i —

「提意見人 j 姓名/ 名稱 o f  person/ccjmpany making this cominent (d (M

簽署Signature __________k  I M  .日期 Date ^

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


雜 委 員 飾 書 ： ■

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5樓 5 5 6 1

傳真： 2 8 77  02 45  或 2522  8426  

零郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

T o :  Se c re ta ry , T o w n  P la n n in g  B o a rd

B y  hand o r post: 15/F, N o rth  Po in t Government O ffices, 333 Java Road, N o rth  Po in t, H o n g  K on g  

B y  Fa x : 2 8 77  0245 o r 2 5 22  8426  

B y  e-m ail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請緩號 T h e  application no. to w h ic h  the  com m ent re la tes V/l-DByS

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

D e ta ils  o f  the  C o m m e nt (use separate sheet i f  necessary)
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and

services through^uitable developments on private^Iots of land with w M  tfiought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay._________________________________ _

厂提意見人 j姓名/名稱 Nam e o f  person/company tre k in g  th is  comment 

m ______________________  日期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致 獅 顯 委 員 _書 ：
專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角腑合署15樓 ’5 5 S 2
傳真 ： 2877 0245 或 2522 8426 
電郵：tpbpd@pIand_gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 T h e  a p p lic a tio n  no. to  w h ic h  the  com m ent re la te s j / j  —

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）
Details o f  the Com m ent (use separate sheet if  necessary) V? iQ ^

"  - - - - - - - -

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 N a m e  of person/company maki n g  this c o m m e n t  Q O K i Q a  jC^\] 

簽 署  Signature _________ ( X 〕 w  分 /d )_________  日 期  Date 2 广一丨二- >丨  C

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致城萌豳委員會秘書：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓  5  $  6  ̂

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning Board

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices* 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 申 請 編 號  T h e  a p p丨丨cation no. to w h 丨ch the c o m m e n t  relates

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 • 請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary) u  ^

土 人 十 鉍 小 令 名 ） m m  h i 忒

「提 意 見 人 」姓 名 / 名 稱 "Name of person/company making this c o m m e n t  

簽 署  Signature ____________ 日 期  D 咖  _

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


雜 市 麵 委 員 赖 書 ：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 丨 5 樓  5564
傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov_hk

To: Secretary* T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates 1 7 卜 ，

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

伞 巧 釋 ------------ _

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 N a m e  of person/company making this c o m m e n t  磁念疫________

簽 署  Signature __ ___________ ____________________________ 日 期  Date - II  ̂^̂ 1 C

- 2

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵市删委員會秘書：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5樓 5 5 S G

傳真：2877 0245 或乃22 8们6 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的^ ^ 1 申請編號 The applicatipn no. to which the comment relates 

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）
of the Comment (use separate sheet if  necessary)

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 

簽署 Signature

e o f person/company making this comment 

日期Date M ' /
1 7 ^

2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


■ 市 規 劃 委 員 健 書 ：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3號 北 角 政 府 合 署 15樓  c c c c
傳 真 ：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 03&〇

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y e-mail; tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates Y/I-DB/Q

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet i f  necessary)
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.__________________________________

「提 意 見 人 j 姓 名 / 名 稱 N am e咕  

簽 署  Signature

tnpany making this comment 
日期 Date 4  ——

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致 城 市 ■ 委 員 會 秘 窨 ：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 ° D  ° ^

爾 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning Board

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-maiJ: tpbpd@pJand.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 脚 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to which, the c o m m e n t  relates f / [ - -

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 S 要 | 請 另 頁 說 明 ） ’

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet ifjiecessary)

f  / 1 - 4  ^  y k u  ! i  ■

「提 意 見 人 」姓 名 / 名 禪  

簽 署  Signature

;of person/company making this c o m m e n t  

日 期 Date y ? / V /

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pJand.gov.hk


r

5568
雜 職 剌 委 員 # ® # :

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署15樓 

傅 真 ：2877 〇2 4 5 或  2 5 2 2  8 « 6  

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning.Board 

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point G o v e r n m e n t  Offices, 3 3 3  Java R o a d ,  N o r t h  Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規剌申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates Y/l-DB/5

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ） ’
Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, 1 opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay. _________________

「提 意 見 人 」姓 名 / 名 稱 0 f p erson/c o m p a n y  m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  

縫  Signature _________________ 日 期  D a t e  _

-2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 市 規 刺 委 員 讎 書 ：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5 樓  5 5 7 0

傳 真 ：28 7 7  0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point G o v e r n m e n t  Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2 8 7 7  0245 or 25 2 2  8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規fif申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates Y/l-DBy3

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will i m p r o v e  the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities a nd

serv]ces_ t h rough suitable d e v e l o p m e n t s  "on private plots of [and"with well thought 

out planning, consultation a n d  impa c t  assessments. '

Regarding the w a t e r  supply a n d  s e w a g e  t r eatment option, t h o u g h  H K R  d e m o n s t r a t e d  

T h e  feasibility of his p r o p o s a ^ T o p T n e  that the g o v e r n m e n t  should, base o n  equal and 

fair principle, e x p a n d  the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  w a t e r  a n d  s e w e r a g e  treatment 

plants taking care of the n e e d s  of Discovery Bay.

广提意見人j姓名/ 名稱 Name 

簽署 Signature

impany m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  

Bm Date

n h i.

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


%

致 城 市 麵 委 員 鑛 軎 ：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓  5 5 0 0

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to w h i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 | 請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

/ v  ')  ̂J ^ rC . ^  VW / - I -7 [c

「提 意 見 人  J姓 名 / 名 稱  of person/company maki n g  this c o m m e n t  令 如 -

簽 署  Signature. 厂 ‘  _ _ _ _ _  Date

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


雜 市 麵 委 員 會 秘 書 ：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5 樓  5 5 7 1

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2 5 2 2  8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Gove r n m e n t  Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax:-2877 0245 or 2 5 2 2  8426 

B y  e-mail:'tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規申請編號  T h e  application no. to w h i p h  the c o m m e n t  relates

T  W

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明） ' ^

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate she^t if necessary) u

「提 意 見 人  j姓 名 / 名 稱  N a m e  of person/company m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  CJ心二  Ui 口刷 

簽 署  Signature _____________________________  日 期  Date ^2■孑 —

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致 城 市 麵 委 員 ■ 書 ：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5 樓

傳 真 ：287 7  024 5  或 2 5 2 2  842 6  〇〇( C
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pIand_gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  P l anning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point G o v e r n m e n t  Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2 8 7 7  0245 or 2 5 2 2  8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to w h i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates 丫(// -

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

f  /、、衫€ 爆 .----------------

「提 意 見 人 」姓 名 / 名 稱  N a m e  of person/company ma k i n g  this c o m m e n t  cfjcu/ (!li\ b/ZW 
簽 署  Signature dhw d / A l ___________________  日 期  Date

- 2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


%

雜 細 劃 委 員 健 書 ：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5 樓  5  5  ?  3

傳 真 ：287 7  0245 或  2 5 2 2  8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town P lanning Board

B y  h a n d  or post: 15/F, North Point G o v e r n m e n t  Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2 8 7 7  0245 or 2 5 2 2  84 2 6  

Bye-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T he application no. to w hich the com m ent relates Y/l-DB/3

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ’請 另 頁 說 明 ）

D eta ils  o f  the C om m ent (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

I s u p p o r t  the plan as it will i m p r o v e  the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities and 

services t h r o u g h  suitable d e v e l o p m e n t s  o n  private plots of land with well thought 

o u t  planning, consultation a n d  i m p a c t  assessments.

R e garding the w a t e r  supply a n d  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  option, t h o u g h  H K R  d e m o n s t r a t e d  

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  should, base o n  equal and 

fair principle, e x p a n d  the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  w a t e r  a n d  s e w e r a g e  t r e a t m e n t  

plants taking care of the n e e d s  of Discovery Bay,___________________________________________

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱

簽 署  Signature

N a m e  ̂ jersio n / c o m p a n y  m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  

日 期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


難 市 麵 委 員 ■ 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 5 5 7 4
傳真：2877 02幻或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk ,

To: Secretary» Tow n P la n n in g  B oard

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to wh丨ch the corament relates

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

D etails o f  tbe C om m en t (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

^  k i jT ,  ^  t ^  ̂  r

d  i f M
I k y r L  TKv

、、娜 4  ''■K i ^  A
4 偷

' ~{ Z% _ - J

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 Name^jfper^pp/company making this comment 

簽署 Signature . ^  日期 Date 一

h r ^ T H  C H ^

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 557 5
傳 真 ：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland，gov，hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

By  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

By  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

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

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will i m p r o v e  the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities and 

services thro u g h  suitable d e v e l o p m e n t s  o n  private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation a n d  im p a c t  assessments.

Regarding the w a t e r  supply a n d  s e w a g e  treat m e n t  option； t h o u g h  H K R  demons t r a t e d  

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  should, base o n  equal and 

fair principle, e x p a n d  the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  w a t e r  a n d  s e w e r a g e  treatment 

plants taking care of the n e e d s  of Discovery Bay.__________________________________ ________

「提意見人」姓名/ 名 稱 Namqofg； 

簽署 Signature

)^son/^n|^aiany making this comment

-日 期  Date 一 〆

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


■ 市細委員 # W  : ^

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 
傅 真 ：2灯7 〇245 或 25：22 8426

5576

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning Board

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號  The application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates Y  | | ■

意見詳情（如 有 需 要 ，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

老 & 举 \  '  A 二梭 A  t 艮 後 ..淡」 L .公覆 疋  

▲ ㈣ 也 身 : , . -----------------------------

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 

簽署 Signature
爲 N a m e  <

4 4 2
of person/company making this comment 

日 期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


專 人 送 jg或 郵 遞 ••香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 333 g y t 角 政 符 合 署 1 5樓  

傳 真 ：2们 7 0245 或  2522 8426 

: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

T o :  Secretary, To w n  P la n n in g  Bo ard

B y  hand or post; 15/F, N orth  Po in t Government Offices, 333 Java Road, N orth  Po in t, Hong Kong  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426  

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

557g

有鵾的規$1申請握號 T h e  app丨ication no_ to which the comment relates Y  ! \ 1 3

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

D eta ils o f the Com m ent (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 N a m e  o f  person/company making this comncnt 疼  方笤 

簽 署  Signature ___________ _____________________________ E ^ S  Date ^  , \x . 2 ^ U ；

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致獅麵委員飾書： 5 5 7 7

專人送遞或郵遞••香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角腑合署丨5樓 

傳真： 2877 0245 或 2522 8426  

電郵•• tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

T o :  Secretary, To w n  P la n n in g  B o a rd

B y  hand or post: 15/F, N 6rth  Po in t Government Offices, 333 Java Road, N orth  Po in t, Hong Kong  

B y  Fax : 2877 0245 o r 2522 8426  

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規M 申請編號 The application no. to which the commeni relates Y / i  - 〇&!?■

意見詳情（如有需要•請另頁說明）

D e ta ils  o f the C om m ent (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

束 轉 T / 公 七

「提意見人 j姓名/名稱 Name o f  pfson/com pany making th is  comment 下A n \ S / h A )

簽署 Signature _______________ / 乂 / ___________________  日期 Date W L  !  ! 、卜1

*2-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 市 麵 委 員 飾 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署丨5樓 5 5 7 9

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@ pIand.gov.hk

T o :  Sec re ta ry , T o w n  P la n n in g  B o a rd

B y  hand o r post: 15/F, N o rth  P o in t G overnm ent O ffices, 333 Java Road , N o rth  P o in t, Ho ng  K o n g  

B y  Fa x : 28 77  0245  o r 25 2 2  8426  

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@p land.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates 丫卜㈣  ^

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請另頁說明）

D e ta ils  o f  the  C o m m e n t (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

― 雄  i友

「提意見人  J姓名 / 名稱  N a m e  of person/company making this c o m m e n t  (Ji)^

簽署  Signature . _________________________ ___  日期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致城市規劃委員會秘書： 5 5 3 0
專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426

By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk •

有關的規劃申請編號 The aPPUcation n0.t0 which the c〇mment relateS Y/f|~DB/3----------

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）
Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will i m p r o v e  the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities and_____

services through suitable d e v e l o p m e n t s  o n  private plots of land with well thought_____

out planning, consultation a n d  impact assessments. ----------- ------------------------------

Regarding the w a t e r  supply a n d  s e w a g e  treatment optfon, t h o u g h  H K R  d e m o nstrated------

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  should, base o n  equal a nd------

fair principle, ^ o a n d  the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  wa t e r  a n d  s e w e r a g e  treatment-----------

plants taking care of the n e e d s  of Discovery Bay.------------------------------- ----------------

「提意見人」姓名 /  名稱 Nam e 〇fpers〇n/c〇m Pany making 恤 comm 

' . — 日期Date簽署 Signature

snt I

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 市 麵 委 員 飾 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 5 5 8 2

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵•• tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

T o :  Sec re ta ry , T o w n  P la n n in g  B o a rd

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

By e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates X  f X  ~ PR> f 3

意見詳情（如有需要•請另頁說明）

Details of the C o mment (use separate sheet if necessary)

-k A ,  ^  ^ ^  -%■

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 N a m e  of person/company making this comment 人/) | 已山 |

簽署沿明咖代 . __________________日期Date

-2-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


麵赖劃委員挪書= 5581
專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5樓 

傳真： 2 8 77  0245 或 2522 8426  

電郵：tpbpd@p】and.gov,hk

T o :  Secreta ry, To w n  P la n n in g  B o a rd  *

B y  hand o r post: 15/F, N o rth  Po in t Govemment O ffices, 333 Java Road, N o rth  P o in t, H o n g  K ong  

B y  Fa x : 2 8 77  0245 o r 2522 8426  

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gbv.hk

有關的規3 0申請編號 T h e  ap plication no. to w h ic h  the  com m ent re la tes Y /卜DB/3

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

D e ta ils  o f the C om m ent (use separate sheet if necessary)

1 support the plan as it will i mprove the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable d e v e l opments o n  private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply a n d  s e w a g e  treatment option； t h o u g h  H K R  demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, 1 opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  should, base o n  equal and 

fair principle, e x p a n d  the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  w ater a n d  s e w e r a g e  treatment 

plants taking care of the n e e d s  of Discovery Bay.__________________________________________

「提意見人 j姓名/名稱 Name ^ ^ rso n /c o m p a n y  m aking th is  comment 

簽署 S ignature  ______________日期 Date _

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gbv.hk


r

tr5 〇3
專A l t g 賴2  : 香港:(确渣華道3 3 3和确酿合署1 5樓 3

傳真： 2877 0245 或 2522  8426  

f t g  ： tpbpd@pland.govJik

T o :  Secretary, To w n  P la n n in g  B o a rd

B y  hand or pose 15/F, N o rA  Po in t GovCTnment O ffices, 333 Java Road, N o rth  Po in t, Hong Kong  

B y  Fax : 2877 0245 o r 2522 8426  

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有5fi的規2 !l申請握號 T h e  application no. to w hich the  com ment relates X 卜 D R 卜

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明） •

D e ta ils  o f the C om m ent (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

瑞 ，u 成 趨 ：,勺 火 l 播4 备.k 、，人 r■考士。冼彡。 专 怒 .i  

^  „_________________________ ;____________________

r  提意見人 J知名/名稱 Name o f person/company making th is  comment C ^ A J  6  丫P

簽署 Signature % , r̂ n  \jr J ^ ___________  日期 Date \ (o

- 2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


規刺委員飾曹：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3 號北角政府合署1 5樓

傳真：2877  0245 或 2522 8426 55 8 4  '

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.govJik •

T o :  Sec re ta ry , T o w n  P la n n in g  B o a rd

B y  hand o r post: 15/F, N o rth  Po in t Government O ffices, 333 Java Road, N o rth  Po in t, Hong Kong  

B y  Fax : 2877 0245 o r 2522 8426  

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規瓣請編號 T h e  application no. to w hich the  com ment re lates y/l-DB/j

意見詳情（如有需要•請另頁說明） _

D e ta ils  o f the C om m ent (use separate sheet i f  necessary)
I support the plan as it will improve the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities and 

~ s ervices through suitable developments o n  private plots 〇rT a n ^  with well thought 

out planning, consultation a nd impact assessments^ '~ ~

Regarding the water supply and s e w a g e  treatment option, though H K R  demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the gov e r n m e n t  shpuld, base o n  equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  water a n d  sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.

「提意見人」姓名/  

-簽署 Signature

ofperson/company making th is  comment "P&ulU X〇
日 期 Data Y (  {

-2*

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致城市麵類會秘睿：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5樓 ，

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 0 〇〇〇
電郵•• tpbpd@pIand.gov,hk *

T o :  Secretary, Tow n P lann ing  Board

B y  hand o r post: 15/F, N orth Po in t Government Offices, 333 Java Road, N orth  Point, Hong Kong  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 o r 2522 8426  

Bye-m ail: tpbpd@pland.gov,hk

有關的規刺申請編號 T h e  application no. to which the comment relates Yl - 0 S /  ̂

意見詳情（如有搭要•請另頁說明）

D etails o f the Comment (use separate sheet i f  necessary) 、

_____________________ _____________ ■

「提意見人 j姓名/名稱 Name o f  person^company making th is  comment C〇ĵ a ,'i  ,

簽琴Signature _______________________________日期Date 已夕//"讀



致城市麵委員健書：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署丨5樓 5536
傳真： 2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@plaml.gov.hk

T o :  Secretary, Tow n P la nn ing  Board

B y  hand or post: 15/F, N orth  Po in t Government Offices, 333 Java Road, N orth  Po int, Hong Kong  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

Bye-m ail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規剡申請編號 T h e  application no. to which the comment relates V  ^ L .  / D f i  j  \

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）
Details o f the Comment (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

年 本 —级 ― 鴒 系 ， 二  ....

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 N a m e  of person/company making th is comment 权

簽署 s ig °ature r t ^ t  ________________________ 日期 Date ^  | n  l ^ \ i

mailto:tpbpd@plaml.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


雜 T ^ g f委 員 飾 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓
傳真 •• 2877 0245 或 2522 8426 b 5 J ?
電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov,hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates

意 雕 情 （如有需要■請另頁說明） .

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

^  I t  M  k  1L. ^  姜 私  >备 女 ，\ '

考專：偏 福 |  糸 人 +  9 去 译  .

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/company making this comment__ ________________
簽署 Signature ______________  日期 Date U

-2-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


雜 市 細 委 員 倾 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署丨5 楼

5588

傳真：2877 0245 或  2522 8426

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H ong K on g

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application rio. to which the comment relates v / i

意見詳情（如有需要 

Details of the O
請另頁說明）

he Comment (u?e separate sheet if)n; fcessary)

提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 Name o f  person/company making this comment 

簽署Signature 4  丨 .______________日期 Date _

- 2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 市 麵 委 員 無 書 ：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ： 香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 腑 合 署 丨 5 樓  • 5 5 9 0
傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ： tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary* T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Govern m e n t  Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 25 2 2  8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to w h i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates
— /

意 見 詳 情 （ 如 有 需 要 |請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

才  /  ^  ^  ^  £  i f

r 提 意 見 人  j姓 名 / 名 稱  N a m e  of person/company m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  

， 簽 署  Signature ____________ ________________________________  日 期  Date

• 2-

R E C E I V E D、

3 0 DEC 2016

vTown Phnningy
Dosrd

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


雜 市 細 委 員 餘 書 ：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 15 樓  5 5 8 3
傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 S426 

電 郵 ：t p b p d @ p〗and.gov.hk

T o ;  Sec re ta ry , T o w n  P la n n in g  B o a rd

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point G overnment Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2 8 7 7  0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail; tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 S ![ 申 請 編 號  The application no. to which the comment relates S [V -I :

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

D e ta ils  o f  the  C o nuneD t/us& ^ep ara te  sheet i f  necessan〇 、 ^

^  _____________ * 3

「提 意 見 人  j姓 名 / 名 稱  N a m e  of p e r s o f  c o m p a n y  m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t

簽 署  Signature ■____________ 舞  日 期  Date 2J 、o _l/_ ^

-2-

’r e c e i v e d

3 〇 DEC 2016

.Town Planningy 
Board

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


專 入 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5 樓  5  5 公 1

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

/ -i .t/7, jo-l ^  k\ ^  #  X  Z  i Z  i r.-«J

% /j - /J-<. ^  ^-iC (S ^  今 么  •沐 人 广 «  j?

「提意見人 j 姓名/ 名稱 Name of p’/rson/company making this com m ent_________________

簽 署  Signature _____________ _____________________________ 曰 期  Date 叫、 •

x「出 C E I V E D

3 0 DEC 2016

T o w n  Planning 

Board

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


_ 市 麵 委 員 ■ 耆 ：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓  5 5 0 2

傅 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：^>bpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates Y/1-DB^

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will i m p r o v e  the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable d e v e l o p m e n t s  o n  private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation a n d  impact assessments.______________________________________

Regarding the w a t e r  supply a n d  s e w a g e  treatment option, tho u g h  H K R  demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal^ I opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  should, base o n  equal and 

fair principle, e x p a n d  the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  water an d  sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the n e e d s  of Discovery Bay.__________________________________________

mailto:bpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


雜 市 細 委 員 飾 書 ：

專人送返或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合 署 丨 5 樓  5 5 9 3

傳真： 2 8 7 7  0245  或 2 5 22  8426  

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

T o :  Se c re ta ry , T o w n  P la n n in g  B o a rd

B y  hand o r post: 15/F, N o rth  P o in t G overnm ent O ffice s, 333 Java Road, N o rth  Po in t, Hong K ong  

B y  Fa x : 2 8 7 7  02 45  o r 2 5 22  8426  

B y  e-m ail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有B S的規割申請編號 T h e  a p p lic a tio n  no. to  w h ic h  the  com m ent re la te s w

意見詳情（如有需要•請另頁說明）

D e ta ils  o f  the C o m m e n t (use separate sheet i f  necessary) 

>i〇OCL rn ̂ A ^ j9 m

\ £ %  j L f r，' / i t  广d

/7 $'

P --------------------------- -------

提思見̂ j姓名/名稱 Name of per^jn/cQmp^y making ̂  c〇mment 人. 以攻丨^ ^  

簽署獅咖------------------------------ ^ ________________ D a t e 儿一 /

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


雜市規劃委員_ 書 ： _
.專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 5 5 9 4

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland_gov.hk- •

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
Bye-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  aP P Ucation n 0 .t0 whi c h  the c o m m e n t  relates Y/l-DB/5

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頭 明 ）

Details of the Gomment (use separate sheet if  necessary)
I support the plan as it will i m p r o v e  the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities a n d

services through suitable d e v e l o p m e n t s  o n  private plots of land with well t h o u g h t  

out planning, consultation a n d  impact assessments.

Regarding the w a t e r  supply a n d  s e w a g e  t reatment option, t h o u g h  H K R  d e m o n s t r a t e d  

the feasibility of his proposal,! opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  should, b ase o n  equal a n d  

fair principle, e x p a n d  the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  w a t e r  a n d  s e w e r a g e  tre a t m e n t  

plants taking care of the n e e d s  of Discovery Bay.

「提 意 見 人 姓 名 / 名 稱  

簽 署  Signature

4 a m e  ofperso：in/company making this comment 

曰 期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


兹 員 # S 3 :
專 : 香 港 ^ 角 S 華 道 3 3 3 歡 捷 这 符 合 署 1 5樓  5  5  g  5

傳 真  '• 2S77 0245 或  2522 S426 

' tptpd^pkiKLgovJxk

1 6 :  Sccrttarr, T o w n  P L u m in g  B o u t ]

B y  hsnd or post lS^F, Ncitb Point Go>*cnuncnt Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B>- Fax: 2 S 7 7 0 2 4 5  or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: QibpdgpIand.govJik

有 S 芒 規 £ 申 ^ § 我  T h e  application to which the c o m m e n t  relates ^jf\ 〇(̂  /  ̂

意 見 譯 情 （J I ^ S 要 ，H 另 頁 說 萌 ）

D e ta ils  o f  the C o m m e nt (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

狀___________

「提 意 見 人  j姓 名 / 名 稱  N a m e  of person/company making this c o m ment

簽 署  Signature ____________ _____________________________ 日 期  Date / n -  /  6

• 2.



致 城 萌 規 》 委 貝 會 秘 窨 ：

專人送2 或郵8  :香港北角渣華道3 3 3 號 北角政府 合 署 1 5樓  5 5 ,

傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或 2522 8426 ° '

電 到 ：tpbpd@pland,govJik

lb: Secretary, Town Planning Board
B y  hand or post: 15/F, N orth  Po in t Govcnunent Offices, 333 Java Road, N orth  Point, Hong Kong  

B y  Fax : 2877 0245 o r 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的申請提號 T h e  app丨ication no. to which the comment relates

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

D eta ils o f the Com m ent (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱] 

簽署 Signature

e o f  person/company making th is  comment 

日期Date ^  ^ C h o l j

- 2 -

X ^ D o a r d ^ /

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


舰 市 麵 委 員 _ 書 ： ,
專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3 號 北角腑合署]5 樓 & & 3 7

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵•• tpbpd@p〗and.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Flsnning Board

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pJand.gov.hk

有關的規®!申請編號 T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates / }  一  /々

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if r

「提 意 見 人  j姓 名 / 名 稱  N a y e  of person/company making this c o m m e n t  

簽 署  Signature __________________  日期 Date _ Q}' n 、 /M

-2

mailto:tpbpd@pJand.gov.hk


灘 市 規 劃 委 員 _ 書 ：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5 樓  5 5 公 8

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.bk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point G o v e r n m e n t  Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  ‘ 

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2 5 2 2  8426 

Bye-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no. to w h i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates Y/1-DB>Q

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will i m p r o v e  the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities a n d  

services t h r o u g h  suitable d e v e l o p m e n t s  o n  private plots of land with well t h o u g h t  

o ut planning, consultation a n d  im p a c t  assessments.

Regarding the w a t e r  supply a n d  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  option, t h o u g h  H K R  d e m o n s t r a t e d  

the feasibility of his proposal, 1 op i n e  that the g o v e r n m e n t  should, b a s e  o n  equal a n d  

fair principle, e x p a n d  t he capacity of Siu H o  W a n  w a t e r  a n d  s e w e r a g e  t r e a t m e n t  

plants taking care of t h e  n e e d s  of Discovery Bay.________________________ _̂__________________

「提 意 見 人 」姓 名 / 名  

Signature

^ a m e  of person/company m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  

日 期  Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.bk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


舰 市 麵 委 員 5 5 9 9
專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓 _

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary? T o w n  Planning Board

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Ho n g  Ko n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates ^ f  j 〆 P / J

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）
Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

+ 密 俗 ? 仗 H 砝 __________________ ___

「提 意 見 人 」姓 名 / 名 稱  N a m e  of person/company making this comment 

簽 署  Signature __________________ 日 期  Date

A 雜 ,
Qfl-\ z

-2-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


規劃委員偷書：
專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5樓 5  ^  q  〇

傳真： 2877 0245 或 2522 8426 •

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

T o :  Secretary, To w n  P la nn ing  Bo a rd

B y  hand or post: 15/F, N o rth  Po in t Government O ffices, 333 Java Road, N orth Po int, Hong Kong 

B y  Fax : 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的麵申請編號  The application no. to which the comment reiates Y / l-D B /3

意見詳情（如有需要，，請另頁說明） ■

D eta ils o f the Comm ent (use separate sheet i f  necessary)
! support the plan as it will improve the comm u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  water and sewerage treatment ■

. plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay._______________________________ _______

「提意見人  j姓名 / 名稱  o f person/company making this comment J y ' f  - / / p

______________日期“ 」 ^ 心 ! _

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


專人送2 或彰遞••香 港 ; 麟 道 333 K 北角政府合署1 5樓

傳真 •• 2 S 7 7 0 2 ^ 5或 2522 8426 56〇1
電録•• tpbpd@plamLgov.hk

To： Secretary, Tomti Planning Board
B y  hand o r post: 15/F, N orth  P o in t Government O ffices, 333 Java Road, N o rth  Po in t, Hong Kong  

B y  Fa x : 2S77  0245 o r 2522 8426  

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov上k

有閲的規E 申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates Y/I-DB^

意見詳情（妇有需要*請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if  necessary)
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on prrvate plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the w^ater supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair prindpfe, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.__________________________________

rf U S ^ A j 姓名/ 名稱 N a m e  ofpcrson/cotnpany making this comment 以摘

簽 署  Signature __________  _____________  曰 期  Date 上 ：M  X  /t

R E C E I V E D

mailto:tpbpd@plamLgov.hk


雖 委 員 :
專 A ^ l 類 遼 ：香 激 读 醇 這 3 3 3敦 ! 署 1 5 捿

傳 真 ：28770245 或  2522 8426 5 S 〇 2
電 g  : tpbpd^lanigovJik

To: Secretarrs Town PUnning Board
By hanH or po^: 15/F, N o th  Foist Governniect OSccs, 333 Jzvi RxJtd, Six^: P rr^ , Hrcx

B y  Fax; 2S77 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mait tp b p d ^ p la iA .gu v}±

TTie application co. to wkida tfcc ccsamoit r d z »

K M P f t  (馆 害 要 -誇

Dctalli of 和 21®332̂ )

^  A -  7



專  : 香 志 道  署 15 樓 5603
薄 真 ：2ST7 C245 或  2522 S426 
M g  ： tptpd^pland-govik

To: S e m t ^ x j j  Town Pla«aiag Board
By hsnd cr pcsc 15/T, North Point Govemnest Offices, 333 Java Road, NorA Point, Hong Kong 
By Fax: 2t77 0245 or 2522 8426 
B y  e-mail: t p b p d @ p ! a n d . g o v J i k

有霖S S S 申諸辐號 The appHcatiou 丨〇• to which the comment relates ^ / /  - -  /~ ^

意 貝 异 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 钥 ）

DeUll5 of the Commenf (use separate sheet if necessary)

「提意見人j姓名/ 名稱N  

簽署 Signature

c o m p a n y  m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  ̂
^ __________ 日期 D a t e  上



致城市規̂ 員會秘書••

專人送2 或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署丨5樓 *

傳真： 28770245 或 25228426 5 6 0 4
電郵：tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk,

To :  Secretary, Tow n Planning Board

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-raail: tpbpd@plandgov.hk

有關的規割申請編號 Th e  application no. to which the comment relates Y/l-DB/3

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details o f the Comment (use separate sheet i f  necessary)
I support the plan as it will Improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments._________________

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.______________________________

「提意見人 j姓名/名稱 Name o f person/company making thi« comment p ^ jx .C  

簽署 Signature _________________________ 曰期 Date > 4  l ^ T
a

_ _

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@plandgov.hk


m m m m m t m m  ■ g g o c

專Alg遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道打3號北角政府合署15樓 

傳真 •_ 28 77  0245 或 2522 8426  

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

T o :  Sec re ta ry, To w n  P la n n in g  B o a rd

B y  hand o r post: 15/F, N o rth  Po in t G overnitient O ffices, 333 Java Road, N o rth  Po in t, H o ng  K ong  

B y  Fa x : 28 77  0245 o r 2522  8426  

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates Y/l-DBy5

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

D e ta ils  o f  the C om m ent (use separate sheet i f  necessary)
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

~ o u t  planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants takingcare of the needs of Discovery Bay.

「提 意 見 人  j姓 名 / 名 稱  N a m e  oj^?rson/company making this c o m m e n t  LsC
縫  Signature __________________________________________  曰 期  Date x(y -lt~ / /

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 市 麵 委 員 鑛 書 ：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 I5 樓

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 5 6 0 6

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 、

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 T h e  a p p lic a tio n  no. to w h ic h  the  com m ent re la te s ^ /  / —  p P ? / 3

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明） .
Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

命 i t . 纪 姜 0  vZ- 诗 加 系 庳 t 晷 反 霞 戾 收 入 .

r 提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 N a m e  of person/company m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  

簽 署  Signature , ______________________ 日 期  Date > 3  - | Z -  2 t > i

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


■ 市 麵 委 員 書 ：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓  5 6 0 7

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o ard

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 ,
B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 剌 申 請 編 號  T h e  applicat丨on no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates Y  / / -- Pf} / "̂>

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 • 請 另 頁 說 明 ) 

Details of the C o m m e n t  (useIs of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

「提 意 見 人  j姓 名 / 名 稱  N a m e  of person/company making this c o m m e n t  

簽 署  Signature j 卷  ___________ 日 期  Date

cT
•yX —1% y ° l b

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


致城市删委員挪書：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 ’ 5 6 0 8
傳真： 2877 0245 或 2522 8们6 
堪郵：tpbpd@jjIand.gov.hk

To: Secretary. Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 1 5 /F , North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax： 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to which the comment r e l a t e s J  \ 一  / 3

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

「提意見人 J姓名/ 今稱 ,Name o f person/company making this comment 择 J 十匕

觸  Signature / ( ^ 1 竹 ______________________  日期 Date 士  二/ 一K 匕

mailto:tpbpd@jjIand.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 市 翻 委 員 觸 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓
傳真：2S77 0245 或 2522 8426 5 S 1 0

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary) Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The app丨ication no: to wh丨ch the comment relates 7 / x - p r > / >

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

W 皆 丨 免 ._________________

「提意見人 j 姓名/ 名稱 Marne o f person/company making this comment L  h

簽署 S i明伽 re _____________  日期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


■ 賴 创 委 員 飾 眘 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 5609
傳真 ： 2877 0245 或 2522 8426 
零郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: tpbpd@pIandgov.hk

有關的規卸申請編號 The appHcati。 】1 no. t0 whiciMhe comment relates Y/l-DB/5

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）
Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and

services through suitable d^v^lSprnents on private .plots of land ̂ vith well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of hfs proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 N a m e  ofperson/company making this comment p A / ? )

簽署Signaturb f(L  . C . 日期 Date V U /，

- 2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIandgov.hk


職 市 麵 委 員 飾 書 ：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓  e g . ,

傳真：2877 0245 或 25 2 2  8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax; 2877 0245 or 2 5 2 2  8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 T h e  application no_ to which the c o m m e n t  relates ^  ^ | / 3

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

• 、
-----------------------------------------------

「提 意 見 人  j姓 名 / 名 稱  N a m e  of person/company making this c o m m e n t

簽 署  Signature 曰 期 Date

.2-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵市規劃委員備書：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5樓

傳真： 28 7 7  0245  或 25 22  8426  5 6 1 2

電郵：tpbpd@pIand_gov.hk

T o :  Se c re ta ry , T o w n  P la n n in g  B o a rd

B y  hand o r post: 15/F, N o rth  P o in t Governm ent O ffices, 333 Java Road, N o rth  Po in t, H o n g  Kong  

B y  Fa x : 28 7 7  0245 o r 25 22  8426  

B y  e-m ail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  T h e  application no- to  w h ic h  the  com ment re lates Y/I-D B/3

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

D e ta ils  o f the  C o m m e nt (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.___________________________

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, \ opine that the governmentshoufd, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.__________________________________

「提意見人j姓名/名稱 

簽署 Signature

Company making th is comment 

日期Date 1r / a / % 〇J f

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


專 人 麵 或 郵 遞 ••香港北角渣華道333號 北 角 腑 合 署 15樓 5 6 1.3

傳真 •• 2877 0245 或 2522 8426 
電郵：tpbpd@pknd.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-maiJ: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates > f / /  ^  D f 3 / ^

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)
多抒,异会良隹找讲、/1 么 《匕r 落 表  ________________________

r  提意見人  J 姓名 /  名稱，Name o f  P e r s o n /c o m P a n y  m akingthis comment

簽署  Signature ___________________  日期 Date _
^Id̂

上2 - f _____

mailto:tpbpd@pknd.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


負

麵市 規 劃 委 員 飾 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5樓 

傳真： 2 8 7 7  0 ?45  或 2 5 2 2  8426  

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

5814

T o :  Sec re ta ry , T o w n  P la n n in g  B o a rd

B y  hand or post: 15/F, N o rth  P o in t Governm ent O ffices, 333 Java Road, N o rth  Po in t, H o ng  Kong  

B y  Fax : 2877  0245 o r 2522  8426  '

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates Y/I' DB/3

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

D e ta ils  o f the  C o m m e nt (use separate sheet i f  necessary)
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought^ 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal； 1 opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle； expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.______________ ■_________

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 ]
簽署 S ignature

^ m e ,o f pei-son/company m aking th is  commi

l  l r . .  曰期 Date
L 〇

ununMis

画

壓

圍

目

.

1

- 2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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w m m m m v m  ■
專人送遞或麵：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 

傳真 ： 2877 0245 或 2522 8426 .
電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

5615

To: Secretary) Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates j  j — P B

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/company making this comment
簽署 Signature _____________  ____________ 日期 Date n  U

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


m m m s m R - m m  •
專人送遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 333號 北 角 政 府 合 署 15樓 5 6 1 6

傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk .

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail; tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates Y/I-DB>5

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if  necessary)
1 support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay. _______________________

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


S W 細 委 員 健 書 ：
專或郵遞••香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角腑合署丨5 樓 5617
傳真： 2877  0245 或 2 5 22  8426  

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

T o :  Sec re ta ry, To w n  P la n n in g  B o a rd

B y  hand o r post: 15/F, N o rth  P o in t Government O ffices, 333 Java Road, N o rth P o in t, Hong Kong  

B y  Fa x : 2877  0245 o r 25 22  8426  •

B y  e-maiJ: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規剌申請編號 T h e  application no. to w h ich  the com m ent re la tes /  j  P  / 3

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

D e ta ils  o f the C o m m e n t (use separate sheet i f  necessaiy)

________ £ 續 沈 兹 龙 ______________________

「提意見人 j 姓名/名稱 Nam e o f  person/company m aking th is  comment f  

簽署 Signature  h 德 ________________________  曰期 Date

-2

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 5 6 1 \
傳真 ： 28 77  0245 或 25 22  8426  

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

T o :  Se c re ta ry , T o w n  P la n n in g  B o a rd

B y  hand o r post: 15/F, N o rth  P o in t Governm ent O ffice s, 333 Java Road, N o rth  P o in t, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fa x : 28 7 7  0245 o r 25 2 2  8426  

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 T h e  a p p lic a tio n  no. t'o w h ic h  the  com m ent re la tes Y /l-D B /3

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）
D e ta ils  o f the C o m m e n t (use sepai*ate sheet i f  necessary)

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.________________________________

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated • 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment______

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.____________________________________

R E C E I V E D '  

3 0 DEC 2015 !

T o w n P la iin in g ,  
V  B o a rd  7

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


娜市删委員挪書：.

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5樓 5 6 1 9

傳真： 2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@p〗and.gov.hk

T o :  Secretary* To w n  P lanning Board

B y  hand or post; 15/F, N orth Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, N orth  Point, Hong Kong 

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 o r 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規剌申請編號 T h e  application no. to w hich the comment relates ' l l !  - J 2 / J

意見詳情（如有需要*請另頁說明）

D eta ils o f the Comm ent (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

- 2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


規劃委員飾書： 5620
專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 
傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 
電郵：tpbpd@pland,gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
By Fax; 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 •

By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 T h e  application no. to w hich the comment relates

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wa n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.________________________________

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 Name of person/company making this comment 下

Signature _________________日期 Date A__________

2-

X j o a r d ^ Z

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 市 綱 委 員 飾 書 ：

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 • • 香 港 北 角 渣 華 道

傳 真 ：2877 0 2 4 5或 2522 8426 1■ 北 角 政 府 合 署 〗5 樓  5 S 2 2

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.g0V.h]c

細的麵申請編號  The appHcatiou no. to which the comment relates ~~f /  f ^  P D /^ S

意 見 詳 情 c如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary) ,

\7 ^  ' ̂  ffrc_ . VC
c p r V - 丫卜 ■_ ^

「提 意 見 人 J姓 名 / 名 稱 N a m e  o f making 诎 5 ⑵ 議  

簽 署  Signature  ________ ~ •._____________________________ 日 期  Date

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


W P S S S f f委員雜書： 5 6 2 1

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道汨3 號北角政府合署1 5樓 “

傳真： 2877  0245 或 2522 糾26  

電郵：中 bpd@pland.gov.iik

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
B y  hand o rp o st: 15/F, N orth  Po in t Government O ffices, 333 Java Road, N o rth  Po in t, Hong Kong  

B y  Fax : 2877  0245 o r 2522 8426  

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規S f f申請編號 Th e  Application no. to w hich the com ment re la tes Y/I-DB/S

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

D e ta ils  o f the Com m ent (use separate sheet i f  necessary)
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and

~ 'services through suitable developments on private plots"ot land~with well thougrn 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay. _____________

r  提意見人」姓名/名稱 Name o f  pej^on/company m aking th is  comment 

簽署 S ignature ___________ . / , _________  日期 Date

% C E  瓣 、

3 〇 DEC 2016

v T o w n  Planning/ 

Board

mailto:bpd@pland.gov.iik
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致城市規as委員會秘軎：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5樓 5  3

傳真： 2 8 77  0245 或 2 5 22  8426  

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary， Town Planning Board
B y  hand or post: 15/F, N o rth  P o in t Governm ent O ffice s, 333 Java Road, N o rth  P o in t, Hong Kong  

B y  Fa x : 2 8 77  0245 o r 2 5 22  8426  

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規2 J申請編號 T l i e  app丨ica tiou no. to  w h ic h  the  com m ent r e l a t e s》 Y / l  -

意見詳情（如有需要•請另頁說明）

D e ta ils  o f  the  C o m m e n t (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

_________ h iA f T y  t d  lA A tG  包S ir itfJ D  丁啦  p / 6 f i .
7 % ^  n £ .\J S L ^ P ^ t^ J T  tS  76) - y ^ -  f& d p〇§
M J O  P R O tt^ X iO k 、 A iJ G  略

T id C W C ^____________ .__________________________________  ...

「提意見人 J姓名/ 名稱」 of person/company m aking th is  comment jTdhts}
簽署 S ignature  ________________________  日期 D a te  、m l G

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


5624

广

雜麵 i f f委員赖書：

專人_ 遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5樓 

傳真V 2 8 7 7  0245 或 2 522  8426  

電郵 tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

T o :  Sec re ta ry , T o w n  P la n n in g  B o a rd  

B y  hand o r post: 15/F, N o rth  P o in t Government O ffices, 333 Java Road, N o rth  Po in t, H ong Kong  

B y  Fa x : 2877  0245 o r 2522  8426  

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規度I申請編號 The ap plication no_ to  w h ich  the com ment re la tes Y / I-D B ^

意見詳情（如有箱要，請另頁說明） _

D e ta ils  o f the C o m m e nt (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments._______________________________

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option/ though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equa丨 and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.____________；______________________

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


挪 委 員  :•

專A i g g 或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角顧合署丨5樓

傳真： 2877 0245 或 2522 8426

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

5 6 25

lb : Secretary, Town Planning Board
B y  hand or post* 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Ho n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 T h e  application no_ to which the co m m e n t  r e l a t e s \ 〆  P l3 /3

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Defails of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

^  % ^  ^  A t .  a  ^  —

「提意見人j姓名/ 名稱 

簽署 Signature

fg N a m e  of person/co:

^ 7 S (  1 / v W  
C_

impany making this commi 

日期 Date .-3 3- O -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk •

專 或 郵 遞 ：香港北角渣華道333既 il：角 腑 合 署 15樓 5  s  2 s

傳真•• 2877 0245 或 2522 8426

電郵：tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk

有關的細申請編號  The appHcation no. to which the comment relates ^  >3

意雕情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if  necessary)

m s . s l  ^  ^  ^  ^  i n  A ,

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 Name o f person/company making this comment

縫 娜 她  接 翁 仏 ,_____________ 日期Date _ ^  / Z- 一 / />

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


員 I t s # :

專 人 送 激 2  ••香港北角滢華道3 3 3號北角& 莳合署1 5樓 5 6 2 7

傳真：2S7 7  C245 或. 2522 S426  

M M ' : tpbpdgpland.govjik

T b :  S e c re U r jt  T o w n  P U a n in g  Bo a rd

B y  h£sd  oc post: 15/F, N o rth  Po in t G o vennn tn i O ffices, 333 Java Road, N o rth  Po in t, Hong Kong  

B y  Fa x : 2577 0245 o r 2522 8426 

B y  c-aiail: tpi^d-@p!aiK i.govJik

有H 的娱赶申請編號 T b e  application no. to w hich the com ment relates ^ f / l  -  P / 3 / 3

意見詳清（好&fl要 •請另頁說明）

s of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

0 ^ 7 __________________________________

「提 意 見 人  j姓 名 / 名 稱  N a m e  of pereon/company making this c o m ment

簽署 Signature 9 冬 必 、___________________ 日期 Date 2 . ^ / ^ . A o / A

.1.

D e c e i v e d 、

3 〇 〇[ C W 6

. T o v / n  Planning/ 
Board



麵市規瓣員餘書：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角勘始署1 5樓 

傳真： 2877  0245 或2522 8426  

電郵：tpbpd@pland,gov.hk

T o :  Sec re ta ry, To w n  P la n n in g  B o a rd

B y  hand o r post: 15/Ft N o rth  Po in t Government O ffices, 333 Java Road, N o rth  Po in t, Hong Kong  

B y  Fax : 2877  0245 o r 2522 8426  

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規2 3申請編號 T h e  application no. to w hich t丨le comment relates Y/NDB/S

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

D e ta ils  o f the C om m ent (use separate sheet i f  necessary)
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services^through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

— out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/company making this comment \}]hX ：U^ S/C^
簽署 Signature ________________  日期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


挪委員餽書：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署丨5樓

傳真：2S77 0245 或 2522  8426 5 6 2 9
電辱：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
B y  hand o r post: 15/F, N o rth  Po in t Government O ffices, 333 Java Road, N o rth  P o in t, Hong Kong  

B y  Fa x : 2877  0245 o r 25 22  8426  

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規割申請編號 T h e  application no. to ivh ich the com m ent r e l a t e 、 /| 一

意見詳情（如有需要•請另頁說明）

D e ta ils  o f the C o m m e nt (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

竹 ^ _____________________________

「提意見人 j姓名/名稱 Name o f  person/company making th is  comment 女巧

Signature __________ _________________________  曰期 Date — 之* t包

-2-

D e c e i v e d 、

3 〇 DEC 2016

v Town Planning

Board

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
B y  hand o r post: 15/F, N o rth  P o in t Government O ffices, 333 Java Road, N o rth  Po in t, Hong K on g  

B y  Fa x; 2877 0245 o r 25 22  8426  

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@plancLgovJik

專 或 郵 g  : 香餘 it角渣華道333號北角助胎署 15樓  ， G 3 〇
傳真 ： 2877 0245 或 2522 8426
電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請提號 ap p lication no. to  w hich the  com m ent re la tes T / /  ^

意見詳情（贿 需 要 ■請另頁說明）

D e ta ils  o f the C o m ip e n t (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

^  .__________'____________________________

「提意見人」柱名/ 名稱  Name o f pera^/wanpany m aking th isam m ent
縫  Signature ______________  日窮 Date 7 ,? — ? i> f(

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


雜 雜 ffil委 員 鑛 ■

奪人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5樓 5 6 3 1

傳真： 2 8 7 7  02 45  或 2 5 2 2  8426  

爾郵：tpb pd @ p la nd .g ov .hk

T o :  S e c re ta ry , T o w n  P la n n in g  B o a rd

B y  hand o r post: 15/F, N o rth  P o in t G overnm ent O ffic e s, 333 Java Ro ad , N o rth  P o in t, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  F a x : 2 8 7 7  0 2 45  o r 2 5 2 2  84 26  

B y  e -m ail; tpb pd @ p la nd .g ov .hk

有關的規剌申請編號 T h e  a p p lic a tio n  no . to  w h ic h  th e  c om m e n t re la te s  Y / l-D B /5

窓見詳情（如有擗要•請另頁說明）

D e ta ils  o f  the  C o m m e n t (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.________________________ ____________

「提意見人j姓名/ 名

簽聚 S ig n a tu re

i ^ N a m o f  person/company m aking th is  comment 

_______________ 曰期D a te仙

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


■ 市 麵 委 員 :

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓  5 6 3 2

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 252 2  8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有 關 的 規 刺 申 請 編 號  T h e  app丨ica tion  no. to w h ic h  the com m ent re la tes 乂 "  一  ⑽ /  了

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

D e ta ils  o f the  C p m m e n t (use  separate sheet i f  necessary)

M  — ——

「提意見人」姓: 

簽 醫  Signature

impany making th is  comment 

日 期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


獅 市 麵 委 員 飾 書 ： •
專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓

傳真 ： 2877 0245 或 2522 8426 5  6  3  3

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To; Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
By Fak: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-maiJ: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規剌申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates V ^ / /

意見詳情.（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of tbe Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

「提意見人 j 姓名/ 名稱 Name o f person/company making this comment A M

簽署 Signature /七 .____________________________日期 Date ^ 2 叫 -Z -v /

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


雜市規劃委員鑛書：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5樓

傳真：2877  0245 或 2522  8426 5 6 3 4

零郵：Q)bpd@pland.gov.hk

T o :  Sec re ta ry , To w n  P la n n in g  B o a rd

B y  hand o r post: 15/F, N o rth  Po in t Governm ent O ffices, 333 Java Road, N o rth  P o in t, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax : 2877  0245 o r 2522  8426  

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.Mc

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. ti) which the comment relates 丫, 卜_

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）
D e ta ils  o f  the C o m m e nt (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

i support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.__________________________________

「提意見人 j 性名/ 名稱  Name o f person/compafiy m aking this comment -

簽署 Signature '____________ 日期 Date

mailto:bpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.Mc


r

麵委員餘書：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署丨5樓 5 6 3 5

傳真： 2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

T o :  Secretary? To w n  P lann ing  Board

B y  hand or post: 15/F, N orth Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, N orth Po in t, Hong Kong  

B y  Fax : 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規ffll申請編號 Th e  application no. to which the comment relates / ( ^ 0 ^ ) 1 ^ }

意見詳情（如有需要•請另頁說明）
D e ta ils  o f the Comm ent (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

呀 _ V ________________________ ____ ___________________________________

「提意見人 j姓名/名稱 Name Person ĉompany ma^ ng comment 
簽署 Signature ^ ______________________________  日期 Date _

- 2

^ c b i v e d X

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


雜市規刺委員偷普__

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5樓 5  S  3  G
傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 •

電郵•• tpbpd@plandgov.hk

T o :  Secretary, To w n  Plann ing  Board

B y  hand or pc?st: 15/F, N orth  Po in t Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

B y  Fax : 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規刻申請編號 Th e  application no. to which the comment relates Y/1-D B ^

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details o f the Comm ent (use separate sheet i f  necessary)
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments. ~  —

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay. —

提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 Name 〇f  person/company making this comment ^  七
簽署 Signature ^  Date

mailto:tpbpd@plandgov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致城市規郵委員會秘書'•
專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北角渣 華 道 3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5樓

傳真 ： 2877 0245 或 2522 8426 5 6 3 7
電郵：tpbpd@p】and.gov_hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government OffiQes, 333 Java Road, North Pointy Hong Kong

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規割申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates ""f /  丨— P R / )

意見詳情（如有需要》請另頁說明）
Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

赘  V _________________________________：________________ ：_____________________

「提意見人 j 姓名/ 名稱 Name o f person/company making this comment i<^

簽署 S ig"ature • 日期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


雜 市 規 刻 委 員 挪 窨 ： 5 6 3 8
專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5樓 

傳真： 28 77  0245 或 25 22 842 6 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

T o :  Sec re ta ry , T o w n  P la n n in g  B o a rd

B y  hand o r post: 15/F, N o rth  P o in t Governm ent O ffice s, 333 Java Road, N o rth  P o in t, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fa x : 28 77  0245 o r 25 22  8426  

B y e -m a il:  tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 T h e  application no. to which the comment relates Y/l-DB/3

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明） 丨 

D e ta ils  o f  the C o m m e n t (use separate sheet i f  necessary)
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, 1 opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.

「提思見人」姓名/ 名 稱 Nam e  

簽署  Signature

m aking th is  comment 

日期Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


r

專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 333號 北 角 政 府 合 署 】5 樓  

傳真 ： 2877 0245 或  21522 W26 
: tpbpd@pland.govJik

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規S3申請編號 The app丨ication no. to which the comment r e la te s 、 / | — / 3

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details o f the Comment (use separate sheet i f  necessary) 

____________________________________________

「提意見人 j  姓名/名稱 Name o f person/company making this comment W ' t dy\ 、 “

簽署 Signature Vvu\_________________  日期 Date v X  . \ y  U

-2-

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


難 市 ■ 委 員 餉 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角腑合署 15樓 5 G 4 0
傳真：2877 0245 或 2?22 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary，Town Planning Board

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426- 

By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規S!(申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates X / l  -  0 ^ / 3

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/company making this comment

簽署 Signature 〇r^)A^ 〇A 〇〇T \ ^ _______  日期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


舰 T M I 委 員飾睿 ：

專人送返或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角M 合署15樓 5 6 4 1

傳真：2877 0 2 «  或 2522 842(5 
電郵：tpbpd@pland,gov.hk

To; Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post; 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By c-m'ail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates V/l-DBy3

意見詳情（如有需要*請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

~services through^uitable developments on private plots o f land witFweirtftought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay._______________________________

「提意見人 j 姓名/ 名稱 Name of person^ompany making this comment L :“

簽 署 Signature ^ jf 日 期  Date 挪 - … C

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


娜 委 員 :

專人送2 或郵通：香港北角渣華道3 3 3數读政府合署 15樓 5  s  4  2

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電爵：tpbpd@pland_goviik

To: Secretary. Town Planning Board
B y  hand or post 15/F， North Point Govenunent Office 333 Java 細汰 North Po•賊 H o n g  K o n g

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

The application no. to which the comment relates ^  (  \ -  D i^ . / _ Z

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

「提意M A 」姓名/ 名稱 Name Qf making this

^Signature ^
taking this c omment 

Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


:香港北角渣華道㈣ 北 角 繼 署 15樓 
傳真 ‘ 2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

： tpbpd@pland.g〇vJik 5643

To: Secretary-, Town Planning Board

Br； r ^ 5： ^ ^
By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk "

有關的規範申請編號  The application no. to which the comment relates Y/l-DBy5

意 見 詳 情 （ 如 有 搽 要 ， 誚 另 頁 說 明 ）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated

the feasibility of his proposal,丨 opine that the government shou丨d, base on equal and

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment____

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay._____ _______—------------

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致 城 市 簡 委 員 飾 書 ：

或郵遞:香港北角渣華道

傳真：28770245或 25228426 5 6 4 4
電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk .

To: Secretai7, Town Planning Board 

By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規刺申請編號 T h e  application no. to which the comment relates 飞 /(  一 ⑽

•意見詳情（如有霈要 • 請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

r 提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 Name of PersonA>omPany making comment
簽署 Signature _________ M H / -  ________  . 日期 Date _

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


雜 職 劃 委 員 浦 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號4确政府合署 15樓 ^
傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 5 6 4 5
電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices. 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 *

By e-mail; tpbpd@pland.gov.hic

有關的規剌申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates Y/l-DB/3

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

! support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option^ though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal； I opine that the government should base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery B a y . _____________________________

「提意M A j姓名/ 名稱 Nan̂..ofperson/company making this comment -H〇 ^ (tL Y^J
簽署  Signature ^  ___________________ 日期 Date > 6  7- °  i C o

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hic


致城市麵委員會秘書：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署〗5樓 5 6 4 S
傳真：2877 〇245 或 2522 叫26 

電郵：tpbpd@pland_gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government OfQces, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

By e-mail; tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃 申 請編號 T he application  no. to which the com m ent relates ^ — Q ( ^ /  ^

意見詳情（如有需要•請另頁說明） 0 杈

D̂ fthei 富 編 a  w  鸷  t 政

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 Naipe of person/company making this comment

簽署 Signature 日期 Date. "7-)〆 / -l  -  ? c f ^
/ ■ I  '

-2-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


專人送遞或郵2  :香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 5 6 4 7

傳真丨 2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@plandgovJik

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates Y/l-DB/8

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）
Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, fac-ilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, 1 opine that the government should, base on equal and

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment____

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay._______________________________

r提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱； of persWcompany.itiaking this comment

簽署 Signature ^  ■__________ ― 曰 期  〇ate

2-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致城市麵委員會秘書：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署丨5樓 5 G 4 8

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@p】and.gov_hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates ^  — 〇(l> / 3

意見詳情（如有餺要•請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

「提意見人j姓名/ 名稱 ]

簽署 Signature
person/company making this comment 

曰期Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


S S ^ 5 1 _ _ 333號 北 麵 合 署 丨 5 樓  5649
傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

： tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning Board

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-maiJ: tpbpd@p]and.g'ov.hk

有關的讎申請編號 The appHcati〇n n〇 t〇 whjch伽 c_ ent油 如 — 丨)(2乃  

意見詳情（如有需要，請男頁說明）

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 市 ■ 委 員 飾 書 ：

專人■ 或 郵 遞 ：香港北角渣華道 3 3 3號北角政府合署 1 5樓  5 6 5 0

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
B y  hand or post; 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates Y/I~DB/5

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces； facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well, thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.________________________________

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay._______________________ _̂___________

-2-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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致 城 市 麵 委 員 娜 書 ：

專人送 _ 或 郵 遞 ：香 港 北 角渣華道 3 3 3 號北角政府合署丨 5 樓  

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  25 2 2  8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pkn d . g o v . h k

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2 5 2 2  8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號  T h e  application no. to w h i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates /  \ —  / 3

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 • 請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

「提意見人」姓名 / 名稱  N a m e  ogperson/company making this c o m m e n t  

簽署  Signature _____________ ______________________________ 日期 Date 一

mailto:tpbpd@pknd.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


©

_ 市_ 委員■ 書 ，  ⑽

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道 3 3 3號北角政府合署 1 5樓  b  %

傳 真 •• 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates ^ / f  •— Q l3 /  3  

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary) . , . x  a- -/*

德 V I 越 紅 魏 ■ 滅 舰 ' 舞 /

「提意見人」姓名 /  名稱 of person/company making this comment

簽署 Signature A ^ /L ________________________ 日期 DAte -  夕

3 0 呱 _  

T〇wn Planning

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致城賴劃委員會秘書：.

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署15樓 5 6 5 3

: 2877 0245 ^  2522 8426

電 郵 •• tp bpd@ p la n d.g o v .h k •

To: S ecretary , Town Planning  B oard

B y hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail; tpbpd@pland.goy.hk

有關的規割申請編號 T he application  no. to w hich the com m ent relates V 卜DB$

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

D etails o f the C om m ent (use separate sheet i f  necessary)
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

- Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay._____________________ 二________

「提意見人 j 姓名/ 名稱 

簽署 Signature _______

o f  person/company making this comment 

曰期 Date O

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.goy.hk


舰 市 麵 委 員 :

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓
傳真 ： 2877 0245 或 2522 8426 5 6 5 4

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if  necessary)

4 把 . .

「提 意 見 人  j姓名 / 名 稱  N a m e  o f  pejson/company m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  

Signature _______________ 日期 Date —
降 撼

k c E l V E D '

3 0 ^ 1 ^ 5  \

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


員 c g c r
專人 ^ 或 蓉 還 ：香 港 :TC角 淺 荤 道 3 3 3 扣 浪 玫 符 合 署 1 5樓  3

*4真 ：Z S T 7 C 2 4 5  或  2 5 2 2  S42 6  '

MM  -  tp fc p < lg p Ia iid .g o v J rk

To: Secrcixry, Town PUnAing Board
By Ksnd cr post; 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail; ^)bpd@pIand.govJik

有5S的規割申請眉號  The application no. to which the comment relates ^  f  \ - ^  / 3

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

r 提意見人  j姓名/ 名稱  Name of p^on/company making this comment 
簽署 Signature ______________ M t?_____________ 日期 Date

2 3 -

A

-2-

A e C E I V B D \

. ( -iOCKl^6 )

-2-
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委員雜窨：
專 人 送 逸或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號 政府合署 15樓  • 5 6 5 6 .

傳真 ： 2877 〇245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbp<l@pland.gov，hk .

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 * *
By e-mail: tpbpd@plaud.gov.hk

有關的規刺申請編號  The app丨ication no. to which the comment relates Y/卜DBy3

意見詳倩（如有锊要，請另頁說明） ’ •

Details ❶  f the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with welf thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment optfon, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal l opine that the government shou ld  base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay. .

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/company making this comment
簽署  Signature S lcu lu ^ 曰期 Date

• 2 -

R E C E IV E D

3 0 oec 2018

vTown Planningy 
Board

mailto:tpbpd@plaud.gov.hk


致城市規劃委員會秘書：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角顧合署 ]5樓 5 6 5 8

傅真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@plandgov.hk

To: Secretary* Town Planning Board

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 T h e  application no. to w h i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates r / i -  qi^ / 3

意見詳情（如有需要1請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

彳 士丨土 >也  d i i  ' ________________________________________

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 Name o f gerson/company making this comment 戈 H  

簽署 Signature _______________  .____________曰期 Date / r  .

mailto:tpbpd@plandgov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


綱 委 員 餘 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 5 6 5 7

傳真：2877 0245 或分22 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

By e-mail; tpbpd@p!and.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates V  / | (7G>/3

意見詳情（如有需要•請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/company making this comment _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

簽署 Signature ____________ _______________________ 曰期 Date T O —  I 2

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


S S T O 删 委 員 備 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 5 G 5 9

傅真：287.7 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劍申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates Y/l-DB/3

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and

services through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out planningconsultation and impact assessments. '

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W an water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.

「提意見人 j姓名 / 名 稱 N歹 person/company making this comment

u l  日 期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致城市麵委員會秘書： 5 6 8 0
專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426

By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk •

有關的規剌申請編號 The app丨ication no. to which the comment relates 'Y/ X- ^ 〇&/3

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

I •—計 兔 ‘丨..同 V 、气 棘 . A 垡 夺 A 銷 艮 牧 .$ 成 声# 政 ................................... ................................
^  ^  -I； ^  it ^  -k ^  h

韦 M i 私 # 布 n t i '•食) M  4年 化 支 玄 ,、___________________

4；人 饀 也

「提意見人_i姓名/名稱 Name of person/company making this comment S o

簽署 Signature 备 、儀 啊 _______________________  日期 Date m . - M .  _

D e c e i v e d

丨 〇 D£C W'5

" - — 一  -_3
----------— I ■! Ml 1

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 市 規 割 委 員 雜 書 ： 5 6 6 1

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 

傳真 ：2877 0245 或 2522 8似6 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

By hand or post:〗5/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point，Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

By e-mail: 1pbpd@pland.gov.hk

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

意見詳悄（如有需要 | 請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessaiy)
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and

Servit-Ci llnuu^li ûitdblî  cÎ v̂ lopiiitMits on privets plots of l̂ iid witli wsll~thought

u u t ^ p lc i ii i i i i ig f  t u n b u l l d l i u n  d f id

Kegarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility oftiis proposal, I opine th'at_the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expaiiol the capacity of biu h o  w a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care ot the needs of Discovery Bay.

「提意見人j姓名/ f ^ N a m e  of person^ 

簽署 Signature

ompany making this comment

________日期 Date 7 ^  A  W  ,

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:1pbpd@pland.gov.hk


舰 市 綱 委 員 餘 書 ： '

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 5 S 6 2

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland_gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates { / j 一  ⑽  / 3

.意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary) 1

1■提意見人」姓名/ 名 稱 N  

簽署 Signature

ameyof person/company making this comment/ /  曰期 Date
I im u  On m

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


專a i s s 或郵遞：香港北角渣雜 333號北角鹏合署 15樓 5 6 6 3

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland‘goviik

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2S77 0245 or 2522 8426 

By e-mail: 5)bpd@plaxid.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates Y/l-DB/5

意見詳情.(如有需要•諳另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and

services through suitatDle "development orT private plots" of land with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments. ' ：

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government shourj^ base on equal^nd^ 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment ~ 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.

簽署 Signature _______以  f u /、_______________  日期 Date ^

mailto:bpd@plaxid.gov.hk


： 5 6 8 4
專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規剌申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates Y/1-DB^

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary) •
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and

services through suitable developments on" private plots oT land with well thoughF 

out planning^ consultation and impact assessments. ~

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that'the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W a n  water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.

「提意見人j姓名/ 名稱 

Signature

ime ofpersoiin/company making this comment 

*日期Date

■丫 下u .

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


雜 市 麵 委 員 飾 書 •• . P n p

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 3 & & b

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵•• tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

By haild or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

By e-maii: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The aPPlication no*t0 which tbe comment relates f —

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明） ’

Details of the Comment (use separate sheetif ne(

-t * V 卷  乂 V2 g

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 Name of pj^rson/company making this comment ^  ̂  / a ) ^ 7^ /

鶴  Signature / \  h  曰期 Date
V---------------  — m 肌 -------------

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


魏 市 腿 委 員 備 書 ：
專 人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 ： 香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 333號 北 角 政 府 合 署 15樓 - §8 S 5
傳 真 •• 2877 0245 或  2522 8« 6  
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

To: Secretary» Town Planning Board

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

窄 1 關的規割申請 編 號  The application no. to which the comment relates // 工 - D G  / )

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

JrM ^  A  / i} 商

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱.Nai^gfperson/company making this comment C l r

簽署 Signature 、 ______________：___  日期 Date ■一 | 厶

-2-

/R E C E I V E D N 

3 〇 DK 2咖

乂 Town Planning/
Bosrd

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


r

致 獅 綱 委 員 挪 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 5 6 6 7
電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary} Town Planning Board

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Pobt, Hong Kong 

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規割申請編號 The app丨ication no. to which the comment relates ( JL  ( 3

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明） ’

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary) .

2-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


5G68

麵 市 規 劃 委 員 雜 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 

傳真：2877 〇245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board 

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates Y/l-DBy5

意見詳情（如有需要*請另頁說明） ^

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable de^lopments on private plots of [and with well thought 

out planning, consultation and impact assessment—s:

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 Natneofp 

簽署 Signature ( “

^/company making this comment 

日期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


挪 市 規 劃 委 員 飾 書 ：

專人霉遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署丨5樓 5 b b y

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

ByFax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 '

By e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates ^ ̂  | ^3

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說罘）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

1.

^ _______Or3̂ ;

"tlw V

-S七 _ ^ W t

n Q_ ,i Q 

p _

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/company making this c o m m e n t ^ f-p ^ L  P̂ P/
m  Signature _______________  日期 Date H I ?  — /〆

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


致城市規劃委員會秘書： .

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角k 華道 3 3 3號北角政府合署15樓

傳真 ：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 5 fc) ? 0

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government OlSTices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  Kong 

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的5 ^ 3 申請編號 T h e  application po. to which the c o m m e n t  relates

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 N a m e  of person/company making this comment 

m  Signature 日期 Date ^ 7 /

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


o

麵 市 _ 委 員 飾 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道 3 3 3號北角政府合署 1 5樓

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426 5 6 7 1

電 郵 ：tpbpd@plaad.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post; 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號  T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

「提意見人」姓名 / 名 稱 N a m e  of j 

簽署  Signature

son/company making this c o m m e n t

日期 Date A  _ 7 0 /  〆

mailto:tpbpd@plaad.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


廳市規劃委員倾睿：
專人 送 遞 或 郵 遞 • • 香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 33 3號 北 角 政 府 合 署 15樓

傳真 ： 2877 〇245 或 2522 8426 
電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

5.672

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 T h e  a p p lic a tio n  no. to  w h ic h  the  com m ent re la te s 丫/ j -  D  |3>

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

D e ta ils  o f the  C o m m e n t (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

「提 意 見 人 」姓 名 / 名 稱  

簽署 Signature

s o f  person/company m aking th is  comment 

日 期 Date
. Ckl

-2-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


北 角 瓣 3 3號 北 雕 府 合 署 15樓
傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426

電郵•• tpbpd@pland.gov.hJc

5 6 7 3

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board R〇a N〇rth p〇int> H〇ng K〇ng
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices,

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 關 的 細 申 請 編 號 T h e  aP P丨丨cation n〇.t〇 Which the娜咖泔恤如、 卜 - 4  口 -------

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請 另 頁 說 明 ）

D eta ils o f the Com m ent (use separate sheet i f  necessary) ,  , V

i )各 人 總 乂 . a、 _ vy 卷 疋 队 火 良 V ，一
^  ^  ^  ^  ^r. . M k -

^  A ： '- L k  v  '厂、 ’  ■ • •

簽 提 姓 名 / 名 稱 施 咖 吻 咖 心 师 咐 滋 ㈣ 仙 ⑺ 丽 咖 X U i 叫 ff 
，gnaUre ------------- _____________________________ 日 期  D ate 7 以 " - 。 Q )  1

/ R e c e i v e d "

3 〇 DEC 2016

^ vvS r ^

• 2-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hJc
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城 市 規 劃 委 員 鐘 書  

香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3號 北 角 政 府 合 署 15樓  

傳 真 •• 28 7 7  0 2 4 5或 2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

5675

第 1从 條 -規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/3 

公 眾 意 見 -愉 景 灣 第 l〇b .區 發 展 計 劃

這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 劃 、諮 詢 和  

影 響 評 估 ，以 低 密 度 發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 、提 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間  

本 人 十 分 支 持 。

至 於 供 水 和 污 水 處 理 方 案 ’雖 然 發 展 商 展 示 了 建 議 的 可 行 性 ’但 我  

認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平 公 正 原 則 ！在 發 展 大 嶼 山 時 • ，’考 慮 擴 大 小 蠔 灣  

水 務 及 污 水 處 理 廠 處 理 能 力 至 覆 蓋 麵 愉 景 灣 。

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城 市 規 劃 委 員 會 秘 書  

香 港 北 角 渣 華 遣 3 3 3號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1S樓  

MM : 2877 0 2 4 5 ^ 2 5 2 2  8426 
'• tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 - 規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/3 

公 眾 意 見 -愉 景 灣 第 l〇b 區 發 展 計 劃

這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 劃 、諮 詢 和  

影 響 評 估 ，以 低 密 度 發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 、提 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間 ， 

本 人 十 分 支 持 。

至 於 供 水 和 污 水 處 理 方 案 ，雖 然 發 展 商 展 示 了 建 議 的 可 行 性 ，但 我  

認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平 公 正 原 則 ，在 發 展 大 嶼 山 時 ，> 考 慮 擴 大 小 蠔 灣  

水 務 及 污 水 處 理 廠 處 理 能 力 至 覆 蓋 整 個 愉 景 灣 。

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城 市 纖 委 員 # w  

香 ^ 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3號 北 角 政 府 合 署 15樓  

傳 真 ：287 7  0 2 4 5或 2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

5676

第 1 2 A 條 -規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/3 

公 眾 意 見 -愉 景 灣 第 l〇b 區 發 展 計 劃

這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 劃 、諮 詢 和  

影 響 評 估 ，以 低 密 度 發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 、提 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間 ， 

本 人 十 分 支 持 。

至 於 供 水 和 污 水 處 理 方 案 ，雖 然 發 展 商 展 示 了 建 議 的 可 行 性 ，但 我  

認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平 公 正 原 則 ，在 發 展 大 嶼 山 時 ，' 考 慮 擴 大 小 蠔 灣  

水 務 及 污 水 處 理 廠 處 理 能 力 至 覆 蓋 麵 愉 景 灣 。

姓名 • • 终 灰 I 、

聯 絡 (地 址 /電 郵 /傳 真 /):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城 市 規 劃 委 員 ■ 書  

香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 333號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓  

傳 真 ：2877 0 245或 2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

5677

第 1故 條 -規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y /NDB/3 

公 眾 意 見 -愉 景 灣 第 l〇b 區 發 展 計 劃

這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 _ 進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 劃 、諮 詢 和  

影 響 評 估 ，以 低 密 度 發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 、提 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間 ， 

本 人 十 分 雄 。

至 於 供 水 和 污 水 處 理 方 案 ，雖 然 發 展 商 展 示 了 建 議 的 可 行 性 ，但 我  

認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平 公 正 原 則 ：在 發 展 大 嶼 山 時 ，■考 慮 擴 大 小 蠔 灣  

水 務 及 污 水 處 理 廠 處 理 能 力 至 覆 蓋 麵 愉 景 灣 。

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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Town Planning Board Secretariat
15/F, North Point Government Offices 5678
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
Fax:2877 0245 and 2522 8426 
Email: tpb.pd@pland_gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/3 
Public comment- application at Area 10b, Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, 

facilities and services through suitable developments on private plots of 

land with well thought out planning, consultation and impact 

assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR 

demonstrated the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government 

should, base on equal and fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho 

Wan water and sewerage treatment plants taking care of the needs of 

Discovery Bay.

Name: 'AA^ l ^Kf^UALtK l

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):



Town Planning 巳oa「d Secretariat 
15/F, North Point Government Offices 
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
Fax:2877 0245 and 2522  84 26  
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk '

5 S 7 9

Section 12A Application  No.Y/I-DB/3 
Public com m ent-application at Area 10b, Discovery B ay

I support the plan as it will improve the com m unity leisure spaces, 

facilities and services through suitable developm ents on private plots o f 

land with well thought out planning, consultation and impact 

assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatm ent option, though  HKR 

demonstrated the feasibility o f his proposal, I opine that the governm ent 

should, base on equal and fair principle, expand the capacity o f Siu Ho 

Wan water and sewerage treatm ent plants taking care of the needs of 
Discovery Bay.

Name: ()• C

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):

i O S C E I V E D

3 0 DEC 2016

T o w n  P la n n in g  
B o a r d  >

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


r

5680
Town Planning Board Secretariat 
15/F, North Point Government Offices 
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
Fax:2877 0245 and 2522 8426 
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/I-DB/3 
Public comment- application at Area 10b, Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will improve the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, 

facilities and services through suitable developments on private plots of 

land with well thought out planning, consultation and impact 

assessments.

Regarding the water supply and s e w a g e  treatment option, though H K R  

demonstrated the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government 

should, base on equal and fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu H o  

W a n  water and sewerage treatment plants taking care of the needs of 

Discovery Bay.

Name: Wwk太W ^

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):

B o n r d

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城 市 規 劃 委 員 會 秘 書

香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓  5 6 8 1

傳 真 ：2877.0 2 4 5或 2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

電 郵 ：t p b p d @ p l a n d g o v . h k

第 1 2 A 條 - 規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/3 

公 眾 意 見 -愉 景 灣 第 l〇b 區 發 展 計 劃

這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 劃 、諮 詢 和  

影 響 評 估 ，以 低 密 度 發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 、提 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間 ， 

本 人 十 分 支 持 。

至 於 供 水 和 污 水 處 理 方 案 ，雖 然 發 展 商 展 示 了 建 議 的 可 行 性 ，但 我  

認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平 公 正 原 則 ，在 發 展 大 嶼 山 時 ’‘考 慮 擴 大 小 蠔 灣  

水 務 及 污 水 處 理 廠 處 理 能 力 至 覆 蓋 整 個 愉 景 灣 。

mailto:tpbpd@plandgov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書

香港北角渣華道犯3號北角政府合署15樓 5 6 8 3

傳 真 ：2877 0245或 2522 8426 ■

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk .

第 1 2 A條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第 l〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供>更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則：在發展大嶼山時，’考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

R E C E IV E D、 

3 0 DEC 2016 ;

T o w n  Pl?.nningy 
B o a r d

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書 5 6 8 2

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署I5樓 

傳 真 ：2877 0245或2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 12A條 .規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/* 3 
公眾意見-愉景灣第 l〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛昀規劃、諮詢和 

影響 評 估 ，以低密度發展改善社虛設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持 •

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，_考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓名

聯 絡 (地址/電郵/傳真/)W

R E C E I V E D 、

3 0 DEC 2016

vT o w n  Planningy 
D o a r d

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Town Planning Board Secretariat 
15/F, North Po int Government Offices 
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
Fax :2877 0245 and 2522 8426  
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/3 
Public comment- application at Area 10b， Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, 

facilities and services through suitable developments on private plots of 

land with well thought out planning, consultation and • impact 

assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR 

demonstrated the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government 

should, base on equal and fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho 

Wan water and sewerage treatment plants taking care of the needs of 

Discovery Bay.

Name: d  〇 u

Contact ( address/ email/ fax): _____

Town Planning 
'V Board y

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Town Planning Board Secretariat 
15/F, North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 5 6 8 5
Fax :2877 0245 and 2522 8426  
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/3 
Public comment- application at Area 10b, Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure space$, 

facilities and services through suitable developments on private plots of 

land with well thought out planning, consultation and impact 

assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR 

demonstrated the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government 

should, base on equal and fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho 

Wan water and sewerage treatment plants taking care of the needs of 

Discovery Bay.

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城 市 規 劃 委 員 會 秘 書  

香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 333號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1S樓  

傳 真 ：2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5或 2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

電垂|3 : t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k

5687

第 1 2 A 條 -規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/3 

公 眾 意 見 •愉 景 灣 第 l〇b 區 發 展 計 劃

這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 劃 、.諮詢和 

影 響 評 估 ，以 低 密 度 發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 、提 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間 ， 

本 人 十 分 支 持 。

至 於 供 水 和 污 水 處 理 方 案 ，雖 然 發 展 商 展 示 了 建 議 的 可 行 性 ，但我  

認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平 公 正 原 則 ，在 發 展 大 嶼 山 時 ，'考慮擴大小蠔灣  

水 務 及 污 水 處 理 廠 處 理 能 力 至 覆 蓋 整 個 愉 景 灣 。

聯 絡 (地 址 /電 郵 /傳 真 /):_

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Town Planning Board Secretariat 
15/F, North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong . 5686
Fax:2877 0245 and 2522 8426 
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/3 
Public comment-application at Area 10b, Discovery Bay

I su p p o r t  the plan as it will i m p r o v e  the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, 

facilities a n d  services t h r o u g h  suitable d e v e l o p m e n t s  o n  private plots of 

land with well t h o u g h t  o u t  planning, consultation a n d  impact 

assessments.

Rega r d i n g  t he w a t e r  supply a n d  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  option, t h o u g h  H K R  

d e m o n s t r a t e d  the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  

should, bas e  o n  equal a n d  fair principle, e x p a n d  the capacity of Siu H o  

W a n  w a t e r  a n d  s e w e r a g e  t r e a t m e n t  plants taking care of the n e e d s  of 

Discovery Bay.

Name: T 愤

Contact ( address/ email/ fax): _

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Town Planning Board Secretariat 
15/F, North Point Government Offices 
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
Fax:2877 0245 and 2522 8426 5688
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/3 
Public comment- application at Area 10b, Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, 

facilities and services through suitable developments on private plots of 

land with well thought out planning, consultation and impact 

assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR 

demonstrated the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government 

should, base on equal and fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho 

Wan water and sewerage treatment plants taking care of the needs of 

Discovery Bay.

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Town Planning Board Secretariat 
15/F, North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 5689
Fax:2877 0245 and 2522 8426 
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/3 
Public comment- application at Area 10b, Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, 

facilities and services through suitable developments on private plots of 

land with well thought out planning, consultation and impact 

assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR 

demonstrated the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government 

should, base on equal and fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho 

Wan water and sewerage treatment plants taking care of the needs of 
Discovery Bay.

Name: H u n j

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


鬌

城 市 規 劃 委 員 會 秘 、書  

香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3號 北 角 政 府 合 署 15樓  

傳 真 ：287 7  0 2 4 5或 2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1_2八 條 - 規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/3 

公 眾 意 見 .愉 景 灣 第 l〇b 區 發 展 計 劃

這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 劃 、諮 詢 和  

影 響 評 估 ，.以 低 密 度 發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 、提 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間 ， 

本 人 十 分 支 持 。

至 於 供 水 和 污 水 處 理 方 案 ，雖 然 發 展 商 展 示 了 建 議 的 可 行 性 ’但 我  

認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平 公 正 原 則 ，在 發 展 大 嶼 山 時 ，' 考 慮 擴 大 小 蠔 灣  

水 務 及 污 水 處 理 廠 處 理 能 力 至 覆 蓋 整 個 愉 景 灣 。

姓 名 ： 丨^  1\/ 

聯 絡 (地 址 /電 郵 /傳 真 /):

食 、 丨 羲 仗 /

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


"I
Town Planning Board Secretariat 
15/F, North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 5690
Fax:2877 0245 and 2522 8426 
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/3 
Public comment-application at Area 10b, Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, 

facilities and services through suitable developments on private plots of 

land with well .thought out planning, consultation and impact 

assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR 

demonstrated the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government 

should, base on equal and fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho 

Wan water and sewerage treatment plants taking care of the needs of 

Discovery Bay.

R E C E I V E D  

3 〇 DEC 2016

Town Planning 
Board 7

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員娜書

香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5樓 5 G £) 2

傳真： 2 8 7 7 0 2 4 5或2 5 2 2 8 4 2 6  

電郵：tpbpd@p land.gov.h l<

第1 2 A條-規劃申請編號Y / I-D B /3  

公眾意見-愉景灣第l 〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務' 提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時/考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓名：

驅 (地址/電讎真



城市規劃委員會秘書 

香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署15樓 

傳真： 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5或2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

電郵：tp b p d @ p la n d .g o v .h k

第1 2 A條-規劃申請編號Y /I-D B /3  

公眾意見-愉景灣第l 〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性.，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則：在發展大嶼山時/考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

Town Planning

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書 

香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署15樓 

傳真： 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5或2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

電 郵 ：tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk

5695

第1 2 A條-規劃申請編號Y / I- D B / 3  

公眾意見-愉景灣第l 〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，'考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓名：_______

聯絡(地址/ f

3 0吡 加 s

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員健書

香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署15樓 5 S 9 4
傳真： 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5或2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

電郵'•• tp b p d @ p la n d .g o v .h k

第1 2 A條-規劃申請編號Y / I-D B / 3  

公眾意見-愉景灣第l 〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則：在發展大嶼山時，'考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓名：

聯絡(地址/電郵/傳真/):_

R E C E I V E D  

3 0 DEC 2016 

Town Planning

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規剴委員會秘書 

香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署15樓

傳真： 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5或2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  b t ? 9 6

電郵：tp b p d @ p la n d .g o v .h k

第1 2 A條-規劃申請編號Y / I-D B / 3  

公眾意見-愉景灣第l 〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。 -

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則：在發展大嶼山時，’考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書

香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署15樓 •

傳真： 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5或2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  °

電郵：tp b p d @ p la n d .g o v .h k  .

第1 2 A條-規劃申請編號Y / I-D B / 3  

公眾意見-愉景灣第1 0 b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，’考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓名： M  _̂_____________

疆 (地址/電郵/傳真

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員雜書 

香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署15樓 

傳真： 2 8 7 7 0 ? 4 5或2522 8 4 2 6  

電垂[5 : tp b p d @ p la n d .g o v .h k

第1 2 A條-規劃申請編號Y / I-D B / 3  

公眾意見-愉景灣第l 〇b 區發展計劃'

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則：在發展大嶼山時| '考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

■ ^  r
姓名： . /  / I  

聯絡(地址/電郵/傳真/) :

r e c e iv e d

3 0 DEC 2016

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書

香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署15樓 5  G 9  8

傳真： 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5或2 5 22  8 4 2 6  

電郵：tp b p d @ p la n d .g o v .h k

第1 2 A條-規劃申請編號Y / I-D B /3  

公眾意見-愉景灣第l 〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務'、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。 •

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，’考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓名： ^  y ' h  ^ ___________________

聯 絡 (地 址 爛 /傳 真 a :—

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Town Planning Board Secretariat 
15/F, North Point Government Offices 
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
Fax:2877 0245 and 2522 8426 
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 、

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/3 
Public comment-application at Area 10b, Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will i m p r o v e  the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, 

facilities a n d  services through suitable d e v e l o p m e n t s  o n  private plots of 

land with well tho u g h t  o ut planning, consultation a n d  impact 

assessments.

Regarding the w a t e r  supply a n d  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  option, t h o u g h  H K R  

d e m o n s t r a t e d  the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  

should, bas e  o n  equal a n d  fair principle, e x p a n d  the capacity of Siu H o  

W a n  w a t e r  a n d  s e w e r a g e  t r e a t m e n t  plants taking care of the needs of 

Discovery Bay.

Name: ^

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):

tvECE IVED  

3 U DEC 2015

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


o

城 市 規 劃 委 員 會 秘 書

香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3號 北 角 政 府 合 署 15樓  5701
傳 真 ：2 8 7 7 0 2 4 5或 2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk .

第 12 A 條 - 規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/3 
公 眾 意 見 -愉 景 灣 第 l〇b 區 發 展 計 劃

這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 劃 、諮 詢 和  

影 響 評 估 ，以 低 密 度 發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 、提 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間 ， 

本 人 十 分 支 持 。 .

至 於 供 水 和 污 水 處 理 方 案 ，雖 然 發 展 商 展 示 了 建 議 的 可 行 性 ，但 我  

認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平 公 正 原 則 ，在 發 展 大 嶼 山 時 ，考 慮 擴 大 小 蠔 灣  

水 務 及 污 水 處 理 廠 處 理 能 力 至 覆 蓋 整 個 愉 景 灣 。

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Town Planning Board Secretariat 
15/F, North Point Government Offices 
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
Fax:2877 0245 and 2522 8426 
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/3 
Public comment- application at Area 10b, Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, 

facilities and services through suitable developments on private plots of 

land with well thought out planning, consultation and impact 

assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR 

demonstrated the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government 

should, base on equal and fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho 

Wan water and sewerage treatment plants taking care of the needs.of 

Discovery Bay.

Name: f  b  上  

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):

, riECEIVED 

( 3  〇 DEC 2016

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Town Planning Board Secretariat 
15/F, North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 5 7 n 3
Fax:2877 0245 and 2522 8426 °
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/3 
Public comment- application at Area 10b, Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, 

facilities and services through suitable developments on private plots of 

land with well thought out planning, consultation and impact 

assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR 

demonstrated the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government 

should, base on equal and fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho 

Wan water and sewerage treatment plants taking care of the needs of 

Discovery Bay.

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


坡市規劃委員會秘書 

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署1S樓 

傳真：2877 0245或2522 8426 

電圉：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第1 2 A條-規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第l〇b區發展計劃

這滔在私人土地的工程項目進行了+ 分詳盡及廣泛的規劃'諮詢和 

影響評估•以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間> 

本人十分雜•

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大喫山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至棱蓋整個愉景灣。

姓名：

萌络(地址/電郵/傳真/)=

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城 市 規 劃 委 員 會 秘 書

香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3號 北 角 政 府 合 署 15樓  5 7  0 5

傳 真 ：2877 0 2 4 5或 2 522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 -規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y / N D B / 3  

公 眾 意 見 -愉 景 灣 第 l〇b 區 發 展 計 剴

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃'諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間• 

本人十分支持•

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性’但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時’考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個偷景灣•

姓 名 ： c W v ________________

職 (地 臟 郵 臟 /):—

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


1

城市規劃委員鐘書

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 57〇?

傳真：2877 0245或2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第1 2 A條-規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第l〇b區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間’ 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案’雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性’但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則’在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓名： ______L _

聯絡(地址/電郵/傳真/):_J

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書 

香港北角渣華道纪3號北角政府合署15樓 

傳真：2877 0245或2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

5706

第1 2 A條•規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見•愉景灣第l〇b區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間■ 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

聯絡（地址/電郵/傳真/):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會總 

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 

傳真：2877 0245或2S22 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

5708

第1 2 A條-規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第l〇b區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。 •

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時1考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓 名 ； iQgv^. u )-k

聯絡（地址/電郵/傅真/):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員_書 

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓

傳 真 •• 2877 0245或2522 S426 5?〇g

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov,hl<

第1 2 A條■規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見•愉景灣第l〇b區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃*諮詢和 

影響評估1以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間’ 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓名： %
聯 絡 賺 /電郵/移



城市規劃委員會秘書 

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 

傳真：2877 0245或2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

5711

第1 2 A條-規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第l〇b區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務'提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則|在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓名：

聯絡(地址/電郵/傳真/):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員館書 

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓

傳真：2877 0245或 2S22 8426 5 7]〇

電郵•• tpbpd@pland.gov_hk

第1 2 A條-規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第l〇b區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務'提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性’ f 我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。



城 市 規 劃 委 員 會 秘 書  

香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3號 北 角 政 府 合 署 15樓  

傳 真 ：28 7 7  0 2 4 5或 2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

電 郵 ：tpb|3d@pland.gov.hk

57.12

第 1 2 A 條 - 規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/3 

公 眾 意 見 -愉 景 灣 第 l〇b 區 發 展 計 劃

這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 劃 、諮 詢 和  

影 響 評 估 ，以 低 密 度 發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 、提 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間 ， 

本 人 十 分 支 持 。

至 於 供 水 和 污 水 處 理 方 案 ，雖 然 發 展 商 展 示 了 建 議 的 可 行 性 ，但 我  

認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平 公 正 原 則 ，在 發 展 大 嶼 山 時 ，考 慮 擴 大 小 蠔 灣  

水 務 及 污 水 處 理 廠 處 理 能 力 至 覆 蓋 整 個 愉 景 灣 。

姓 名 :

聯 絡 （地 址 /電 郵 /傳 真 /):

mailto:3d@pland.gov.hk


G

城市規劃委員會秘書 

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 

傳真：2877 〇245或2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

5713

第1 2 A條-規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第l〇b區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目.進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓名： • L o

聯絡̂ / ^ / 傳'真/):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城 市 規 劃 委 員 會 秘 書  

香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3號 北 角 政 府 合 署 I 5 樓  

傳 真 ：28 7 7  0 2 4 5或 2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

電 郵 ：t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k

5 7 1 5

第 1 2 A 條 - 規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/3 

公 眾 意 見 -愉 景 灣 第 l〇b 區 發 展 計 劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目.進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃' 諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間’ 

本人十分支持。

至 於 供 水 和 污 水 處 理 方 案 ，雖 然 發 展 商 展 示 了 建 議 的 可 行 性 ，但 我  

認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平 公 正 原 則 ，在 發 展 大 嶼 山 時 ，考 慮 擴 大 小 蠔 灣  

水 務 及 污 水 處 理 廠 處 理 能 力 至 覆 蓋 整 個 愉 景 灣 。

姓 名 ： ( d  …  

聯 絡 (地址 /電郵 /胃胃 /丨：

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


1

城市規劃委員會秘書 

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署I5樓 

傳真：2877 0245或2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland_gov.hk

5714

第1 2 A條-規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第l〇b區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目.進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。.

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。 ，

姓名：n - i i u  p o o h 1 ___________

聯絡(地址/電i v傳真



城市規劃委員會秘書 

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 

傳真：2877 0245或2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
5716

第1 2 A條•規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第l〇b區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及癀泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時’考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓名•• ^

聯絡(地址/電郵/傳真

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書 

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署IS樓

傳真•• 2877 02.45或2522 8426 5 7 】7

電郵•• t p b p d爸 pland.govJik .

第1 2 A條-規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第l〇b區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃' 諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人+ 分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性’但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處麵處理能力至覆蓋麵愉景灣。

姓名: W

m  Planning. 
Board



城市規劃委員■書 

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 

傳真：2877 0245或2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第1 2 A條-規劃申請绢號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第伽區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。 .

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嘆山時，考盧擯大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓 名 ： _______________________

聯絡(地恥電郵顧

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


1

城市規劃委員會秘書

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 5718
傳真：2877 0245或2522 8426 

電郵.；tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第1 2 A條•規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第l〇b區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目.進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城 市 規 劃 委 員 會 秘 書

香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1S樓  5720
傳 真 ：2877 0 2 4 5或 2522 842 6  

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 - 規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/3 

公 眾 意 見 -愉 景 灣 第 l〇b 區 發 展 計 劃

這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 劃 、諮 詢 和  

影 響 評 估 ，以 低 密 度 發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 、提 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間 ， 

本 人 十 分 支 持 。

至 於 供 水 和 污 水 處 理 方 案 ，雖 然 發 展 商 展 示 了 建 議 的 可 行 性 ，但 我  

認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平 公 正 原 則 ，在 赞 展 大 嶼 山 時 ，考 慮 擴 大 小 蠔 灣  

水 務 及 污 水 處 理 廠 處 理 能 力 至 覆 蓋 整 個 愉 景 灣 。

姓名

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


r

城市規劃委員會秘書 

香港北角渣華道3 B 號北角政府合署15樓

傳 真 ：2877 0245或2522 8426 5 ? 2 1

電 郵 tpbpd@pland.gov.hk .

第 12A條-規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第l〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間■ 

本人十分支持。 .

至於供水和污水處理方案•雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓名

聯絡 (地址/電郵/傳真/)

R E C E IV E D 、  

3 0 DEC 2016 j

Town



城市規劃委員餘書

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署is樓 5723
傳真：2877 0245或2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第條 •規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見•愉景灣第l〇b區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

職 (地址/電郵/傳真/ ) : _ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員舖書 

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 

傳真：2877 0245或2522 8426

MM '■ tpbpd@pland.goy.hk 5722

第1 2 A條-規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第l〇b區發展奸劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和. 

影響評估•以低畚度發展改善社區設施和服務'提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則'，在發展大嶼山時’考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。 .

姓 名 : 釣 ！ 考____________________

聯絡(地址/驅

mailto:tpbpd@pland.goy.hk


妓 市 纖 委 員 能 書  
香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署1S樓
傳真 2877 0245 或2522 8426 5724

電鄭：tpbpd@ pland_gov_hk

第 12A 條-規劃申請繮號Y/I-DB/3 
公眾意見-愉景灣第l 〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務'提供更多休憩空間，

本 人 +分 雜 。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廢處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

聯络(地ih/電郵/ _ )



城 市 規 劃 委 員 會 秘 書  

香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 33號 北 角 政 府 合 署 15樓  

傳 真 ：28 7 7  0 2 4 5或 2 5 2 2  842 6  

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

5725

第 1 2 A 條 -規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/3 

公 眾 意 見 -愉 景 灣 第 l〇b 區 發 展 計 劃

這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 劃 、諮 詢 和  

影 響 評 估 ，以 低 密 度 發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 、 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間 ， 

本 人 十 分 支 持 。

至 於 供 水 和 污 水 處 理 方 案 ，雖 然 發 展 商 展 示 了 建 議 的 可 行 性 ，但 我  

認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平 公 正 原 則 ，在 發 展 大 嶼 山 時 ，考 慮 擴 大 小 蠔 灣  

水 務 及 污 水 處 理 廠 處 理 能 力 至 覆 蓋 整 個 愉 景 灣 。

姓 名 ： ^'n<c.nna 

聯 絡 (地 址 /電 郵 /傳 真 /):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書 

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署IS樓 

傳 真 ：2877 0245或2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第 l〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目.進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃 '諮詢和  

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間’ 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性’但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

7熵及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓 名 :【

聯 絡 (地社/電郵/傳真/):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城 市 規 劃 委 員 會 1 秘書

香 港 北 角 渣 華 遒 333號 ：it角 政 府 合 署 15樓  . 5 726
傳 真 ：287 7  0 2 4 5或 2522 8 426 

電 郵 ：■ tpbpd’@p_l:and_gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 - 規 劃 申 :請 編 號 Y/I.DB/a 

公 眾 意 見 -愉 景 灣 第 l〇b 區 發 展 計 劃

這 個 i在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 進 衍 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 親 劃 、諮 詾 獅  

影 響 評 估 ，以 低 密 度 發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 毈 務 、提 供 更 多 体 憩 空 鬬 丨 ， 

本 人 千 分 支 持 。

至 於 供 水 和 污 水 處 理 方 案 ，雖 然 發 展 商 展 示 了 建 議 的 可 行 性 ，艇 我  

認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平 公 疋 原 爾 ，在 發 展 大 嶼 山 峙 ，考 慮 擴 大 小 蠔 灣  

水 務 及 污 水 處 理 廠 處 理 能 力 至 覆 蓋 整 個 愉 景 灣 。



城 市 ■ 委 員 轉 書

香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3號 北 角 政 府 合 署 IS樓  5 7 匕 8

傳 真 ：287 7  0 2 4 5或 2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

電 §1 : tpbpd@pland_gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 - 規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/3 

公 眾 意 見 ■愉 景 灣 第 l〇b 區 發 展 計 劃

這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 .進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 劃 、諮 詢 和  

影 響 評 估 ，以 低 密 度 發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 、提 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間 ， 

本 人 十 分 支 持 °

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣  

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋麵愉景灣。

姊名： It软 .

聯 絡 (触 E7«ilV讎 ):— J H B B ________________



城市規劃委員會秘書

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 _ .

傳 真 ：2877 0245或2522 8426 5

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A條 -規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見 -愉景灣第區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓 名 =

聯絡（地址/電郵/傳真/):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員娜書

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 5731
傳 真 ：2877 0245或2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A條 -規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第 l〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目.進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間 | 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性’但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓 名 ： ^  I ^
聯 絡 (地 堆 郵 /傳 貪 /):_

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城 市 規 劃 委 員 雜 書

香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 333號 北 角 政 ^ 合 署 15樓  5 ? 3 〇

傳 真 ：2877 0245或 2522 8426. '

電 郵 ：tpbpd@ fi丨and.gov.hk

第 1M 條 - 規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/3 
公 眾 意 見 -愉 景 灣 第 l〇b 區 發 展 計 劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目.進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人千分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則’在發展大嶼山時’考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。



城市規劃委員會秘書 .

香港北角渣華道 333號北角政府合署 15樓 5 3 2

傳 真 ：2877 0245或 2522 8斗26 

電 郵 .：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A條 •規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見 -愉景灣第 l〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影 響 評 估 ，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員擁書

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 ..

傳 真 ：2877 0245或 2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A條 -規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第 l〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。 •

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，.考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Town Planning Board Secretariat
15/F, North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong ~

Fax:2877 0245 and 2522 8426
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/3 
Public comment- application at Area 10t|， Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will improve the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, 

facilities and services through suitable developments on private plots of 

land with well thought out planning, consultation and impact 

assessments.

Regarding the w ater supply and s e w a g e  treatment option, though H K R  

demonstrated the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government 

should, base o n  equal and fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu H o  

W a n  water and sewerage treatment plants taking care of the needs of 

Discovery Bay.

| 3 〇 GEC 2£i6 l

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書

香港北角渣華道 3 3 3號北角政府合署 15樓 

傳 真 ：287 7  0 2 4 5或 2 5 2 2  8426 

電 郵 •• tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 -規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見 -愉 景 灣 第 l〇b 區發展計劃

這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 劃 、諮詢和  

影 響 評 估 ，以 低 密 度 發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 、提 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間 ， 

本 人 十 分 支 持 。 .

至 於 供 水 和 污 水 處 理 方 案 ，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行 1性 ，但我  

認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平 公 正 原 則 ，在 發 展 大 嶼 山 時 ，考 慮 擴 大 小 蠔 灣 ’ 

7KI务及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓’名 : __________

聯 絡 (地址 /電垂!

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


r

城市規劃委員會秘書 

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 

傳真：2877 0245或2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland_gov.hk

第1 2 A條-規劃申請編號Y/NDB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第l〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響# 估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓名: M v  

聯絡（地̂ ^Slf/傳真/):



城市規劃委員鐘書 ’

'香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 

傳真：2877 0245或2522 8426

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk . . 5 7 3 7

第1 2 A條•規剴申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第l〇b區發展計劃

'這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、.提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。 .

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員讎書  .

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 5739
傳 真 ：2877 02.45或 2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk

第 12A 條 -規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 
公眾意見 -愉景灣第區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間’ 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 . 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署1S樓 ，. 5_7 38

傳真：2877 〇245或2522 8426 

電郵•• tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第1 2 A條-規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第l〇b區發展計劃.

這個在私人土地昀工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持•

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓名： W . T5& ___________

聯絡(地麟郵/顏

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Town Planning Board Secretariat 
15/F, North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 5740
Fax:2877 0245 and 2522 8426 
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/卜 DB/3 
Public comment- application at Area 10b, Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, 

facilities and services through suitable developments on private plots of 

land with well thought out planning, consultation and impact 

assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR 

demonstrated the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government 

should, base on equal and fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho 

Wan water and sewerage treatment plants taking care of the needs of 

Discovery Bay.

Name: T E R 5S  ( T m A L  ⑽ l& s

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Town Planning Board Secretariat
15/F, North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong " 5741
Fax:2877 0245 and 2522 8426
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/3 
Public comment-application at Area 10b, Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, 

facilities and services through suitable developments on private plots of 

land with well thought out planning, consultation and impact 

assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR 

demonstrated the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government 

should, base on equal and fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho 

Wan water and sewerage treatment plants taking care of the needs of 

Discovery Bay.

Name: Oh log. ________

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署I5樓. 5743
傳真：2877 0245或2522 8426

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk .

第1 2 A條-規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第l〇b區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。 •

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。 _

姓名: 使 木 级

聯絡(地址/電郵/傳真/):_



A

城市規劃委員會秘書

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 5742
傳真：2877 0245或2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.lik

第1 2 A條-規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第l〇b區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評佶，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。 . .

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性’但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.lik


Town Planning Board Secretariat 
15/F, North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 5744
Fax:2877 0245 and 2522 8426
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk _

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/3 
Public comment-application at Area 10b, Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, 

facilities and services through suitable developments on private plots of 

land with well thought out planning, consultation and impact 

assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR 

demonstrated the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government 

should, base on equal and fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho 

W a n  water and sewerage treatment plants taking care of the needs of 

Discovery Bay.

Name; Kxt' L ____________

Contact ( address/ email/ fax): I 1 H H B H H H H H H E —

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 5745
傳真：2877 0245或2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第1 2 A條•規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見•愉景灣第l〇b區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性’但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時’考慮擴大小蠔灣 

7JC務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。 •

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書 

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓

傳真：2877 0245或2522 8426 5 7 ^ 7

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第1 2 A條-規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第.l〇b區發展計剴

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和' 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。 . .

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性’但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時’考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Town Planning Board Secretariat 
15/F, North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 5 ? 4 &
Fax:2877 0245 and 2522 8426 
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/3 
Public comment-application at Area 10b, Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, 

facilities and services through suitable developments on private plots of 

land with well thought out planning, consultation and impact 

assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR 

demonstrated the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that.the government 

should, base on equal and fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho 

W a n  water and sewerage treatment plants taking care of the needs of 

Discovery Bay.

Name: fHi [b̂ \

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書

香港北角渣華道 333號北角政府合署 15樓 5748
傳 真 ：2877 0245或 2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 12A條 -規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/NDB/3 
公眾意見 -愉 景 灣 第 l〇b區發展計劃

這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 劃 、諮詢和  

影 響 評 估 ，以 低 密 度 發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 、提 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間 ，. 

本 人 十 分 支 持 。

至 於 供 水 和 污 水 處 理 方 案 ，雖 然 發 展 商 展 示 了 建 議 的 可 行 性 ，但我  

認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平 公 正 原 則 ，在 發 展 大 嶼 山 時 ，考慮擴大小蠔灣  

水 務 及 污 水 處 理 廠 處 理 能 力 至 覆 蓋 整 個 愉 景 灣 。

姓 名 ：

■ 〇 

聯 絡 （地址 /電郵 /傳真 /)

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Town Planning Board Secretariat 
15/F, North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 5?4q
Fax:2877 0245 and 2522 8426 
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

. Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/3
Public comment- application at Area 10b, Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, 

facilities and services through suitable developments on private plots.of 

land with well thought out planning, consultation and impact 

assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment'option, though HKR 

demonstrated the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government 

should, base on equal and fair principle,, expand the capacity of Siu Ho 

■Wan water and sewerage treatment plants taking care of the needs of 

Discovery Bay.

Name: 1)1 / h I______

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 5751

傳真：2877 0245或2522 8426 

電垂[5,: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第1 2 A條-規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第l〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性'•但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓名

聯絡（地址/電郵/傳真/):.

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Town Planning Board Secretariat 
15/F, North Point Government Offices 
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
Fax:2877 0245 and 2522 8426 
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/!-DB/3 
Public comment-application at Area 10b, Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, 

facilities and services through suitable developments on private plots of 

land with well thought out planning, consultation and impact 

assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR 

demonstrated the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government 

should, base on equal and fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho 

W a n  water and sewerage treatment plants taking care of the needs of 

Discovery Bay.

Name:

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Tran Plannir̂  Bca-d Secretariat 
IS r, Nsrt̂  Feint Go\^mment Offices 
333 J£\3 Read, North Point, Hong Kong 
Fax:2S77 0245 sr>d 2522 8426 
Erra：'.: tptpô c'afKi-cev.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/I-DB/3 
Public comment- application at Area 10b, Discovery Bay

I suepert the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, 

rad. ties sr.d serszzes through suitable developments on private plots of 
Ear-d wfth well thought out planning, consultation and impact 

E s s e s s r m

R e s ^ r c l r g  ths w b z b t supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR 

cerre^^trated the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government 

sheuli, bese on equal and fair prindple, expand the capacity of Siu Ho 

V/cn Viater and sewerage treatment plants taking care of the needs of

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):



城市規劃委員會秘書 

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 

傳真：2877 0245或2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第1 2 A條-規劃申請編號Y/NDB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第l〇b區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了+ 分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。 . .

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性’但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

7]C務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓 名 ：

聯络（地址/電郵/傳真/):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 .5 ? 5 5

傳真：2877 0245或2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pla_nd.gov.hk

第1 2 A條■規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第l〇b區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、'諮詢和 

影響評估•，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，.在發展大嶼山時，'考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓名: \J\)\ K  '~~又 ( \ a/ \  

聯絡 (地址 /電郵/傳真/):_



城市規劃委員會秘書 

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署1S樓 

傳真：2877 〇245或2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk

第1 2 A條-規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第l〇b區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商慶示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則1在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城 市 娜 委 員 雜 書  .

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署1S樓 5 7 ^ 0
傳 真 ：2877 0245或 2522 8426 

電§5 : tpbpd@ pland_gov.hk

第 12A 條 -規劃申請缇號 Y/I-DB/3 
公眾意見-愉景灣第 l 〇b 區發展計劃

這佞在私人土地的工程項目造行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影 響 評 佶 ，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本 人 十 分 热 •

至於供水韵污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政厨應該以公平公正原則，在發展大喚山時，■考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理葱處涅能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

眾络齡 1/電S /傳真/):—



〇

Town Planning Board Secretariat 
15/F, North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 5757
Fax:2877 0245 and 2522 8426 
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/3 
Public comment- application at Area 10b, Discovery Bay

•j I

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, 

facilities and services through suitable developments on private plots 6 f  

land with well thought out planning, consultation and impact 

assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR 

demonstrated the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government 

should, base on equal and fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho 

W a n  water and sewerage treatment plants taking care of the needs of 

Discovery Bay. .

Name:

Contact (-address/ email/ fax):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


❹

Town Planning Board Secretariat 
15/F, North Point Government Offices ^
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 5759
Fax:2877 0245 and 2522 8426 
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/3 
Public comment- application at Area 10b, Discovery Bay I

I support the plan as it will improve the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, 

facilities and services through suitable developments o n  private plots cf 

land with well thought out planning, consultation and impact 

assessments.

Regarding the water supply a nd sewa g s  treatment option, though H K R  

demonstrated the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the gcvernmsr.i 

should, base on equal and fair principle, expand the capacity cf Siu H o  

W a n  water .and sewerage treatment plants taking care of the needs of 

Discovery Bay.

Name:

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城 市 規 劃 委 員 德 書  

香港北角渣華道333號 ,北角政府合署樓  

傳 真 ：2877 0245或 25彡2 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hl<

第 1 2 A條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/3 
公眾意見-愉景灣第 l〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影 響 評 估 ，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。 .

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，.但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，_考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理厳處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。



域 市 驢 委 員 飽 書

香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 333號 北 角 政 府 合 署 巧 樓  5 7 S 0
傳 真 ： 2877 0245卖 2522 8426 
電 剪 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 12A 條-規劃申請缰號Y/NDB/3 
公眾意見-愉 景 黯 l〇b區發Mlt劃

這俚在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間■ 

本人十分支持•

至於读水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政厨應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時•'考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理聚處理能力至覆蓋整個偷景灣。 * V

佐 名 ：

V
隳 络 (地 址 /電 聲 /

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書

香港北角渣華道 33 3號北角政府合署 15樓

傳 真 ：2877 0245或 2522 8426 5 7 6 1

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 -規劃申請绢號 Y/I-D&/3 

公眾意見 -愉 景 灣 第 l〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影 響 評 估 ，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本 人 十 分 雜 。

.至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性 •但我  

認為政府應該以公平公正原則 f 在 發 展 大 喫 山 時 ，考慮擴大小蠔灣  

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Town Planning Board Secretariat
15/F, North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 5783
Fax:2877 0245 and 2522 8426
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/3 
Public comment- application at Area 10b, Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will improve the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, 

facilities and services through suitable developments on private plots of 

land with well thought out planning, consultation and impact 

assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though H K R  

demonstrated the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government 

should, base on equal and fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho  

W a n  water and sewerage treatment plants taking care of the needs of 

Discovery Bay.

Name: Lm ) ~ r〇n/ VO

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


%

城 市 規 劃 委 員 會 秘 書

香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3 號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓  5  g 2

傳 真 ：2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5或 2 5 2 2  8斗2 6  

電 郵 ：t p b p d @ p l d n d . g o v . h k

第 1 2 A 條 - 規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/3 

公 眾 意 見 •愉 景 灣 第 l〇b 區 發 展 計 劃

這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 劃 、諮 詢 和  

影 響 評 估 ，以 低 密 度 發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 、提 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間 ， 

本 人 十 分 支 持 。 1

至 於 供 水 和 污 水 ^ 理 方 案 ，雖 然 發 展 商 展 示 了 建 議 的 可 行 性 ，但 我  

認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平 公 正 原 則 ，在 發 展 大 嶼 山 時 ，' 考 慮 擴 大 小 蠔 灣  

水 務 及 污 水 處 理 廠 處 理 能 力 至 覆 蓋 整 個 愉 景 灣 。

姓 名 ： 4 愁

聯 絡 (地 址 /電 郵 /傳 真 /):_

mailto:tpbpd@pldnd.gov.hk


城 市 規 劃 委 員 會 秘 書  5 7 6 4

香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 333號 北 角 政 府 合 署 15樓  ’

傳 真 ：2877 0 2 4 5或 2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 -規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/3 

公 眾 意 見 -愉 景 灣 第 l〇b 區 發 展 計 劃

這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 劃 、諮 詢 和  

影 響 評 估 ，以 低 密 度 發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 、提 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間 ， 

本 人 十 分 支 持 。

至 於 供 水 和 污 水 處 理 方 案 ，雖 然 發 展 商 展 示 了 建 議 的 可 行 性 ，但 我  

認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平 公 正 原 則 ，在 發 展 大 嶼 山 時 / 考 慮 擴 大 小 蠔 灣  

水 務 及 污 水 處 理 廠 處 理 能 力 至 覆 蓋 整 個 愉 景 灣 。

姓 名 : /fv^

聯 絡 （地 址 /電 郵 /傳 真

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城 市 規 劃 委 員 會 秘 書

香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3號 北 角 政 府 合 署 15樓  5 ? 6 5

傳 真 ：2877 0 2 4 5或 2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 -規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/3 

公 眾 意 見 -愉 景 灣 第 1 0 b 區 發 展 計 劃

這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 劃 、諮 詢 和  

影 響 評 估 ，以 低 密 度 發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 、提 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間 ， 

本 人 十 分 支 持 。. r

至 於 供 水 和 污 水 處 理 方 案 ，雖 然 發 展 商 展 示 了 逢 議 的 可 行 性 ’但 我  

認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平 公 正 原 則 ：在 發 展 大 嶼 山 時 ，' 考 慮 擴 大 小 蠔 灣  

水 務 及 污 水 處 理 廠 處 理 能 力 至 覆 蓋 整 個 愉 景 灣 。

聯 絡 (地 址 /電 郵 /傳 真 /):.

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書  _
香港北角渣華道 333號北角政府合署 15樓 . 57 S 7
傳 真 ： 2877 〇245或 2522 8426 
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 - 規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y / 1 - D B / 3  

公 眾 意 見 -愉 景 灣 第 l〇b 區 發 展 計 劃

這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 _ 泛 的 規 劃 、 諮 詢 和  

影 響 評 估 ，以 低 密 度 發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 、提 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間 ， 

本 人 十 分 支 持 。

至 於 供 水 和 污 水 處 理 方 案 ，雖 然 發 展 商 展 示 了 建 議 的 可 行 '注 ，但 我  

認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平 公 正 原 則 ’在 發 展 大 嶼 山 時 ，■考 慮 擴 大 小 蠔 灣  

水 務 及 污 水 處 理 廠 處 理 能 力 至 覆 蓋 整 個 愉 景 灣 。

姓 名 ：

聯 絡 (地 址 / 電 郵

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


r
Town Planning 已oard Secretariat 
15/F, North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 5756
Fax:2877 0245 and 2522 8426 
Email: tpbpd@pland.gqv.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/i-DB/3 
Public comment- application at Area 10b, Discovery Bay

I sup p o r t  t he plan as it will i m p r o v e  the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, 

facilities a n d  services t h r o u g h  suitable d e v e l o p m e n t s  o n  private plots of 

land with well t h o u g h t  o u t  planning, consultation a n d  impact 

assessments.

R e g a rding the w a t e r  supply a n d  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  option, t h o u g h  H K R  

d e m o n s t r a t e d  the feasibility of his proposal, I o p i n e  that the g o v e r n m e n t  

should, b a s e  o n  equal a n d  fair principle, e x p a n d  t he capacity of Siu H o  

W a n  w a t e r  a n d  s e w e r a g e  t r e a t m e n t  plants taking care of the n e e d s  of 

Discovery Bay.

Name:

Contact ( address/ email/fax):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gqv.hk


域 委 員

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 5?砧
傳 真 ：2877 0245或2522 8426 
電 藍 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 12A條 -規劃申請_ 號 Y/I-DB/3 
公眾意見•输景灣第l〇b區 發 展 計 劃 ...

這個在私A 土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評佶，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務.、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人+ 分支持。

至於悮水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣  

雜 及 污 水 處 •能力至a s M ® 愉 景 灣 。 、

辭 络 (地 啦 電 讎 真

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城 市 規 劃 委 員 _書

香港北角遼華道333號北角政府合署15樓 5 7 g 9

傳 真 ：2877 0245或 2522 842S 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@ pland_g〇v.hl<

第 12A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-D B /3 

公眾意見 -愉景灣第 l〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影 響 評 估 ，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持° *

至於供:水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，■考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓名

聯絡(地址/電郵/傳真/):.



©

城市規劃委員會鑛

香港北角渣華道333號北角玫麻合署15樓

傳 真 ：2877 0245或2522 8426 5771
電郵.：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 Z A條 -規割苧諳編號Y/I-DB/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第 l〇b 區 發 黯 記

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規K 、諮訖 ?： 

影 響評估 ，以低密度發展改善社區設旌和湿務、提侯更多体碧空間 . 

本 人 十 分 雜 。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行诠 •但我  

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大暝山時 /考慮瀆大小矮灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整^ 景 灣 •

姓 名 遠 约 燦

聯 絡 齡 /電 郵 臟 /):_j h i h

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓  5 丨7
傳 真 ：2877 0245或2522 8426 
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland，gov.hl<

第 12A條 -規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/3 
公:眾意見-愉景灣第 l 〇b 區發展計劃

這偭在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則：在發展大嶼山時，'考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。



城市規劃委員餘書
香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署1S樓 2

傳 真 ：2877 0245或2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk

第 12A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-D B/3 

. 公眾意見-愉景灣第l〇b 區發展計劃

這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 劃 、諮 詢 和  

影 響 評 估 ，以 低 密 度 發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 、提 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間 ， 

本 人 十 分 支 持 。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時 /考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓 名 ： 勒 令 碑

聯络(地址/電郵/傳真/):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城 市 規 劃 委 員 會 秘 書

香 港 北 角 渣 寧 道 33 3號 北 角 政 府 合 署 1S樓  q 7 7 3

傳 真 ：2877 0 2 4 5或 2522 8426 ° 1 *
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 ■規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/3 

公 眾 意 見 -愉 景 灣 第 l〇b 區 發 展 計 劃

這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 劃 ' 諮 詢 和  

影 響 評 估 ，以 低 密 度 發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 ：提 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間  

本 人 十 分 支 持 。

至 於 供 水 和 污 水 處 理 方 案 ，雖 然 發 展 商 展 示 了 建 議 的 可 行 性 1 但 我  

認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平 公 正 原 則 ，在 發 展 大 嶼 山 時 / 考 慮 擴 大 小 蠔 灣  

水 務 及 污 水 處 理 廠 處 理 能 力 至 覆 蓋 整 個 愉 景 灣 。

聽 .• 端 缓 4  *

聯 絡 (埤 址 應 iv傳 真

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


電垂P : tpbpd@ pland_gov.hk

城市規劃委員會秘書

香港北角遼華道333號北角政府合署15樓  •
傳 真 ： 2877 0245或 2522 8426 5 7 7 5

第 12A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y /1-D B /3 

公眾意見 -愉景灣第 l〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、.諮詢和 

影 響 評 估 ，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展 大 嶼 山 時 ，'考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

聯 絡 (地 址 卿 /傳真



電 郵 •• tpbpd@pland_gov.hk

城 市 規 劃 委 員 擁 書
香港北角渣華道3.33號北角政府合署15樓  7
傳 真 ： 2877 0245或 2522 8426 f

第 12A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y/丨-D B /3 

公眾意見 -愉景灣第 l〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影 響 評 估 ，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則：在發展大嶼山時，'考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉.景 灣 。

姓 名 ：_____________________ _____________________________ _ _ _

(地址 / 爾 傳 真



電 郵 ：tpbpd@ pland.gov，hk

城 市 規 劃委員餘書

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 ，

傳 真 ： 2877 0245或 2S22 8426 5 ^  6

第 12A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-D B /3 

公 眾 意 見 -讎 灣 第 l〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響評估，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則：在發展大嶼山時，_考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓名: 〒

聯絡 (地址 /電郵/傳真/):_



電 郵 ：tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk

城市規劃委員會秘書

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓  ^ ^
傳 真 ： 2877 0245或 2522 8426 1

第 12A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-D B/3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第l〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影 響 評 估 ，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性•但我  

認為政府應該以公平公正原則：在發展大嶼山時，’考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓 名 ： 米 為 德 、________________

聯 絡 (地 址 顺 IV傳真/):—

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城 市 規 劃 委 貫 餘 書

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 5779
傳 真 ：2877 0245或2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk

第 12A 條 -規劃申請缇號 Y/丨-D B /3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第 l〇b 區發展計賽1

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規 E 、諮詢约 

影 響 評 估 ，以低密度發展改善社區設篮和段務、提侯更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持°

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大頃山時，考盧遺大小錄灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整便愉景灣。

.姓名 A  % ik

聯 絡 （地址 /電郵 /傳冑/卩

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


域 市 删 委 員 餘 書

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 5 7 7 8

傳 真 ：2877 0245或 2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@ pland_gov.hk

第 12A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-D B /3 

公眾意見 -愉景灣第 l〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影 響 評 估 ，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務 '提供更多休憩空間， 

.本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，'考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓 名 ： 队 蛛 __________________

聯 絡 (地 犯 電 卿 真



城市規劃委員會秘書

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署1S樓 5 7 8 0
傳 真 ：2877 024S或2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk

第 12A 條•規劃申請編號 Y/I-D B /3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第l〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 . 

影響評估•以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則：在發展大嶼山時，'考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務友污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

聯絡(地址/電 讎 真 /):— ____________：______

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書 .

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 

傳 真 ：2877 〇245或 2522 84之6 

電 郵 ：.tpbpd@ pland.gov.hl<

窠 12A 條•規劃申請編號 Y/I-D B /3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第 l〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影 響 評 估 ，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，‘考慮擴大小蠔灣  

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。•

姓名:命 ^ V 谈

聯絡(地址/電郵/傳真外



城市規劃委員會秘書 

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓
傳 真 ：2877 〇245或2522 8426 
電郵：tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk

第 12A條 -規劃申請編號Y/NDB/3 
.公眾意見-愉景灣第 l〇b區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影 響 評 估 ，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，'考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

聯 絡 (地址 /電郵 /傳真 /):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書 
香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓

傳 真 ：2877 0245或 2522 8426 5 7 8 2
電 郵 ：tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk

第 12A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-D B /3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第 l〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影 響 評 估 ，以低击度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發厚商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，'考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

聯 絡 (地址 /電郵 /傳真 /):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Town Planning Board Secretariat '
15/F, North Point Government Offices 
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong
Fax:2877 0245 and 2522 8426 . . 5784
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/3 
Public comment- application at Area 10b, Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, 

facilities and services through suitable developments on private plots of 

land with well thought. out planning, consultation and impact 

assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR 

demonstrated the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government 

should, base on equal and fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho 

Wan water and sewerage treatment plants taking care of the needs of 

Discovery Bay.

N a m e : J H A M  H E  l

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Town Planning 巳oard Secretariat 
15/F, North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 5785
Fax:2877 0245 and 2522 8426 
Email: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/I-DB/3 
Public c o h i m e n t -  application at A r e a  10b, Discovery B a y

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, 

facilities and services through suitable developments on private plots of 

land with well thought out planning, consultation and impact 

assessments.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR 

demonstrated the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the government 

should, base on equal and fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho 

Wan water and sewerage treatment plants taking care of the needs of 

Discovery Bay.

N a m e :

Contact ( address/ email/ fax);

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書  

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署 1S樓  

傳 真 ： 2877 〇245或 2522 8426 
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 12A 條 -規 剴 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/3 
公 眾 意 見 -愉 景 灣 第 區 發 展 計 劃

這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 劃 ' 諮 詢 和  

影 響 評 估 ，以 低 密 度 發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 、提 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間 ， 

本 人 十 分 支 持 。

至 於 供 水 和 污 水 處 理 方 案 ，雖 然 發 展 商 展 示 了 建 議 的 可 行 性 .，但 我  

認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平 公 正 原 則 ，在 發 展 大 嶼 山 時 ，■考慮擴大小蠔灣  

水 務 及 污 水 處 理 廠 處 理 能 力 至 覆 蓋 整 個 愉 景 灣 。

姓名 •H
聯 絡 （地址 /電郵 /傳真 /):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Town Planning Board Secretariat
15/F, North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong ,
Fax:2877 0245 and 2522 8426 5，?86

Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/卜DB/3 
Public c o m m e n t -  application at Area 10b, Discovery Bay

I su p p o r t  the plan as it will i m p r o v e  the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, 

facilities a n d  services thr o u g h  suitable d e v e l o p m e n t s  o n  private plots of 

land with well t h o u g h t  out planning, consultation a n d  impact 

assessments.

R e garding the w a t e r  supply a n d  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  option, t h o u g h  H K R  

d e m o n s t r a t e d  the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  

should, base o n  equal a n d  fair principle, e x p a n d  the capacity of Siu H o  

W a n  w a t e r  a n d  s e w e r a g e  tr e a t m e n t  plants taking care of the n eeds of 

Discovery Bay.

Name: Ca((<q kOd^

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城 市 麵 委 員 體 書  

香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 3 3 3號 北 角 政 府 合 署 15樓  

傳 真 ：2 8 7 7  〇2 4 5 或 2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland_gov.hk

5 7 8 8

第 1 2 A 條 • 規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/1-DB/3 

公 眾 意 見 •愉 景 灣 第 l〇b 區 發 展 計 劃

這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 劃 、諮 詢 和  

影 響 評 估 ，以 低 密 度 發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 、提 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間 ， 

本 人 十 分 支 持 。

至 於 供 水 和 污 水 處 理 方 案 ，雖 然 發 展 商 展 示 了 建 議 的 可 行 性 ，但 我  

認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平 公 正 原 則 ，在 發 展 大 嶼 山 時 ，> 考 慮 擴 大 小 蠔 灣  

水 務 友 污 水 處 理 廠 處 理 能 力 至 覆 蓋 整 個 愉 景 灣 。

聯 絡 （地址 /電郵 /傳真 /):



城 市 規 劃 委 員 g 書

香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 333號 北 角 政 府 合 署 15樓  5 ? 8 9

傳 真 ：2877 0 2 4 5或 2522 8426 ‘

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 -規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/3 

公 眾 意 見 -愉 景 灣 第 l〇b 區 發 展 計 劃

這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 劃 、諮 詢 和  

影 響 評 估 ，以 低 密 度 發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 、提 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間  

本 人 十 分 支 持 。

至 於 供 水 和 污 水 處 理 方 案 ，雖 然 發 展 商 展 示 了 建 議 的 可 行 性 ，但 我  

認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平 公 正 原 則 ：在 發 展 大 嶼 山 時 ，’考 慮 擴 大 小 蠔 灣  

水 務 及 污 水 處 理 廠 處 理 能 力 至 覆 蓋 整 個 愉 景 灣 。•

性 名 ._ f i \ j ?

聯 絡 (地 址 /電 郵 /傳 真 /):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘、書

香港北角渣華道 333號 北 角 政 府 合 署 15樓  ^
傳 真 ：2877 0245或 2522 8426 
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland_gov.hk

第 12A 條 -規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/3 
公 眾 意 見 -愉 景 灣 第 l〇b 區 發 展 計 劃

這 個 在 私 人 土 地 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 詳 盡 及 廣 泛 的 規 劃 、諮 詢 和  

影 響 評 估 ，以 低 密 度 發 展 改 善 社 區 設 施 和 服 務 、提 供 更 多 休 憩 空 間 ’ 

本 人 十 分 支 持 9 .

至 於 供 水 和 污 水 處 理 方 案 ，雖 然 發 展 商 展 示 了 建 議 的 可 行 性 ，但 我  

認 為 政 府 應 該 以 公 平 公 正 原 則 ，.在 發 展 大 嶼 山 時 ，‘考 慮 擴 大 小 蠔 灣  

水 務 及 污 水 處 理 廠 處 理 能 力 至 覆 蓋 整 個 愉 景 灣 。

姓 名：度恢滅

聯 絡 (地址 /電郵 /傳真



Town Planning Board Secretariat
15/F, North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong
Fax:2877 0245 and 2522 8426 5790
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/UDB/3 

Public comment-application at Area 10b, Discovery Bay

I s u p p o r t  the plan as it will i m p r o v e  the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, 

facilities a n d  services t h r o u g h  suitable d e v e l o p m e n t s  o n  private plots of 

land with well t h o u g h t  o u t  planning, - consultation a n d  impact 

assessments.

Rega r d i n g  t he w a t e r  supply a n d  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  option, t h o u g h  H K R  

d e m o n s t r a t e d  the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the g o v e r n m e n t  

should, base o n  equal a n d  fair principle, e x p a n d  the capacity of Siu H o  

W a n  w a t e r  a n d  s e w e r a g e  t r e a t m e n t  plants taking care of t he n e e d s  of 

Discovery Bay.

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員娜書

香港北角遼華道333號北角政府合署1S樓 5 7 9 2

傳 真 •• 2877 0245或 2S22 8426 f

電 郵 ：tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk

第 12A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-D B /3 

公眾意見-愉景灣第l〇b 區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影響 評 估 ，以低密度發展改善社區設施和服務、提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持。

至於供水和污水處理方案，雖然發展商展示了建議的可行性，但我 

認為政府應該以公平公正原則：在發展大嶼山時，_考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

聯 絡 (地址/電郵/傳真/):.

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


寄件日期 :
收 餘

主旨：

2 8日12月2016年星期三23:51 
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Application No. Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b -  amendments dated 29th November 2016

5 7 9 3

T o  w h o m  it m a y  concern, _________________ — —  _____________

A s  the h u s b a n d  of the o w n e r  of

R o a d ,  I w i s h  to object against Application Y / l - D B / 3  A r e a  10b. T h e  baseline situation is that D B  s e w a g e  g o e s  

through the tunnel to a  G o v e r n m e n t  s e w a g e  treatment w o r k s  at Siu W a n  O, the capacity o f  w h i c h  places a limit o n  

D B  s e w a g e  u p  to our theoretical 25,000 population. T h e  full capacity will b e  taken u p  b y  the d e v e l o p m e n t s  already 

agreed, in particular f r o m  unbuilt projects near the N o r t h  Plaza.

T h e  H K R  Application creates problems, because H K R  is pushing b e y o n d  the planned population and 

infrastructure.

T h e r e  is also the question of the different types of output depending o n  the s e w a g e  treatment process. Th i s  s e w a g e  

treatment output will e n d  u p  in the c a l m  waters around Discovery Bay.

Specifically for 10b, L a  Costa, Peninsula, a n d  L a  Serene. There m u s t  be concern for the 1100 c u  m .  f l o w i n g  every 

d a y  into N i m  Shui W a n .

Points o f  environmental concern in the Application a n d  submissions include:

....a  n e w  s e w a g e  plant will be built

.... total inorganic nitrogen [TIN] limit quality to be minimised

.... standby s e w a g e  tankers

.... reclamation and dredging are proposed

.... discharge has b e e n  m i n i m i s e d  as m u c h  as practicable to ensure the increase in T I N  is mi n i m i s e d

.... m o s t  o f  the concentrations w o u l d  c o m p l y  with the relevant criteria

.... the dredging w o r k s  for the outfall a n d  for the navigation'channel

.... the discharge is a w a y  f r o m  the fish culture zones

.… water quality will c o m p l y  with relevant criteria

....the effluent discharge, w o u l d  have certain impact o n  the marine ecology 

....118 trees to be felled 169 trees to b e  felled 

....air quality ..... relatively l o w  traffic v o l u m e

This is e n o u g h  for m e  to believe w e  w o u l d  m o v e  towards a w o r s e  environment. This is also inconsistent wi t h  the 

G o v e r n m e n t ' s  recent:

1 5 0  million H K D  Biodiversity Strategy a n d  Action Plan

https://www.hongkongfp.com/2016/12/21/hong-kong-govt-aimounces-first-biodiversitv-strategv-and-action-plaii/

. Y o u r s  faithfully, 

Brian B u n k e r

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
https://www.hongkongfp.com/2016/12/21/hong-kong-govt-aimounces-first-biodiversitv-strategv-and-action-plaii/
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T o  w h o m  it m a y  concern,

A s  the s o n  o I w i s h  to

object against Application Y / l - D B / 3  A r e a  10b. T h e  baseline situation is that D B  s e w a g e  g o e s  thr o u g h  the tunnel to 

a G o v e r n m e n t  sewa g e  treatment w o r k s  at S i u  W a n  O,  the capacity o f  w h i c h  places a limit o n  D B  s e w a g e  u p  to o u r  

theoretical 2 5 , 0 0 0  population. T h e  full capacity will be taken u p  b y  the d e v e l o p m e n t s  already agreed, in particular 

f r o m  unbuilt projects n e a r  the N o r t h  Plaza.

T h e  H K R  Application creates problems, bec a u s e  H K R  is p u s h i n g  b e y o n d  the pla n n e d  popul a t i o n  a n d

infrastructure.

T h e r e  is also the question o f  the different types o f  output d e p e n d i n g  o n  the s e w a g e  treatment process. This s e w a g e  

treatment o utput will e n d  u p  in the c a l m  waters a r o u n d  D i s c o v e r y  B a y .

Specifically for 10b, L a  Costa, Peninsula, a n d  L a  Serene. T h e r e  m u s t  b e  c o n c e r n  for the 1 1 0 0  c u  m .  flowing e v e r y  

d a y  into N i m  Shui W a n .  . ^

Points of e nvironmental c o n c e r n  in the Application a n d  submissions include:

....a n e w  s e w a g e  plant will b e  built

.... total inorganic nitrogen [TIN] limit quality to b e  m i n i m i s e d  

.... standby s e w a g e  tankers

reclamation and. d r edging are proposed

.... discharge has b e e n  m i n i m i s e d  as m u c h  as practicable to ensure the increase in T I N  is m i n i m i s e d

.... m o s t  o f  t h e  concentrations w o u l d  c o m p l y  with the relevant criteria

.... the d r e d g i n g  w o r k s  for the outfall and for the navigation channel

....the discharge is a w a y  f r o m  the fish culture zones

.... water quality will c o m p l y  with relevant criteria

.... the effluent discharge w o u l d  h a v e  certain impact o n  the m a r i n e  ecology 

....118 trees to be felled 1 6 9  trees to be felled

....air quality ”... relatively l o w  traffic v o l u m e  、

This is e n o u g h  for m e  to believe w e  w o u l d  m o v e  t o wards a w o r s e  environment. This is also inconsistent with the 

G o v e r n m e n t ' s  recent:

150 million H K D  Biodiversity Strategy a n d  Acti o n  Plan

https://www.hongkongfp.com/2016/12/21/hong-kong-govt-annoiuices-first-biodiversitv-strategy-and-action-plan/

Y o u r s  faithfully,

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
https://www.hongkongfp.com/2016/12/21/hong-kong-govt-annoiuices-first-biodiversitv-strategy-and-action-plan/
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To whom it may concern,

As the son i wish
object against Application Y/l-DB/3 Area 10b. The baseline situation is that DB sewage goes through the tunnel to 
a Government sewage treatment works at Siu Wan O, the capacity of which places a limit on DB sewage up to our 
theoretical 25,000 population. The full capacity will be taken up by the developments already agreed, in particular 
from unbuilt projects near the North Plaza.
The HKR Application creates problems, because HKR is pushing beyond the planned population and 
infrastructure. . .

There is also the question o f the different types of output depending on the sewage treatment process. This sewage 
treatment output w ill end up in the calm waters around Discovery Bay.

Specifically for 10b, La Costa, Peninsula, and La Serene. There must be concern for the 1100 cu m. flowing every 
day into N im  Shui Wan.

P〇] ^  o f environmental concern in the Application and submissions include:

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


.…a new sewage plant will be 亡uilt

.... total inorganic nitrogen [TIN] limit quality to be minimised

.... standby sewage tankers

.... reclamation and dredging are proposed

.... discharge has been minimised as much as practicable to ensure the increase in TIN is minimised

.... most o f the concentrations would comply with the relevant criteria

.... the dredging works for the outfall and for the navigation channel

.... the discharge is away from the fish culture zones

.... water quality will comply with relevant criteria

.... the effluent discharge would have certain impact on the marine ecology 

....118 trees to be felled 169 trees to be felled 

....air quality .•…relatively low traffic volume

This is enough for me to believe we would move towards a worse environment. This is also inconsistent with the 
G ^^fnm ent's recent:

150 million HKD Biodiversity Strategy and Action Plan
https://www.hongkongfp.com/2016/12/21 /hong-kong-govt-aimounces-first-biodiversitv-strategy-and-action-plan/ 

Yours faithfully,

James Bunker

https://www.hongkongfp.com/2016/12/21
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Further comments:

Subject: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

The Town Planning Board:
Application Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b

1 .

I strongly object to t±ie planned development as presented by the HongKong Resort Company , 
who with thousands of owners are bound together by a Deed of Mutual Covenant.

2 .
Discovery Bay (DB) is a UNIQUE development in HongKong • quasi an enclave， isolated from
Hor^Eong proper and only accessible through one tunnel and by ferry.
Special rules apply in/for the area, as laid down in a DMC • Owners in Discovery Bay and to 
a certain extent also residents in DB must therefore get a recognised voice and special 
attention from t±Le Town Planning Board (TPB) when major changes which will affect the 
environment and the way of life are proposed for this special enclave/environment as done by 
the “registered owner5’ the Hongkong Resort Co. Ltd, (HKR).
The TPB m ust also seriously consider that the small owners in DB ( roughly 8.000 
houses/flats are concerned) are not permitted to form an Owners Corporation which could 
give a clear voice to the TPB as what are the wishes of the many DB owners, leaving aside t±Le 
various large, mainly commercial entities and spaces owned by the developer, the HKR .

3.
Due to this unique situation, any changes must be judged by the TPB /  PLAND with a 
holistic view in mind ; this proposed development as well as the application Y/I-DB/2 Area 
6f cannot be judged solely on their own but how it also will affect the whole environment in 
Discovery Bay and whether all the DB service facilities are sufficient to support such 
developments. So it is IMPERATIVE , besides looking at each application separately the 
TP̂ EVmust also look at both applications of the HKR together to make a good judgement 
wlita' they ask DB owners and residents to "bear".

4
In area 10b - same as it is proposed in area 6f - to built a sewage treatment plant quasi 

‘ “on site” in the midst of a residential development and the effluent is planned to be discharged 
into the WATER BASIN OF NIM SHUE WANBscy must be considered as highly " sensitive" in 
the least.

； We are living in the 21st century and Town Planning must be a forward looking endeavour .
To me it is outrageous to even consider in “ Asia’s World City “ to put nowadays a sewage

< treatment plant into a new residential development. (There was an old sewage-treatment
• plant at this proposed location, however built decades ago when this area was a large service 
! a rea ， bus station, repair shops, waste handling and the like .".quasi commercial activities )
• ' It should be demanded that this application / development as well as Y/I-DB/2 area 6f to be 
: deferred already on the grounds of the sewage-treatment and disposal. For this matter the

applicant should wait till the Government Sewage Treatment Facilities of Lantau Island can 
receive all the sewage from DB.



By no means should affluent be directed into the sea in and around Discovery Bay. The HK 
Waters cannot take more of this pollution and this does not concern only TIN !
It would be really a great step back for the environment of DB and HK!

5.
The effluent is planned to be discharged through a pipe into the shoreline, the bay of Nim 

Shue Wan, which should be considered " quasi typographically confined basin with limited 
dispersive capacityw the planned outfall point will not be far from the housing development, 
in the vicinity there is also recreational activity from the DB Marina and Club. It is not far 

from Peng C hau which apparently has received or will receive a  high technology sewage 
treatment plant This effluent is in addition to the already polluted waters in the South of 
Hongkong.
It would be quite self-defeating : Peng Chau with a  m ost m odem  water treatm ent plant and
then the effluents from
DB.
The reference of the applicant regarding Fish Culture Zones , in MaWan and  Cheung Sha , 
VERY FAR away from Nim Shue Wan can only "pull wool over the TPB".
There are quasi daily fisherm en/-boats seen in around DB, mostly from Peng Chau, an 
examination of the catch in regard to toxics should be highly recommended . Effluent- 
discharge to the close -by shores , to the sea should not take place !! b u t also :

6 .
To blame pollution of Southern W aters on the Pearl River Delta is not a  point to make as facts 
of the Kas is situation a m ust be clearly addressed. There are more pollutants than  TIN . In HK 
one m ust get away from the view a it is only little pollution a; beside the pollution of HK-waters 
and around, we are facing already m any types of pollution; in regard to forward-looking 
p lan n in g ， it is im portant to consider “ the straw  which breaks the camel’s back

7.
As for the “sensitive receivers “ the waters of Nim Shue Wan and  those close to Peng Chau 
effluent m u st be considered as ^potentially polluting^ . Not even to m ention the m atter of 

storm  -surge , back-flow and the like.
All of the tables and calculations of the applicant should be taken  with a  large pinch of salt 
as simply : effluent to the sea = generally considered is “water -pollution “ .

8
From PLAND AND MY COMMENTS IN REGARD TO THIS APPLICATION:
Aims of Environm ental Planning
2 .1.1
To achieve a  better environm ent through planning ....
NO BETTER ENVIRONMENT, DEFINITELY ON ALL COUNTS THE ENVIRONMENT WILL BE 
WORSE.
⑻

"to avoid creating new environm ental problem s....
THERE ARE ADDITIONAL PROBLEMS ( AIR, NOISE, LESS TREES, REDUCED WASTE 
HANDLING CAPACITY. ALL WRITTEN ALREADY IN PREVIOUS COMMENTS)
(b)
"to seize opportunities for environm ental im provem ent....
NO OPPORTUNITY FOR IMPROVEMENT SEIZED IN THIS DEVELOPMENT

* » » • * 
Proper land u se  planning,
(b) proposed land u ses  in the sam e development area are compatible wit±L each 
other.....THERE IS NO NECESSITY FOR THIS DEVELOPMENT AS PLANNED. IT HAS NO 
CONNECTION WITH HOUSING SHORTAGE IN HONG KONG , AND AS FOR "OPTIMISING



LAND USE " THE APPLICANT , IN CASE HAS LARGE TRACTS OF LAND AVAILABLE IN DB 
WITHOUT CREATING ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL PROBLEMS.
IN CASE, THE PLANNED DEVELOPMENT Y/I-DB/3 AREA 10b MUST BE SCALED BACK IN 
SIZE TO BE SOMEWHAT COMPATIBLE WITH THE CURRENT ENVIRONMENT IN DB .
THE DEVELOPMENT IT IS ALSO NOT " COMPATIBLE" AS WITH THE OBVIOUS POLLUTING 
ACTIVITIES IN THE PODIUM , RIGHT UNDER THE RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT, AND 
ALSO THE CONNECTED VEHICLE TRAFFIC, PLUS THE SEWAGE TREATMENT PLANT AND 
THE PETROL-FILLING STATION .
(c)
adequate and suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to ensure proper handling 
and disposal of all wastes and waste water arising from proposed developments.
THIS IS NOT THE CASE WITH BOTH THE PLANNED DB DEVELOPMENTS (THIS ONE AND 
ALSO Y/I-DB/2 AREA 6 F .)
THE PLANNED NEW WASTE HANDLING FOR THE WHOLE OF DB , TRANSFER AND 
DISPOSAL FACILITIES ARE COMPLETELY INADEQUATE AND ILL-PLACED UNDER A 
PODIUM STRUCTURE. AS MENTIONED ABOVE AND THIS WAS ALREADY WRITTEN IN 
PREVIOUS COMMENTS.
IT IS DEFINITELY NOT IN THE CATEGORY OF " SUITABLY SITED ENVIRONMENTAL 
FACILITIES"
2 .2.2

Ser pacity of the environment to receive additional developments, for example, the capacity 
of an airshed or water basin to receive and assimilate residuals or the capacity of the 
environment infrastructure such as sewerage and waste reception facilities to accommodate 
further residuals;
AS WRITTEN ABOVE , DB HAS LIMITED CAPACITY TO ACCEPT 
ALREADY THE LIMITS REGARDING 25.000 RESIDENTS INDICATE THAT.
THE TPB MUST NOT FORGET THAT SERVICE FACILITIES ARE ALSO STRESSED BECAUSE 
OF THE OFTEN LARGE INFLUX OF VISITORS AND TOURISTS CREATING ENVIRONMENTAL 
DEGRADATION TO THIS CONFINED AREA, THE NUMBERS ARE IN ADDITION TO THE 
RESIDENTS IN THIS PLACE.

Air Quality Considerations

2.3.2
Air quality is affected by such factors as the emission rate of air pollutants, the separation 
distance between emission sources and receptors, topography, height and width of buildings 
as well as meteorology.........
A S - T

COx,
OR AN ON-SITE SEWAGE TREATMENT ODOURS OF DIFFERENT KIND MUST BE 
3IDERED ALSO WHEN SLUDGE WILL BE REMOVED.

wherever practicable, major air pollution emitters are sited to the west or southwest of urban 
areas and new towns to take advantage of the prevailing north-easterly winds;
DB IS LOCATED IN A SEMICIRCLE OF MOUNTAINS IN THE " BACK " ! BECAUSE OF THIS 
IMPEDIMENT TO AIR-CIRCULATION WE ALREADY FACE EXTRA AIR-POLLUTION ( 
MARINE/FERRY -DIESELS, AIRCRAFT, DISNEY DAILY FIREWORKS , LOCAL VEHICLE 
TRAFFIC )

Water Quality Considerations
2.3.4
It should be noted that there is a general shift of estuarine to oceanic conditions in a west to 
east direction in the coastal waters of Hong Kong. Any major developments which Eire likely to 
cause significant disruption to water circulation should be either avoided as far as possible or 
subjected to water quality modelling tests prior to the finalisation of site selection.
PLEASE TO KEEP IN MIND .
2.3.5



Any developm ent w hich ca u ses either conflict with the constraints or damage of the resources 
and  am enity areas should be avoided, u n less the conflict can be resolved or the imposition of 
appropriate developm ent controls is  practicable. The water-based developm ents should be 
located  su ch  that bulk  water exchange is maximised.
CONTRARY TO WHAT THE APPLICANT CLAIMS : NIM SHUE WATERS ARE CALM , LITTLE 
TIDAL-STREAM - ACTIVITIES CAN BE SEEN AND THERE IS DEFINITELY LIMITED 
DISPERSIVE CAPACITY.
POLLUTION FROM THE RESIDENTS IN NIM SHUE WAN VILLAGE MUST ALSO BE KEPT IN 
MIND AND ADDED TO THE SITUATION.

W aste M anagement Considerations
2.3.6

In the preparation of land u se  p lans, effort should be made to reserve sufficient sites in 
su itab le locations for m unicipal w aste reception and transfer facilities.... As some u ses have 
potential to cause n u isan ces and to give rise to special requirements for waste disposal and 
effluent discharge, due consideration should be given to their location and design to minimise 
the potential im pacts.
THE PROPOSED NEW SPACE UNDER A PODIUM STRUCTURE FOR WASTE HANDLING , 
THE APPLICANT'S REFUSE RECEIVING STATION PLANNED FOR THE WHOLE OF DB, IS 

TOTALLY INADEQUATE FOR THE PRESENT AND MORESO MUST BE FOR THE FUTURE. IT 
WAS WRITTEN ALREADY ABOUT IT.
ALSO THE PLANNED LIMITED SPACE FOR WASTE HANDLING FACILITIES CANNOT BE 

COMPATIBLE WITH THE PHILOSOPHY OF 21ST CENTURY WASTE -HANDLING 
SEPARATING SORTING FOR RECYCLING AND RE-USE.

9 v
IN CONCLUSION I STRONGLY OBJECT TO THIS APPLICATION .
THOMAS GEBAUER

Thom as Gebauer
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Application No. Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - OBJECTION
B. PVOC Fourth Comments on the Section 12A Application further infonnationjlnal - Copy.pdf; ATT00023.htm; APPLICATION Y.l-DBJ 
Area 10b.pdf; ATT00026.htm

Application No. y/i-db/3 Area l〇b - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - 
OBJECTION

Dear Sir or Madam,

la m a  Hillgrove Village owner o f the fla t 2C  Glamour Court,
la m  deeply concerned by the numerous bad aspects o f the this Application which have been covered b y  earlier 
consultations.'

This 4th round consultation confirms the ^introduction o f local sewage treatment within D iscovery B ay and 
^  I  particularly object to this retrograde step and an inevitable environmental deterioration for DB residents and the 
^ marine life.

I  attach the follow ing excellent submissions concerning the above, from neighbouring villages, which, as a 
H illgrove Owner, I  fu lly endorse, since they express m y concerns better than I  could m yself.

- Parkvale Village Owners' Committee submission dated29th December, which matches m y own concerns in 
. alm ost a ll respects

- Serene Village Owner dated 28th December. 

I  OBJECT TO THE ABOVE APPLICATION 

Best regards

Lulu Kirstine Bechgaard Lisse

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


E3V0C Comments on Application number: Y /I-DB/2

Parkvale V丨丨丨age Owners' Committee
C o m m e n t s  on the Second Further Information Submitted in Support of 

Section 12A Application N u m b e r  Y/I-DB/2 to a m e n d  Discovery B a y  Outline 

Zoning Plan for rezoning the permissible use fro m  staff quarters to flats at 

Area 6f, Discovery Bay.

I N T R O D U C T I O N

In April, July and December 2016 we, the Parkvale Village Owner's Committee (PVOC), a 
body of owners in Parkvale Village in Discovery Bay (DB) elected to represent the interests 
of the owners of the 606 flats in the village, submitted our comments on Hong Kong Resort 
Company Limited's (HKR) Section 12A Application "To  A m end  D iscovery B a y  Outline Zon ing  

Plan fo r  rezoning the perm issible use from  staff quarters to flats at A rea  6f, D iscovery  B a y ".  

Our comments were assigned numbers 1512 (April), 2787 (July) and 5297 (December) by 
the Town Planning Board (TPB).

This document includes our comments on the Further Information (made available by the 
TPB on 9 December 2016) submitted by HKR on 28 November 2016.

F U R T H E R  I N F O R M A T I O N

The Further Information submitted by HKR comprises:

1. Masterplan Limited's covering letter.
2. Revised Environmental Study (Executive Summary, Chapters 6, 7 and 8).
3. Revised Technical Note on Water Quality.

No substantive change has been made to the Further Information submitted In June and 
October.

In its covering letter, Masterplan Limited, on behalf of HKR, states that " In  sum m ary, the  

Further Information relates to the follow ing issues:

1. The receiving water quality o f the effluent discharge o f the proposed  on-site Sew age  

Treatment W orks (STW) to ensure increase in Total Inorgan ic  N itrogen  (TIN) is 

minimised.

2. The contingency m easure  for the p roposed  on-site STW, by providing an em ergency  

overflow pipe from  the proposed S T W  at A rea  6 fto  existing sew age  pu m ping  station no.

1 (SPS1) located at the junction o f D iscovery B ay  Road  and  D iscovery Valley Road).

3. The modelling scenarios o f effluent dispersion.

The additional 4 4 0  m3 per day sew age  generated by the p roposed  residential developm ent  

is now  proposed to be catered by on-site sew age  treatment facilities."

The reality, however, which the TPB and relevant departments, such as the EPD and DSD, 
will see when they review this latest submission, is that this Further Information provides 
no new and substantial Further Information. As Masterplan Limited states, "Th is  

information clarifies a n d  supplem ents the application, and  does not constitute a m aterial 

change identified in the TPB Guideline No. 32 ".



PVOC Comments on Application number: Y/I-DB/2

Furthermore, as we have pointed out, HKR has no alternative but to build a standalone STW  

in Area 6f as the Siu Ho W an  sewage treatm ent facilities are not available. So  a STW  cannot 

be simply a proposal, it has to be a com m itment, one which w ou ld  be sub  optimal, defective 

in m any w ays and not acceptable to both governm ent and the DB com m unity.

It is clear that HKR, th rough  the penultim ate paragraph of M a ste rp lan  Lim ited 's covering 

letter, is m aking yet another attempt in its repeated appeal to gove rnm ent not to forget DB 

when, at som e time in the future, governm ent reviews sewage and w ater infrastructure for 

Lantau.

It is imperative that the T PB and al! government bureaux and departments are not misled 

by the H K R  statement in Masterplan Limited's letter that "In  addition, the proposal for 
Area 6f is moderate in scale, the demand on the overall Government Infrastructure would 
be insignificant1’• This is irrelevant as government facilities are not available, and will not 
be available in the potential timeline of both the Area 6f and Area 10b projects- Public 

comments have to be submitted in accordance with TPB Guideline No. 30B ^Guidelines - 

for submission of c o m m e n t s  on various applications under the T o w n  Planning Ordinance^. 

The P V O C  considers that this fourth submission from the P V O C  has again properly 

complied with TPB Guideline No. 30B, whereas the Submission of Further Information 

from H K R  does not.

PRINCIPAL CONCERNS WITH THE APPLICATION

In our previous subm ission, which was assigned num ber 5297 (Decem ber) by the TPB, we 

noted the follow ing principal concerns which we have with HKR’s p roposed  developm ent of 

two 18 storey buildings, including 476 flats, of 21,600 m 2 GFA on  a platform  created to 

accom m odate a 170m 2 G FA  three storey Building:

A. Inadequate and unreliable information has been provided by HKR. E.g. HKR has 

subm itted studies and papers and not impact assessm ents, thereby avoid ing having to 

study the impact on the com m unity and people m ost affected by its proposal.

B. Public Consultation is inadequate and non-transparent.

C. Consultation with all relevant governm ent departm ents and bureaux has been 

inadequate and incomplete.

D. A Risk A ssessm ent has not been u n d e rta ke n ..

E. HKR 's responses to governm ent departm ent com m ents have been inadequate and 

evasive. It cannot be acceptable in a public consultation exercise for the applicant alone 

to decide what is commercially sensitive (re ownership of Passagew ay and allocation of 

undivided shares) and to keep that inform ation from  being publicly com m ented upon. 

All information provided by the applicant must be placed in the public dom ain so the 

public can com m ent on it. The table setting out these responses cannot be considered 
to be comprehensive.

F. Despite Annex C of the October Further Information stating in paragraph 2.1.1.4 that a 

key element of the developm ent is the "access road", there is no inform ation provided 
as to its construction through Parkvale village. There are m any issues arising from  

unsuitable access to the site such as: the part of Parkvale Drive w hich is designed as a 

pedestrian pavem ent under BD regulations and the effect of additional construction and 

operational traffic on it; width constraints of Parkvale Drive which limit the ability of 

larger vehicles, including buses and construction vehicles, to pass one another; potential



lack of emergency access to Parkvale Drive in the event of an accident; safety, as the 

proposed access to the site is a pedestrian area used by residents and the public; and 

HKR's lack of consideration of alternative access to the site. As pointed out above, H K R  

continues to not submit, in its Further Information, a Traffic Impact Assessment on 

Pedestrians which is listed under the Reports to be submitted.

G. A  sewage treatment works (STW) is to be included in Area 6f with discharge directly into 

the sea next to the ferry pier using either a gravity pipe or the o p e n  nullah which is 

adjacent to Hillgrove Village. However, it is clear from HKR's c o m m e n t s  that the latter is 

the intended approach. Also, H K T  tries to minimise the pollution impact of discharge of 

sewage into the sea whereas it will increase the TIN and TPs, thereby increasing the 

probability of, e.g., red tide in Discovery Bay waters. Not surprisingly HKR's consultants 

say that the sewage proposal "is considered not on efficient sewage planning strategy".
H. H K R  is misleading the TPB by saying there are two options re water supply but, as 

previously pointed out (since government has confirmed that its facilities at the Siu H o  

W a n  Water Treatment W orks  ( S H W W T W )  and the S H W  Fresh W ater  P u m p i n g  Station 

are not available for the foreseeable future), there is only one, which is a potable water 

supply to be provided by re-opening, after 16 years, the D B  water treatment plant and 

using water from the D B  reservoir.

I. No  information is provided regarding the provision of other utilities to Area 6f and h o w  

it will affect Parkvale Village, despite the October Further Information A n n e x  C 

paragraph 2.1.1.4 stating that a key element of the development is the provision of 

utilities. Furthermore, there is no reference to the D B  L P G  gas system which has 

recently suffered an explosion which is the subject of investigations by E M S D  a n d  FSD.

J. Slope safety of the area, where the t w o  proposed 18 story buildings will be built, is 

ignored, despite An n e x  C paragraph 2.1.1.4 stating that a key element of the 

development is site formation. H K R  continues to ignore CEDD's request for H K R  to 

assess the geotechnical feasibility of the proposed development and to submit a 

Geotechnical Planning Review Report (GPRR).

K. Ownership issues - HKR's right to use Parkvale Drive as access to Area 6f is still disputed.

L. Planning controls of Discovery Bay are ignored in respect of the Master Plan (MP) and 

Outline Zone Plan (OZP) relationship, the 25,000 population ceiling and the allocation of 

undivided shares and m a n a g e m e n t  units under the D e e d  of Mutual Covenant (DMC). 

Furthermore, H K R  has a conflict of interest regarding population data, in that current 

figures are provided by its wholly o w n e d  subsidiary, D B  Services M a n a g e m e n t  Limited.

M. . Diagrams and photomontages are often misleading, inaccurate and of poor quality.

W e  provided further details of these concerns in our previous submission. Readers of this

submission should also read our previous submissions if they have not already d o n e  so.

In this submission w e  address concerns arising from HKR's latest submission a n d  from

HKR's intention to build a standalone s e w a g e  treatment works in Area 6f.

SEWAGE TREATMENT

All the concerns and c o m m e n t s  submitted to the TPB in respect of sewa g e  treatment

processing and discharge continue to be ignored.

PVOC Comments on Application num ber： Y /I-D B/2
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W e  have, again, set out and expanded our concerns and c o m m e n t s  in the following

sections:

A. S e w a g e  Master Plans.

B. Standalone S e w a g e  Treatment Works.

C. Application for Discharge Licence.

D. Discharge of S e w a g e  by O p e n  Nullah.

E. Effluent to be Discharged into the Sea.

F. Theoretical Modelling Scenarios of S e w a g e  Processing and Effluent Discharge.

G. Inefficient S e w a g e  Planning Strategy Confirmed by H K R’s Consultants and no 

Environmental Impact Assessment.

H. Emergency Arrangements for w h e n  the S T W  Breaks D o w n  Including Access to Pumping 

Station N o  1.

I. S e w a g e  from the Workforce during Construction.

J. M a n a g e m e n t  of the STW .  .

K. Capital and Operating Costs.

L. Consultation.

A. SEWAGE MASTER PLANS

1. In 1989, a sewage disposal strategy w a s  formulated by the Government. Since then E P D  

has produced 16 S e w a g e  Master Plans (SMPs) and D S D  has had the role of works agent 

to implement the r e c o m m e n d e d  projects to cater for the needs of the SMPs. The 16 

S M P s  have been re-grouped into 8 areas for conducting the S M P  Review Studies. 8 S M P  

Reviews have bee n  completed and these include the "Review of Outlying Islands S M P ’〜 

which includes DB.

2. All the HKR submissions consistently make no mention of the Outlying Islands SMP, 
which would appear to be because their sewage strategy for DB, as illustrated by the 
proposals for both Areas 6f and 10b, is inconsistent with that plan. Therefore EPD and 
DSD have no alternative but to reject the HKR proposal and advise the TPB 
accordingly.

B. STANDALONE SEWAGE TREATMENT WORKS

1. Since g o v e rnment  facilities are not available in the foreseeable future, H K R  has no 

alternative but to build a separate sewage treatment works (STW) in Area 6f, if the 

proposed change in use is approved and if the proposed development is in fact built. 

This m e a n s  that people living in Parkvale Village would have a S T W  adjacent to them. 

H K R  is not providing details of the design, its exact location and h o w  it will be m a n a g e d  

and maintained. As H K R  will want to minimize costs, w e  are concerned h o w  adequate 

such a facility will be and the risk of its breaking down. If the T P B  approves the change 

of use of Area 6f, the residents of Parkvale Village, w h o  at no stage have been consulted 

by HKR, will be forced by H K R  to live next door to a S T W  with all its negative aspects, 

including strong foul odours. A n d  of course the future 1190 residents of Area 6f will also 

suffer from the s a m e  negative aspects of a S T W  integrated into their development.

2. It is indicative of the inadequacies of this submission, and all the previous H K R  

submissions, that there is no reference whatsoever to the DSD ^Guidelines for the 
Design of Small Sewage Treatment Plants^ for private developments up to 2,000

• population equivalent In preparing these guidelines D S D  placed special emphasis on
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the problems usually found with small plants and included appropriate design safety 
considerations. These guidelines cover: general design considerations; design 

parameters; practical design and installation; operation and maintenance; and 
environmental considerations. Following these guidelines w ou ld  have enabled HKR to 
provide a design subm ission in this latest Further Inform ation which could, according 

to paragraph 2.9 of the guidelines, have included for example: key plan show ing location 
of development and effluent discharge location; plan and section show ing the location 
of STW within the development in relation to residential units and surrounding facilities; 
process and instrumentation diagrams; hydraulic profile together w ith supporting 

calculations; detailed process design calculations; detailed draw ings with plan and 
elevation showing plant room  layout including pipe work and equipm ent; route of 

access to the plant room and access within the STW; ventilation and lighting details; 

equipment schedule show ing number of duty and standby units, make, model number, 
capacity etc. (the schedule should be shown on the drawing); equipm ent catalogues and 

operation/maintenance manual.

3. Although the DSD has built and operates a num ber of small sew age treatm ent facilities 
on Lantau Island and Outlying Islands, HKR has not stated the type o r  explained the 
design of STW  it proposes to build in Area 6f, nor has it dem onstrated that any of the 
three sewage treatment processes commonly adopted by the DSD on Lantau Island is 
suitable for a site located on a steep slope and far from the sea, with a discharge point 
so close to a residential area.

4. Due to Its proxim ity to our village, we consider that it is inappropriate to  locate a STW  
in Area 6f, due to the potential smell and health hazard, especially as the effluent 
seems highly likely to be discharged Into an open nullah and flow  unde r the balconies 
of a residential building and, subsequently, into the sea adjacent to an occupied area. In 
view of the serious inadequacies and shortfall of the STW  proposal we believe that the 
DSD and EPD have no alternative but to reject the HKR proposal and advise the TPB to 
not approve the application.

C. APPLICATION FOR D ISCHARGE LICENCE

1. Paragraph 6.B.1.6 of the Revised Environmental Study glibly states t h a t M oreover, the 

operation o f  the S T W  shall a lso  apply fo r a d ischarge  licence f ro m  the re levan t authority  

before the operation o f the S T W "  This is a too vague a statement. Are the consultants 
referring to the subm ission of Application Form A  (EPD 117); who will be responsible 

for submitting the application; who will pay the licence fee; and what are the 
consequences if the application is rejected?

2. This aspect of the STW  requires comprehensively explaining to the TPB and, of course, 
the public since this Further Information is supposed to be subject to public 
consultation.

D. DISCHARGE OF SEW AGE BY OPEN NULLAH

1. HKR is still saying, as it did in its previous submissions, that discharging the treated 

sewage directly into an open nullah is still an option to be considered at the design 
stage. This open nullah is parallel to Discovery Valley Road and proceeds directly in front 

of Hillgrove Village. Therefore, every day 440 m3 per day of sewage will be flowing
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alongside approximately 2 0 0  metres of footpath/road a n d  directly u n d e r  the balconies 

of a r o u n d  2 0 0  apartments in this village. This is illustrated in the following photographs.

V i e w  of the o pen  nullah looking upstream View of the o pen  nullah looking downstream 

past Hillgrove Village____________________________towards Hillgrove Village_______ ______________

2. T h e  nullah serves the dual purpose of a storm water channel and as an overflow relief 

for the reservoir at the top of Discovery Valley Road. Normally it is virtually empty, but 

during periods of rainstorm and/or reservoir discharge this nullah is full to the top. The 

addition of the s e w a g e  effluent to the storm water flow m a y  cause the nullah to 

overflow or the effluent to back-up into the S T W ,  both with serious health implications. 

This option w o u l d  appear to be cheaper than building a gravity s e w a g e  pipe and it is 

considered that H K R  will adopt this option whilst giving the impression to the TPB, EPD, 

etc. that it will build a gravity pipe, which w o uld  presumably put the s e w a g e  flow 

underground.

E. E F F L U E N T  T O  B E  D I S C H A R G E D  I N T O  T H E  S E A

1. H K R  is proposing to discharge treated s e w a g e  f rom  Area 6f into the marine waters 

adjacent to the ferry pier without the need of a marine outfall. T h e  outlet is adjacent to 

a pedestrian walkway, residential buildings an d  a shopping centre, which H K R  is about to 

build, a n d  is located only 2 8 0  metres from a public bathing beach. This is an artificially 

m a d e  beach fronting the very shallow and silted Tai Pak W a n .  Th e  proposal for the 

discharge of effluent into a shallow seabed, adjacent to a pedestrian walkway, 

residential buildings and a shopping centre and 2 8 0 m  from  a bathing beach, boardwalk 

restaurants a n d  ferry pier is environmentally unacceptable and will encourage toxic red 

tides as well as concentrations of E. coli.

2. W e  are extremely concerned about the effluent being discharged into the sea in DB. 

Although the effluent will have been treated, it will have a high concentration of 

nutrients which has been scientifically proven to encourage growth of harmful algae 

("red tides"), particularly in shallow coastal areas (see page 170 of "Harmful Algae",
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volume 9, issue 10, 2010 of 'Elsevier') and, as the prevailing winds c o m e  from the east, 

blowing onto DB, such harmful algae would not dissipate easily.

3. The water quality assessment notes that for the whole of Hon g  Kong waters adjacent to 

the Pearl River Delta and including the waters around D B  that the Total Inorganic 

Nitrogen (TIN) already exceeds the W Q O .  W e  would not dispute this, but this does not 

justify HKR's intention to increase the suspended solids and E-Coli content of the 

sewage plume in the very publicly exposed waters and beaches of Tai Pak W a n .

4. In previous submissions, H K R  tried to downplay the occurrence of red tides despite the 

discharge of more TINs and TPs which will increase the probability of more red tides. 

The latest Further Information has omitted references in the previous version to TP 

(referred to as Total Particulates in the Executive S u m m a r y  of the Environmental Study 

and as Total Phosphorous in the Technical Note) and to red tides.

5. The Further Information submitted by H K R  in October included the following:

a. Executive S u m m a r y  -  "The discharge concentration has therefore been reduced as 
much as practicable to ensure that the increase in TIN and Total Particulates (TP) are 
minimized. With the discharge standard, the Nitrogen (N) to Phosphorus (P) ratio is 
maintained greater than 18.1. Hence the occurrence of red tides will be unlikely."

b. 6.3.1.5 -  ftThe computed N: P  ratio concluded that the possibility of having red tide 
is still low."

c. 6.4.1.1; 7.3.1.4; 8.1.2.1 - "The discharge concentration has therefore been reduced 
as much as practicable to ensure that the increase in TIN and  TP are minimized. With 
the discharge standard^ the N  to P ratio is maintained greater than 18.1. Hence the 
occurrence of red tides will be unlikely"

6. The text in bold does not appear in the latest version of the Environmental Study 

submitted by H K R  on 28 November 2016. W h y  would H K R  delete this text if the 

''occurrence of red tides will be unlikely"? Thus the previous version tried to downplay 

the likely occurrence of red tides, whilst the omission of the references to red tides in 

the latest version implies that what w a s  stated in the previous version w a s  incorrect, 

and that we, and government, should be concerned about the discharge of the sewage 

into the sea increasing the likelihood of red tides occurring.

7. The conclusions in the Technical Note that "the water quality in the vicinity of marine- 
based WSRs would be in compliance with l/l/QOs in SS, E. coli and UlA" are based on 
modelled measurements at W 5 R  07 (Tai Pak Peninsula CPA), 270 metres from the 

sewage discharge point. This ignores the fact that the area of the sea into which the 

sewage would be discharged should also be considered to be a WSR. This area is 

adjacent to a pedestrian walkway, residential buildings and a shopping centre which HKR  

is about to build, as the following picture demonstrates:
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Picture of the redevelopment of the D B  bus station published by H K R  with the location 

of the sewage discharge outlet added

W o u l d  HKR's conclusions have been the s a m e  if it had modelled m e a s u r e m e n t s  at the 

s e w a g e  discharge outlet instead of 270 metres from it?

F. THEORETICAL MODELLING SCENARIOS OF SEWAGE PROCESSING AND EFFLUENT 
DISCHARGE

1. T h e  consultants have not undertaken a sensitivity analysis regarding their various 

calculations, nor a risk assessment as to environmental aspects, daily operations and 

e m e r g e n c y  arrangements of a S TW.  In addition, there is no mention of the assumptions 

and limitations as to their approach to modelling. In a public consultation exercise there 

should be a layman's guide to the scientific and mathematical acceptability of their 

approach (and its quality), since, without this, the vast majority of the public are unlikely 

to understand and to be able to c o m m e n t  on the approach.

2. T h e  modelling scenario is described in section 4.3 of the Revised Technical Note on 

W a t e r  Quality submitted in the latest Further Information. T h e  effluent dispersion 

scenarios are stimulated by a near-field model, C O R MIX.  Th e  key inputs to C O R M I X  

include outfall configuration, ambient current speed, vertical density profile and effluent 

flow rate. As this latest Further Information merely repeats the s a m e  scenarios, with the 

s a m e  key inputs and assumptions, as in the October Further Information, the results are 

naturally the same! (Appendix D C O R M I X  model is s a m e  as in October). However, H K R  

has deleted references to the likelihood of red tide which w a s  mentioned in the October 

Further Information, with no explanation as to why. This is unprofessional and 

misleading. Furthermore, there is no mention by the consultants as to w h y  this type of 

m o d e l  w a s  used and its reliability.

3. Paragraph 4.3.1.2 of the Technical Note on W a t e r  Quality states "The exit of the .gravity 
sewage pipe into sea is near surf a c e . However, in each of the C O R M I X  scenarios, under

8
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"Buoyancy assessment", it is stated that "The effluent density is less than the 
surrounding ambient water density at the discharge level. Therefore, the effluent is 
POSITIVELY BUOYANT and will tend to rise towards the surface.,/ This m e a n s  that the 
sewage effluent will be very visible near and on the sea surface, as illustrated in the 

above photograph. It is essential that EPD investigates this finding and concludes that it 

is not acceptable.

4. The results of the modelling scenario are set out in Appendix D "CORMIX model output" 
to the Revised Technical Note on Water Quality and, as mentioned in paragraph F2 

above, are exactly the same as in the October Further Information. To the layman, the 

results are probably difficult to understand. However, what is not difficult to understand 

is the standard statement at the end of each of the C O R M I X  reports, which is the 

"REMINDER: The user must take note that HYDRODYNAMIC MODELLING by any known 
technique is NOT AN EXACT SCIENCE".

5. The full n a m e  of the model is "CORMIX MIXING ZONE EXPERT SYSTEM Version 5.0GT 
HYDROl: Version-5.0.1.0 December, 2007". It is difficult to understand w h y  a 9 year old 
version of this m o d e l  w a s  used and this aspect should be investigated by EPD. With 

modelling science, it is normal for there to be at least s o m e  updates, over a period of 9 

years, as a result of its usage, empirical testing and improvements of software. In this 

context it is noted that C O R M I X  versions 9 and 10 were released in September 2014 and 

July 2016 respectively. EPD must investigate w h y  the Consultants have not used up to 

date modelling software which should be a standard requirement for any study.

G. INEFFICIENT S E W A G E  P L A N N I N G  S T R A T E G Y  C O N F I R M E D  BY H K R rS C O N S U L T A N T S  A N D  

N O  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  I M P A C T  A S S E S S M E N T

1. In its Application and Further Information of June and October, HKR's consultants have 

said:

a. In paragraph 6.2.iii of its original application, that "alternative on-site sewage 
treatment plant could be provided, either at Area 6f or Area 10b. This is not 
preferred, having numerous STW in the area is considered to be ineffective in 
achieving economies for scale for the infrastructure and land area". Furthermore, 

paragraph 5.6.2.2 of HKR's Study on Drainage, Sewerage and Water Supply Systems 

for Area 6f notes that uThis ST W  will treat sew age only from  2 single residential 
towers fo r 4 76  units at A rea 6f so  it is considered not an efficient sew age planning 

strategy,\  Paragraph 5.6.4.1 also notes that a local S T W  m a y  cause ''an  offensive 

smell and is health hazard" •

b. "This additional effluent would have impacts on both water quality and marine 
ecology. All these would require a quantitative water quality model to be established 
for assessment as part of the subsequent ElA". (June Revised Environmental Study,

6.3.1.3). Furthermore, in the October Further Information there is no reference to a 

subsequent Environmental Impact Assessment (ElA), which likely m e a n s  that the 

subject of an ElA has been dropped. Logically there should be a full scale ElA as part 

of this Section 12 A  application.

c. Building a S T W  in Area 6f is still sub-optimum in its October submission. Since the

consultant has again in the October Further Information Annex G  "Revised Study on 
Drainage, Sewage and Water Supply", paragraph 5.6.1.4, stated that uAs this new 

• DBSTW will only treat s e w a g e  from 2 single residential towers for 476 units at Area
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6f so  this decentralized .scheme is considered not an efficient sew age  p lanning  

strategy".

H. E M E R G E N C Y  A R R A N G E M E N T S  F O R  W H E N  T H E  S T W  B R E A K S  D O W N  IN C L U D I N G  

A C C E S S  T O  P U M P I N G  STA T I O N  NO. 1

I. N o  mention wa s  m a d e  in HKR's first and second submissions of what would happen to 

the sewage in the event that the S T W  broke down. Only in its third an d  fourth 

submissions w a s  the subject of emergency arrangements addressed. These include: 

dual feed power supply for the STW; "suitable backup" of the S T W  treatment process 

(but no information as to what is suitable); and connecting the gravity sewage pipe to 

the existing sewage system at Pumping Station N o  1 (to be only used during 

emergencies), which would feed the sewage to the existing system (i.e. to Siu Ho W a n  

STW), and, as backup, the m o v e m e n t  of sewage by 36 sewage tanker vehicles per day to 

the Siu H o  W a n  STW.

2. Connection to the existing sewage system is clearly most likely to be used once and then 

left on permanently, since there is no description of h o w  this action would be m a n a g e d  

(hence making unapproved use of the government Siu H o  W a n  facilities) as the existing 

D B  Services M a n a g e m e n t  Limited (as illustrated by its day to day performance) is both 

m a n a g e m e n t  and engineering severely challenged.

3. G o v e r n m e n t  cannot allow such a connection since it would be an open invitation to 

abuse and illegally use the S H W S T W .

4. Also the only access to Pumping Station No. 1 (and especially relevant during 

emergencies) is currently blocked by the area around the pumping station being illegally 

used for vehicular parking. The Lands Department has recently requested H K R  to stop 

the parking as this area should only be used for the purposes related to the operation of 

the p u m p  house. H K R  should have advised its consultants about this situation w h e n  

issuing its instructions. Therefore it is necessary that this issue of access be addressed 

by H K R  and the Lands Department.

5. M o v e m e n t  of sewage by truck is clearly unacceptable in a m o d e r n  city environment, 

especially as it would require 36 sewage tanker vehicles a day to remove the sewage to 

the Siu H o  W a n  ST W ,  and is inconsistent with government's efforts to modernise sewage 

treatment and disposal in Hon g  Kong. The 36 truck calculation is considered to be m o r e  

representative than the calculation in paragraph 6.3.2.1 of the latest Further 

Information which implies that sewage will only be m o v e d  on the basis of a quarter of a 

day's sewage being m o v e d  in 6 hours. Furthermore, H K R  has been told that it cannot 

feed the sewage to the Siu Ho W a n  STW.

6. In addition, H K R  has not mentioned anything about emergency arrangements in the 

event of the open nullah discharge approach being taken. This would probably involve 

the 36 trucks per day travelling through Parkvale village and Discovery Bay going to the 

Siu H o  W a n  STW, which H K R  does not have approval to use for this sewage.

I. S E W A G E  F R O M  W O R K F O R C E  D U R I N G  C O N S T R U C T I O N

1. All of Parkvale Village will be affected by the proposed m e thod  of sewage generated 

from the workforce during the development of Area 6f. Paragraph 6.2.1.3 of the latest 

Further Information states that portable chemical toilets will be used by the
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construction workforce. This is dismissed as a minor issue, but is expected to persist for 
some two to two and a half years. Those who have experience with construction sites 
wi_ll know that, firstly, never enough portable toilets are provided and that construction 
workers urinate all over the site and, secondly, and more importantly, that, when 
pumping the sewage from the toilets into tanker trucks, a substantial release of 
pollutant fumes and very unpleasant and pervasive odours are released into the local 
atmosphere. These will create both a health hazard and a serious despoliation of the 
quality of life of the residents in the adjacent Parkvale Village.

J. M AN AG EM EN T  OF THE STW

1. There is no explanation as to how the STW  will be managed in respect of both day to 
day operations and emergency situations. In the DSD guidelines (referred to in section 
B above) it is stated in paragraphs 5.1/2 that "In  selecting the type o f treatm ent process, 

the designers should  take due consideration o f the availability o f  com petent operators. 

Only com petent technicians should be assigned  to operate the STP. The operator should  

be fully conversant with the recom m ended operating procedures os stipu lated  in the  

operation a n d  m aintenance m anual”.

2. Would Discovery Bay Services Management Limited, the wholly owned subsidiary of HKR 
which m anages DB, employ additional staff capable of managing a STW  or would it use 
existing staff which have no relevant experience? HKR should be required to state how  
it will ensure that the STW  in Area 6f, and that in Area 10b, would be operated safely 
and efficiently.

K. CAPITAL A N D  OPERATING COSTS

1. HKR makes no reference in its Further Information that all the capital and operating 
costs arising from the proposed STW  in Area 6f together with the gravity sewage pipe to 
the sea at the Plaza will be met by either HKR and/or the undivided shareholders of the 
Area 6f proposed development. HKR should be required to confirm  that all capital and 
operating costs arising from the proposed STW  in Area 6f and the gravity sewage pipe 
or use o f the nullah will be borne by HKR and/or the undivided shareholders of Area 6f 

proposed development.

2. Also the residents of Parkvale Village and other villages in D iscovery Bay should not 

have to suffer the disturbance of laying the gravity sewage pipe or the connection to 

the open nullah.

L  CONSULTATION

1. The above approach to sewage treatment and discharge has not been explained by HKR 
to the w ider community of DB. In view of this deficient and sub-optim um  approach 

(and the same approach is to be adopted for Area 10b with sewage to be directly 

discharged into the sea at Nim Shue Wan), HKR is guilty of abusing the so called public 

consultation process and displaying a complete disregard for modern sewage treatment 

and discharge practices and DSD guidelines as developed so diligently over the last 30 

years by government, namely EPD, W SD  and DSD and their respective policy bureaux.

CONCLUSION

W e (the Parkvale Village Owners Committee representing the Owners of Parkvale Village,

which is adjacent to Area 6f and through which all traffic to Area 6f would pass) continue to

11



PVOC Comments on Application number: Y/I-DB/2

be surprised and disappointed that no Government Department, nor HKR, appears to have 
considered the adverse impact of the proposed development on the owners and residents 
of Parkvale Village, especially the totally unacceptable and sub optimal commitment to 
build a standalone STW with discharge by open nullah directly past apartments and into 
the sea. In view of the serious inadequacies and shortfall of the STW and discharge 
proposal we believe that the DSD and EPD have no alternative but to reject the HKR 
proposal and advise the TPB to not approve the application.

As clearly demonstrated in not only this submission but in all our submissions, HKR's 
application continues to be deficient in many ways. So again, we consider that the Town 
Planning Board is in no other position than to reject HKR7s application to rezone Area 6f.

We again encourage the Town Planning Board to visit the site and meet residents. In doing 
so, many of the issues highlighted in this report would be evident.

S igned  on behalf o f  the PVOC : Date:

29 December 2016

Mr. Kenneth J. Bradley J.P.

Parkvale Village Owners Committee Chairman

12



M Gmail Edwin Rainbow <

For info Fw: APPLICATIO N  Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

Reply-To 

To: Edwin Rainbow

29 D e c e m b e r  2016 at 

08:33

Thomas Gebauer

)pd < tpbpd@pland.qov.hk>

— -— Forwarded M e s s a g e  

From:

To: Tpbpd < tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>

〇 ent: W e d n e s d a y，28 D e c e m b e r  2016, 16:32 

Subject: Fw: A P P L I C A T I O N  Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

Further comments:

Subject: A P P L I C A T I O N  Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

The Town Planning Board: 
Application Y/l-DB/3 Area 10b

I strongly object to the planned development as presented by the HongKong Resort Com pany , 
who with thousands of owners are bound together by a Deed of Mutual Covenant.

2.
Discovery Bay (DB) is a U N IQ U E  development in HongKong . quasi an enclave , isolated from 

^  HongKong proper and only accessible through one tunnel and by ferry.
I  Special rules apply in/for the area, as laid down in a D M C  . Owners in Discovery Bay and to a 

certain extent also residents in DB  must therefore get a recognised voice and special attention 
from the Town Planning Board (TPB) when major changes which will affect the environment and 
the way of life are proposed for this special enclave/environment as  done by the "registered 
owner” the Hongkong Resort Co. Ltd, (H K R ) .
The T P B  must also seriously consider that the small owners in DB  ( roughly 8.000 houses/flats 
are concerned) are not permitted to form an Owners Corporation which could give a clear voice 
to the TPB  as what are the w ishes of the many D B  owners, leaving aside the various large, 
mainly commercial entities and spaces owned by the developer, the H K R  .

3.
Due to this unique situation, any changes must be judged by the T P B  / P LA N D  with a ho listic  
view  in mind ; this proposed development as well as the application Y/l-DB/2 Area 6f cannot be 
judged solely on their own but how it also'will affect the whole environment in Discovery Bay. 
and whether all the DB  service facilities are sufficient to support such  developments. S o  it is 
IMPERATIVE , be side s look ing  at each application separately the TPB m ust a lso  look  at

mailto:tpbpd@pland.qov.hk
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both applications of the HKR together to make a good judgement what they ask DB
owners and residents to "bear".

4
In area 10b - sam e as it is proposed in area 6 f-  to built a sew age  treatment plant quasi "on 
site" in the midst of a residential development and the effluent is planned to be discharged into 
the W A T E R  B A S IN  O F N IM  S H U E  W A N  Bay must be considered as highly " sensitive" in the 
least.
W e are living in the 21st century and Town Planning must be a forward looking endeavour.
To me it is outrageous to even consider in " A s ia 's  World City " to put nowadays a sewage 
treatment plant into a new residential development. (There w as an old sewage-treatment plant 
at this proposed location, however built decades ago when this area w as a large service area , 
bus station, repair shops, waste handling and the like ....quasi commercial activities )
It should be demanded that this application / development as well a s  Y/l-DB/2 area 6f to be 
deferred already on the grounds of the sewage-treatment and disposal. For this matter the 
applicant should wait till the Government Sew age Treatment Facilities of Lantau Island can 
receive all the sewage from DB.
By no means should affluent be directed into the sea in and around Discovery Bay. The HK 
Waters cannot take more of this pollution and this does not concern only TIN !
It w ou ld  be really a great s tep  back  for the environm ent o f D B  and  HK!

5.
The effluent is planned to be discharged through a pipe into the shoreline, the b a yo f Nim Shue 
Wan, which should be considered " quasi typographically confined basin with limited dispersive 
capacity" the planned outfall point will not be far from the housing development, in the vicinity 
there is also recreational activity from the DB  Marina and Club. It is not far from Peng Chau 
which apparently has received or will receive a high technology se w a g e  treatment plant Th\s 
effluent is in addition to the already polluted waters in the South of Hongkong.
It would be quite self-defeating : Peng Chau with a most modern water treatment plant and then
the effluents from
DB.
The reference of the applicant regarding Fish Culture Zones , in M aW an and Cheung S h a  , 
V E R Y  FA R  away from Nim Shue  Wan can only "pull wool over the T P B " . '
There are quasi daily fishermen/-boats seen in around DB, mostly from Peng Chau, an 
examination of the catch in regard to toxics should be highly recommended . Effluent-discharge 
to the close -by shores , to the sea  should not take place !! but also :

6.
To blame pollution of Southern Waters on the Pearl River Delta is not a point to make a s  facts 
of the "a s is situation " must be clearly addressed. There are more pollutants than TIN . In H K  
one must get away from the view " it is only little pollution beside the pollution of HK-waters 
and around, we are facing already many types of pollution; in regard to forward-looking planning 
, it is important to con side r" the straw which breaks the camel's back

A s  for the "sensitive rece ivers" the waters of Nim Shue W an and those close to Peng Chau 
effluent must be considered as "potentially polluting". Not even to mention the matter of storm - 
surge , back-flow and the like.
All of the tables and calculations of the applicant should be taken with a large pinch of salt 
as simply : effluent to the sea  = generally considered is "water -pollution ".

8 .
From PLA N D  A N D  M Y  C O M M E N T S  IN R E G A R D  TO  T H IS  APPL ICA T IO N :
A im s of Environmental Planning
2.1.1
To achieve a better environment through planning....



NO BETTER ENVIRONMENT, DEFINITELY ON ALL CO UNTS THE EN V IRO N M EN T  WILL BE 
W ORSE.
(a )
"to avoid creating new environmental problems....
TH ERE  ARE ADDITIONAL PRO BLEM S ( AIR, NOISE, L E SS  TREES, R E D U C E D  W ASTE 
HANDLING CAPACITY. ALL WRITTEN ALR EA D Y  IN P R E V IO U S  C O M M EN TS)
(b)
"to seize opportunities for environmental improvement....
NO OPPORTUNITY FO R IM PRO VEM ENT SE IZED  IN THIS D E V E LO P M E N T

Proper land use planning,
(b) proposed land uses in the same development area are compatible with each 
o t h e r T H E R E  IS NO N EC ESS IT Y  FOR TH IS D EVELO PM EN T  A S  PLANNED . IT H AS NO 
CONNECTION WITH HOUSING  SH ORTAGE IN HONG KONG , AND A S  FO R  "O PT IM ISING  
LAND USE " THE APPLICANT , IN C ASE  HAS LARGE T R A C T S  OF LAND AVA ILABLE IN DB 
WITHOUT CREATING ADDIT IONAL ENVIRONM ENTAL PRO BLEM S .
IN CASE, THE PLANNED DEVELO PM ENT  Y/l-D巳/3 A R EA  10b M U ST  BE SC A L E D  BACK  IN 
S IZE  TO BE SOMEW HAT COMPATIBLE WITH THE C U R R EN T  EN V IRO N M EN T  IN DB .
THE DEVELOPM ENT IT IS ALSO  NOT uCOMPATIBLE" AS W ITH THE O BV IO U S  
POLLUTING ACTIVIT IES IN THE PODIUM , RIGHT UNDER TH E R ES ID EN T IA L  
DEVELOPMENT, AND A LSO  THE CO NNECTED  VEH ICLE TRAFFIC, PLU S  TH E SEW A G E  

Q ；REATM ENT PLANT AN D  THE PETRO LF ILL IN G  STATION .

adequate and suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to ensure proper handling and 
disposal of all wastes and waste water arising from proposed developments.
THIS IS NOT THE C A SE  WITH BOTH THE PLANNED DB D E V E LO P M E N T S  (THIS O N E  
AND ALSO  Y/i-DB/2 A R E A  6F .) .
THE PLANNED NEW  W A STE  HANDLING FOR THE W HOLE OF DB , T R A N SF E R  AN D  
D ISPO SA L  FACILITIES A R E  CO M PLETELY  INADEQUATE A N D  ILL-PLACED  U N D E R  A  
PODIUM  STRUCTURE . A S  M ENTIONED ABO VE AND THIS W A S A L R E A D Y  W R ITTEN  IN 
PREV IO U S CO M M ENTS.
IT IS  DEFINITELY NOT IN THE CATEGO RY OF " SUITABLY SITED ENVIRONMENTAL 
FACILITIES" ■
2.2.2
⑹
the capacity of the environment to receive additional developments, for example, the capacity of 
an airshed or water basin to receive and assimilate residuals or the capacity of the environment 
infrastructure such as sewerage and waste reception facilities to accommodate further 
residuals;
A S  W RITTEN ABO VE , DB HAS LIMITED CAPACITY TO A C C EP T  

r  ALREADY  THE LIMITS REG ARD IN G  25.000 R ES ID EN T S  IND ICATE THAT.
THE TPB MUST NOT FO RG ET  THAT SE R V IC E  FACILITIES A R E  A L SO  S T R E S S E D  
B EC A U SE  OF THE OFTEN  LARGE INFLUX OF V IS ITO RS  A N D  T O U R IST S  CREAT IN G  
ENVIRONMENTAL DEGRADATION TO TH IS CO NFINED  AREA , TH E N U M B E R S  A R E  IN 
ADDITION TO THE R E S ID E N T S  IN THIS PLACE.

Air Quality Considerations

2.3.2
Air quality is affected by such factors as the emission rate of air pollutants, the separation 
distance between emission sources and receptors, topography, height and width of buildings as 
well as meteorology......
A S FO R  AN ON-SITE SEW AG E  TREATM ENT O D O U R S OF D IFFER E N T  K IND  M U ST  BE 
CO N S ID ERED  ALSO  W HEN SLU D G E  W ILL BE R E M O V E D . .
wherever practicable, major air pollution emitters are sited to the west or southwest of urban 
areas and new towns to take advantage of the prevailing north-easterly winds;
DB IS  LOCATED IN A  SE M IC IR C LE  OF M OUNTAINS IN TH E " B A C K " !  B E C A U S E  O F TH IS 
IMPEDIMENT TO AIR-CIRCULATION W E ALR EA D Y  FACE E X T R A  A IR -PO LLU TIO N  (



M AR IN E/FERRY -D IESELS, AIRCRAFT, D ISN EY  DAILY F IR E W O R K S  , LO CAL V EH ICLE  
TRAFFIC  )

Water Quality Considerations
2.3.4
It should be noted that there is a general shift of estuarine to oceanic conditions in a west to 
east direction in the coastal waters of Hong Kong. Any major developments which are likely to 
cause significant disruption to water circulation should be either avoided as far as possible or 
subjected to water quality modelling tests prior to the finalisation of site selection.
P LE A SE  TO K E E P  IN M IND .
2.3.5
Any development which causes either conflict with the constraints or damage of the resources 
and amenity areas should be avoided, unless the conflict can be resolved or the imposition of 
appropriate development controls is practicable. The water-based developments should be 
located such that bulk water exchange is maximised.
C O N TRARY  TO WHAT THE APPL IC AN T  C LA IM S  : NIM SH U E  W A T ER S  A R E  CALM  ,
LITTLE T ID AL-STREA M  - A C T IV m E S  CAN 巳E S E E N  AN D  T H ER E  IS  DEFIN ITELY LIM ITED 
D IS P E R S IV E  CAPACITY.
POLLUTION FR O M  TH E R E S ID E N T S  IN NIM SHUE WAN VILLAGE M U ST  A L SO  BE KEPT  
IN M IND A N D  A D D E D  TO TH E  SITUATION.

Waste Management Considerations
2.3.6
In the preparation of land use plans, effort should be made to reserve sufficient sites in suitable 
locations for municipal waste reception and transfer facilities.... A s some uses have potential to 
cause nuisances and to give rise to special requirements for waste disposal and effluent 
discharge, due consideration should be given to their location and design to minimise the 
potential impacts.
THE P R O P O S E D  N E W  S P A C E  U N DER  A  PODIUM  ST R U C T U R E  FO R  W A ST E  H ANDLING  , 
THE A P P L IC A N T 'S  REFUSE RECEIVING STATION PLANNED  FO R  TH E  W H O LE  OF DB, IS 
TOTALLY IN ADEQ U ATE  FO R  TH E P R E SE N T  AND  M O R E SO  M U ST  巳E F O R  TH E FUTURE . 
IT W AS W RITTEN  A L R E A D Y  A B O U T  IT.
A LSO  TH E PLA N N ED  L IM ITED  SPA C E  FO R W A STE  HANDLING  FAC IL IT IES  CAN N O T  BE  
CO M PATIBLE W ITH 丁 HE PH ILO SO PH Y  〇 F 21 ST  C EN TU RY  W A ST E  -H A N D L IN G ，- 
SEPARAT ING  SO R T IN G  FO R  REC YCL IN G  AND  RE-USE .

9
IN C O N C LU S IO N  I ST R O N G LY  O BJECT  TO TH IS  APPLICAT IO N  .
TH O M AS G E B A U E R
owner/resident

Thomas Gebauer
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/ a m  a H illg rove  Village o w n e r .... I am  deep ly  co n c e rn e d  b y  the  n u m e r o u s  b o d  aspects o f  the  this A p p lica tio n  w h ich  have  

b een  co v e re d  by  earlier consultations.

This 4 th  r o u n d  consu ltation  confirm s the re introd uction  o f  lo ca l s e w a g e  trea tm ent w ithin D is c o v e ry  B a y  a n d  I  particularly  

object to  this retrograde step  a n d  an inevitable e n v iro n m e n ta l deterioration  fo r  D B  resid ents a n d  the  m a rine  life.

I attach  [ B.PVOC for both and pick either 6f or 10b as appropriate ] the  fo llo w in g  excellent su b m is s io n s  co n c e rn in g  the  

above, f r o m  n e ig h b o u r in g  villages, which, as a H illgrove O w ner, I fu lly  end orse , s in ce  they ex p ress  m y  co n c e rn s  be tter than I 

co u ld  m yself. I

I O BJEC T  TO T HE A B O V E  A P P L IC A T IO N
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PVOC Comments on Application number: Y/l-DB/2

Parkvale Village Owners7 Committee
Comments on the Second Further Information Submitted in Support of 
Section 12A Application Number Y/卜DB/2 to amend Discovery Bay Outline 
Zoning Plan for rezoning the permissible use from staff quarters to flats at 
Area 6f, Discovery Bay.

INTRODUCTION

In April, July and December 2016 we, the Parkvale Village Owner's Committee (PVOC), a 
body of owners In Parkvale Village in Discovery Bay (DB) elected to represent the interests 
of the owners of the 606 flats in the village, submitted our comments on Hong Kong Resort 
Company Limited's (HKR) Section 12A Application "To Am end Discovery Bay Outline Zoning 
Plan fo r  rezoning the perm issible use from staff quarters to flats at Area 6f, Discovery Bay". 

Our comments were assigned numbers 1512 (April), 2787 (July) and 5297 (December) by 
the Town Planning Board (TPB).

This document includes our comments on the Further Information (made available by the 
TPB on 9 December 2016) submitted by HKR on 28 November 2016.

FURTHER INFORMATION

The Further Information submitted by HKR comprises:

1. Masterplan Limited's covering letter.
2. Revised Environmental Study (Executive Summary, Chapters 6, 7 and 8).
3. Revised Technical Note on Water Quality.

No substantive change has been made to the Further Information submitted in June and 
October.

In its covering letter, Masterplan Limited, on behalf of HKR, states that "In  summary, the 

Further Information relates to the following issues:

1. The receiving water quality of the effluent discharge of the proposed on-site Sew age  
Treatment W orks (STW ) to ensure increase in Total Inorganic Nitrogen (TIN) is 

minimised.
2. The contingency m easure for the proposed on-site STW, by providing an emergency 

overflow pipe from  the proposed STW  at Area 6 fto  existing sew age pum ping station no. 

1 (SPS1) located at the junction of Discovery Bay Road and Discovery Valley Road).

3. The modelling scenarios o f  effluent dispersion.

The additional 440  m3 per day sewage generated by the proposed residential development 

is now proposed to be catered by on-site sewage treatment facilities.,r

The reality, however, which the TPB and relevant departments, such as the EPD and DSD^ 
will see when they review this latest submission, is that this Further Information provides 
no new and substantial Further Information. As Masterplan Limited states, "This 
information clarifies and supplements the application, and does not constitute a material 

change identified in the TPB Guideline No. 32".
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Furtherm ore, as w e have  pointed out, HKR has no alternative but to build a s tand a lone  ST W  

in Area 6f as the Siu Ho W a n  sew age  treatm ent facilities are not available. So  a ST W  cannot 

be sim ply a proposal, it has to be a com m itm ent, one  w hich  w ou ld  be sub  optim al, defective 

in m any w ays and not acceptable to both go ve rnm en t and the D B  com m unity.

It is clear that HKR, th rough  the penultim ate paragraph o f M a ste rp lan  L im ited 's  covering 

letter, is m aking yet ano the r attem pt in its repeated appeal to gove rnm en t not to forget DB 

when, at som e tim e in the future, gove rnm ent review s sew age  and  w ater in frastructure  for 

Lantau.

It is imperative that the TPB and all government bureaux and departments are not misled 
by the HKR statement in Masterplan Limited^ letter that "In  add ition  the proposal for 
Area 6f is moderate in scale, the dem and on the overall Governm ent Infrastructure would  
be insignificantJ,. This is irrelevant as government facilities are not available, and will not 
be available in the potential timeline of both the Area 6f and Area 10b projects. Public 
comments have to be submitted in accordance with TPB Guideline No. 30B ^Guidelines -  
for submission of comments on various applications under the Tovyn Planning Ordinance”. 
The PVOC considers that this fourth submission from the PVOC has agajn properly 
complied with TPB Guideline No. 30B, whereas the Submission of Further Information 
from HKR does not.

PRINCIPAL CONCERNS WITH THE APPLICATION
In our prev ious subm ission , w hich w as assigned num ber 52 9 7  (Decem ber) b y  the TPB, we 

noted the fo llow ing principal concerns w hich  w e have w ith H K R 's  p ropo sed  d eve lop m ent of 

tw o  18 sto rey  buildings, including 476 flats, o f 21,600  m 2 G FA  on  a p latform  created  to 

accom m odate  a 1 7 0 m 2 G FA  three storey Building:

A. Inadequate  and  unreliab le inform ation has been p rovided  by HKR. E.g. HKR has 

subm itted  stud ie s and  papers and not im pact a ssessm ents, the reby  a vo id in g  hav ing  to 

study  the im pact on  the com m unity and people m ost affected by its p roposa l.

B. Public Consu ltation  is inadequate and non -tran sparen t.

C. Consu ltation  w ith  all relevant gove rnm ent departm ents and bu re au x  has been 

inadequate  and  incom plete.

D. A  R isk A sse ssm e n t  has not been undertaken.

E. HKR’s re spon se s to gove rnm ent departm ent com m ents have  been inadequate  and 

evasive. It cannot be acceptable in a public consu ltation  exercise  for the applicant a lone  

to decide w hat is com m ercially sensitive (re ow nersh ip  o f Pa ssagew ay  and allocation of 

undivided shares) and to keep that in form ation  from  be ing publicly com m ented  upon. 

All in form ation provided by the applicant m ust be placed in the public dom a in  so  the 

public can com m ent on it. The table setting out these  re sp on se s  cannot be  considered 

to be com prehensive .

F. Desp ite  Annex C of the O ctober Further In form ation  stating in paragraph 2.1.1.4 that a 

key elem ent of the deve lopm ent is the "access road", there is no in form ation  provided 

as to its construction  th rough  Parkvale village. There  are m any issues arising from  

unsuitable  access to the site such as: the part o f Parkvale Drive w hich is designed  as a 

pedestrian pavem ent under BD regulations and the effect o f additional construction and 

operational traffic on  it; w idth constraints of Parkvale Drive w hich limit the  ability of 

larger vehicles, including buses and construction vehicles, to pass one  another; potential
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lack of emergency access to Parkvale Drive in the event of an accident; safety, as the 

proposed access to the site is a pedestrian area used by residents and the public; and 

HKR's lack of consideration of alternative access to the site. As pointed out above, H K R  

continues to not submit, in its Further Information, a Traffic Impact Assessment on 

Pedestrians which is listed under the Reports to be submitted.

G. A  sewage treatment works (STW) is to be included in Area 6f with discharge directly into 

the sea next to the ferry pier using either a gravity pipe or the o p e n  nullah which is 

adjacent to Hillgrove Village. However, it is clear from HKR's c o m m e n t s  that the latter is 

the intended approach. Also, H K T  tries to minimise the pollution impact of discharge of 

sewage into the sea whereas it will increase the TIN and TPs, thereby increasing the 

probability of, e.g.; red tide in Discovery Bay waters. Not surprisingly HKR's consultants 

say that the s e wage  proposal "is considered not on efficient sewage planning strotegy,\
H. H K R  is misleading the TPB by saying there are t w o  options re water supply but, as 

previously pointed out (since government has confirmed that its facilities at the Siu H o  

W a n  Water Treatment W o r k s  ( S H W W T W )  and the S H W  Fresh W a t e r  P u m p i n g  Station 

are not available for the foreseeable future), there is only one, which is a potable water 

supply to be provided by re-opening, after 16 years, the D B  water treatment plant and 

using water from the D B  reservoir.

I. N o  information is provided regarding the provision of other utilities to Area 6f a n d  h o w  

it will affect Parkvale Village, despite the October Further Information A n n e x  C 

paragraph 2.1.1.4 stating that a key element of the development is the provision of 

utilities. Furthermore, there is no reference to the D B  LPG gas system which has 

recently suffered an explosion which is the subject of investigations by E M S D  a n d  FSD.

J. Slope safety of the area, w h e r e  the tw o  proposed 18 story buildings will b e  built,' is 

ignored, despite A n n e x  C paragraph 2.1.1.4 stating that a key element of the 

development is site formation. H K R  continues to ignore CEDD's request for H K R  to 

assess the geotechnical feasibility of the proposed development an d  to submit a 

Geotechnical Planning Review Report (GPRR).

K. Ownership issues - HKR's right to use Parkvale Drive as access to Area 6f is still disputed.

L. Planning controls of Discovery Bay are ignored in respect of the Master Plan (MP) and 

Outline Zone Plan (OZP) relationship, the 25,000 population ceiling and the allocation of 

undivided shares and m a n a g e m e n t  units under the Deed of Mutual Covenant (DMC). 

Furthermore, H K R  has a conflict of interest regarding population data, in that current 

figures are provided by its wholly o w n e d  subsidiary, D B  Services M a n a g e m e n t  Limited.

M. Diagrams and photomontages are often misleading, inaccurate and of poor quality.

W e  provided further details of these concerns in our previous submission. Readers of this

submission should also read our previous submissions if they have not already don e  so.

In this submission w e  address concerns arising from H K ^ s  latest submission a n d  from 

HKR's intention to build a standalone s e w a g e  treatment works in Area 6f.

SEWAGE TREATMENT

All the concerns and c o m m e n t s  submitted to the TPB in respect of s e wage  treatment

processing and discharge continue to be ignored.
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A. Sewage Master Plans.
B. Standalone Sewage Treatment Works.

C. Application for Discharge Licence.
D. Discharge of Sewage by Open Nullah.
E. Effluent to be Discharged into the Sea.

F. Theoretical Modelling Scenarios of Sewage Processing and Effluent Discharge.

G. Inefficient Sewage Planning Strategy Confirmed by HKR’s Consultants and no 

Environmental Impact Assessment.
H. Emergency Arrangements for when the STW  Breaks Down Including Access to Pumping 

Station No 1.

I. Sewage from the W orkforce during Construction.
J. Managem ent of the STW .

K. Capital and Operating Costs.
L. Consultation.

A. SEW AG E M ASTER  PLANS

1. In 1989, a sewage disposal strategy was formulated by the Government. Since then EPD 
has produced 16 Sewage M aster Plans (SMPs) and DSD has had the role of works agent 
to implement the recommended projects to cater for the needs o f the SM Ps.  The 16 
SM P s  have been re-grouped into 8 areas for conducting the SM P  Review Studies. 8 S M P  
Reviews have been completed and these include the "Review of Outlying Islands SM P ",  

which includes DB.

2. All the HKR subm issions consistently make no mention of the O utly ing Islands SM P , 
which w ould appear to be because their sewage strategy for DB, as illustrated by the 
proposals for both Areas 6f and 10b, is inconsistent w ith that plan. Therefore EPD and 

DSD  have no alternative but to reject the HKR proposal and  advise  the TPB 

accordingly.

B. STANDALONE SEW AGE TREATM ENT W ORKS

1. Since government facilities are not available in the foreseeable future, HKR has no 

alternative but to build a separate sewage treatment works (STW) in Area 6f, if the 

proposed change in use is approved and if the proposed development is in fact built. 
This means that people living in Parkvale Village would have a STW  adjacent to them. 
HKR is not providing details of the design, its exact location and how  it will be managed 
and maintained. As HKR will want to minimize costs, we are concerned how  adequate 

such a facility will be and the risk of its breaking down. If the TPB approves the change 

of use of Area 6f, the residents of Parkvale Village, who at no stage have been consulted 
by HKR, will be forced by HKR to live next door to a STW with all its negative aspects, 
including strong foul odours. And of course the future 1190 residents of Area 6f will also 
suffer from the same negative aspects of a STW  integrated into their development.

2. It is indicative of the inadequacies of this submission, and all the previous HKR 
submissions, that there is no reference w hatsoever to the DSD  ^Guidelines for the 

Design of Small Sewage Treatment Plants^ for private developments up to 2,000 
population equivalent. Iri preparing these guidelines DSD placed special, emphasis on

We have, again, set out and expanded our concerns and com m ents in the following

sections:
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the problems usually found with small plants and included appropriate design safety 
considerations. These guidelines cover: general design considerations; design 

parameters; practical design and installation; operation and maintenance; and 

environmental considerations. Follow ing these guidelines w ou ld  have enab led HKR to 

provide a design subm ission in this latest Further In form ation  which could, according 

to paragraph 2.9 of the guidelines, have included for example: key plan show ing location 

of development and effluent discharge location; plan and section show ing the location 

of STW  within the development in relation to residential units and surrounding facilities; 

process and instrumentation diagrams; hydraulic profile together w ith supporting 

calculations; detailed process -design calculations; detailed draw ings w ith plan and 

elevation show ing plant room layout including pipe work and equipment; route of 

access to the plant room  and access within the STW; ventilation and lighting details; 

equipment schedule show ing num ber of duty and standby units, make, m odel number, 

capacity etc. (the schedule should be show n on the drawing); equipm ent catalogues and 

operation/maintenance manual.

3. Although the DSD has built and operates a num ber o f small sew age treatm ent facilities 

on Lantau Island and Outlying Islands, HKR has not stated the type o r  explained the 

design of ST W  it proposes to build in Area 6f, nor has it dem onstrated that any of the 

three sewage treatment processes commonly adopted by the DSD  on Lantau Island is 

suitable for a site located on a steep slope and far from  the sea, with a discharge point 
so close to a residential area.

4. Due to its proxim ity to our village, we consider that it is inappropriate  to  locate a ST W  

in Area 6f, due to the potential smell and health hazard, especially a s  the  effluent 

seem s h igh ly  likely to be discharged into an open nullah and flow  unde r the ba lconies 

of a residential building and, subsequently, into the sea adjacent to an occupied area. In 

view of the serious inadequacies and shortfall of the STW  proposal we believe that the 

DSD and EPD  have no alternative but to reject the HKR proposal and advise  the TPB to 
not approve the application.

C. APPLICAT ION  FOR D ISCHARG E LICENCE

1. Paragraph 6.3.1.6 of the Revised Environm ental Study  glibly states that "M o re o ve r,  the  

operation o f  the S T W  sha ll a lso  apply  fo r  a  d ischa rge  licence f ro m  the re le van t  authority  

before the operation  o f  the S T W "  This is a too vague a statement. Are the consultants 

referring to  the subm ission  o f Application Form A  (EPD 117); w ho will be responsible 

for subm itting the application; who will pay the licence fee; and what are the 
consequences if the application is rejected?

2. This aspect of the STW  requires com prehensively explain ing to the TPB and, of course, 

the public since this Further Inform ation is supposed  to be subject to public 
consultation.

D. D ISCHARGE OF SEW AG E BY O PEN  NULLAH

1. HKR is still saying, as it did in its previous subm issions, that discharging the treated 

sewage directly into an open nullah is still an option to be considered at the design 

stage. This open nullah is parallel to D iscovery Valley Road and proceeds directly in front 

of Hillgrove Village. Therefore, every day 440 m 3 per day of sewage will be flow ing
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alon民side approximately 200 metres of footpath/road a nd  directly u nder  the balconies

of around 200 apartments in this village. This is illustrated in the following photographs.

V iew  o f  the open  nu llah  lo ok in g  upstream  V ie w  o f  the  o p e n  nu llah  lo o k in g  d o w n st re a m  

past H illgrove  V illage____________________________ to w a rd s  H illgrove  V illage_______________________

2. T h e  nullah serves the dual purpose of a storm w a t e r  channel a n d  as an overflow relief 

for the reservoir at the top of Discovery Valley Road. Normally it is virtually empty, but 

during periods of rainstorm and/or reservoir discharge this nullah is full to the top. T h e  

addition of the s e w a g e  effluent to the storm w a t e r  flow m a y  cause the nullah to 

overflow or the effluent to back-up into the S T W ,  both with serious health implications. 

This option w o u l d  appear to be cheaper than building a gravity s e w a g e  pipe a n d  it is 

considered that H K R  will adopt this option whilst giving the impression to the TPB, EPD, 

etc. that it will build a gravity pipe, which w o u l d  presum a b l y  put the s e w a g e  flow 

underground.

E. E F F L U E N T  T O  BE D I S C H A R G E D  I N T O  T H E  S E A

1. H K R  is proposing to discharge treated s e w a g e  f r o m  Area 6f into the m a r i n e  waters 

adjacent to the ferry pier without the n e e d  of a m a rine  outfall. T h e  outlet is adjacent to 

a pedestrian walkway, residential buildings a nd  a shopping centre, w hich  H K R  is a b o u t  to 

build, a n d  is located only 2 8 0  metres fro m  a public bathing beach. This is an artificially 

m a d e  bea ch fronting the very shallow a n d  silted Tai Pak W a n .  T h e  proposal for the 

discharge of effluent into a shallow seabed, adjacent to a pedestrian walkway, 

residential buildings a n d  a shopping centre a nd  2 8 0 m  f r o m  a bathing beach, b oardwalk  

restaurants an d  ferry pier is environmentally unacceptable a n d  will e n c o u r a g e  toxic red 

tides as well as concentrations of E. coli.

2. W e  are extremely concerned about the effluent being discharged into the sea in DB. 

Although the effluent will have be e n  treated, it will have a high concentration of 

nutrients which has b e e n  scientifically proven to encourage g r o w t h  of harmful algae 

("red tides"), particularly in shallow coastal areas (see page 1 7 0  of "Harmful Algae",
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volume 9, issue 10, 2010 of 'Elsevier') and, as the prevailing winds come from the east, 
blowing onto DB, such harmful algae would not dissipate easily.

3. The water quality assessment notes that for the whole of Hong Kong waters adjacent to 
the Pearl River Delta and including the waters around DB that the Total Inorganic 
Nitrogen (TIN) already exceeds the WQO. W e  would not dispute this, but this does not 
justify HKR，s intention to increase the suspended solids and E-Coli content of the 

sewage plume in the very publicly exposed waters and beaches of Tai Pak Wan.

4. In previous submissions, HKR tried to downplay the occurrence of red tides despite the 
discharge of more TINs and TPs which will increase the probability of more red tides. 
The latest Further Information has omitted references in the previous version to TP 
(referred to as Total Particulates in the Executive Summary of the Environmental Study 
and as Total Phosphorous in the Technical Note) and to red tides.

5. The Further Information submitted by HKR in October included the following:

a. Executive Summary -  "The discharge concentration has therefore been reduced os 
much as practicable to ensure that the increase in TIN and Total Particulates (TP) ore 
minimized. With the discharge standard, the Nitrogen (N) to Phosphorus (P) ratio is 
maintained greater than 18.1. Hence the occurrence of red tides will be unlikely."

b. 6.3.1.5 -  "The computed N: P ratio concluded that the possibility of having red tide 
is still low/1

c. 6.4.1.1; 7.3.1.4; 8.1.2.1 -  "The discharge concentration has therefore been reduced 
as much as practicable to ensure that the increase in TIN and TP are minimized. With 
the discharge standard, the N to P ratio is maintained greater than 18.1. Hence the 
occurrence of red tides will be unlikely."

6. The text in bold does not appear in the latest version of the Environmental Study 
submitted by HKR on 28 November 2016. W hy would HKR delete this text if the 
"occurrence of red tides will be unlikely"? Thus the previous version tried to dow nplay 
the likely occurrence o f red tides, whilst the omission of the references to red tides in 
the latest version implies that what was stated in the previous version w as incorrect, 
and that we, and government, should be concerned about the discharge of the sewage 
into the sea increasing the likelihood of red tides occurring.

7. The conclusions in the Technical Note that "the water quality in the vicinity of marine- 
based WSRs would be in compliance with WQOs in SS, E. coli and UIA" are based on 
modelled measurements at W SR 07 (Tai Pak Peninsula CPA), 270 metres from the 
sewage discharge point. This ignores the fact that the area of the sea into which the 
sewage would be discharged should also be considered to be a WSR. This area is 
adjacent to a pedestrian walkway, residential buildings and a shopping centre which HKR 
is about to build, as the following picture demonstrates:
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Picture of the redevelopm ent of the DB bus station published by HKR w ith the location 

of the sewage discharge outlet added

W o u ld  HKR’s conc lu s ion s have been the sam e if it had m ode lled  m e a su re m e n ts  at the 

sew age  d ischarge outlet instead of 270  m etres from  it?

F. TH EO RET ICAL  M O D E L L IN G  SC E N A R IO S  OF S E W A G E  P R O C E S S IN G  A N D  EFFLU EN T  

D ISC H A R G E

1. The consu ltants have not undertaken a sensitivity ana lysis  regard ing  the ir  va riou s 

calculations, no r a risk assessm ent as to env ironm enta l aspects, daily o p e ra t ion s  and 

em ergency a rrangem ents of a STW . In addition, there  is no  m ention  o f the  a ssu m p tion s  

and lim itations as to their approach to m odelling. In a pub lic con su lta tion  exerc ise  there  

shou ld  be a la ym an 's  gu ide  to the scientific and m athem atica l acceptab ility  o f their 

approach (and its quality), since, w ithout this, the vast m ajority o f the pub lic are unlike ly 

to understand  and  to  be able to com m ent on the approach .

2. The m odelling scenario  is described in section 4.3 of the  Revised Technica l N ote  on 

W ate r Quality subm itted  in the latest Further In form ation . The effluent d ispersion  

scenarios are stim ulated by a near-field model, C O R M IX .  The  key inp u ts to  C O R M IX  

include outfall configuration, am bient current speed, vertical density  profile and  effluent 

flow  rate. A s th is latest Further Inform ation m erely repeats the  sam e  scenarios, w ith the 

sam e key inputs and assum ptions, as in the O ctober Further Inform ation, the  results are 

naturally the sam e! (Append ix D C O R M IX  m odel is sam e as in October). How ever, HKR 

has deleted references to the likelihood of red tide w hich  w a s  m entioned  in the O ctober 

Further Inform ation, w ith no explanation as to  why. Th is is unpro fe ssiona l and 

m isleading. Furtherm ore, there is no m ention  by the  consu ltants as to  w h y  this type of 

m odel w as used and its reliability.

3. Paragraph 4,3.1.2 o f the Technical Note on W ate r Q uality states "T h e  exit o f  the  g ra v ity  

s e w a g e  p ip e  in to  s e a  is n e a r  su rfa ce ." However, in each o f the C O R M IX  scenarios, under

8
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''Buoyancy assessm ent ', it is stated that "The  effluent density is less than the 

surrounding am bient water density at the discharge level. Therefore, the effluent is 

POSIT IVELY B U O Y A N T  a n d  will tend  to rise tow ards the su rfa ce / ' This m eans that the 
sewage effluent wHI be very visible near and on the sea surface, as illustrated in the 

above photograph. It is essential that EPD investigates this finding and concludes that it 

is not acceptable.

4. The results of the modelling scenario are set out in Appendix D "C O R M IX  m ode l o u tp u t ' 

to the Revised Technical Note on Water Quality and, as mentioned in paragraph F2 
above, are exactly the same as in the October Further Information. To the layman, the 
results are probably difficult to understand. However, what is not difficult to understand 
is the standard statement at the end of each of the C O R M IX  reports, which is the 
“R EM IN D E R :  The user m ust take note  that H Y D R O D Y N A M IC  M O D E L L IN G  b y  a n y  k n o w n  

technique is N O T A N  EXAC T  SC IEN CE".

5. The full name of the model is "C O R M IX  M IX IN G  ZO N E  EX P ER T  S Y S T E M  Version  5 .0G T  

H Y D R O l:  Version-5.0.1.0 December, 2 0 0 7 ".  It is difficult to understand w hy a 9 year old 
version of this model was used and this aspect should be investigated by EPD. W ith 
modelling science, it is normal for there to be at least som e updates, over a period of 9 
years, as a result of its usage, empirical testing and improvements of software. In this 
context it is noted that CORMIX versions 9 and 10 were released in Septem ber 2014 and 
July 2016 respectively. EPD must investigate w hy the Consultants have not used up to 
date modelling software which should be a standard requirement for any study.

G. INEFFICIENT SEW AGE PLANNING STRATEGY CONFIRM ED BY H K ^ S  CO N SU LTAN TS A N D  
NO EN V IRONM ENTAL IM PACT ASSESSM ENT

1. In its Application and Further Information of June and October, HKR 's consultants have 
said:

a. In paragraph 6.2.iii of its original application, that "a lternative  on -site  se w a g e  

treatment p lant could be provided, either at A rea  6 f  or A rea  10b. Th is is n o t  

preferred, having  num erous S T W  in the area is considered  to be  ineffective in 

achieving econom ies fo r  scale fo r  the infrastructure an d  land a rea ".  Furthermore, 
paragraph 5.6.2.2 of HKR's Study on Drainage, Sewerage and W ater Supply Systems 
for Area 6f notes that "T h is  S T W  will treat sew ag e  o n ly  from  2  s in g le  re s id en tia l 

tow ers fo r  4 7 6  units at A rea  6 f  so  it is considered n o t  an  efficient s e w a g e  p la n n in g  

strategy,\  Paragraph 5.6.4.1 also notes that a local STW  may cause "a n  o ffensive  

sm ell and  is health hazard".

b. 'T h is  additional effluent w ould have  im pacts on both w ater quality a n d  m arine  

ecology. All these w ould require a  quantitative water quality m odel to be estab lished  

for assessm ent as part o f the subsequen t E IA ". (June Revised Environmental Study,
6.3.1.3). Furthermore, in the October Further Information there is no reference to a 
subsequent Environmental impact Assessm ent (EIA), which likely m eans that the 
subject of an EIA has been dropped. Logically there should be a full scale EIA as part 
of this Section 12A application.

c. Building a STW  in Area 6f is still sub-optimum in its October submission. Since the 

consultant has again in the October Further Information Annex G "R e v ise d  Stud y  on  

Drainage, Sew age  and  W ater Supp ly ", paragraph 5.6.1.4, stated that nA s  this n e w  

D B S T W  will on ly  treat se w a g e  f ro m  2  sin g le  residentia l tow ers f o r  4 7 6  un its  at A re a
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6f so this decentralized scheme is considered not an efficient sewage planning 
stra teg y .

H. E M E R G E N C Y  A R R A N G E M E N T S  F O R  W H E N  T H E  S T W  B R E A K S  D O W N  I N C L U D I N G  

A C C E S S  T O  P U M P I N G  S T A T I O N  NO. 1

I. N o  mention w a s  m a d e  in HKR's first and second submissions of w h a t  would happen to 

the sewage in the event that the S T W  broke down. Only in its third a n d  fourth 

submissions w a s  the subject of em e r g e n c y  arrangements addressed. These include: 

dual feed p o wer  supply for the STW ;  "suitable backup" of the S T W  treatment process 

(but no information as to w h a t  is suitable); and connecting the gravity s e w a g e  pipe to 

the existing sewage system at P u mping  Station N o  1 (to be only used during 

emergencies), which would feed the sewage to the existing system (i.e. to Siu Ho W a n  

STW), and, as backup, the m o v e m e n t  of s e wage  by 36 sewage tanker vehicles per day to 

the Siu H o  W a n  STW.

2. Connection to the existing sewage system is clearly most likely to be used once and then 

left on permanently, since there is no description of h o w  this action would be m a n a g e d  

(hence making unapproved use of the government Siu H o  W a n  facilities) as the existing 

D B  Services M a n a g e m e n t  Limited (as illustrated by its day to day performance) is both 

m a n a g e m e n t  and engineering severely challenged.

3. G o v e r n m e n t  cannot allow such a connection since it would be an o p e n  invitation to 

abuse and illegally use the S H W S T W .

4. Also the only access to Pumping Station No. 1 (and especially relevant during 

emergencies) is currently blocked by the area around the pumping station being illegally

• used for vehicular parking. The Lands Department has recently requested H K R  to stop 

the parking as this area should only be used for the purposes related to the operation of 

the p u m p  house. H K R  should have advised its consultants about this situation w h e n  

issuing its instructions. Therefore it is necessary that this issue of access be addressed 

by H K R  and the Lands Department.

5. M o v e m e n t  of sewage by truck is clearly unacceptable in a m o d e r n  city environment, 

especially as it would require 36 sewage tanker vehicles a day to r e m o v e  the sewage to 

the Siu H o  W a n  STW, and is inconsistent with government's efforts to modernise sewage 

treatment and disposal in H o n g  Kong. The 36 truck calculation is considered to be m o r e

• representative than the calculation in paragraph 6.3.2.1 of the latest Further 

Information which implies that sewage will only be m o v e d  on the basis of a quarter of a 

day's sewage being m o v e d  in 6 hours. Furthermore, H K R  has been told that it cannot 

feed the sewage to the Siir H o  W a n  STW.

6. In addition, H K R  has not mentioned anything about emergency arrangements in the 

event of the open nullah discharge approach being taken. This w o uld  probably involve 

the 36 trucks per day travelling through Parkvale village and Discovery Bay going to the 

Siu H o  W a n  STW, which H K R  does not have approval to use for this sewage.

I. S E W A G E  F R O M  W O R K F O R C E  D U R I N G  C O N S T R U C T I O N

1. All of Parkvale Village will be affected by the proposed method of sewage generated 

from the workforce during the development of Area 6f. Paragraph 6.2.13 of the latest 

Further Information states that . portable chemical toilets will be used by • the

3

10



PVOC Comments on Application number: Y/l-DB/2

construction workforce. This is dismissed as a minor issue, but is expected to persist for 
some two to two and a half years. Those who have experience with construction sites 
will know that, firstly, never enough portable toilets are provided and that construction 
workers urinate all over the site and, secondly, and more importantly, that, when 
pumping the sewage from the toilets into tanker trucks, a substantial release of 
pollutant fumes and very unpleasant and pervasive odours are released into the local 
atmosphere. These will create both a health hazard and a serious despoliation of the 
quality of life of the residents in the adjacent Parkvale Village.

J. MANAGEMENT OF THE STW

1. There is no explanation as to how the STW will be managed in respect of both day to 
day operations and emergency situations. In the DSD guidelines (referred to in section 
B above) it is stated in paragraphs 5.1/2 tha t11 In selecting the type of treatm ent process, 

the designers should take due consideration of the availability o f com petent operators. 

Only competent technicians should be assigned to operate the STP. The operator should  

be fully conversant with the recommended operating procedures os stipulated in the 

operation and  maintenance manual".

2. Would Discovery Bay Services Management Limited, the wholly owned subsidiary of HKR 
which manages DB, employ additional staff capable of managing a STW or would it use 
existing staff which have no' relevant experience? HKR should be required to state how  
it will ensure that the STW in Area 6f, and that in Area 10b, would be operated safely 
and efficiently.

K. CAPITAL AND  OPERATING COSTS

1. HKR makes no reference in its Further Information that all the capital and operating 
costs arising 什om the proposed STW in Area 6f together with the gravity sewage pipe to 
the sea at the Plaza will be met by either HKR and/or the undivided shareholders of the 
Area 6f proposed development. HKR should be required to confirm that all capital and 
operating costs arising from the proposed STW in Area 6f and the gravity sewage pipe 
or use of the nullah will be borne by HKR and/or the undivided shareholders of Area 6f 
proposed development.

2. Also the residents of Parkvale Village and other villages in Discovery Bay should not 
have to suffer the disturbance of laying the gravity sewage pipe or the connection to 
the open nullah.

L. CONSULTATION

1. The above approach to sewage treatment and discharge has not been explained by HKR 
to the wider community of DB. In view of this deficient and sub-optimum approach 
(and the same approach is to be adopted for Area 10b with sewage to be directly 
discharged into the sea at Nim Shue Wan), HKR is guilty of abusing the so called public . 
consultation process and displaying a complete disregard for modern sewage treatment 
and discharge practices and DSD guidelines as developed so diligently over the last 30 
years by government, namely EPD, WSD and DSD and their respective policy bureaux.

C O N C L U S I O N

We (the Parkvale Village Owners Committee representing the Owners of Parkvale Village,
which is adjacent to Area 6f and through which all traffic to Area 6f would pass) continue to

11
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be surprised and disappointed that no Government Department, nor HKR, appears to have 
considered the adverse impact of the proposed development on the owners and residents 
of Parkvale Village, especially the totally unacceptable and sub optimal commitment to 
build a standalone STW with discharge by open nullah directly past apartments and into 
the sea. In view of the serious inadequacies and shortfall of the STW and discharge 
proposal we believe that the DSD and EPD have no alternative but to reject the HKR 
proposal and advise the TPB to not approve the application.

As clearly demonstrated in not only this submission but in all our submissions, HKR's 
application continues to be deficient in many ways. So again, we consider that the Town 
Planning Board is in no other position than to reject HKR's application to rezone Area 6f.

We again encourage the Town Planning Board to visit the site and meet residents. In doing 
so, many of the issues highlighted in this report would be evident.

Signed on behalf o f the PVOC: Date:

29 December 2016

Mr. Kenneth J. Bradley J.P.

Parkvale Village Owners Committee Chairman

12



M  Gmail E d w in  R a i n b o w  —

For info Fw: A P P L IC A T IO N  Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

29 December 2016 at 
08:33

T h o m a s  Gebauer

Forwarded M essage
From:

mTpbpd <tpbpd@p!and.gov.hk> 
r fent: WeWednesday, 28 December 2016, 16:32 
Subject: Fw: A P PL IC A T IO N  Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

Further comments:

Subject: A P P L IC A T IO N  Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

The T o w n  Planning Board: 

Application Y/l-DB/3 Area 10b

I strongly object to the planned development as presented by the H o n g K o n g  Resort C o m p a n y  , 

w h o  with thousands of owners are bound together by a D e e d  of Mutual Covenant.

2 .
Discovery Bay (DB) is a U N I Q U E  development in H o n g K o n g  . quasi an enclave , isolated from 

i^longKong proper and only accessible through one tunnel and by ferry.

Special rules apply in/for the area, as laid d o w n  in a D M C  . O w n e r s  in Discovery Bay and to a 

certain extent also residents in D B  must therefore get a recognised voice and special attention 

from the T o w n  Planning Board (TPB) w h e n  major changes which will affect the environment and 

the w a y  of life are proposed for this special enclave/environment as done by the "registered 

owner" the Hongkong Resort Co. Ltd, ( H K R ) .

The T P B  must also seriously consider that the small owners in D B  ( roughly 8.000 houses/flats 

are concerned) are not permitted to form an Ow n e r s  Corporation which could give a clear voice 

to the T P B  as what are the wishes of the m a n y  D B  owners, leaving aside the various large, 

mainly commercial entities and spaces owned by the developer, the H K R  .

3.

D ue  to this unique situation, any changes must be judged by the T P B  / P L A N D  with a holistic 

view in mind ; this proposed development as well as the.application Y/l-DB/2 Area 6f cannot be 

judged solely on their o w n  but h o w  it also will affect the whole environment in Discovery Bay. 

and whether all the D B  service facilities are sufficient to support such developments. S o  it is 

I M P E R A T I V E  , besides looking at each application separately the T P B  m u s t  also look at



both applications of the HKR together to make a good judgement what they ask DB  
owners and residents to "b e ar".

4
In area 10b - same as it is proposed in area 6f - to built a sewage treatment plant quasi “on 
site" in the midst of a residential development and the effluent is planned to be discharged into 
the WATER BASIN  OF NIM SHUE WAN Bay must be considered as highly " sensitive" in the 
least.
We are living in the 21st century and Town Planning must be a forward looking endeavour.
To me it is outrageous to even consider in " Asia 's World City " to put nowadays a sewage 
treatment plant into a new residential development. (There was an old sewage-treatment plant 
at this proposed location, however built decades ago when this area was a large service area , 
bus station, repair shops, waste handling and the like ....quasi commercial activities )
It should be demanded that this application / development as well as Y/l-DB/2 area 6f to be 
deferred already on the grounds of the sewage-treatment and disposal. For this matter the 
applicant should wait till the Government Sewage Treatment Facilities of Lantau Island can 
receive all the sewage from DB.
By no means should affluent be directed into the sea in and around Discovery Bay. The HK 
Waters cannot take more of this pollution and this does not concern only TIN !
It would be really a great step back for the environment of DB and HK!

5.
The effluent is planned to be discharged through a pipe into the shoreline, the bay of Nim Shue 
Wan, which should be considered " quasi typographically confined basin with limited dispersive 
capacity" the planned outfall point will not be far from the housing development, in the vicinity 
there is also recreational activity from the DB Marina and Club. It is not far from Peng Chau 
which apparently has received or will receive a high technology sewage treatment plant This 
effluent is in addition to the already polluted waters in the South of Hongkong.
It would be quite self-defeating : Peng Chau with a most modern water treatment plant and then
the effluents from
DB.
The reference of the applicant regarding Fish Culture Zones , in MaWan and Cheung Sha  , 
VERY  FAR away from Nim Shue Wan can only "pull wool over the T P B " .
There are quasi daily fishermen/-boats seen in around DB, mostly from Peng Chau, an 
examination of the catch in regard to toxics should be highly recommended . Effluent-discharge 
to the close -by shores , to the sea should not take place !! but also :

6 .
To blame pollution of Southern Waters on the Pearl River Delta is not a point to make as facts 
of the "as is situation " must be clearly addressed. There are more pollutants than TIN . In HK 
one must get away from the view " it is only little pollution beside the pollution of HK-waters 
and around, we are facing already many types of pollution; in regard to forward-looking planning 
, it is important to consider" the straw which breaks the. camel's back

As for the "sensitive receivers " the waters of Nim Shue Wan and those close to Peng Chau 
effluent must be considered as "potentially polluting". Not even to mention the matter of storm - 
surge , back-flow and the like.
All of the tables and calculations of the applicant should be taken with a large pinch of salt 
as simply : effluent to the sea = generally considered is "water -pollution ".

8 • . .
From PLAND AND MY CO M M ENTS IN REG ARD  TO THIS APPLICATION:
Aims of Environmental Planning
2 . 1.1
To achieve a better environment through planning.... •



NO BETTER  ENVIRONMENT, D EF IN ITELY  ON ALL C O U N T S  TH E  E N V IR O N M E N T  W ILL BE  
W O RSE .

⑻
"to avoid creating new environmental problems.... _
T H E R E  A R E  ADD IT IONAL P R O B L E M S  ( AIR, NO ISE, L E S S  T R E E S ,  R E D U C E D  W A ST E  
HANDLING  CAPACITY. ALL  W RITTEN  A L R E A D Y  IN P R E V IO U S  C O M M E N T S )

⑼
"to seize opportunities for environmental improvement....
NO O PPO RTU N ITY  FO R  IM P R O V E M E N T  S E IZ E D  IN TH IS  D E V E L O P M E N T

Proper land use planning,
(b) proposed land uses in the same development area are compatible with each 
other•■•••T H ERE  IS NO N E C E S S IT Y  FO R  TH IS  D E V E L O P M E N T  A S  PLA N N ED .  IT H AS NO 
C O N N EC T IO N  WITH H O U SIN G  SH O R TA G E  IN H ONG  KO N G  , AN D  A S  F O R  "O PT IM IS IN G  
LAN D  U SE  " THE A P PL IC A N T  , IN C A SE  H A S  LA R G E  T R A C T S  O F  LAN D  AVA ILABLE  IN DB 
W ITHO UT CREATING  AD D IT IO N AL EN V IRO N M EN TA L  P R O B LE M S .
IN C A SE , THE PLA N N ED  D E V E LO P M E N T  Y/l-DB/3 A R E A  10b M U ST  B E  S C A L E D  B A C K  IN 
S IZ E  TO  BE SO M EW H AT  C O M PAT IBLE  W ITH THE C U R R E N T  E N V IR O N M E N T  IN DB . 
T H E D E V E L O P M E N T  IT IS A L SO  NOT "C 〇 /WRA778L£〃  A S  W ITH  T H E  O B V IO U S
PO LLUTING  AC T IV IT IES  IN TH E PO D IUM  , R IGHT U N D E R  T H E  R E S ID E N T IA L  

D E V E L O P M E N T ,  AN D  A L S O  TH E C O N N EC T ED  V EH IC LE  TRAFF IC , P L U S  TH E  SE W A G E  
f 」 REATM ENT PLANT A N D  TH E  PETRO I -Fll U NG  STATION _
⑹
adequate and suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to ensure proper handling and 
disposal of all wastes and waste water arising from proposed developments.
TH IS IS  NOT THE C A S E  W ITH BOTH THE PLANNED  DB D E V E L O P M E N T S  (TH IS O N E  
A N D  A L SO  Y/l-DB/2 A R E A  6F .) .
TH E  PLA N N ED  N EW  W A ST E  HANDLING  FO R THE W H O LE  OF DB  , T R A N S F E R  A N D  
D IS P O S A L  FAC IL IT IES A R E  C O M PLET ELY  INADEQUATE A N D  ILL -PLA C ED  U N D E R  A  
PO D IU M  STRU CTU RE .  A S  M EN T IO N ED  A 巳O VE AND TH IS W A S  A L R E A D Y  W R IT T EN  IN
P R E V IO U S  C O M M EN T S .
IT IS  DEFIN ITELY NOT IN TH E  C ATEG O RY  OF " SUITABLY SITED ENVIRONMENTAL 
FACILITIES"
2.2.2
⑹
the capacity of the environment to receive additional developments, for example, the capacity of 
an airshed or water basin to receive and assimilate residuals or the capacity of the environment 
infrastructure such as sewerage and waste reception facilities to accommodate further 
residuals;

^ A S  W RITTEN  ABO VE , DB  H AS LIM ITED CAPACITY TO A C C E P T
A l r e a d y  t h e  l im it s  r e g a r d i n g  25.000 r e s i d e n t s  i n d ic a t e  t h a t .

THE TPB  M UST  NOT FO R G ET  THAT S E R V IC E  FAC ILIT IES A R E  A L SO  S T R E S S E D  
B E C A U SE  OF THE O FTEN  LAR G E  INFLUX OF V IS IT O R S  A N D  T O U R IST S  CREAT IN G  
ENVIRO NM ENTAL DEG RADAT IO N  TO TH IS  CO N F IN ED  AREA , TH E  N U M B E R S  A R E  IN 
ADD IT ION  TO THE R E S ID E N T S  IN TH IS PLACE.

Air Quality Considerations

2.3.2
Air quality is affected by such factors as the emission rate of air pollutants, the separation 
distance between emission sources and receptors, topography, height and width of buildings as 
well as meteorology.......
A S  FO R  AN ON-SITE SE W A G E  TREATM ENT  O D O U R S  OF D IF FER E N T  K IND  M U ST  BE 
C O N S ID E R E D  ALSO  W H EN  SLU D G E  W ILL BE REM O VED .
wherever practicable, major air pollution emitters are sited to the west or southwest of urban 
areas and new towns to take advantage of the prevailing north-easterly winds;
DB IS  LOCATED IN A  S E M IC IR C LE  OF M OUNTAINS IN TH E " B A C K "!  B E C A U S E  OF TH IS  
IM PED IM ENT TO A IR-C IRCULATION W E A LR EA D Y  FACE E X T R A  A IR -PO LLU TIO N  (



Water Quality Considerations
2.3.4 '
It should be noted that there is a general shift of estuarine to oceanic conditions in a west to 
east direction in the coastal waters of Hong Kong. Any major developments which are likely to 
cause significant disruption to water circulation should be either avoided as far as possible or 
subjected to water quality modelling tests prior to the finalisation of site selection.
PLEASE TO KEEP IN MIND .
2.3.5
Any development which causes either conflict with the constraints or damage of the resources 
and amenity areas should be avoided, unless the conflict can be resolved or the imposition of 
appropriate development controls is practicable. The water-based developments should be 
located such that bulk water exchange is maximised.
CONTRARY TO WHAT THE APPLICANT CLAIMS : NIM SHUE W ATERS A R E  CALM ,
LITTLE TIDAL-STREAM - ACT IV ITES CAN BE SEEN  AND THERE IS DEFINITELY LIMITED 
DISPERSIVE CAPACITY.
POLLUTION FROM THE RESIDENTS IN NIM SHUE WAN VILLAGE M UST  ALSO  BE KEPT 
IN MIND AND ADDED TO THE SITUATION.

Waste Management Considerations
2.3.6

In the preparation of land use plans, effort should be made to reserve sufficient sites in suitable 
locations for municipal waste reception and transfer facilities.... As some uses have potential to 
cause nuisances and to give rise to special requirements for waste disposal and effluent 
discharge, due consideration should be given to their location and design to minimise the 
potential impacts.
THE PROPOSED NEW SPACE UNDER A PODIUM STRUCTURE FO R W ASTE HANDLING , 
THE APPLICANT'S REFUSE RECEIVING STATION PLANNED FOR THE W HO LE OF DB, IS 
TOTALLY INADEQUATE FOR THE PRESENT AND M ORESO  M UST BE FO R  THE FUTURE. 
IT WAS WRITTEN ALREADY ABOUT IT.
ALSO THE PLANNED LIMITED SPACE FOR WASTE HANDLING FACILITIES CANNOT BE 
COMPATIBLE WITH THE PHILOSOPHY OF 21 ST CENTURY W ASTE -H A N D LIN G ，- 
SEPARATING SORTING FOR RECYCLING AND RE-USE.

9 '

IN CONCLUSION I STRONGLY OBJECT TO THIS APPLICATION .
THOMAS GEBAUER 
owner/resident

MARINE/FERRY -DIESELS, AIRCRAFT, DISNEY DAILY FIREWORKS , LOCAL VEHICLE
TRAFFIC )

Thomas Gebauer



tpbpd -----------  ------------- -------------------------------------- ------------- ----- -----------------------------------------

餅者： Moilen L i s s e l H H H H H I H i i
寄件曰期： 29曰12月2016年星期四丨6:33 5 / 9 9
收件者： tpbpd
主旨： Application No. Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b - amendments dated 29th No觀 ^
附件： B. P V O C  Fourth Comments on the Section 12A Application further information-final • Copy.pdf; ATT00014.htm; APPLICATION Y_1-DB一3

• Area 10b.pdf; ATT00017.htm

Application No. Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b - amendments dated 29th N o v e m b e r  2016 - O B J E C T I O N

Dear Sir or Madam,

I  am a Hillgrove Village owner
la m  deeply concerned by the numerous bad aspects o f  the this Application which have been covered by earlier 
consultations.

This 4th round consultation confirms the reintroducdon o f local sewage treatment within D iscovery Bay and 
I  particularly object to this retrograde step and an inevitable en vironmental deterioration forD B  residents and the 
marine life.

I  attach the follow ing excellent submissions concerning the above, from neighbouring villages, which, as a 
H illgrove Owner, I  fu lly  endorse, since they express m y concerns better than I  could m yself.

- Parkvale Village Owners1 Committee submission dated29th December, which m atches m y own concerns in 
alm ost a ll respects

- Serene Village Owner dated 28th December.

I  OBJECT TO THE ABOVE APPLICATION

Morten Lisse
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Parkvale Village Owners' Committee

Comments on the Second Further Information Submitted in Support of 
Section 12A Application Number Y/I-DB/2 to amend Discovery Bay Outline 
Zoning Plan for rezoning the permissible use from staff quarters to flats at 
Area 6f, Discovery Bay.

INTRODUCTION

In April, July and December 2016 we, the Parkvale Village Owner's Committee (PVOC), a 
body of owners in Parkvale Village in Discovery Bay (DB) elected to represent the interests 
of the owners of the 606 flats in the village, submitted our comments on Hong Kong Resort 
Company Limited's (HKR) Section 12A Application " T o  A m e n d  D i s c o v e r y  B o y  O u t l i n e  Z o n i n g  

P l a n  f o r  r e z o n i n g  t h e  p e r m i s s i b l e  u s e  f r o m  s t a f f  q u a r t e r s  t o  f l a t s  o t  A r e a  6 f ,  D i s c o v e r y  B a y " .  

Our comments were assigned numbers 1512 (April), 2787 (July) and 5297 (December) by 
the Town Planning Board (TPB).

This document includes our comments on the Further Information (made available by the 
TPB on 9 December 2016) submitted by HKR on 28 November 2016.

FURTHER INFORMATION

The Further Information submitted by HKR comprises:

1. Masterplan Limited’s covering letter.
2. Revised Environmental Study (Executive Summary, Chapters 6 , 7 and 8).
3. Revised Technical Note on Water Quality.

No substantive change has been made to the Further Information submitted in June and 

October. .

In its covering letter, Masterplan Limited, on behalf of HKR, states that " I n  s u m m a r y ,  t h e  

F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  r e l a t e s  t o  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  i s s u e s :

1 .  T h e  r e c e i v i n g  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  o f  t h e  e f f l u e n t  d i s c h a r g e  o f  t h e  p r o p o s e d  o n - s i t e  S e w a g e  

T r e a t m e n t  W o r k s  ( S T W )  t o  e n s u r e  i n c r e a s e  i n  T o t a l  I n o r g a n i c  N i t r o g e n  ( T I N )  i s  

m i n i m i s e d .

2 .  T h e  c o n t i n g e n c y  m e a s u r e  f o r  t h e  p r o p o s e d  o n - s i t e  S T W ,  b y  p r o v i d i n g  a n  e m e r g e n c y  

o v e r f l o w  p i p e  f r o m  t h e  p r o p o s e d  S T W  a t  A r e a  6 f t o  e x i s t i n g  s e w a g e  p u m p i n g  s t a t i o n  n o .  

1  ( S P S 1 )  l o c a t e d  a t  t h e  j u n c t i o n  o f  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  R o a d  a n d  D i s c o v e r y  V a l l e y  R o a d } .

3 .  T h e  m o d e l l i n g  s c e n a r i o s  o f  e f f l u e n t  d i s p e r s i o n .

T h e  a d d i t i o n a l  4 4 0  m3 p e r  d a y  s e w a g e  g e n e r a t e d  b y  t h e  p r o p o s e d  r e s i d e n t i a l  d e v e l o p m e n t  

i s  n o w  p r o p o s e d  t o  b e  c a t e r e d  b y  o n - s i t e  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  f a c i l i t i e s . "

The reality, however, which the TPB and relevant departments, such as the EPD and DSD, 
will see when they review this latest submission, is that this Further Information provides 
no new and substantial Further Information. As Masterplan Limited states, " T h i s  

i n f o r m a t i o n  c l a r i f i e s  a n d  s u p p l e m e n t s  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n ,  a n d  d o e s  n o t  c o n s t i t u t e  a  m a t e r i a l  

c h a n g e  i d e n t i f i e d  i n  t h e  T P B  G u i d e l i n e  N o .  3 2 " .



In our previous submission, which was assigned number 5297 (December) by the TPB, we 

noted the following principal concerns which we have with HKR's proposed development of 
two 18 storey buildings, including 476 flats, of 21,600 m2 GFA on a platform created to 
accommodate a 170m2 GFA three storey Building:

A. Inadequate and unreliable information has been provided by HKR. E.g. HKR has
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lack of emergency access to Parkvale Drive in the event of an accident; safety, as the
proposed access to the site is a pedestrian area used by residents and the public; and

HKR's lack of consideration of alternative access to the site. As pointed out above, HKR 

continues to not submit, in its Further Information, a Traffic Impact Assessment on 

Pedestrians which is listed under the Reports to be submitted.

G. A sewage treatment works (STW) is to be included in Area 6f with discharge directly into 
the sea next to the ferry pier using either a gravity pipe or the open nullah which is 

adjacent to Hillgrove Village. However, it is clear from HKR's comments that the latter is 

the intended approach. Also, HKT tries to minimise the pollution impact of discharge of 

sewage into the sea whereas it will increase the TIN and TPs, thereby increasing the 

probability of, e.g., red tide in Discovery Bay waters. Not surprisingly HKR's consultants 

say that the sewage proposal " i s  c o n s i d e r e d  n o t  o n  e f f i c i e n t  s e w a g e  p l a n n i n g  s t r a t e g y " .

H. HKR is misleading the TPB by saying there are two options re water supply but, as 

previously pointed out (since government has confirmed that its facilities at the Siu Ho 

Wan Water Treatment Works (SHWWTW) and the S H W  Fresh Water Pumping Station 

are not available for the foreseeable future), there is only one, which is a potable water 

supply to be provided by re-opening, after 16 years, the DB water treatment plant and 

using water from the DB reservoir.

I. No information is provided regarding the provision of other utilities to Area 6f and how 
it will affect Parkvale Village, despite the October Further Information Annex C 

paragraph 2.1.1.4 stating that a key element of the development is the provision of 

utilities. Furthermore, there is no reference to the DB LPG gas system which has 

recently suffered an explosion which is the subject of investigations by EMSD and FSD.

J. Slope safety of the area, where the two proposed 18 story buildings will be built, is 

ignored, despite Annex C paragraph 2.1.1.4 stating that a key element of the 

development is site formation. HKR continues to ignore CEDD's request for HKR to 

assess the geotechnical feasibility of the proposed development and to submit a 

Geotechnical Planning Review Report (GPRR).

K. Ownership issues - HKR's right to use Parkvale Drive as access to Area 6f is still disputed.
L. Planning controls of Discovery Bay are ignored in respect of the Master Plan (MP) and 

Outline Zone Plan (OZP) relationship, the 25,000 population ceiling and the allocation of 

undivided shares and management units under the Deed of Mutual Covenant (DMC). 

Furthermore, HKR has a conflict of interest regarding population data, in that current 

figures are provided by its wholly owned subsidiary, DB Services Management Limited.

M. Diagrams and photomontages are often misleading, inaccurate and of poor quality.

W e  provided further details of these concerns in our previous submission. Readers of this

submission should also read our previous submissions if they have not already done so.

In this submission we address concerns arising from HKR^s latest submission and from 

HKR’s intention to build a standalone sewage treatment works in Area 6f.
SEWAGE TREATMENT

All the concerns and comments submitted to the TPB in respect of sewage treatment

processing and discharge continue to be ignored.
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W e  have, again, set out and expanded our concerns and comments in the following

sections:

A. Sewage Master Plans.
B. Standalone Sewage Treatment Works.

C. Application for Discharge Licence.

D. Discharge of Sewage by Op e n  Nullah.

E. Effluent to be Discharged into the Sea.

F. Theoretical Modelling Scenarios of Sewage Processing and Effluent Discharge.

G. Inefficient Sewage Planning Strategy Confirmed by HKR's Consultants and no 

EnvironmentallmpactAssessment.

H. Emergency Arrangements for when the S T W  Breaks Down Including Access to Pumping 

Station No 1.

I. Sewage from the Workforce during Construction.

J. Management of the STW.

K. Capital and Operating Costs.

L. Consultation.

A. SEWAGE MASTER PLANS

1. In 1989, a sewage disposal strategy was formulated by the Government. Since then EPD 

has produced 16 Sewage Master Plans (SMPs) and DSD has had the role of works agent 

to implement the recommended projects to cater for the needs of the SMPs. The 16 

SMPs have been re-grouped into 8 areas for conducting the S M P  Review Studies. 8 S M P  
Reviews have been completed and these include the “Review of Outlying Islands SMP〃, 

which includes DB.

2. All the HKR submissions consistently make no mention of the Outlying Islands SMP, 

which would appear to be because their sewage strategy for DB, as illustrated by the 

proposals for both Areas 6f and 10b, is inconsistent with that plan. Therefore EPD and 
DSD have no alternative but to reject the HKR proposal and advise the TPB 

accordingly.

B. STANDALONE S E W A G E  TREATMENT W O R K S

1. Since government facilities are not available in the foreseeable future, HKR has no 

alternative but to build a separate sewage treatment works (STW) in Area 6f, if the 
proposed change in use is approved and if the proposed development is in fact built. 

This means that people living in Parkvale Village would have a S T W  adjacent to them. 

HKR is not providing details of the design, its exact location and how it will be managed 

and maintained. As HKR will want to minimize costs, we are concerned h ow adequate 

such a facility will be and the risk of its breaking down. If the TPB approves the change 

of use of Area 6f, the residents of Parkvale Village, who at no stage have been consulted 
by HKR, will be forced by HKR to live next door to a S T W  with all its negative aspects, 

including strong foul odours. And of course the future 1190 residents of Area 6f will also 
suffer from the same negative aspects of a S T W  integrated into their development.

2. It is indicative of the inadequacies of this submission, and all the previous HKR 

submissions, that there is no reference whatsoever to the DSD ^Guidelines for the 

Design of Small Sewage Treatment Plants^ for private developments up to 2,000 

population equivalent. In preparing these guidelines DSD placed' special emphasis on
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the problems usually found with sma丨丨 plants and included appropriate design safety

considerations. These guidelines cover: general design considerations; design 

parameters; practical design and installation; operation and maintenance; and 

environmental considerations. Following these guidelines would have enabled HKR to 

provide a design submission in this latest Further Information which could, according 
to paragraph 2.9 of the guidelines, have included for example: key plan showing location 
of development and effluent discharge location; plan and section showing the location 

of STW within the development in relation to residential units and surrounding facilities; 

process and instrumentation diagrams; hydraulic profile together with supporting 

calculations; detailed process design calculations; detailed drawings with plan and 

elevation showing plant room layout including pipe work and equipment; route of 

access to the plant room and access within the STW; ventilation and lighting details; 

equipment schedule showing number of duty and standby units, make, model number, 

capacity etc. (the schedule should be shown on the drawing); equipment catalogues and 

operation/maintenance manual.

3. Although the DSD has built and operates a number of small sewage treatment facilities 

on Lantau Island and Outlying Islands, HKR has not stated the type or explained the 
design of STW it proposes to build in Area 6七 nor has it demonstrated that any of the 
three sewage treatment processes commonly adopted by the DSD ori Lantau Island is 

suitable for a site located on a steep slope and far from the sea, with a discharge point 

so close to a residential area.

4. Due to its proximity to our village, we consider that it is inappropriate to locate a S T W  

in Area 6f, due to the potential smell and health hazard, especially as the effluent 
seems highly likely to be discharged into an open nullah and flow under the balconies 

of a residential building and, subsequently, into the sea adjacent to an occupied area. In 

view of the serious inadequacies and shortfall of the STW proposal we believe that the 

DSD and EPD have no alternative but to reject the HKR proposal and advise the TPB to 

not approve the application.

C. APPLICATION FOR DISCHARGE LICENCE

1. Paragraph 6.3.1.6 of the Revised Environmental Study glibly states that ̂ Moreover, the 
operation of the STW shall also apply for a discharge licence from the relevant authority 
before the operation of the STW.11 This is a too vague a statement. Are the consultants 
referring to the submission of Application Form A (EPD 117); who will be responsible 

for submitting the application; who will pay the licence fee; and what are the 

consequences if the application is rejected?

2. This aspect of the S T W  requires comprehensively explaining to the TPB and, of course, 

the public since this Further Information is supposed to be subject to public 
consultation.

D. DISCHARGE OF SEWAGE BY OPEN NULLAH

1. HKR is still saying, as it did in its previous submissions, that discharging the treated 

sewage directly into an open nullah is still an option to be considered at the design 

stage. This open nullah is parallel to Discovery Valley Road and proceeds directly in front 

of Hillgrove Village. Therefore, every day 440 m3 per day of sewage will be flowing
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alongside approximately 200 metres of footpath/road and directly under the balconies 
of around 200 apartments in this village. This is illustrated in the following photographs.

View of the open nullah looking upstream 
past Hillgrove Village__________ _________

View of the open nullah looking downstream 
towards Hillgrove Village__________________

2. The nullah serves the dual purpose of a storm water channel and as an overflow relief 
for the reservoir at the top of Discovery Valley Road. Normally it is virtually empty, but 
during periods of rainstorm and/or reservoir discharge this nullah is full to the top. The 
addition of the sewage effluent to the storm water flow may cause the nullah to 
overflow or the effluent to back-up into the STW, both with serious health implications. 
This option would appear to be cheaper than building a gravity sewage pipe and it is 
considered that HKR will adopt this option whilst giving the impression to the TPB, EPD, 
etc. that it will build a gravity pipe, which would presumably put the sewage flow 
underground.

E. EFFLUENT TO BE DISCHARGED INTO THE SEA

1. HKR is proposing to discharge treated sewage from Area 6f into the marine waters 
adjacent to the ferry pier without the need of a marine outfall. The outlet is adjacent to 
a pedestrian walkway, residential buildings and a shopping centre, which HKR is about to 
build, and is located only 280 metres from a public bathing beach. This is an artificially 
made beach fronting the very shallow and silted Tai Pak Wan. The proposal for the 
discharge of effluent into a shallow seabed, adjacent to a pedestrian walkway, 
residential buildings and a shopping centre and 280m from a bathing beach, boardwalk 
restaurants and ferry pier is environmentally unacceptable and will encourage toxic red 
tides as well as concentrations of E. coli.

2. We are extremely concerned about the effluent being discharged into the sea in DB. 
Although the effluent will have been treated, it will have a high concentration of 
nutrients which has been scientifically proven to encourage growth of harmful algae 
("red tides"), particularly in shallow coastal areas (see page 170 of "Harmful Algae",
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volume 9, issue 10, 2010 of 'Elsevier') and, as the prevailing winds come from the east, 

blowing onto DB, such harmful algae would not dissipate easily.

3. The water quality assessment notes that for the whole of Hong Kong waters adjacent to 

the Pearl River Delta and including the waters around DB that the Total Inorganic 

Nitrogen (TIN) already exceeds the W Q O .  W e  would not dispute this, but this does not 

justify HKR's intention to increase the suspended solids and E-Coli content of the 

sewage plume in the very publicly exposed waters and beaches of Tai Pak Wan.

4. In previous submissions, HKR tried to downplay the occurrence of red tides despite the 

discharge of more TINs and TPs which wilt increase the probability of more red tides. 

The latest Further Information has omitted references in the previous version to TP 

(referred to as Total Particulates in the Executive Summary of the Environmental Study 

and as Total Phosphorous in the Technical Note) and to red tides.

5. The Further Information submitted by HKR in October included the following:

a. Executive Summary - " T h e  d i s c h a r g e  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  h a s  t h e r e f o r e  b e e n  r e d u c e d  o s  

m u c h  a s  p r a c t i c a b l e  t o  e n s u r e  t h a t  t h e  i n c r e a s e  i n  T I N  a n d  T o t a l  P a r t i c u l a t e s  ( T P )  a r e  

m i n i m i z e d .  W i t h  t h e  d i s c h a r g e  s t a n d a r d ,  t h e  N i t r o g e n  ( N )  t o  P h o s p h o r u s  ( P )  r a t i o  i s  

m a i n t a i n e d  g r e a t e r  t h a n  1 8 . 1 .  H e n c e  t h e  o c c u r r e n c e  o f  r e d  t i d e s  w i l l  b e  u n l i k e l y

b. 63.1.5 - ' ' T h e  c o m p u t e d  N :  P  r a t i o  c o n c l u d e d  t h a t  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  h a v i n g  r e d  t i d e  

i s  s t  川丨 o w / ’

c. 6.4.1.1; 7.3.1.4; 8.1.2.1 - " T h e  d i s c h a r g e  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  h a s  t h e r e f o r e  b e e n  r e d u c e d  

a s  m u c h  a s  p r a c t i c a b l e  t o  e n s u r e  t h a t  t h e  i n c r e a s e  i n  T I N  a n d  T P  a r e  m i n i m i z e d .  W i t h  

t h e  d i s c h a r g e  s t a n d a r d ,  t h e  N  t o  P  r a t i o  i s  m a i n t a i n e d  g r e a t e r  t h a n  1 8 . 1 .  H e n c e  t h e  

o c c u r r e n c e  o f  r e d  t i d e s  w i l l  b e  u n l i k e l y . ,f

6. The text in bold does not appear in the latest version of the Environmental Study 

submitted by HKR on 28 November 2016. W h y  would HKR delete this text if the 

" o c c u r r e n c e  o f  r e d  t i d e s  w i l l  b e  u n l i k e l y " ?  Thus the previous version tried to downplay 

the likely occurrence of red tides, whilst the omission of the references to red tides in 

the latest version implies that what was stated in the previous version was incorrect, 

and that we, and government, should be concerned about the discharge of the sewage 

into the sea increasing the likelihood of red tides occurring.

7. The conclusions in the Technical Note that " t h e  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  i n  t h e  v i c i n i t y  o f  m a r i n e -  

b a s e d  W S R s  w o u l d  b e  i n  c o m p l i a n c e  w i t h  W Q O s  i n  S S ,  E .  c o l i  a n d  U I A "  are based on 

modelled measurements at WSR 07 (Tai Pak Peninsula CPA), 270 metres from the 

sewage discharge point. This ignores the fact that the area of the sea into which the 

sewage would be discharged should also be considered to be a WSR. This area is 

adjacent to a pedestrian walkway, residential buildings and a shopping centre which HKR 

is about to build, as the following picture demonstrates:
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Would HKR's conclusions have been the same if it had modelled measurements at the 

sewage discharge outlet instead of 270 metres from it?

F. THEORETICAL MODELLING SCENARIOS OF SEWAGE PROCESSING AND EFFLUENT 
DISCHARGE

1. The consultants have not undertaken a sensitivity analysis regarding their various 

calculations, nor a risk assessment as to environmental aspects, daily operations and 

emergency arrangements of a STW. In addition, there is no mention of the assumptions 

and limitations as to their approach to modelling. In a public consultation exercise there 

should be a layman's guide to the scientific and mathematical acceptability of their 

approach (and its quality), since, without this, the vast majority of the public are unlikely 

to understand and to be able to comment on the approach.

2. The modelling scenario is described in section 4.3 of the Revised Technical Note on

Water Quality submitted in the latest Further Information. The effluent dispersion 

scenarios are stimulated by a near-field model, CORMIX. The key inputs to CORMIX 

include outfall configuration, ambient current speed, vertical density profile and effluent 

flow rate. As this latest Further Information merely repeats the same scenarios, with the 

same key inputs and assumptions, as in the October Further Information, the results are 

naturally the same! (Appendix D CORMIX model is same as in October). However, HKR 

has deleted references to the likelihood of red tide which was mentioned in the October 

Further Information, with no explanation as to why. This is unprofessional and 

misleading. Furthermore, there is no mention by the consultants as to why this type of 

model was used and its reliability. s

3. Paragraph 4.3.1.2 of the Technical Note on Water Quality states " T h e  e x i t  o f  t h e  g r a v i t y  

s e w a g e  p i p e  i n t o  s e a  i s  n e a r  s u r f a c e . "  However, in each of the CORMIX scenarios, under
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"Buoyancy assessment", it is stated that "The effluent density is less than the 
surrounding ambient water density at the discharge level. Therefore, the effluent is 
POSITIVELY BU O YAN T  and will tend to rise towards the surface/ ' This means that the
sewage effluent wHI be very visible near and on the sea surface, as illustrated in the
above photograph. It is essential that EPD investigates this finding and concludes that it 

is not acceptable.

4. The results of the modelling scenario are set out in Appendix D " C O R M I X  m o d e l  o u t p u t '  

to the Revised Technical Note on Water Quality and, as mentioned in paragraph F2 
above, are exactly the same as in the October Further Information. To the layman, the 
results are probably difficult to understand. However, what is not difficult to understand 
is the standard statement at the end of each of the CORMIX reports, which is the 
"R EM IN D ER :  The user m ust take note that H Y D R O D Y N A M IC  M O D ELL IN G  b y  an y  know n  

technique is N O T A N  EXACT SCIENCE".

5. The full name of the model is f,C O R M I X  M I X I N G  Z O N E  E X P E R T  S Y S T E M  V e r s i o n  5 . 0 G T  

H Y D R O l :  V e r s i o n - 5 . 0 . 1 . 0  D e c e m b e r ,  2 0 0 7 " . It is difficult to understand why a 9 year old 
version of this model was used and this aspect should be investigated by EPD. With 
modelling science, it is normal for there to be at least some updates, over a period of 9 
years, as a result of its usage, empirical testing and improvements of software. In this 
context it is noted that CORMIX versions 9 and 10 were released in September 2014 and 
July 2016 respectively. EPD must investigate why the Consultants have not used up to 
date modelling software which should be a standard requirement for any study.

G. INEFFICIENT SEWAGE PLANNING STRATEGY CONFIRMED BY HKR#S CONSULTANTS AND 
NO ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

1. In its Application and Further Information of June and October, HKR's consultants have 
said:

a. In paragraph 6.2.iii of its original application, that " a l t e r n a t i v e  o n - s i t e  s e w a g e  

t r e a t m e n t  p l a n t  c o u l d  b e  p r o v i d e d ,  e i t h e r  a t  A r e a  6 f  o r  A r e a  1 0 b .  T h i s  i s  n o t  

p r e f e r r e d ,  h a v i n g  n u m e r o u s  S T W  i n  t h e  a r e a  i s  c o n s i d e r e d  t o  b e  i n e f f e c t i v e  i n  

a c h i e v i n g  e c o n o m i e s  f o r  s c a l e  f o r  t h e  i n f r a s t r u c t u r e  a n d  l a n d  a r e a " . Furthermore, 
paragraph 5.6.2.2 of HKR's Study on Drainage, Sewerage and Water Supply Systems 
for Area 6f notes that " T h i s  S T W  w i l l  t r e a t  s e w a g e  o n l y  f r o m  2  s i n g l e  r e s i d e n t i a l  

t o w e r s  f o r  4 7 6  u n i t s  a t  A r e a  6 f  s o  i t  i s  c o n s i d e r e d  n o t  a n  e f f i c i e n t  s e w a g e  p l a n n i n g  

s t r a t e g y ,\  Paragraph 5.6.4.1 also notes that a local STW may cause " a n  o f f e n s i v e  

s m e l l  a n d  i s  h e a l t h  h a z a r d " .

b. " T h i s ' a d d i t i o n a l  e f f l u e n t  w o u l d  h a v e  i m p a c t s  o n  b o t h  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  a n d  m a r i n e  

e c o l o g y .  A l l  t h e s e  w o u l d  r e q u i r e  a  q u a n t i t a t i v e  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  m o d e l  t o  b e  e s t a b l i s h e d  

f o r  a s s e s s m e n t  a s  p a r t  o f  t h e  s u b s e q u e n t  E l A " . (June Revised Environmental Study,
6.3.1.3). Furthermore, in the October Further Information there is no reference to a 
subsequent Environmental Impact Assessment (ElA), which likely means that the 
subject of an ElA has been dropped. Logically there should be a full scale ElA as part 
of this Section 12A application.

c. Building a STW in Area 6f is still sub-optimum in its October submission. Since the 
consultant has again in the October Further Information Annex G " ' R e v i s e d  S t u d y  o n  

D r a i n a g e ,  S e w a g e  a n d  W a t e r  S u p p l y " , paragraph 5.6.1.4, stated that " A s  t h i s  n e w  

D B S T W  w i l l  o n l y  t r e a t  s e w a g e  f r o m  2  s i n g l e  r e s i d e n t i a l  t o w e r s  f o r  4 7 6  u n i t s  a t  A r e a

9
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6f so this decentralized scheme is considered not an efficient sewage planning 
strategy"’.

H. E M E R G E N C Y  A R R A N G E M E N T S  F O R  W H E N  T H E  S T W  B R E A K S  D O W N  I N C L U D I N G  

ACCESS T O  P U M P I N G  S T A T I O N  NO. 1

I. N o  mention wa s  m a d e  in HKR's first and second submissions of w h a t  would happen to 

the sewage in the event that the S T W  broke down. Only in its third and fourth 

submissions w a s  the subject of e m e rgency  arrangements addressed. These include: 

dual feed p o w e r  supply for the S TW;  "suitable backup" of the S T W  treatment process 

(but no information as to what is suitable); and connecting the gravity s e wage  pipe to 

the existing sewage system at Pumping Station N o  1 (to be only used during 

emergencies), which would feed the sewage to the existing system (i.e. to Siu H o  W a n  

STW), and, as backup, the m o v e m e n t  of sewage by 36 sewage tanker vehicles per day to 

the Siu H o  W a n  STW.

2. Connection to the existing sewage system is clearly most  likely to be used once and then 

left on permanently, since there is no description of h o w  this action would be m a n a g e d  

(hence making unapproved use of the government Siu H o  W a n  facilities) as the existing 

D B  Services M a n a g e m e n t  Limited (as illustrated by its day to day performance) is both 

m a n a g e m e n t  and engineering severely challenged.

3. G o v e r n m e n t  cannot allow such a connection since it w ould  be an o p e n  invitation to 

abuse and illegally use the S H W S T W .

4. Also the only access to Pumping Station No. 1 (and especially relevant during 

emergencies) is currently blocked by the area around the pumping station being illegally 

used for vehicular parking. The Lands Department has recently requested H K R  to stop 

the parking as this area should only be used for the purposes related to the operation of 

the p u m p  house. H K R  should have advised its consultants about this situation w h e n  

issuing its instructions. Therefore it is necessary that this issue of access be addressed 

by H K R  a n d  the Lands Department.

5. M o v e m e n t  of sewage by truck is clearly unacceptable in a m o d e r n  city environment,
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construction workforce. This is dismissed as a minor issue, but is expected to persist for 
some two to two and a half years. Those who have experience with construction sites 
will know that, firstly, never enough portable toilets are provided and that construction 
workers urinate all over the site and, secondly, and more importantly, that, when 
pumping the sewage from the toilets into tanker trucks, a substantial release of 
pollutant fumes and very unpleasant and pervasive odours are released into the local 
atmosphere. These will create both a health hazard and a serious despoliation of the 
quality of life of the residents in the adjacent Parkvale Village.

J. MANAGEMENT OF THE STW

1. There is no explanation as to how the STW will be managed in respect of both day to 
day operations and emergency situations. In the DSD guidelines (referred to in section 
B above) it is stated in paragraphs 5.1/2 that " In  selecting the type o f treatment process, 

the designers should take due consideration o f the availability o f competent operators. 

Only competent technicians should be assigned  to operate the STP. The operator should  

be fully conversant with the recom m ended operating procedures as stipulated in the 

operation and  m aintenance m anual”•

2. Would Discovery Bay Services Management Limited, the wholly owned subsidiary of HKR 
which manages DB, employ additional staff capable of managing a STW or would it use 
existing staff which have no relevant experience? HKR should be required to state how 
it will ensure that the STW in Area 6f, and that in Area 10b, would be operated safely 
and efficiently.

K. CAPITAL AND OPERATING COSTS

1. HKR makes no reference in its Further Information that all the capital and operating 
costs arising from the proposed STW in Area 6f together with the gravity sewage pipe to 
the sea at the Plaza will be met by either HKR and/or the undivided shareholders of the 
Area 6f proposed development. HKR should be required to confirm that all capital and 
operating costs arising from the proposed STW in Area 6f and the gravity sewage pipe 
or use of the nullah will be borne by HKR and/or the undivided shareholders of Area 6f 
proposed development.

2. Also the residents of Parkvale Village and other villages in Discovery Bay should not 
have to suffer the disturbance of laying the gravity sewage pipe or the connection to 
the open nullah.

L CONSULTATION

1. The above approach to sewage treatment and discharge has not been explained by HKR 
to the wider community of DB. In view of this deficient and sub-optimum approach 
(and the same approach is to be adopted for Area 10b with sewage to be directly 
discharged into the sea at Nim Shue Wan), HKR is guilty of abusing the so called public 
consultation process and displaying a complete disregard for modern sewage treatment 
and discharge practices and DSD guidelines as developed so diligently over the last 30 
years by government, namely EPD; WSD and DSD and their respective policy bureaux.

C O N C L U S I O N

W e  (the Parkvale Village Owners Committee representing the Owners of Parkvale Village, 
which is adjacent to Area 6f and through which all traffic to Area 6f would pass) continue to

11
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be surprised and disappointed that no Government Department, nor HKR, appears to have 
considered the adverse impact of the proposed development on the owners and residents 
of Parkvale Village, especially the totally unacceptable and sub optimal commitment to 
build a standalone STW with discharge by open nullah directly past apartments and into 
the sea. In view of the serious inadequacies and shortfall of the STW and discharge 
proposal we believe that the DSD and EPD have no alternative but to reject the HKR 
proposal and advise the TPB to not approve the application.

As clearly demonstrated in not only this submission but in all our submissions, HKR's 
application continues to be deficient in many ways. So again, we consider that the Town 

Planning Board is fn no other position than to reject HKR's application to rezone Area 6f.
We again encourage the Town Planning Board to visit the site and meet residents. In doing 
so, many of the issues highlighted in this report would be evident.

S i g n e d  o n  b e h a l f  o f  t h e  P V O C :  D a t e :

29 December 2016

Mr. Kenneth J. Bradley J.P.

Parkvale Village Owners Committee Chairman



H  Gmail Edwin Rainbow 盤

For in fo  Fw : A P P L IC A T IO N  Y /1 -D B /3  A re a  10b

29 December 2016 at 
08:33

Reply-To: L  ■
To: Edwin Rainbow

Thom as Gebauer

—~ Forwarded Message -----_______  . '
From:

Tpbpd <tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk>
W n t: Wednesday, 28 December 2016, 16:32 
Subject: Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

Further comments:

Subject: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

The Town Planning Board: 
Application Y/l-DB/3 Area 10b

l strongly object to the planned development as presented by the HongKong Resort Company , 
who with thousands of owners are bound together by a Deed of Mutual Covenant.

2 .
Discovery Bay (DB) is a U N IQ UE development in HongKong . quasi an enclave , isolated from 

(entlongKong proper and only accessible through one tunnel and by ferry.
' Special rules apply in/for the area, as laid down in a DM C  . Owners in Discovery Bay and to a 
certain extent also residents in DB must therefore get a recognised voice and special attention 
from the Town Planning Board (TPB) when major changes which will affect the environment and 
the way of life are proposed for this special enclave/environment as done by the “registered 
owner" the Hongkong Resort Co. Ltd, (H K R ).
The TPB must also seriously consider that the small owners in DB ( roughly 8.000 houses/flats 
are concerned) are not permitted to form an Owners Corporation which could give a clear voice 
to the TPB as what are the wishes of the many DB owners, leaving aside the various large, 
mainly commercial entities and spaces owned by the developer, the HKR .

3.
Due to this unique situation, any changes must be judged by the TPB  / PLAND with a holistic 
view in mind ; this.proposed development as well as the application Y/l-DB/2 Area 6f cannot be 
judged solely on their own but how it also will affect the whole environment in Discovery Bay. 
and whether all the DB service facilities are sufficient to support such developments. So  it is 
IM PERAT IVE  , besides looking at each application separately the TPB  must also look at

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


both applications of the H K R  together to m a k e  a go o d  judgement what they ask D B  

owners and residents to "bear".

4
In area 10b - s a m e  as it is proposed in area 6f- to built a s e w a g e  treatment plant quasi "on 

site" in the midst of a residential development and the effluent is planned to be discharged into 

the W A T E R  BASIN O F  NIM SHUE WAN Bay must be considered as highly " sensitive" in the 

least.
W e  are living in the 21st century and Town Planning must be a forward looking endeavour.

To m e  it is outrageous to even consider in " Asia's World City " to put nowadays a sewage 

treatment plant into a new residential development. (There w a s  an old sewage-treatment plant 

at this proposed location, however built decades ago w hen  this area was a large service area , 

bus station, repair shops, waste handling and the like ....quasi commercial activities )
It should be demanded that this application / development as well as Y/l-DB/2 area 6f to be 

deferred already on the grounds of the sewage-treatment and disposal. For this matter the 

applicant should wait till the Government Sewa g e  Treatment Facilities of Lantau Island can 
receive all the sewage from DB.

By no means should affluent be directed into the sea in and around Discovery Bay. The H K  

Waters cannot take more of this pollution and this does not concern only TIN !
It would be really a great step back for the environment of D B  and HK!

5.

The effluent is planned to be discharged through a pipe into the shoreline, the bay of N i m  Shue 

Wan, which should be considered " quasi typographically confined basin with limited dispersive 
capacity" the planned outfall point will not be far from the housing development, in the vicinity 
there is also recreational activity from the D B  Marina and Club. It is not far from Peng Chau 

which apparently has received or will receive a high technology sewage treatment plant This 
effluent is in addition to the already polluted waters in the South of Hongkong.

It would be quite self-defeating : Peng Chau with a most modern water treatment plant and then
the effluents from
DB.
The reference of the applicant regarding Fish Culture Zones , in M a W a n  and Cheung S h a  , 
V E R Y  F A R  away from Nim Shue W a n  can only "pull wool over the T P B " . '
There are quasi daily fishermen/-boats seen in around DB, mostly from Peng Chau, an 

examination of the catch in regard to toxics should be highly recommended . Effluent-discharge 
to the close -by shores , to the sea should not take place !! but also :

6 .

To blame pollution of Southern Waters on the Pearl River Delta is not a point to make as facts 
of the "as is situation " must be clearly addressed. There are more pollutants than TIN . In H K  

one must get away from the view " it is only little pollution beside the pollution of HK-waters 

and around, w e  are facing already many types of pollution; in regard to forward-looking planning 
,it is important to consideru the straw which breaks the camel's back

As for the "sensitive receivers" the waters of Nim Shue W a n  and those close to Peng Chau 
effluent must be considered as "potentially polluting". Not even to mention the matter of storm - 
surge , back-flow and the like.

All of the tables and calculations of the applicant should be taken with a large pinch of salt 
as simply : effluent to the sea = generally considered is "water -pollution ".

8 • .
From P L A N D  A N D  M Y  C O M M E N T S  IN R E G A R D  T O  THIS APPLICATION:
Aims of Environmental Planning
2.1.1
To achieve a better environment through planning....



N O  B E T T E R  E N V I R O N M E N T ,  D E F I N I T E L Y  O N  A L L  C O U N T S  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T  W I L L  B E  

W O R S E .

(a)

"to avoid creating n e w  environmental problems....

T H E R E  A R E  A D D I T I O N A L  P R O 巳L E M S  ( AIR, NOISE, L E S S  T R E E S ,  R E D U C E D  W A S T E  

H A N D L I N G  CAPA C I T Y .  A L L  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  IN P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S )

(b)
"to seize opportunities for environmental i m p r o v e m e n t ....

N O  O P P O R T U N I T Y  F O R  I M P R O V E M E N T  S E I Z E D  IN T H I S  D E V E L O P M E N T

Proper land use planning,

(b) proposed land uses in the s a m e  development area are compatible with each 

other.•…T H E R E  IS N O  N E C E S S I T Y  F O R  T H I S  D E V E L O P M E N T  A S  P L A N N E D .  IT H A S  N O  

C O N N E C T I O N  W I T H  H O U S I N G  S H O R T A G E  IN H O N G  K O N G  , A N D  A S  F O R  " O P T I M I S I N G  

L A N D  U S E  " T H E  A P P L I C A N T  , IN C A S E  H A S  L A R G E  T R A C T S  O F  L A N D  A V A I L A B L E  IN D B  

W I T H O U T  C R E A T I N G  A D D I T I O N A L  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  P R O B L E M S .

IN C A S E ,  T H E  P L A N N E D  D E V E L O P M E N T  Y/l-D巳/3 A R E A  10b M U S T  B E  S C A L E D  B A C K  IN 

S I Z E  T O  B E  S O M E W H A T  C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  C U R R E N T  E N V I R O N M E N T  IN D B  .

T H E  D E V E L O P M E N T  \T \S ALSO HOT "COMPATIBLE" AS W I T H  T H E  O B V I O U S  

P O L L U T I N G  ACTI V I T I E S  IN T H E  P O D I U M  , R I G H T  U N D E R  T H E  R E S I D E N T I A L  

D E V E L O P M E N T ,  A N D  A L S O  T H E  C O N N E C T E D  V E H I C L E  T R A F F I C ,  P L U S  T H E  S E W A G E  

( ^ fĉ E A T M E N T  P L A N T  A N D  T H E  P E T R O L - F I L L I N G  S T A T I O N  .

adequate and suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to ensure proper handling and 

disposal of all wastes a n d  waste water arising from proposed developments.

T H I S  IS N O T  T H E  C A S E  W I T H  B O T H  T H E  P L A N N E D  D B  D E V E L O P M E N T S  (THIS O N E  

A N D  A L S O  Y/l-DB/2 A R E A  6F.) '

T H E  P L A N N E D  N E W  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B  , T R A N S F E R  A N D  

D I S P O S A L  FACILITIES A R E  C O M P L E T E L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  A N D  I L L - P L A C E D  U N D E R  A  

P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E .  A S  M E N T I O N E D  A B O V E  A N D  T H I S  W A S  A L R E A D Y  W R I T T E N  IN 

P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S .
IT IS D E F I N I T E L Y  N O T  IN T H E  C A T E G O R Y  O F  " SUITABLY SITED ENVIRONMENTAL 
FACILITIES "
2.2.2
⑹
the capacity of the environment to receive additional developments, for example, the capacity of 

an airshed or water basin to receive and assimilate residuals or the capacity of the environment 

infrastructure such as sewer a g e  and waste reception facilities to a c c o m m o d a t e  further 

residuals;

^  A S  W R I T T E N  A B O V E  , D B  H A S  LIMITED C A P A C I T Y  T O  A C C E P T

A l r e a d y  t h e  l i m i t s  r e g a r d i n g  25.000 r e s i d e n t s  i n d i c a t e  t h a t .

' t h e  t p b  m u s t  n o t  f o r g e t  t h a t  s e r v i c e  f a c i l i t i e s  a r e  a l s o  s t r e s s e d

B E C A U S E  O F  T H E  O F T E N  L A R G E  I N F L U X  O F  V I S I T O R S  A N D  T O U R I S T S  C R E A T I N G  

E N V I R O N M E N T A L  D E G R A D A T I O N  T O  T H I S  C O N F I N E D  A R E A ,  T H E  N U M B E R S  A R E  IN 

A D D I T I O N  T O  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN THIS P L A C E .

Air Quality Considerations

2.3.2

Air quality is affected by such factors as the emission rate of air pollutants, the separation 

distance between emission sources and receptors, topography, height and width of buildings as 

well as meteorology.....

A S  F O R  A N  O N - S I T E  S E W A G E  T R E A T M E N T  O D O U R S  O F  D I F F E R E N T  K I N D  M U S T  B E  

C O N S I D E R E D  A L S O  W H E N  S L U D G E  W I L L  B E  R E M O V E D ,

wherever practicable, major air pollution emitters are sited to the west or southwest of urban 

areas and n e w  towns to take advantage of the prevailing north-easterly winds;

D B  IS L O C A T E D  IN A  S E M I C I R C L E  O F  M O U N T A I N S  IN T H E  " B A C K  "! B E C A U S E  O F  THIS 

I M P E D I M E N T  T O  A I R - C I R C U L A T I O N  W E  A L R E A D Y  F A C E  E X T R A  A I R - P O L L U T I O N  (



in ine preparation ot land use plans, effort should be m a d e  to reserve sufficient sites in suitable 

locations for municipal waste reception and transfer facilities.... As s o m e  uses have potential to 

cause nuisances and to give rise to specia丨 requirements for waste disposa丨 and effluent 
discharge, due consideration should be given to their location and design to minimise the 
potential impacts.

T H E  P R O P O S E D  N E W  S P A C E  U N D E R  A  P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  
T H E  A P P L I C A N T S  REFUSE RECEIVING STATION P L A N N E D  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B  IS 

T O TALLY  I N A D E Q U A T E  F O R  T H E  P R E S E N T  A N D  M O R E S O  M U S T  B E  F O R  T H E  F U T U R E  
IT W A S  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  A B O U T  IT. '

A L S O  T H E  P L A N N E D  LIMITED S P A C E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  FACILITIES C A N N O T  B E  
C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  P H I L O S O P H Y  O F  21 S T  C E N T U R Y  W A S T E  - H A N D L I N G  - 
S E P A R A T I N G  S O R T I N G  F O R  R E C Y C L I N G  A N D  RE-USE. '

9

IN C O N C L U S I O N  I S T R O N G L Y  O B J E C T  T O  THIS APPLICATION 
T H O M A S  G E B A U E R

Thomas Gebauer
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Subject: APPLICATION Y/1DB/3 A rea 10b 

The Town Planning Board: Application Y/IDB/3 Area 10b 

1.
I strongly object to the p l a n n e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  as presented b y  the H o n g K o n g  R e s o r t  C o m p a n y  , w h o  w i t h  t h o u s a n d s  

o f  o w n e r s  are b o u n d  together b y  a D e e d  o f  M u t u a l  Cove n a n t .

2.
D i s c o v e r y  B a y  ( D B )  is a U N I Q U E  d e v e l o p m e n t  in H o n g K o n g  . quasi a n  enc l a v e  , isolated f r o m  H o n g K o n g  p r o p e r  

a n d  only accessible th rough o n e  tunnel a n d  b y  ferry.

Special rules apply in/for the area, as laid d o w n  in a  D M C  . O w n e r s  in D i s c o v e r y  B a y  a n d  to a  certain extent also 

residents in D B  m u s t  therefore get a  recognised voice a n d  special attention f r o m  the T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d  ( T P B )  

wh<J(fiajor c h a n g e s  w h i c h  will affect the e n v i r o n m e n t  a n d  the w a y  o f  life are p r o p o s e d  for this special 

e n c l a v e/environment as d o n e  b y  the ''registered o w n e r 55 the H o n g k o n g  Re sort C o .  Ltd, ( H K R ) .

T h e  T P B  m u s t  also seriously consider that the small o w n e r s  in D B  ( rou g h l y  8 . 0 0 0  houses/flats are.concerned) are 

no t  permitted to f o r m  a n  O w n e r s  C o rporation w h i c h  could give a clear voice to the T P B  as w h a t  are the w i s h e s  o f  

the m a n y  D B  owners, leaving aside the various large, m a i n l y  c o m m e r c i a l  entities a n d  spaces o w n e d  b y  the 

developer, the H K R .

D u e  to this u n i q u e  situation, a n y  c h a n g e s  m u s t  b e  j u d g e d  b y  the T P B  / P L A N D  w i t h  a  h olistic v iew  in m i n d  ; this 

p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  as well as the application Y / I D B / 2  A r e a  6 f  cannot b e  j u d g e d  solely o n  their o w n  bu t  h o w  it 

also will affect the w h o l e  e n v i r o n m e n t  in Discovery B a y  a n d  w h e t h e r  all the D B  service facilities are sufficient to 

support s u c h  developments. So it is IMPERATIVE , b esid es looking at each  application separately  the  
TPB m ust also look at

both applications of the HKR together to make a good judgem ent what they a sk  DB ow ners and 
residents to "bear".

In sPJa 1 0 b  s a m e  as it is p roposed in area 6f to built a sew age treatment plant quasi <4o n  site55 in the mi d s t  o f  a 
residential d e v e l o p m e n t  a n d  the effluent is planned to b e  discharged into the W A T E R  B A S I N  O F  N I M  S H U E  
W A N  B a y  m u s t  b e  considered as highly " sensitive" in the least.

" W e  are living in the 21st century a n d  T o w n  Planning m u s t  be a  forward looking e n d e a v o u r  .

I T o  m e  it is outrageous to ev e n  consider in “ As i a’s W o r l d  City “ to put n o w a d a y s  a s e w a g e  treatment plant into a  

备 n e w  residential d e v e l o p m e n t . (There w a s  a n  old sewagetreatment plant at this p r o p o s e d  location, h o w e v e r  built

、 decades a g o  w h e n  this area w a s  a large service a r e a , bu s  station, repair shops, waste handling and the like ....quasi 

〜  c o m m ercial activities) .
^ It should b e  d e m a n d e d  that this application / deve l o p m e n t  as well as Y / I D B / 2  area 6 f  to b e  deferred already o n  the 

lr grounds of  the sewagetreatment a n d  disposal. For this matter the applicant should wait till the G o v e r n m e n t  S e w a g e  

m Treatment Facilities of Lantau Island c a n  receive all the s e w a g e  f ro m  D B .

|° B y  n o  m e a n s  should affluent be  directed into the sea in a n d  aroiind Discovery Bay. T h e  H K  W a ters cannot take 

° m o r e  of this pollution and this does not concern only T I N  !

II It would be really a great step back for the environment of DB and HK! 5

5.

The effluent is planned to be discharged through a pipe into the shoreline, the bay o f  Nim Shue

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


W a n ,  w h i c h  should be considered " quasi typographically confined basin with limited dispersive capacity,5 the 

planned outfall point will not be far f r o m  the housing development, in the vicinity there is also recreational activity 

f r o m  the D B  M a r i n a  a n d  Club. It is not far f r o m  P e n g  C h a u  w h i c h  apparently has received or will receive a high  
technology sew age treatment plant This effluent is in addition to the already polluted waters in the South o f  
H o n g k o n g .

It w o u l d  be quite selfdefeating : P e n g  C h a u  with a m o s t  m o d e r n  water treatment plant a n d  then the effluents f r o m  

D B .  -

T h e  reference o f  the applicant regarding Fish Culture Z o n e s  , in M a W a n  a n d  C h e u n g  S h a , V E R Y  F A R  a w a y  f r o m  

N i m  S h u e  W a n  can only "pull w o o l  over the T P B " .

T h ere are quasi daily fishermen/boats seen in around D B ,  mostly f r o m  P e n g  C h a u ,  a n  examination o f  the catch in 

regard to toxics should be  highly r e c o m m e n d e d  . Effluentdischarge to the close b y  shores , to the sea should not 

take place !! but also :

6.

T o  b l a m e  pollution of  Southern W a t e r s  o n  the Pearl River Delta is not a point to m a k e  as facts of  the ctas is 

situation w m u s t  be  clearly addressed. T h e r e  are m o r e  pollutants than T I N  . In H K  o n e  m u s t  get a w a y  f r o m  the v i e w  

tc it is only little pollutionct; beside the pollution of H K w a t e r s  a n d  around, w e  are facing already m a n y  types o f  

pollution; in regard to forwardlooking p l a n n i n g , it is important to c o n s i d e r t h e  straw w h i c h  breaks the c a m e l 5s 

b a c k '

7.

A s  for the “sensitive receivers “ the waters of N i m  S h u e  W a n  a n d  those close to P e n g  C h a u

effluent m u s t  be  considered as “potentially polluting” • N o t  even to m e n t i o n  the matter o f  s t orm s u r g e，b a c k f l o w  

a n d  the like.

All of the tables a n d  calculations o f  the applicant should be  taken with a large pinch o f  salt 

as simply : effluent to the sea =  generally considered is "water pollution u .

8
F r o m  P L A N D  A N D  M Y  C O M M E N T S  I N  R E G A R D  T O  T H I S  A P P L I C A T I O N :  A i m s  o f  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  Planning

2.1.1
T o  achieve a  better environment through planning""

N O  B E T T E R  E N V I R O N M E N T ,  D E F I N I T E L Y  O N  A L L  C O U N T S  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T  W I L L  B E  W O R S E .

⑻ .
"to avoid creating n e w  environmental problems....

T H E R E  A R E  A D D I T I O N A L  P R O B L E M S  ( A I R ,  N O I S E ,  L E S S  T R E E S ,  R E D U C E D  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  

C A P A C I T Y .  A L L  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  I N  P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S )

(b)

"to seize opportunities for environmental i m p r o v e m e n t ....

N O  O P P O R T U N I T Y  F O R  I M P R O V E M E N T  S E I Z E D  I N  T H I S  D E V E L O P M E N T  

Proper land use planning,

(b) proposed land uses in the s a m e  d e v e l opment area are compatible with ea c h  other.....T H E R E  IS N O  

N E C E S S I T Y  F O R  T H I S  D E V E L O P M E N T  A S  P L A N N E D .  IT  H A S  N O  C O N N E C T I O N  W I T H  H O U S I N G  

S H O R T A G E  I N  H O N G  K O N G  , A N D  A S  F O R  " O P T I M I S I N G  L A N D  U S E  " T H E  A P P L I C A N T  , I N  C A S E  

H A S  L A R G E  T R A C T S  O F  L A N D  A V A I L A B L E  I N  D B  W I T H O U T  C R E A T I N G  A D D I T I O N A L  

E N V I R O N M E N T A L  P R O B L E M S .  .

I N  C A S E ,  T H E  P L A N N E D  D E V E L O P M E N T  Y / I D B / 3  A R E A  1 0b M U S T  B E  S C A L E D  B A C K  I N  S I Z E  T O  B E  

S O M E W H A T  C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  C U R R E N T  E N V I R O N M E N T  I N  D B  .

T H E  D E V E L O P M E N T  I T  IS A L S O  N O T  "COMPATIBLE" A S  W I T H  T H E  O B V I O U S  P O L L U T I N G  

A C T I V I T I E S  I N  T H E  P O D I U M  , R I G H T  U N D E R  T H E  R E S I D E N T I A L  D E V E L O P M E N T ,  A N D  A L S O  T H E  

C O N N E C T E D  V E H I C L E  T R A F F I C ,  P L U S  T H E  S E W A G E  T R E A T M E N T  P L A N T  A N D  T H E  P E T R O L -



I adequate a n d  suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to ensure proper handling a n d  disposal of all 

i wastes and waste water arising f r o m  proposed developments.

T H I S  IS N O T  T H E  C A S E  W I T H  B O T H  T H E  P L A N N E D  D B  D E V E L O P M E N T S  ( T H I S  O N E  A N D  A L S O  Y/I- 

1 D B / 2  A R E A  6 F . )

T H E  P L A N N E D  N E W  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B  , T R A N S F E R  A N D  D I S P O S A L  

F A C I L I T I E S  A R E  C O M P L E T E L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  A N D  I L L P L A C E D  U N D E R  A  P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E .  A S  

M E N T I O N E D  A B O V E  A N D  T H I S  W A S  A L R E A D Y  W R I T T E N  I N  P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S .

J IT IS D E F I N I T E L Y  N O T  I N  T H E  C A T E G O R Y  O F  " SUITABLY SITED ENVIRONMENTAL FACILITIES " •
2 .2.2 

r (〇)
the capacity o f  the environment to receive additional developments, for example, the capacity of an airshed or 

water basin to receive and assimilate residuals or the capacity of the environment infrastructure such as sewerage 

a nd waste reception facilities to a c c o m m o d a t e  further residuals;

■ A S  W R I T T E N  A B O V E  , D B  H A S  L I M I T E D  C A P A C I T Y  T O  A C C E P T  

A L R E A D Y  T H E  L I M I T S  R E G A R D I N G  25.000 R E S I D E N T S  I N D I C A T E  T H A T .

T H E  T P B  M U S T  N O T  F O R G E T  T H A T  S E R V I C E  F A C I L I T I E S  A R E  A L S O  S T R E S S E D  B E C A U S E  O F  T H E  

O F T E N  L A R G E  I N F L U X  O F  V I S I T O R S  A N D  T O U R I S T S  C R E A T I N G  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  D E G R A D A T I O N  

T O  T H I S  C O N F I N E D  A R E A ,  T H E  N U M B E R S  A R E  I N  A D D I T I O N  T O  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  I N  T H I S  P L A C E .

Air puality Considerations

2.3.2

Air quality, is affected b y  such factors as the emission rate o f  air pollutants, the separation distance b e t w e e n

emission sources and receptors, topography, height a nd width of buildings as well as meteorology.....

A S  F O R  A N  O N S I T E  S E W A G E  T R E A T M E N T  O D O U R S  O F  D I F F E R E N T  K I N D  M U S T  B E  C O N S I D E R E D  

A L S O  W H E N  S L U D G E  W I L L  B E  R E M O V E D .

wherever practicable, m a jor air pollution emitters are sited to the west or southwest of u r ban areas a n d  n e w  t o w n s  

to take advantage of the prevailing northeasterly winds;

D B  IS L O C A T E D  I N  A  S E M I C I R C L E  O F  M O U N T A I N S  I N  T H E  " B A C K  " ! B E C A U S E  O F  T H I S  

I M P E D I M E N T  T O  A I R C I R C U L A T I O N  W E  A L R E A D Y  F A C E  E X T R A  A I R P O L L U T I O N  (

M A R I N E / F E R R Y  D I E S E L S ,  A I R C R A F T ,  D I S N E Y  D A I L Y  F I R E W O R K S  , L O C A L  V E H I C L E  T R A F F I C )

! W a t e r  Quality Considerations 

1 2.3.4 .

It should b e  noted that there is a general shift of estuarine to oceanic conditions in a west to east direction in the 

d coastal waters of H o n g  Ko n g .  A n y  m a jor developments w h i c h  are likely to cause significant disruption to water 

i cirp^Mtion should be either avoided as far as possible or subjected to water quality modelling tests prior to the 

f m L ^ a t i o n  o f  site selection.

'• P L E A S E  T O  K E E P  I N  M I N D  .

^  2.3.5

h  A n y  d e v e l opment w h i c h  causes either conflict with the constraints or d a m a g e  of the resources and amenity areas 

,r: should be avoided, unless the conflict can be resolved or the imposition o f  appropriate d e v elopment controls is 

: ( practicable. T h e  waterbased developments should b e  located such that bulk water exch a n g e  is maximised.

；T C O N T R A R Y  T O  W H A T  T H E  A P P L I C A N T  C L A I M S  : N I M  S H U E  W A T E R S  A R E  C A L M  , L I T T L E  T I D A L -  

，C  S T R E A M  A C T I V I T I E S  C A N  B E  S E E N  A N D  T H E R E  IS D E F I N I T E L Y  L I M I T E D  D I S P E R S I V E  C A P A C I T Y .  

^  P O L L U T I O N  F R O M  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  I N  NIM SHUE WAN VILLAGE M U S T  A L S O  B E  K E P T  I N  M I N D  

A N D  A D D E D  T O  T H E  S I T U A T I O N .

•3- W a s t e  M a n a g e m e n t  Considerations

2.3.6

lur In the preparation of land use plans, effort should b e  m a d e  to reserve sufficient sites in suitable locations for 

) S1 municipal waste reception and transfer facilities.... A s  s o m e  uses h ave potential to cause nuisances a n d  to give rise 

)ca to special requirements for waste disposal a n d  effluent discharge, d u e  consideration should b e  given to their 

班  location a n d  design to minimise the potential impacts.

T H E  P R O P O S E D  N E W  S P A C E  U N D E R  A  P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G ,



I'lIE A P P L I C A N ' r ' S  REFUSE RECEIVING STATION P L A N N E D  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B  IS T O T A L L Y  

I N A D E Q U A T E  F O R  1 H E  P R E S E N T  A N D  M O R L S O  M U S T  B E  F O R  T H E  F U T U R E  I T  W A S  W R I T T E N  

A L R E A D Y  A B O U T  IT. *

A L S O  T H E  P L A N N E D  L I M I T E D  S P A C E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  F A C I L I T I E S  C A N N O T  B E  

C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  P H I L O S O P H Y  O F  21 S T  C E N T U R Y  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  S E P A R A T I N G  

S O R T I N G  F O R  R E C Y C L I N G  A N D  R E U S E .  5 ’

/i 9 '、

xi I N  C O N C L U S I O N  I S T R O N G L Y  O B J E C T  T O  T H I S  A P P L I C A T I O N  . g g g g

J a m e s  h o o d

[{ owner/resident
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Subject: APPLICATION Y / 1 D B / 3  Area 1 0 b  

T h e  T o w n  Planning Board : Application Y / I D B / 3  A r e a  1 0 b

1.
I strongly object to the p l a n n e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  as presented b y  the H o n g K o n g  Resort C o m p a n y  , w h o  with t h ousands 

o f  o w n e r s  are b o u n d  together b y  a D e e d  o f  M u t u a l  Covenant.

2 .
D i s c o v e r y  B a y  ( D B )  is a  U N I Q U E  d e v e l o p m e n t  in H o n g K o n g  . quasi a n  enclave , isolated f r o m  H o n g K o n g  proper 

a n d  o n l y  accessible t h r o u g h  o n e  tunnel a n d  b y  ferry.

Special rules apply in/for the area, as laid d o w n  in a D M C  . O w n e r s  in D i s c o v e r y  B a y  a n d  to a  certain extent also

resid

whe:

i e M s  in D B  m u s t  therefore get a  recognised voice a n d  special attention f r o m  the T o w n  Planning B o a r d  ( T P B )  

c h a n g e s  w h i c h  will affect the e n v i r o n m e n t  a n d  the w a y  of life are p r o p o s e d  for this special

enclave/environment as d o n e  b y  the ''registered o w n e r ,s the H o n g k o n g  Resort C o .  Ltd, ( H K R ) .

T h e  T P B  m u s t  also seriously consider that the small o w n e r s  in D B  ( roughly 8.000 houses/flats are c o n cerned) are 

not permitted to f o r m  a n  O w n e r s  Corporation w h i c h  could give a clear voice to the T P B  as w h a t  are the w i s h e s  o f  

the m a n y  D B  owners, leaving aside the various large, m a i n l y  c o m m e r c i a l  entities a n d  spaces o w n e d  b y  the 

developer, the H K R .

3.

D u e  to this u n i q u e  situation, a n y  c h a n g e s  m u s t  b e  j u d g e d  b y  the T P B  / P L A N D  with a  holistic view in m i n d  ; this 

p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  as well as the application Y / I D B / 2  A r e a  6 f  cannot be  j u d g e d  solely o n  their o w n  b u t  h o w  it 

also will affect the w h o l e  e n v i r o n m e n t  in D i s c o v e r y  B a y  a n d  w h e t h e r  all the D B  service facilities are sufficient to 

support s u c h  developments. So it is IMPERATIVE , besides looking at each application separately the 
TPB m ust a lso  look at

both applications of the HKR together to make a good judgement what they  ask DB ow ners and 
residents to "bear".

4  '
In aK.xa l 0 b  s a m e  as it is p r o p o s e d  in area 6 f  to built a sew age treatment plant quasi c4o n  site55 in the m i d s t  o f  a 
residential d e v e l o p m e n t  a n d  the effluent is p l a n n e d  to b e  discharged into the W A T E R  B A S I N  O F  NIM SHUE 
WAN B a y  m u s t  be considered as highly " sensitive" in the least.

W e  are living in the 21st century a n d  T o w n  Planning m u s t  be  a forward looking e n d e a v o u r  .

T o  m e  it is outrageous to e v e n  consider in “ A s i a’s W o r l d  City “ to put n o w a d a y s  a s e w a g e  treatment plant into a 

n e w  residential d e v e l o p m e n t . (There w a s  a n  old sewagetreatment plant at this p r o p o s e d  location, h o w e v e r  built 

d e c ades a g o  w h e n  this area w a s  a large service a r e a , b u s  station, repair shops, w a ste handling a nd the like ....quasi 

c o m m e r c i a l  activities)

It should b e  d e m a n d e d  that this application / d e v e l o p m e n t  as well as Y / I D B / 2  area 6 f  to b e  deferred already o n  the 

g r o u n d s  o f  the sewagetreatment a n d  disposal. F o r  this matter the applicant should wait till the G o v e r n m e n t  S e w a g e  

T r e a t m e n t  Facilities of  L a n t a u  Island can receive all the s e w a g e  f r o m  D B .

B y  n o  m e a n s  should affluent b e  directed into the sea in a n d  arou n d  Discovery Bay .  T h e  H K  Waters cannot take 

m o r e  o f  this pollution a n d  this does not c o n cern only T I N  !

It would be really a great step back for the environment of DB and HK! 5

5.

The effluent is planned to be discharged through a pipe into the shoreline, the bay o f N im  Shue



Waii, w h i c h  s h o u l d  b e  considered " quasi typographically c o n f i n e d  basin w i t h  limited dispersive capacity55 the 

p l a n n e d  outfall point will not b e  far f r o m  the h o u s i n g  d e v e l o p m e n t ,  in the vicinity there is also recreational activity 

f r o m  the D B  M a r i n a  a n d  Club. It is not far f r o m  P e n g  C h a u  w h i c h  apparently h a s  received o r  will receive a  high  
te ch no logy  s e w a g e  treatment plant Thi s  effluent is in addition to the already polluted w a t e r s  in the S o u t h  o f  
H o n g k o n g .

It w o u l d  b e  quite selfdefeating : P e n g  C h a u  w i t h  a m o s t  m o d e r n  w a t e r  treatment plant a n d  t h e n  the effluents f r o m  

D B .

T h e  reference o f  the applicant regarding Fish Culture Z o n e s  , in M a W a n  a n d  C h e u n g  S h a  , V E R Y  F A R  a w a y  f r o m  

N i m  S h u e  W a n  c a n  onl y  "pull w o o l  ove r  the T P B " .

T h e r e  are quasi daily fishermen/boats seen in a r o u n d  D B ,  m o s t l y  f r o m  P e n g  C h a u ,  a n  e x a m i n a t i o n  o f  the catch in 

regard to toxics s h o u l d  b e  highly r e c o m m e n d e d  . Effluentdischarge to the close b y  shores , to the s e a  should not 

take place !! b u t  also :

6 .

T o  b l a m e  pollution o f  S o u t h e r n  W a t e r s  o n  the Pearl R i v e r  D e l t a  is not a point to m a k e  as facts o f  the C4as is 

situationct m u s t  b e  clearly addressed. T h e r e  are m o r e  pollutants t h a n  T I N  . In H K  o n e  m u s t  get a w a y  f r o m  the v i e w  

Cl it is only little p o llutionct; beside the pollution o f  H K w a t e r s  a n d  around, w e  are facing alr e a d y  m a n y  types o f  

pollution; in regard to f o r w a r d l o o k i n g  planning , it is impor t a n t  to c o n s i d e r t h e  s t raw w h i c h  b r e a k s  the c a m e l 5s 

b a c k '

A s  for the “sensitive receivers “ the w a ters o f  N i m  S h u e  W a n  a n d  those close to P e n g  C h a u

effluent m u s t  b e  c o n s i d e r e d  as ''potentially polluting,,. N o t  e v e n  to m e n t i o n  the matter o f  s t o r m  s u r g e  , b a c k f l o w  

a n d  the like.

All o f  the tables a n d  calculations o f  the applicant sh o u l d  b e  tak e n  w i t h  a large p i n c h  o f  salt 

as s i m p l y  : effluent to the se a  =  generally considered is “w a t e r  pollution “ .

F r o m  P L A N D  A N D  M Y  C O M M E N T S  I N  R E G A R D  T O  T H I S  A P P L I C A T I O N :  A i m s  o f  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  P l a n n i n g

2. 1.1
T o  achieve a  better e n v i r o n m e n t  t h r o u g h  planning....

N O  B E T T E R  E N V I R O N M E N T ,  D E F I N I T E L Y  O N  A L L  C O U N T S  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T  W I L L  B E  W O R S E .

⑻
"to a v o i d  creating n e w  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  p r o b l e m s •…

T H E R E  A R E  A D D I T I O N A L  P R O B L E M S  ( A I R ,  N O I S E ,  L E S S  T R E E S ,  R E D U C E D  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  

C A P A C I T Y .  A L L  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  I N  P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S )

(b)

"to seize opportunities for e n v i r o n m e n t a l  i m p r o v e m e n t ....

N O  O P P O R T U N I T Y  F O R  I M P R O V E M E N T  S E I Z E D  I N  T H I S  D E V E L O P M E N T  

P r o p e r  land u s e  planning,

(b) p r o p o s e d  land uses in the s a m e  d e v e l o p m e n t  area are c o m p a t i b l e  w i t h  e a c h  other•.…T H E R E  IS N O  

N E C E S S I T Y  F O R  T H I S  D E V E L O P M E N T  A S  P L A N N E D .  I T  H A S  N O  C O N N E C T I O N  W I T H  H O U S I N G  

S H O R T A G E  I N  H O N G  K O N G  , A N D  A S  F O R  " O P T I M I S I N G  L A N D  U S E  " T H E  A P P L I C A N T  , I N  C A S E  

H A S  L A R G E  T R A C T S  O F  L A N D  A V A I L A B L E  I N  D B  W I T H O U T  C R E A T I N G  A D D I T I O N A L  

E N V I R O N M E N T A L  P R O B L E M S .

I N  C A S E ,  T H E  P L A N N E D  D E V E L O P M E N T  Y / I D B / 3  A R E A  1 0 b  M U S T  B E  S C A L E D  B A C K  I N  S I Z E  T O  B E  

S O M E W H A T  C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  C U R R E N T  E N V I R O N M E N T  I N  D B  .

T H E  D E V E L O P M E N T  I T  IS A L S O  N O T  ''COMPATIBLE" A S  W I T H  T H E  O B V I O U S  P O L L U T I N G  

A C T I V I T I E S  I N  T H E  P O D I U M  , R I G H T  U N D E R  T H E  R E S I D E N T I A L  D E V E L O P M E N T ,  A N D  A L S O  T H E  

C O N N E C T E D  V E H I C L E  T R A F F I C ,  P L U S  T H E  S E W A G E  T R E A T M E N T  P L A N T  A N D  T H E  P E T R O L -



F I L L I N G  S T A T I O N .

(c)

adequate a n d  suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to ensure proper handling a n d  disposal of  all 

wastes a nd waste water arising f r o m  proposed developments.

T H I S  IS N O T  TPffi C A S E  W I T H  B O T H  T H E  P L A N N E D  D B  D E V E L O P M E N T S  ( T H I S  O N E  A N D  A L S O  Y/I- 

D B / 2  A R E A  6 F . )

THE P L A N N E D  N E W  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B ，T R A N S F E R  A N D  D I S P O S A L  

F A C I L I T I E S  A R E  C O M P L E T E L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  A N D  I L L P L A C E D  U N D E R  A  P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E .  A S  

M E N T I O N E D  A B O V E  A N D  T H I S  W A S  A L R E A D Y  W R I T T E N  I N  P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S .

IT IS D E F I N I T E L Y  N O T  I N  T H E  C A T E G O R Y  O F  " SUITABLY SITED ENVIRONMENTAL FACILITIES "
2.2.2 
(〇)
the capacity of  the e n v i r onment to receive additional developments, for example, the capacity of an  airshed or 

water basin to receive a n d  assimilate residuals or the capacity of  the e n v i r onment infrastructure suc h  as s e w erage 

a nd waste reception facilities to a c c o m m o d a t e  further residuals;

A S  W R I T T E N  A B O V E  , D B  H A S  L I M I T E D  C A P A C I T Y  T O  A C C E P T  

, A L R E A D Y  T H E  L I M I T S  R E G A R D I N G  25.000 R E S I D E N T S  I N D I C A T E  T H A T .  .

I T H E  T P B  M U S T  N O T  F O R G E T  T H A T  S E R V I C E  F A C I L I T I E S  A R E  A L S O  S T R E S S E D  B E C A U S E  O F  T H E  

； O F T E N  L A R G E  I N F L U X  O F  V I S I T O R S  A N D  T O U R I S T S  C R E A T I N G  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  D E G R A D A T I O N  

T O  T H I S  C O N F I N E D  A R E A ,  T H E  N U M B E R S  A R E  I N  A D D I T I O N  T O  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  I N  T H I S  P L A C E .

Air  ̂ a l i t y  Considerations

2.3.2

Air quality is affected b y  s u c h  factors as the emission rate o f  air pollutants, the separation distance b e t w e e n

emission sources a n d  receptors, topography, height a n d  w i d t h  of  buildings as well as m e t e o r o l o g y .....

A S  F O R  A N  O N S I T E  S E W A G E  T R E A T M E N T  O D O U R S  O F  D I F F E R E N T  K I N D  M U S T  B E  C O N S I D E R E D  

A L S O  W H E N  S L U D G E  W I L L  B E  R E M O V E D .

wherever practicable, m a j o r  air pollution emitters are sited to the wes t  or southwest o f  u r b a n  areas a n d  n e w  t o w n s  

to take advantage o f  the prevailing northeasterly winds;

D B  IS L O C A T E D  I N  A  S E M I C I R C L E  O F  M O U N T A I N S  I N  T H E  " B A C K  " ! B E C A U S E  O F  T H I S  

I M P E D I M E N T  T O  A I R C I R C U L A T I O N  W E  A L R E A D Y  F A C E  E X T R A  A I R P O L L U T I O N  (

M A R I N E / F E R R Y  D I E S E L S ，A I R C R A F T ，D I S N E Y  D A I L Y  F I R E W O R K S ，L O C A L  V E H I C L E  T R A F F I C )

W a t e r  Quality Considerations

2.3.4

It should b e  noted that there is a  general shift of estuarine to oceanic conditions in a  w e s t  to east direction in the 

coastal waters of  H o n g  K o n g .  A n y  m a j  or d e v elopments w h i c h  are likely to cause significant disruption to water 

ciro^fction should b e  either a v o ided as far as possible or subjected to water quality m o d e l l i n g  tests prior to the 

fma'usation o f  site selection.

P L E A S E  T O  K E E P  I N  M I N D  .

2.3.5

A n y  d e v e l o p m e n t  w h i c h  causes either conflict with the constraints or d a m a g e  o f  the resources a n d  a m e n i t y  areas 

should be avoided, unless the conflict can b e  resolved or the imposition of  appropriate d e v e l o p m e n t  controls is 

practicable. T h e  waterbased de v e l o p m e n t s  should b e  located s u c h  that bulk wa t e r  e x c h a n g e  is m a x i m i s e d .  

C O N T R A R Y  T O  W H A T  T H E  A P P L I C A N T  C L A I M S  : N I M  S H U E  W A T E R S  A R E  C A L M  , L I T T L E  T I D A L -  

S T R E A M  A C T I V I T I E S  C A N  B E  S E E N  A N D  T H E R E  IS D E F I N I T E L Y  L I M I T E D  D I S P E R S I V E  C A P A C I T Y .  

P O L L U T I O N  F R O M  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  I N  NIM SHUE WAN VILLAGE M U S T  A L S O  B E  K E P T  I N  M I N D  

A N D  A D D E D  T O  T H E  S I T U A T I O N .

W a s t e  M a n a g e m e n t  Considerations

2.3.6 •

In the preparation o f  land use plans, effort should b e  m a d e  to reserve sufficient sites in suitable locations for 

municipal waste reception a n d  transfer facilities.... A s  s o m e  uses h a v e  potential to cause nuisances a n d  to give rise 

to special requirements for w a s t e  disposal a n d  effluent discharge, d u e  consideration should b e  given to their 

location a n d  design to m i n i m i s e  the potential impacts.

T H E  P R O P O S E D  N E W  S P A C E  U N D E R  A  P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  ,



B

T H E  A P P L I C A N T ' S  R E C £ / W A / G  S L A 7 7 0 A /  P L A N N E D  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B ,  IS T O T A L L Y

I N A D E Q U A T E  F O R  T H E  P R E S E N T  A N D  M O R E S O  M U S T  B E  F O R  T H E  F U T U R E .  I T  W A S  W R I T T E N  

A L R E A D Y  A B O U T  IT.

A L S O  T H E  P L A N N E D  L I M I T E D  S P A C E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  F A C I L I T I E S  C A N N O T  B E  

C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  P H I L O S O P H Y  O F  2 1 S T  C E N T U R Y  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G , S E P A R A T I N G , 

S O R T I N G  F O R  R E C Y C L I N G  A N D  R E U S E .
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I N  C O N C L U S I O N  I S T R O N G L Y  O B J E C T  T O  T H I S  A P P L I C A T I O N  .

5801
J a m e s  h o o d

owner/resident

Discovery B a y  

email
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Dear Sir/Madam

I am an owner of a property in Peninsula Village, Discovery Bay, and have a number of concerns with the bad aspects of 
the application which havebeen covered by earlier consultations.

This 4th round consultation confirms the reintroduction of local sewage treatment within Discovery Bay and I strong 
object to this retrograde step and the clear environmental deterioration for DB residents and the marine life that it will 
have. Being a Father of both a baby and a pre-schooler,I am particularly concerned about small children and babies being 
exposed to this water in the beach if the development were to take place.

Attached are the following submissions concerning the above, from neighbouring villages, which， as an Owner, I fully 
e n d ^ ',  since they express my concerns better than I could myself.

- Parkvale Village Owners’ Committee submission dated 29th December, which matches my own concerns in almost 
all respects

- Serene Village Owner dated 28th December.

I OBJECT TO THE ABOVE APPLICATION

Stephen Pill



PVOC Comments on Application number: Y/I-DB/2

Parkvale Village Owners' Committee

Com ments on the Second Further Information Submitted in Support of 
Section 12A Application Number Y/I-DB/2 to amend Discovery Bay Outline 
Zoning Plan for rezoning the permissible use from staff quarters to  flats at 
Area Discovery Bay.

INTRODUCTION

In April, July and December 2016 we, the Parkvale Village Owner's Committee (PVOC), a 

body of owners in Parkvale Village in Discovery Bay (DB) elected to represent the interests 

of the owners of the 606 flats in the village, submitted our comments on Hong Kong Resort 

Company Limited's (HKR) Section 12A Application "To Amend Discovery Bay Outline Zoning 
Plan for rezoning the permissible use from staff quarters to flats at Area 6f, Discovery Ba/\ 
Our comments were assigned numbers 1512 (April), 2787 (July) and 5297 (December) by 

the Town Planning Board (TPB).

This document includes our comments on the Further Information (made available by the 

TPB on 9 December 2016) submitted by HKR on 28 November 2016.

FURTHER INFORMATION

The Further Information submitted by HKR comprises:

1. Masterplan Limited's covering letter.

2. Revised Environmental Study (Executive Summary, Chapters St 1 and 8).
3. Revised Technical Note on Water Quality.

No substantive change has been made to the Further Information submitted in June and 

October.

In its covering letter, Masterplan Limited, on behalf of HKR, states that u!n summary, the 
Further Information relates to the following issues:

1. The receiving water quality of the effluent discharge of the proposed on-site Sewage 
Treatment Works (STW) to ensure increase in Total Inorganic Nitrogen (TIN) is 
minimised.

2. The contingency measure for the proposed on-site STW, by providing an emergency 
overflow pipe from the proposed STW  at Area 6f to existing sewage pumping station no. 
1 (SPS1) located ot the junction of Discovery Boy Road and Discovery Valley Road).

3. The modelling scenarios of effluent dispersion.

The additional 440  m 3  per day sewage generated by the proposed residential development 
is now proposed to be catered by on-site sewage treatment facilities.M

The reality, however, which the TPB and relevant departments, such as the EPD and DSD, 

will see w h e n  they review this latest submission, is that this Further Information provides 

no n e w  and substantial Further Information. As Masterplan Limited states, “This 
information clarifies and supplements the application, and does not constitute a material 
change identified In the TPB Guideline No. S T .



PVOC Comments on Application number. Y/!-Dy/Z

Furthermore, as we have pointed out, HKR has no alternative but to build a standalone ST1// 

in Area 6f as the Siu Ho W an sewage treatment facilities are not available. So a STW cannot 

be simply a proposal, it has to be a commitment, one which would be sub optimal, defective 
in many ways and not acxeptable to both government and the DB community.

It is clear that HKR, through the penultimate paragraph of Masterplan Umited's covering 

letter, is making yet another attempt in its repeated appeal to government not to forget DB 

when, at some time in the future, government reviews sewage and water infrastructure for 

Lantau.

It is imperative that the TPB and all government bureaux and departments are not misled 

by the HKR statement in Masterplan Limited's letter that utn addition, the proposal for 
Area 6fis moderate in scale, the demand on the overall Government Infrastructure would 
be insignificant^. This is irrelevant as government facilities are not available, and will not 
be available in the potential timeline of both the Area 6f and Area 10b projects. Public 

comments have to be submitted in accordance with TPB Guideline No. 30B ̂ Guidelines - 
for submission of comments on various applications under the Town Planning Ordinance' 

The PVOC considers that this fourth submission from the PVOC has again properly 

complied with TPB Guideline No. 30B, whereas the Submission of Further Information 

from HKR does not.

PRINCIPAL CONCERNS WITH THE APPLICATION
In our previous submission, which was assigned number 5297 (December) by the TPB, we 

noted the following principal concerns which we have with HKR's proposed development of 

two 18 storey buildings, including 476 flats, of 21,600 m 2  GFA on a platform created to 

accommodate a 170m2 GFA three storey Building:

A. Inadequate and unreliable information has been provided by HKR. E.g. HKR has 

submitted studies and papers and not impact assessments, thereby avoiding having to 

study the impact on the community and people most affected by its proposal.

B. Public Consultation is inadequate and non-transparent.

C. Consultation with all relevant government departments and bureaux has been 

inadequate and incomplete.

D. A Risk Assessment has not been undertaken.

E. HKR#s responses to government department comments have been inacfsquate and 

evasive. It cannot be acceptable in a public consultation exerdse for the applicant alone 

to decide what is commercially sensitive (re ownership of Passageway and allocation cf 

undivided shares) and to keep that information from being publidy commented upon. 

All information provided by the applicant must be placed in the public domain so the 

public can comment on it. The table setting cut these responses cannot be conslcered 

to be comprehensive.

F. Despite Annex C of the October Further Information stating in paragraph 2.1.1.4 that a 

key element of the development is the ̂ access road*, there is no information provided 

as to its construction through Parkvale village. There are many issues arising from 

unsuitable access to the site such as: the part of Parkvaie Drive which is designed as a 

pedestrian pavement under BD regulations and the effect of additional construction and 

operational traffic on it; width constraints of Parkvale Drive which limit the ability of 

larger vehicles, including buses and construction vehicles, to pass one another; potential
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lack*of emergency access to Parkvale Drive in the event of an accident; safety, as the 
proposed access to the site is a pedestrian area used by residents and the public; and 
HKR's lack of consideration of alternative access to the site. As pointed out above, HKR 
continues to not submit, in its Further Information, a Traffic Impact Assessment on 
Pedestrians which is listed under the Reports to be submitted.

G. A sewage treatment works (STW) is to be included in Area 6f with discharge directly into 
the sea next to the ferry pier using either a gravity pipe or the open nullah which is 
adjacent to Hillgrove Village. However, it is clear from HKR's comments that the latter is 
the intended approach. Also, HKT tries to minimise the pollution impact of discharge of 
sewage into the sea whereas it will increase the TIN and TPs, thereby increasing the 
probability of, e.g.# red tide in Discovery Bay waters. Not surprisingly HKR’s consultants 
say that the sewage proposal ̂/s c o n s i d e r e d  n o t  a n  e f f i c i e n t  s e w a g e  p l a n n i n g  s t r a t e g y ' ' .

H. HKR' is misleading the TPB by saying there are two options re water supply hut, as 
previously pointed out (since government has confirmed that its facilities at the Siu Ho 
Wan Water Treatment Works (SHWWTW) and the SHW Fresh Water Pumping Station 
are not available for the foreseeable future), there is only one, which is a potable water 
supply to be provided by re-opening, after 16 years, the DB water treatment plant and 
using water from the DB reservoir.

I. No information is provided regarding the provision of other utilities to Area 6f and how 
it will affect Parkvale Village, despite the October Further Information Annex C 
paragraph 2.1.1.4 stating that a key element of the development is the provision of 
utilities. Furthermore, there is no reference to the DB LPG gas system which has 
recently suffered an explosion which is the subject of investigations by EMSD and FSD.

J. Slope safety of the area, where the two proposed 18 story buildings will be built, is 
ignored, despite Annex C paragraph 2.1.1.4 stating that a key element of the 
development is site formation. HKR continues to ignore CEDD's request for HKR to 
assess the geotechnical feasibility of the proposed development and to submit a 
Geotechnical Planning Review Report (GPRR).

K. Ownership issues - HKR's right to use Parkvale Drive as access to Area 6f is still disputed.

L. Planning controls of Discovery Bay are ignored in respect of the Master Plan (MP) and 
Outline Zone Plan (OZP) relationship, the 25,000 population ceiling ancl the allocation of 
undivided shares and management units under the Deed of Mutual Covenant (DMC). 
Furthermore, HKR has a conflict of interest regarding population data, in that current 
figures are provided by its wholly owned subsidiary, DB Services Management Limited.

M. Diagrams and photomontages are often misleading, inaccurate and of poor quality.

We provided further details of these concerns in our previous submission. Readers of this
submission should also read our previous submissions if they have not already done so.

In this submission we address concerns arising from HKR^ latest submission and from
HKR#s intention to build a standalone sewage treatment works in Area 6f,

SEWAGETREATMENT

All the concerns and comments submitted to the TPB in respect of sewage treatment
processing and discharge continue to be ignored.
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W e  have, again, set out and expanded our concerns and comments in the following

sections:

A. Sewage Master Plans.

B. Standalone Sewage Treatment Works.

C. Application for Discharge Licence. j •

D. Discharge of Sewage by Open Nullah. |

E. Effluent to be Discharged into the Sea.

F. Theoretical Modelling Scenarios of Sewage Processing and Effluent Discharge.

G. Inefficient Sewage Planning Strategy Confirmed by HKR's Consultants and no 

Environmental Impact Assessment. 1

H. Emergency Arrangements for wh e n  the S T W  Breaks D o w n  Including Access to Pumping 

Station No 1.

I. Sewage from the Workforce during Construction.

J. Management of the STW.

K. Capital and Operating Costs.

L. Consultation.

A. S E W A G E  M A S T E R  PLANS

1. In 1989, a sewage disposal strategy was formulated by the Government. Since then EPD 

has produced 16 Sewage Master Plans (SMPs) and D SD has had the role of works agent 

to implement the recommended projects to cater for the needs of the SMPs. The 16 

SMPs have been re-grouped into 8 areas for conducting the S M P  Review Studies. 8 S M P  

Reviews have been completed and these include the "Review of Outlying Islands SMP", 

which includes DB.

2. All the H KR submissions consistently m a k e  no mention of the Outlying Islands SMP, 

which would appear to be because their sewage strategy for D B，as illustrated by the 

proposals for both Areas 6f and 10b, is inconsistent with that plan. Therefore E PD and 

DSD have no alternative but to reject the H K R  proposal and advise the TPB 

accordingly.

B. STANDALONE SEWAGE TREATMENT WORKS

1. Since government facilities are not available in the foreseeable future, H KR has no 

alternative but to build a, separate sewage treatment works (STW) in Area 6f, if the 

proposed change in use is approved' and if the proposed development is in fact built. 

This means that people living in Parkvale Village would have a S T W  adjacent to them. 

HKR is not providing details of the design, its exact location and h o w  it will be managed 

and maintained. As HKR will want to minimize costs, w e  are concerned h o w  adequate 

such a facility will be and the risk of its breaking down. If the TPB approves the change 

of use of Area 6f, the residents of Parkvale Village, w h o  at no stage have been consulted 

by HKR, will be forced by HKR to live next door to a S T W  with all its negative aspects, 

including strong foul odours. And of course the future 1190 residents of Area 6f will also 

suffer from the same negative aspects of a S T W  integrated into their development.

2. It is indicative of the inadequacies of this submission, and all the previous H KR 

submissions, that there is no reference whatsoever to the D S D  "Guidelines for the 

Design of Small Sewage Treatment PIantsM for private developments up to 2,000 

population equivalent. In preparing these guidelines DSD placed special emphasis on
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the problems usually found with small plants and included appropriate design safety 

considerations. These guidelines cover: general design considerations; design 

parameters; practical design and installation; operation and maintenance; and 

environmental considerations. Following these guidelines would have enabled H K R  to 

provide a design submission in this latest Further Information which could, according 

to paragraph 2.9 of the guidelines, have included for example: key plan showing location 

of development and effluent discharge location; plan and section showing the location 

of 5 T W  within the development in relation to residential units and surrounding facilities; 

process and instrumentation diagrams; hydraulic profile together with supporting 

calculations; detailed process design calculations; detailed drawings with plan and 

elevation showing plant room layout including pipe work and equipment; route of 

access to the plant room and access within the STW; ventilation and lighting details; 

equipment schedule showing number of duty and standby units, make, model number, 

capacity etc. (the schedule should be shown on the drawing); equipment catalogues and 

operation/maintenance manual.

Although the DSD has built and operates a n u m b e r  of small sewage treatment facilities 

on Lantau Island and Outlying Islands/ H K R  has not stated the type or explained the 

design of S T W  it proposes to build in Area 6f, nor has it demonstrated that any of the 

three sewage treatment processes commo n l y  adopted by the DSD on Lantau Island is 

suitable for a site located on a steep slope and far from the sea, with a discharge point 

so close to a residential area.

D u e  to its proximity to our village, w e  consider that it is inappropriate to locate a S T W  

in Area 6f, due to the potential smell and health hazard, especially as the effluent 

seems highly likely to be discharged into an open nullah and flow under the balconies 

of a residential building and, subsequently, into the sea adjacent to an occupied area. In 

view of the serious inadequacies and shortfall of the S T W  proposal w e  believe that the 

D S D  and EPD have no alternative but to reject the H K R  proposal and advise the TPB to 

not approve the application.

APPLICATION F O R  DISCHARGE LICENCE

Paragraph 6.3.1.6 of the Revised Environmental Study glibly states that ''Moreover, the 
operation o f the STW shall also apply for a discharge licence from the relevant authority 
before the operation o f the STW.if This is a too vague a statement. Are the consultants 
referring to the submission of Application Form A  (EPD 117); w h o  will be responsible 

for submitting the application; w h o  will pay the licence fee; and what are the 

consequences if the application is rejected?

This aspect of the S T W  requires comprehensively explaining to the TPB and, of course, 

the public since this Further Information is supposed to be subject to public 

consultation.

D I S C H A R G E  O F  S E W A G E  BY O P E N  N U L L A H

H K R  is still saying, as it did in its previous submissions, that discharging the treated 

sewage directly into an open nullah is still an option to be considered at the design 

stage. This open nullah is parallel to Discovery Valley Road and proceeds directly in front 

of Hillgrove Village. Therefore, every day 440 m3 per day of sewage will be flowing
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alongside approximately 200 metres of footpath/road and directly under the balconies 

of around 200 apartments in this village. This is illustrated in the following photographs.

View of the open nullah looking upstream View of the open nullah looking downstream 

pastHillgrove Village_________________  towards Hillgrove Village •__________________

2. The nullah serves the dual purpose of a storm water channel and as an overflow relief 
for the reservoir at the top of Discovery Valley Road. Normally it is virtually empty, but 

during periods of rainstorm and/or reservoir discharge this nullah is full to the top. The 

addition of the sewage effluent to the storm water flow m a y  cause the nullah to 

overflow or the effluent to back-up into the STW, both with serious health implications. 

This option would appear to be cheaper than building a gravity sewage pipe and it is 

considered that HKR will adopt this option whilst giving the impression to the TPB, EPD, 

etc. that it will build a gravity pipe, which would presumably put the sewage flow 

underground.

E. EFFLUENT T O  BE DISCHARGED INTO THE SEA

1, HKR is proposing to discharge treated sewage from Area 6f into the marine waters 

adjacent to the ferry pier without the need of a marine outfall. The outlet is adjacent to 

a pedestrian walkway, residential buildings and a shopping centre, which HKR is about to 

build, and is located only 280 metres from a public bathing beach. This is an artificially 

m a d e  beach fronting the very shallow and silted Tai Pak Wan. The proposal for the 

discharge of effluent into a shallow seabed, adjacent to a pedestrian walkway, 

residential buildings and a shopping centre and 2 8 0 m  from a bathing beach, boardwalk 

restaurants and ferry pier is environmentally unacceptable and will encourage toxic red 

tides as well as concentrations of E. coli.

2. W e  are extremely concerned about the effluent being discharged into the sea in DB. 

Although the effluent will have been treated, it will have a high concentration of 

nutrients which has been scientifically proven to encourage growth of harmful algae 

("red tides"), particularly in shallow coastal areas (see page 170 of ^Harmful Algae",
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volume 9, issue 10, 2010 of 'Elsevier') and, as the prevailing winds come from the east, 

blowing onto DB, such harmful algae would not dissipate easily.

3. The water quality assessment notes that for the whole of Hong Kong waters adjacent to 

the Pearl River Delta and including the waters around OB that the Total Inorganic 

Nitrogen (TIN) already exceeds the W Q O .  W e  would not dispute this, but this does not 

justify H K R ^  intention to increase the suspended solids and E-Coli content of the 

sewage plume in the very publicly exposed waters and beaches of Tai Pak Wan.

4. In previous submissions, HKR tried to downplay the occurrence of red tides despite the 

discharge of more TINs and TPs which will increase the probability of more red tides. 

The latest Further Information has omitted references in the previous version to TP 

(referred to as Total Particulates in the Executive Summary of the Environmental Study 

and as Total Phosphorous in the Technical Note) and to red tides.

5. The Further Information submitted by HKR in October included the following:

a. Executive Summary - uThe discharge concentration has therefore been reduced os 
much as practicable to ensure that the increase in TIN and Total Particulates (TP) are 
minimized. With the discharge standard, the Nitrogen (N) to Phosphorus (P) ratio Is 
maintained greater than 18.1. Hence the occurrence o f red tides will be unlikely.

b. 6.3.1.5 - ''The computed N: P ratio concluded that the possibility o f having red tide 
Isstmiow： 1

c. 6.4.1.1; 7.3.1.4; 8.1.2.1 -  f,The discharge concentration has therefore been reduced 
as much os practicable to ensure that the increase in TIN and TP are minimized With 
the discharge standard, the N to P ratio is maintained greater than 18.1. Hence the 
occurrence o f red tides will be unlikely.u

The text in bold does not appear in the latest version of the Environmental Study 

submitted by HKR on 28 November 2016. W h y  would HKR delete this text if the 

noccurrence o f red tides will be unlike!/*? Thus the previous version tried to downplay 
the likely occurrence of red tides, whilst the omission of the references to red tides in 

the latest version implies that what was stated in the previous version was incorrect, 

and that we, and government, should be concerned about the discharge of the sewage 

into the sea increasing the likelihood of red tides occurring.

The conclusions in the Technical Note that ifthe water quality in the vicinity o f marine- 
based WSRs would be in compliance with WQOs in SS, E. coli and UlAn are based on 
modelled measurements at W S R  07 (Tai Pak Peninsula CPA), 270 metres from the 

sewage discharge point. This ignores the fact that the area of the sea into which the 

sewage would be discharged should also be considered to be a WSR. This area is 

adjacent to a pedestrian walkway, residential buildings and a shopping centre which HKR 

is about to build, as the following picture demonstrates:
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Wo u l d  HKR's conclusions have been the s a m e  if it had modelled measurements at the 

sewage discharge outlet instead of 270 metres from it?

F. THEORETICAL MODELLING SCENARIOS OF SEWAGE PROCESSING AND EFFLUENT 
DISCHARGE

1. The consultants have not undertaken a sensitivity analysis regarding their various 

calculations, nor a risk assessment as to environmental aspects, daily operations and 

emergency arrangements of a STW. In addition, there is no mention of the assumptions 

and limitations as to their approach to modelling. In a public consultation exercise there 

should be a layman's guide to the scientific and mathematical acceptability of their 

approach (and its quality), since, without this, the vast majority of the public are unlikely 

to understand and to be able to c o m m e n t  on the approach.

2. The modelling scenario is described1̂  section 4.3 of the Revised Technical Note on 

Water Quality submitted in the latest Further Information. The effluent dispersion 

scenarios are stimulated by a near-field model, CORMIX. The key inputs to C O R M I X  

include outfall configuration, ambient current speed, vertical density profile and effluent 

flow rate. As this latest Further Information merely repeats the s a m e  scenarios, with the

^ same key inputs and assumptions, as in the October Further Information, the results are 

naturally the same! (Appendix 0 C O R M I X  model is same as in October). However, H K R  

has deleted references to the likelihood of red tide which was mentioned in the October 

Further Information, with no explanation as to why. This is unprofessional and 

misleading. Furthermore, there is no mention by the consultants as to w h y  this type of 

model was used and its reliability.

B. Paragraph 4.3.1.2 of the Technical Note on Water Quality states HThe exit o f the gravity 
sewage pipe into sea is near surfaced However^ in each of the C O R M I X  scenarios, under
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^Buoyancy assessment,,t it is stated that nThe effluent density is less than the 
surrounding ambient water density a t the discharge level. Therefore, the effluent is 
POSITIVELY BUOYANT and wifi tend to rise towards the surface/' This means that the 
sewage effluent will be very visible near and on the sea surface, as illustrated in the 

above photograph. It is essential that EPD investigates this finding and concludes that it 

is not acceptable.

4. The results of the modelling scenario are set out in Appendix D uCORMIX model output/, 
to the Revised Technical Note on Water Q u a丨ity and, as mentioned in paragraph F2 

above, are exactly the same as in the October Further Information. To the layman, the 

results are probably difficult to understand. However, what is not difficult to understand 

is the standard statement at the end of each of the C O R M I X  reports, which is the 

^REMINDER: The user must take note that HYDRODYNAMIC MODELUNG by any known 
technique is NOTAN EXACT SCIENCE.

5. The full n a m e  of the model is uCORMtX MIXING ZONE EXPERT SYSTEM Version 5.0GT 
HYDROl: Version-5,0.1.0 December, 2007". It is difficult to understand w h y  a 9 year old 
version of this model w a s  used and this aspect should be investigated by EPO. With 

modelling science, it is normal for there to be at least s o m e  updates, over a period of 9 

years, as a result of its usage, empirical testing and improvements of software. In this 

context it is noted that C O R M I X  versions 9 and 10 were released in September 2014 and 

July 2016 respectively. EPD must investigate w h y  the Consultants have not used up to 

date modelling software which should be a standard requirement for any study.

G. USIEFFICIEIMT S E W A G E  P L A N M I N G  S T R A T E G Y  C O N F I R M E D  BY HKR'S C O N S U L T A N T S  A N D  

N O  E N V I R O N M E N T A U M P A C T  A S S E S S M E N T

1. In its Application and Further Information of June and October, HKR's consultants have 

said:

a. In paragraph 6.2.iii of its original application, that "alternative on-site sewage 
treatment plant could be provided, either at Area 6 f or Area 10b. This is not 
preferred, having numerous STW in the oreo is considered to be ineffective in 
achieving economies for scale fo r the infrastructure and land area". Furthermore, 

paragraph S.6.2.2 of HKR's Study on Drainage, Sewerage and Water Supply Systems 
for Area 6f notes that “This S丁W  wW treat sewage only from  2 single resfcfentM  
towers fo r 476 units at Area S f so it is considered not an efficient sewage planning 
strategy^. Paragraph 5.6.4.1 also notes that a local S T W  m a y  cause ''an offensive 
smell and is health hazard*1,

b. "This additional effluent would have impacts on both water quality and marine 
ecology. All these would require a quantitative water quality model to be established 
fo r  assessment as part o f  the subsequent EIA". (June Revised Environmental Study,

6.3.1.3). Furthermore, in the October Further Information there is no  reference to a 

subsequent Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA), which likely m e a n s  that the 

subject of an EIA has been dropped. Logically there should be a full scale EIA as part 

of this Section 12A application.

c. Building a S T W  in Area 6f is still sub-optimum in its October submission. Since the 

consultant has again in the October Further information Annex G  Revised Study on 
Drainage, Sewage and Water Supply,J, paragraph 5.6.1.4, stated that aA5 this new  
DBSTW will only treat sewage from  2 single residential towers fo r 476 units at Area



P V O C  C o m m e n ts  o n  A p p h c a t io n  n u m b e r ： Y / I - O B / 2

6f so this decentralized scheme is considered not an efficient sewage planning 
s tra te g /\

H. EMERGENCY ARRANGEMENTS FOR WHEN THE STW BREAKS DOWN INCLUDING 
ACCESS TO PUMPING STATION NO. 1

I. N o  mention was m a d e  in HKR's first and second submissions of what would happen to 

the sewage in the event that the S T W  broke down. Only in its third and fourth 

submissions w a s  the subject of emergency arrangements addressed. These include: 

dual feed power supply for the STW; ’’suitable backup" of the S T W  treatment process 

(but no information as to what is suitable); and connecting the gravity sewage pipe to 

the existing sewage system at Pumping Station N o  1 (to be only used during 

emergencies), which would feed the sewage to the existing system (i.e. to Siu H o  W a n  

STW), and, as backup, the m o v e m e n t  of sewage by 36 sewage tanker vehicles per day to 

the Siu H o  W a n  STW.

2. Connection to the existing sewage system is clearly most likely to be used once and then 

left on permanently, since there is no description of h o w  this action would be m a n a g e d  

(hence making unapproved use of the government Siu H o  W a n  facilities) as the existing 

DB  Services M a n a g e m e n t  Limited (as illustrated by its day to day performance) is both 

m a n a g e m e n t  and engineering severely challenged.

3. Government cannot allow such a connection since it would be an open invitation to 

abuse and illegally use the S H W S T W .

4. Also the only access to P u m p i n g  Station No. 1 (and especially relevant during 

emergencies) is currently blocked by the area around the pumping station being illegally 

used for vehicular parking. The Lands Department has recently requested H K R  to stop 

the parking as this area should only be used for the purposes related to the operation of 

the p u m p  house. H K R  should have advised its consultants about this situation w h e n  

issuing its instructions. Therefore it is necessary that this issue of access be addressed 

by H K R  and the Lands Department.

5. M o v e m e n t  of sewage by truck is clearly unacceptable in a m o dern city environment, 

especially as it would require 36 sewage tanker vehicles a day to remove the sewage to 

the Siu H o  W a n  STW, and is inconsistent with government's efforts to modernise sewage • 

treatment and disposal in H o n g  Kong. The 36 truck calculation is considered to be m o r e  

representative than the calculation in paragraph 6.3.2.1 of the latest Further 

Information which implies that sewage will only be m o v e d  on the basis of a quarter of a 

day's sewage being m o v e d  in 6 hours. Furthermore, H K R  has been told that it cannot 

feed the sewage to the Siu H o  W a n  STW.

6. In addition, H K R  has not mentioned anything about emergency arrangements in the 

event of the open nullah discharge approach being taken. This would probably involve 

the 36 trucks per day travelling through Parkvale village and Discovery Bay going to the 

Siu H o  W a n  S TW, which H K R  does not have approval to use for this sewage.

I. SEWAGE FROM WORKFORCE DURING CONSTRUCTION

1 . All of Parkvale Village will be affected by the proposed m e t h o d  of sewage generated 

from the workforce during the development of Area 6f. Paragraph 6.2.13 of the latest 

Further Information states that portable chemical toilets will be used by the

1 0



scoe tvh-o to ar>d a haJf
;s^ussed as a minor issue, but is expected to persist for 

Tftose who have experience with cor\structk>n sites
know that, firstty, never enough portabte tenets are p-ovkied and that construction 

¥»cnters urinste a3 c\«r tSe site arxi, second.^ ^  more importantty, that, when 
the seuage from the tenets into tanker tax*s, a substantial release of 

poT：^ant furr«s and very unp?easant and pervasive odours are released into the local 
s：rr>cs?^«re- These wifl create both a heafth hazard and a serious despoliation of the 
q-̂a ̂ ty cf Hfe of resoents m the adjacent Parkvale Village-

上 ^WiAGEMEXT OF THE STW

1. There is no exp^nation as to how the STW will be managed In respect of both day to 
day operations and emergency situations- In the DSO guidelines (referred to'm section 
S slx?ve) it s  s：3:ec in paragraphs S.l/2 that •忉 tf?e type 〇/  treo&ne/:tprccess;
the s h d d  t j e  co ns^ erctkys c f  the cvoU ah^ty o f  com p etent opervtor^

Gz*y ccr-.^etont ̂ cfr^cc.^ s^ H ^ d  b e  a ssigned  to  cp e rcts  the S7P. The op erator sh o u ld  

t<s f i^ y  c c r ^ s c r t  n-̂ 5 the re co m n e n ce d  operating p rocedures as st?p j!a ted  m  the  

cper^TJCr end frc.'rtBncfKe r r a i r ^ r .

2- \V:^；d D^sccvery Say Servces Management limited, the who丨V  〇、vned siibsidiary cf HKR 
r:ari5^es D3. employ additional staff capable of managing a STW or would rt use 

exzstrg stsff iÂ -.ch have r>o relevant experience? HKR should be required to state how 
it %viH ensure that the STVV in Area 6 
arxJ effidentfy.

K« CAPITA! AND OPERATING COSTS

a 6f, and that in Area 10b, would be operated safety

1- HJCR r ^tss no reference in its Farther Information that aH the capital and operating

costs s^sng from the proposed STW ki Area 5f tegether with the gravity sewage pips to 
the sea 5： the P：aza htII be mst by ertfier HKR arx3/〇r the undrvided shareholders of the 
Area £f prepesad development. HKR shouW be required to confirm that all cap'rtal and 
operatirg costs arising from the proposed STW in Area 6f and the gravity sewage pipe 
or use of the nuflah wifl be borne by HKR and/or the undivided shareholders of Area 5f 
proposed development

2. Also the resirfents of Farkvale Village and other villages in Discovery Bay should not 
have to suffer the disturbance of laying the gravity sewage pipe or the connection to 
the open nuJiah.

CONSULTATION

1. The abo\-e approach to sevwage treatment and discharge has not been explained by HKR 
to the wider community of D8. In view of this de fiant and sub-optimum approach 
{and the same approach is to be adopted for Area 10b with sewage to be direetty 
discharged into the sea at Nim S^ue Wan), HKR is guilty of abusing the so called public 
consuftatton process and displaying a compfete disregard for modem sewage treatment 
ar>d discharge practices and DSO guidelines as developed so diligentfy over the last 30 
years by government, namefy EPO. WSD and DSD and ther respective policy bureaux.

CONCLUSION

We (the Parkvale Village Owners Committee representing the Owners of Parkvale Village, 
w**ch is adjacent to Area 6f and through which al! traffic to Area 6f would pass) continue to
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be su^^ised and disappointed that no Government Department, nor KKK, appears to have 
considered the adverse impact of the proposed development on the owners arv3 residerrts 
of Paricvale Village^ espeoalty the totally unacceptable and sub optimal ccmm^merrt to
build a standalone STW with discharge by open nufiah dlrectty past apartments and into

the sea. In view of the serious inadequacies ar>d shortfal of the ST\\T arxf d iseurie  
proposal we befieve that the DSD arvl EPD hav̂ e no artemathc but to reject the HKR 
proposal and advise the TPB to rwt approve the ap^icatioii.

As dearfy demonstrated in no； cm?y subrr.s^n fc t̂ in aT q̂it subr^ssces. H^CTs 
app!;caticn continues to be cefkient in ma^y Sc agair, consider that the To»'n
Planning Board is in no other position than to reject HXJTs appBcaticn to rerone Area

We again encourage the Town P^nn：rg  Beard to t o ： s ： 5 rr̂ ei r^sz^r^ ^  cc 
so. many of :he issues high5ghted in this report oe evSce^t, . —

SfgneJonbshvifGfthePYOC

Mr. Kenneth J. Bradley Xi>.



M  Gmail Edwin Rainbow

For info Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b
29 December 2016 at 

08:33

Thomas Gebauer

--- Forw_arded Message ■

From: _
To: Tpbpd <tpDpQ(a,pjan 

Sent: Wednesday, 28 December 2016, 16:32 

Subject: Fw: APPLI C A T I O N  Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

Further comments:

Subject: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

The Town Planning Board: 
Application Y/l-DB/3 Area 10b

I strongly object to the planned development as presented by the HongKong Resort Company , 
who with thousands of owners are bound together by a Deed of Mutual Covenant.

2.

Discovery Bay (DB) is a UNIQUE development in HongKong . quasi an enclave , isolated from 
HongKong proper and only accessible through one tunnel and by ferry.
Special rules apply in/for the area, as laid down in a D M C  . Owners in Discovery Bay and to a 
certain extent also residents in D B  must therefore get a recognised voice and special attention 
from the Town Planning Board (TPB) when major changes which will affect the environment and 
the way of life are proposed for this special enclave/environment as done by the r̂egistered 
owner*' the Hongkong Resort Co. Ltd, (HKR).
The TPB must also seriously consider that the small owners in DB (roughly 8.000 houses/flats 
are concerned) are not permitted to form an Owners Corporation which could give a clear voice 
to the TPB as what are the wishes of the many DB owners, leaving aside the various large, 
mainly commercial entities and spaces owned by the developer, the H K R  ■

3.
Due to this unique situation, any changes must be judged by the TPB / P L A N D  with a holistic . 
view in mind ; this proposed development as well as the application Y/I-DB/2 Area 6f cannot be 
judged solely on their own but how it also will affect the whole environment in Discovery Bay 
and whether all the D B  service facilities are sufficient to support such developments. So it is 
IMPERATIVE, besides looking at each application separately the T P B  must also look at



both applicati^^j^f the H K R  together to make a good judgement what they ask D B  
owners and resents to ’’bear" •

4
In area 10b - same as it is proposed in area 6f - to built a sewage treatment plant quasi won 
site" in the midst of a residential development and the effluent is planned to be discharged into 
the W A T E R  BASIN O F  NIM SHUE WAN Bay must be considered as highly " sensitive" in the 
least.
W e  are living in the 21st century and Town Planning must be a forward looking endeavour.
To m e  it is outrageous to even consider in '* Asia's World City M to put nowadays a sewage 
treatment plant into a new residential development. (There was an old sewage-treatment plant 
at this proposed location, however built decades ago when this area was a large service area , 
bus station, repair shops, waste handling and the like ....quasi commercial activities )
It should be demanded that this application / development as well as Y/l-DB/2 area 6f to be 
deferred already on the grounds of the sewage-treatment and disposal. For this matter the 
applicant should wait till the Government Sewage Treatment Facilities of Lantau Island can 
receive all the sewage from DB.
By no means should affluent be directed into the sea in and around Discovery Bay. The H K  
Waters cannot take more of this pollution and this does not concern only TIN !
It would be really a great step back for the environment of D B  and HK!

The effluent is planned to be discharged through a pipe into the shoreline, the bay of Nim Shue 
Wan, which should be considered " quasi typographically confined basin with limited dispersive 
capacity" the planned outfall point will not be far from the housing development, in the vicinity 
there is also recreational activity from the D B  Marina and Club, it is not far from Peng Chau 
which apparently has received or will receive a high technology sewage treatment plant This 
effluent is in addition to the already polluted.waters in the South of Hongkong.
It would be quite self-defeating : Peng Chau with a most modern water treatment plant and then
the effluents from
DB.
The reference of the applicant regarding Fish Culture Zones , in M a W a n  and Cheung Sha , 
V E R Y  FAR away from Nim Shue W a n  can only "pull wool over the T P B " .
There are quasi daily fishermen/-boats seen in around DB, mostly from Peng Chau, an 
examination of the catch in regard to toxics should be highly recommended . Effluent-discharge 
to the dose -by shores , to the sea should not take place II but also :

6.
To blame pollution of Southern Waters on the Pearl River Delta is not a point to make as facts 
of the "as is situation" must be clearly addressed. There are more pollutants than TIN . In H K  
one must get away from the view" it is only little pollutionbeside the pollution of HK-waters 
and around, v/e are facing already many types of pollution; in regard to forward-looking planning 
f it is important to consideru the straw which breaks the camel's backu.

As for the "sensitive receivers " the waters of Nim Shue W a n  and those close to Peng Chau 
effluent must be considered as "potentially polluting". Not even to mention the matter of storm - 
surge , back-flow and the like.
All of the tables and calculations of the applicant should be taken with a large pinch of salt 
as simply : effluent to the sea = generally considered is "water -pollutionu .
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From P L A N D  A N D  M Y  C O M M E N T S  IN R E G A R D  T O  THIS APPLICATION:
Aims of Environmental Planning
2 .1.1
To achieve a better environment through planning....



NO B E T T E R  ENVIRO NM ENT, D E F IN ITE LY  ON A LL  C O UN TS T H E  EN V IRO N M EN T W IL L  B E  
W O R SE .
(a)
"to avoid creating n e w  environmental problems....
T H E R E  A R E  ADDITIONAL P R O B L E M S  (AIR, NOISE, L E S S  TREES, R E D U C E D  W A S T E  
H A N D L I N G  CAPACITY. ALL W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  IN P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S )

(b)
nto seize opportunities for environmental improvement....
N O  O P P O R T U N I T Y  F O R  I M P R O V E M E N T  SEIZED IN THIS D E V E L O P M E N T

Proper land use planning,
(b) proposed land uses in the same development area are compatible with each 
o t h e r T H E R E  IS N O  N E C E S S I T Y  F O R  THIS D E V E L O P M E N T  A S  P L A N N E D .  IT H A S  N O  
C O N N E C T I O N  W I T H  H O U S I N G  S H O R T A G E  IN H O N G  K O N G  , A N D  A S  F O R  "OPTIMISING 
L A N D  U S E  " T H E  A P P L I C A N T  , IN C A S E  H A S  L A R G E  T R A C T S  O F  L A N D  AVAILABLE IN D B  
W I T H O U T  C R E A T I N G  ADDITIONAL E N V I R O N M E N T A L  P R O B L E M S .
IN CASE, T H E  P L A N N E D  D E V E L O P M E N T  Y/l-DB/3 A R E A  10b M U S T  B E  S C A L E D  B A C K  IN 
SIZE T O  B E  S O M E W H A T  C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  C U R R E N T  E N V I R O N M E N T  IN D B  .
T H E  D E V E L O P M E N T  IT IS A L S O  N O T  ”CO/WRA77SL£" A S  W I T H  T H E  O B V I O U S  
P O L L U T I N G  ACTIVITIES IN T H E  P O D I U M  , R I G H T  U N D E R  T H E  RESIDENTIAL 
D E V E L O P M E N T ,  A N D  A L S O  T H E  C O N N E C T E D  V E H I C L E  TRAFFIC, P L U S  T H E  S E W A G E  
T R E A T M E N T  A N D  T H E  P E T R O L F I L L I N G  STATION .

⑹
adequate and suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to ensure proper handling and 
disposal of all wastes and waste water arising from proposed developments.
THIS IS N O T  T H E  C A S E  W I T H  B O T H  T H E  P L A N N E D  D B  D E V E L O P M E N T S  (THIS O N E  
A N D  A L S O  Y/l-DB/2 A R E A  6F.)
T H E  P L A N N E D  N E W  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B  , T R A N S F E R  A N D  

D I S P O S A L  FACILITIES A R E  C O M P L E T E L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  A N D  ILL-PLACED U N D E R  A  
P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E .  A S  M E N T I O N E D  A B O V E  A N D  THIS W A S  A L R E A D Y  W R I T T E N  IN 
P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S .
IT IS DEFINITELY N O T  JN T H E  C A T E G O R Y  O F  M SUITABLY SITED ENVIRONMENTAL 
FACILITIESM
2.2.2
⑻  .
the capacity of the environment to receive additional developments, for example, the capacity of
an airshed or water basin to receive and assimilate residuals or the capacity of the environment 
infrastructure such as sewerage and waste reception facilities to accommodate further 

residuals.
A S  W R I T’T E N  A B O V E  , D B  H A S  LIMITED C A P A C I T Y  T O  A C C E P T  

A L R E A D Y  T H E  LIMITS R E G A R D I N G  25.000 R E S I D E N T S  INDICATE THAT.
T H E  T P B  M U S T  N O T  F O R G E T  T H A T  S E R V I C E  FACILITIES A R E  A L S O  S T R E S S E D  
B E C A U S E  O F  T H E  O F T E N  L A R G E  INFLUX O F  VISITORS A N D  T O U R I S T S  C R E A T I N G  
E N V I R O N M E N T A L  D E G R A D A T I O N  T O  THIS C O N F I N E D  AREA, T H E  N U M B E R S  A R E  IN 
ADDITION T O  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN THIS PLACE.

Air Quality Considerations

2.3.2
Air quality is affected by such factors as the emission rate of air pollutants, the separation 
distance between emission sources and receptors, topography, height and width of buildings as 
well as meteorology....

A S  F O R  A N  ON-SITE S E W A G E  T R E A T M E N T  O D O U R S  O F  D I F F E R E N T  KIND M U S T  B E  
C O N S I D E R E D  A L S O  W H E N  S L U D G E  W I L L  B E  R E M O V E D .
wherever practicable, major air pollution emitters are sited to the west or southwest of urban 
areas and n e w  towns to take advantage of the prevailing north-easterly winds;
D B  IS L O C A T E D  IN A  S EMICIRCLE  O F  M O U N T A I N S  IN T H E  " B A C K  " ! B E C A U S E  O F  THIS 
I M P E D I M E N T  T O  AIR-CIRCULATION W E  A L R E A D Y  F A C E  E X T R A  AIR-POLLUTtON (



Water Quality Considerations i
2.3.4 :
It should be noted that there is a general shift of estuarine to oceanic conditions in a west to 
east direction in the coasta丨 waters of Hong Kong. Any major developments which are likely to 
cause significant disruption to water circulation should be either avoided as far as possible or 
subjected to water quality modelling tests prior to the finalisation of site selection.
P L E A S E  T O  K E E P  IN M I N D  .

2.3.5
Any development which causes either conflict with the constraints or damage of the resources 
and amenity areas should be avoided, unless the conflict can be resolved or the imposition of 

appropriate development controls is practicable. The water-based developments should be 
located such that bulk water exchange is maximised.
C O N T R A R Y  T O  W H A T  T H E  A P P L I C A N T  C L A I M S  ： NIM S H U E  W A T E R S  A R E  C A L M  ,
LITTLE T I D A L -STREAM  - ACTIVITIES C A N  B E  S E E N  A N D  T H E R E  IS DEFINITELY LIMITED 

DISPERSIVE CAPACITY. \
P O L L U T I O N  F R O M  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN NIM SHUE WAN VILLAGE M U S T  A L S O  B E  K E P T  

IN M I N D  A N D  A D D E D  T O  T H E  SITUATION.

Waste Management Considerations

2.3.6
In the preparation of land use plans, effort should be m a d e  to reserve sufficient sites in suitable 

locations for municipal waste reception and transfer facilities.... A s  s o m e  uses have potentia丨 to 
cause nuisances and to give rise to special requirements for waste disposal and effluent 

discharge, due consideration should be given to their location and design to minimise the 

potential impacts.
T H E  P R O P O S E D  N E W  S P A C E  U N D E R  A  P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  , 
T H E  APPLICANT'S REFUSE RECEIVING STATION P L A N N E D  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  DB, IS 
T O T A L L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  F O R  T H E  P R E S E N T  A N D  M O R E S O  M U S T  B E  F O R  T H E  FUTURE. 
IT W A S  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  A B O U T  IT. ；
A L S O  T H E  P L A N N E D  LIMITED S P A C E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  FACILITIES C A N N O T  B E  
C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  P H I L O S O P H Y  O F  21 S T  C E N T U R Y  W A S T E  -HA N D L I N G  
S E P A R A T I N G  S O R T I N G  F O R  R E C Y C L I N G  A N D  RE-USE.

MARINE/FERRY -DIESELS, AIRCRAFT, DISNEY DAILY FIREWORKS , LOCAL VEHICLE
TRAFFIC )

g
IN C O N C L U S I O N  I S T R O N G L Y  O B J E C T  T O  THIS APPLICATION .
T H O M A S  G E B A U E R
owner/resident
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o
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Thomas Gebauer
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I am  a Hillgrove Village owner. I am deeply concerned by the numerous bad aspects of the this Application which have 

been covered by earlier consultations.

This 4th round consultation confirms the reintroduction of local sewage treatment within Discovery Bay and I 

particularly object to this retrograde step and .an inevitable environmental deterioration for D B  residents and the marine 

life.

I attach [ B.PVOC for both and pick either 6f or 10b as appropriate ] the following excellent submissions concerning the 

above, from neighbouring villages, which, as a Hillgrove Owner, I fully endorse, since they express my concerns better 

than I could myself.

age Owners’ Committee submission dated 29th December, which matches m y  own concerns in almost

- Serene Village Owner dated 28th December.

I OBJECT T O  T H E  A B O V E  APPLICATION

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


r^1 Gmail Edwin Rainbow

for info Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/2 Area 6f

To; Edwin Rainbow

29 December 2016 at 
08:34

T h o m a s  Gebauer

Sent: Wednesday, 28 December 2016, 14:52 
Subject: AP P L I C A T I O N  Y/1-DB/2 Area 6f

T h e  T o w n  Planning Board: 

Application Y/i-DB/2 Area 6f

1.1 strongly object to the planned development as presented by the H o n g K o n g  Resort C o m p a n y

w h o  with thousands of owners are bound together by a D e e d  of Mutual Covenant.
2. Discovery Ba y  (DB) is a U N I Q U E  development in H o n g K o n g  . quasi an enclave , isolated 
from H o n g K o n g  proper and only accessible through one tunnel and by ferry.

Special rules apply in/for the area, as laid d o w n  in a D M C  . Owne r s  in Discovery Bay and to a 

certain extent also residents in D B  must therefore get a recognised voice and special attention 
from the T o w n  Planning Board (TPB) w h e n  major changes which will affect the environment and 
the w a y  of life are proposed for this special enclave/environment as done by the 
"registered o w n e r  the Hongk o n g  Resort Co. Ltd, ( H K R ) .

T h e  T P B  must also seriously consider that the small owners in D B  ( roughly 8.000 houses/flats 

are concerned) are not permitted to form an O w n e r s  Corporation which could give a clear voice 

to the T P B  as what are the wishes of the m a n y  D B  owners, .leaving aside the various large, 
mainly commercial entities and spaces o w n e d  by the developer, the H K R  .
3 . Due to this unique situation, any changes must be judged by the T P B  / P L A N D  with a holistic 
view in mind ; this proposed development as well as the application Y/卜DB/3 Area 10b …cannot 

be judged solely on their o w n  but h o w  it also will affect the whole environment in Discovery Bay 
ancJ whether all the D B  service facilities are sufficient to support such developments. S o  it is

I M P E R A T I V E  to look also at both current applications of the H K R  together.

4.ln 6f it is proposed to built a s e w a g e  treatment plant "on site" and the effluent is planned to be 

M delivered through a gravity- sewerage -pipe . or even considered to be delivered through a 

nullah,
to the sea, next to the Discovery Ferry Pier and next to the existing housing development 

of L A  C O S T A  V ILLAGE.
5 We are _ g  丨n the 21st century and T o w n  Planning must be a forward looking endeavour.

To m e  it is outrageous to even consider in 11 Asia's World CityM to put nowadays a sewage 

treatment plant into a housing dev e l o p m e n t .
5  T h e  effluent is planned to be discharged into the shoreline next to a housing development 

and to a communal beach which is used by D B  residents and others for recreationa丨 purposes



this effluent is irrati ^tion to the already polluted waters in the South of Hongkong.

7 To blame pollution on the Pearl River Delta is not a point to make as facts of the "as is 

pollution ** mUSt be C，early addressed- ln H K  one must 9et away from the view" it is only little

beside the pollution of HK-waters and around, w e  are facing already many types of pollution, it 
is important to consider ** the straw which breaks the earners back

8 Tpe -ensitive receivers M the sea at the Discovery Bay would be " typographically confined 
basin with limited dispersive capacity" thus effluent must be considered as "potentially 
polluting”.

Not even to mention the matter of storm -surge , back-flow and the like.
All of the tables and calculations of the applicant should be taken with a large pinch of salt 
as simply : effluent to the sea = generally considered is "water -pollution".
9

From P L A N D  A N D  M Y  C O M M E N T S  IN R E G A R D  T O  THIS APPLICATION:
Aims of Environmental Planning 
2 .1.1
To achieve a better environment through planning....
N O  B E T T E R  E N V I R O N M E N T  

⑻ .
"to avoid creating n e w  environmental problems....
T H E R E  A R E  A D D I T I O N A L  P R O B L E M S

⑼
"to seize opportunities for environmental improvement....
N O  O P P O R T U N I T Y  SEIZED IN THIS D E V E L O P M E N T  
Proper land use planning,
(a)
proposed land uses in particular devel叩ment areas are environmentally suitable:

(b) proposedland uses in the s a m e  devel 叩 ment area are compatib 丨 e with each

other.....T H E R E  IS N O  N E C E S S I T Y  F O R  THIS D E V E L O P M E N T  A S  PLANNED.
T H E  H K R  C O M P A N Y  H A S  O T H E R  A L T E R N A T I V E S  IN D B  T H A N  T O  C O N V E R T  G R E E N  
A R E A S  INTO C O N C R E T E .  IT IS A L S O  N O T  C O M P A T I B L E  . A L O N E  F O R  T H E  S 0 //AGE 

T R E A T M E N T  PLANT.
(c)
adequate and suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to ensure proper handling and 
disposal of all wastes and waste water arising from proposed developments.
THIS IS N O T  T H E  C A S E  W I T H  B O T H  T H E  P L A N N E D  D B  D E V E L O P M E N T S  A S  A L S O  T H E  
P L A N N E D  N E W  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B  , T R A N S F E R  A N D  

D I S P O S A L
FACILITIES A R E  C O M P L E T E L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  A N D  ILL-PLACED U N D E R  A  P O D I U M  
S T R U C T U R E .  THIS W A S  A L R E A D Y  W R I T T E N  IN P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S .
2 .2.2
⑹
the capacity of the environment to receive additional developments, for example, the capacity of 
an airshed or water basin to receive and assimilate residuals or the capacity of the environment 

infrastaicture such as sewerage and waste reception facilities to accommodate further 

residuals;
A S  W R I T T E N  A B O V E  , D B  H A S  LIMITED C A P A C I T Y  T O  A C C E P T  
A L R E A D Y  T H E  LIMITS R E G A R D I N G  25.000 R E S I D E N T S  INDICATE THAT.
T H E  T P B  M U S T  N O T  F O R G E T  T H A T  S E R V I C E  FACILITIES A R E  A L S O  S T R E S S E D  
B E C A U S E  O F  T H E  O F T E N  L A R G E  INFLUX O F  VISITORS A N D  T O U R I S T S  C R E A T I N G
E N V I R O N M E N T A L  D E G R A D A T I O N  T O  THIS C O N F I N E D  ARE/^ T H E  N U M B E R S  A R E  IN

A D D I T I O N  T O  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN THIS PLACE.

Air Quality Considerations

2,3.2



Air quality is affected by such factors as the emission rate of air pollutants, the separation 

distance between emission sources and receptors, topography, height and width of buildings as 

well as meteorology....
A S  F O R  A N  ON-SITE S E W A G E  T R E A T M E N T  O D O U R S  O F  D I F F E R E N T  KIND M U S T  B E  
C O N S I D E R E D  A L S O  W H E N  S L U D G E  W ILL B E  R E M O V E D .
wherever practicable, major air pollution emitters are sited to the west or southwest of urban 

areas and n e w  towns to take advantage of the prevailing north-easterly winds;

D B  IS E N C L O S E D  B Y  M O U N T A I N S  !

Water Quality Considerations

2.3.4 .
It should be noted that there is a general shift of estuarine to oceanic conditions in a west to 
east direction in the coastal waters of Hong Kong. Any major developments which are likely to 

cause significant disaiption to water circulation should be either avoided as far as possible or 

subjected to water quality modelling tests prior to the finalisation of site selection.

P L E A S E  T O  K E E P  IN M I N D  .

2.3.5
A n y  development which causes either conflict with the constraints or d a m a g e  of the resources 

and amenity areas should be avoided, unless the conflict can be resolved or the imposition of 

appropriate development controls is practicable. The water-based developments should be 

located such that bulk water exchange is maximised. A S  S A I D  : D B  IS A  
T O P O G R A P H I C A L L Y  C O N F I N E D  BASIN W I T H  LIMITED D I S P E R S I V E  CAPACITY.

Waste M a n a gement Considerations 
2.3.6

In the preparation of land use plans, effort should be m a d e  to reserve sufficient sites in suitable 

locations for municipa丨 waste reception and transfer facilities.... As s o m e  uses have potential to 
cause nuisances and to give rise to special requirements for waste disposa丨 and effluent 
discharge, due consideration should be given to their location and design to minimise the 
potential impacts.

T H E  P R O P O S E D  N E W  S P A C E  U N D E R  A  P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  ( 
T H E  A P P L I C A N T  N O W  C A L L S  IT R E F U S E  R E C E I V I N G  S T A T I O N  P L A N N E D  F O R  T H E  
W H O L E  O F  D B  , IS T O T A L L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  F O R  T H E  P R E S E N T  A N D  M U S T  B E  M O R E S O  

F O R  T H E  F U T U R E .  IT W A S  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  A B O U T  IT.

A L S O  T H E  P L A N N E D  S P A C E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  FACILITIES C A N N O T  B E  
C O M P A T 旧L E  W I T H  T H E  P H I L O S O P H Y  O F  W A S T E  - H A N D L I N G ，- S E P A R A T I N G  

S O R T I N G  F O R  R E C Y C L I N G  A N D  RE-USE.

10
IN C O N C L U S I O N  I S T R O N G L Y  O B J E C T  T O  THIS A P P L I C A T I O N  .
T H O M A S  G E B A U E R

owner/resident

T h o m a s  Gebauer



Gmail

For info Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

29 December 2016 at 

08:33

Thomas Gebauer

--- Fo

From:
To: T p b p d  < tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>
Sent: Wednesday, 28 D e c e m b e r  2016, 16:32 

Subject: Fw: A P P L I C A T I O N  Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

Further comments:

Subject: A P P L I C A T I O N  Y/l-DB/3 Area 10b

The Town Planning Board: 
Application Y/l-DB/3 Area 10b

I strongly object to the planned development as presented by the HongKong Resort Company , 
who with thousands of owners are bound together by a Deed of Mutual Covenant.

Discovery Bay (DB) is a U N I Q U E  development in HongKong . quasi an enclave , isolated from 
HongKong proper and only accessible through one tunnel and by ferry.
Special rules apply in/for the area, as laid down in a D M C  . Owners in Discovery Bay and to a 
certain extent also residents in D B  must therefore get a recognised voice and special attention 
from the Town Planning Board (TPB) when major changes which will affect the environment and 
the way of life are proposed for this special enclave/environment as done by the "registered 
owner11 the Hongkong Resort Co. Ltd, ( HKR).
The T P B  must also seriously consider that the small owners in D B  (roughly 8.000 houses/flats 
are concerned) are not permitted to form an Owners Corporation which could give a clear voice 
to the T F B  as what are the wishes of the many D B  owners, leaving aside the various large, 
mainly commercial entities and spaces owned by the developer, the H K R  .

Due to this unique situation, any changes must be judged by the T P B  / P L A N D  with a holistic 

view in mind ; this proposed development as well as the application Y/l-DB/2 Area 6f cannot be 
judged solely on their own but h o w  it also will affect the whole environment in Discovery Bay 
and whether all the D B  service facilities are sufficient to support such developments. So it is 
IMPERATIVE , besides looking at each application separately the T P B  must also look at

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


both applicati the H K R  together to make a good judgement what they ask D B  
owners and residents to "bear".

4
In area 10b - same as it is proposed in area 6f - to built a sewage treatment plant quasi "on 
site" in the midst of a residential development and the effluent is planned to be discharged into 
the W A T E R  BASIN O F  NIM SHUE WAN Bay must be considered as highly " sensitive" in the 
least.

W e  are living in the 21st century and Town Planning must be a forward looking endeavour.
To m e  it is outrageous to even consider in ** Asia's World City ** to put nowadays a sewage 
treatment plant into a new residential development. (There was an old sewage-treatment plant 
at this proposed location, however built decades ago when this area was a large service area , 
bus station, repair shops, waste handling and the like ....quasi commercial activities)
It should be demanded that this application / development as well as Y/l-DB/2 area 6f to be 
deferred already on the grounds of the sewage-treatment and disposal. For this matter the 
applicant should wait till the Government Sewage Treatment Facilities of Lantau* Island can 
receive all the sewage from DB.
By no means should affluent be directed into the sea in and around Discovery Bay. The H K  
Waters cannot take more of this pollution and this does not concern only TIN !
It would be really a great step back for the environment of D B  and HK!

5 .  .
The effluent is planned to be discharged through a pipe into the shoreline, the bay of Nim Shue 
Wan, which should be considered " quasi typographically confined basin with limited dispersive 
capacity" the planned outfall point will not be far.from the housing development, in the vicinity 
there is also recreational activity from the D B  Marina and Club. It is not far from Peng Chau 
which apparently has received or will receive a high technology sewage treatment plant Jh\s 
effluent is in addition to the already polluted waters in the South of Hongkong.
It would be quite self-defeating : Peng Chau with a most modern water treatment plant and then
the effluents from
DB.
丁he reference of the applicant regarding Fish Culture Zones r in M a W a n  and Cheung Sha , 
V E R Y  FAR away from Nim Shue W a n  can only "pull wool over the T P B " .
There are quasi daily fishermen/-boats seen in around D 巳，mostly from Peng Chau, an 
examination of the catch in regard to toxics should be highly recommended . Effluent-discharge 
to the close -by shores , to the sea should not take place !! but also :

6.
To blame pollution of Southern Waters on the Pearl River Delta is not a point to make as facts 
of the **as is situation" must be clearly addressed. There are more pollutants than TIN . In H K  
one must get away from the view" it is only little pollution beside the pollution of HK-waters 
and around, we are facing already many types of pollution; in regard to forward-looking planning 
t it is important to consider" the straw which breaks the camel's back

7.

As for the Sensitive receivers" the waters of Nim Shue W a n  and those dose to Peng Chau 
effluent must be considered as "potentially polluting". Not even to mention the matter of storm - 
surge , back-flow and the like.
All of the tables and calculations of the applicant should be taken with a large pinch of salt 
as simply : effluent to the sea = generally considered is "water -pollution ".
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From P L A N D  A N D  M Y  C O M M E N T S  IN R E G A R D  T O  THIS APPLICATION：
Aims of Environmental Planning
2 , 1.1
To achieve a better environment through planning....



N O  B E T T E R  E N V I R O N M E N T ,  DEFINITELY O N  A L L  C O U N T S  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T  WILL B E  

W O R S E .

⑻
"to avoid creating n e w  environmental problems....
T H E R E  A R E  A D D I T I O N A L  P R O B L E M S  ( AIR, NOISE, L E S S  T R E E S ,  R E D U C E D  W A S T E  
H A N D L I N G  CAPACITY. A L L  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  IN P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S )

(b)
Mto seize opportunities for environmental improvement....
N O  O P P O R J U N I P T  F O R  I M P R O V E M E N T  S E I Z E D  IN THIS D E V E L O P M E N T

Proper land use planning,
(b) proposed land uses in the s a m e  development area are compatible with each 
other.....T H E R E  IS N O  N E C E S S I T Y  F O R  THIS D E V E L O P M E N T  A S  P L A N N E D .  IT H A S  N O  
C O N N E C T I O N  W I T H  H O U S I N G  S H O R T A G E  IN H O N G  K O N G  , A N D  A S  F O R  "OPTIMISING 
L A N D  U S E  " T H E  A P P L I C A N T  , IN C A S E  H A S  L A R G E  T R A C T S  O F  L A N D  AVAILABLE IN D B  
W I T H O U T  C R E A T I N G  A D D I T I O N A L  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  P R O B L E M S .
IN C ASE, T H E  P L A N N E D  D E V E L O P M E N T  Y/l-DB/3 A R E A  10b M U S T  B E  S C A L E D  B A C K  IN 
SIZE T O  B E  S O M E W H A T  C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  C U R R E N T  E N V I R O N M E N T  IN D B  .
T H E  D E V E L O P M E N T  IT IS A L S O  N O T  MC0/WP>A7/SLEM A S  W I T H  T H E  O B V I O U S  
P O L L U T I N G  ACTIVITIES IN T H E  P O D I U M  , R I G H T  U N D E R  T H E  RESID E N T I A L  

D E V E L O P M E N T ,  A N D  A L S O  T H E  C O N N E C T E D  V E H I C L E  TRAFFIC, P L U S  T H E  S E W A G E  
T R E A T M E N T  P L A N T  A N D  T H E  PETROL-FILLING S T A T I O N  .

⑹
adequate and suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to ensure proper handling and 
disposal of all wastes and waste water arising from proposed developments.
THIS IS N O T  T H E  C A S E  W I T H  B O T H  T H E  P L A N N E D  D B  D E V E L O P M E N T S  (THIS O N E  
A N D  A L S O  Y/I-DB/2 A R E A  6F.)

T H E  P L A N N E D  N E W  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B  , T R A N S F E R  A N D  
D I S P O S A L  FACILITIES A R E  C O M P L E T E L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  A N D  ILL-PLACED U N D E R  A  

P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E .  A S  M E N T I O N E D  A B O V E  A N D  THIS W A S  A L R E A D Y  W R I T T E N  IN 

P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S .
IT IS DEFINITELY N O T  IN T H E  C A T E G O R Y  O F  M SU ITAB LY SITED  ENVIRONM ENTAL
F A C IL ITIE S11
2 .2.2
(c)
the capacity of the environment to receive additional developments, for example, the capacity of 
an airshed or water basin to receive and assimilate residuals or the capacity of the environment 
infrastructure such as sewerage and waste reception facilities to accommodate further 

residuals;

A S  W R I T T E N  A B O V E  , D B  H A S  LIMITED C A P A C I T Y  T O  A C C E P T  
A L R E A D Y  T H E  LIMITS R E G A R D I N G  25.000 R E S I D E N丁S  INDICATE THAT.
T H E  T P B  M U S T  N O T  F O R G E T  T H A T  S E R V I C E  FACILITIES A R E  A L S O  S T R E S S E D  

B E C A U S E  O F  T H E  O F T E N  L A R G E  I N FLUX O F  VISI T O R S  A N D  T O U R I S T S  C R E A T I N G  

E N V I R O N M E N T A L  D E G R A D A T I O N  T O  THIS C O N F I N E D  A R E A ,  T H E  N U M B E R S  A R E  IN 

A D D I T I O N  T O  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN THIS PLACE.

Air Quality Considerations

2.3.2
Air quality Is affected by such factors as the emission rate of air pollutants, the separation 
distance between emission sources and receptors, topography, height and width of buildings as 

well as meteorology....

A S  F O R  A N  O N - S i T E  S E W A G E  T R E A T M E N T  O D O U R S  O F  D I F F E R E N T  K I N D  M U S T  B E  
C O N S I D E R E D  A L S O  W H E N  S L U D G E  W I L L  B E  R E M O V E D .
wherever practicable, major air pollution emitters are sited to the west or southwest of urban 

areas and n e w  towns to take advantage of the prevailing north-easterly winds;

D B  IS L O C A T E D  IN A  S E M I C I R C L E  O F  M O U N T A I N S  丨N  T H E  H B A C K  __! B E C A U S E  O F  THIS 

I M P E D I M E N T  T O  A I R - C I R C U L A T I O N  W E  A L R E A D Y  F A C E  E X T R A  A I R - P O L L U T I O N  (



M A R I N E / F E R R Y  -DIESELS, AIRCRAFT, DISN E Y  DAILY F I R E W O R K S  , L O C A L  V E H I C L E  
TRAF F I C  )

Water Quality Considerations
2.3.4 '
It should be noted that there is a general shift of estuarine to oceanic conditions in a west to 
east direction in the coastal waters of Hong Kong. Any major developments which are likely to 
cause significant disruption to water circulation should be either avoided as far as possible or 
subjected to water quality modelling tests prior to the finalisation of site selection.
P L E A S E  T O  K E E P  IN MIND.

2.3.5
Any development which causes either conflict with the constraints or damage of the resources 
and amenity areas should be avoided, unless the conflict can be resolved or the imposition of 
appropriate development controls is practicable. The water-based developments should be 

located such that bulk water exchange is maximised.
C O N T R A R Y  T O  W H A T  T H E  A P P L I C A N T  C L A I M S  : NIM S H U E  W A T E R S  A R E  C A L M  , 
LITTLE T I D A L ^ S T R E A M  - ACTIVITIES C A N  B E  S E E N  A N D  T H E R E  IS DEFINITELY LIMITED 

DISPERSIVE CAPACITY.
P O L L U T I O N  F R O M  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN A//M UUAA/ M U S T  A L S O  B E  K E P T

IN M I N D  A N D  A D D E D  T O  T H E  SITUATION.

Waste Management Considerations

2.3.6
In the preparation of land use plans, effort should be m a d e  to reserve sufficient sites in suitable 
locations for municipal waste reception and transfer facilities.... As s o m e  uses have potential to 
cause nuisances and to give rise to special requirements for waste disposal and effluent 

discharge, due consideration should be given to their location and design to minimise the 

potential impacts.
T H E  P R O P O S E D  N E W  S P A C E  U N D E R  A  P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  ( 
T H E  APPLICANT'S R E F U SE  RECEIVING STATION P L A N N E D  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  DB, IS 
T O T A L L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  F O R  T H E  P R E S E N T  A N D  M O R E S O  M U S T  B E  F O R  T H E  F U T U R E .  
IT W A S  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  A B O U T  IT.
A L S O  T H E  P L A N N E D  LIMITED S P A C E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  FACILITIES C A N N O T  B E  
C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  P H I L O S O P H Y  O F  21 S T  C E N T U R Y  W A S T E  - H A N D L I N G  
S E P A R A T I N G  S O R T I N G  F O R  R E C Y C L I N G  A N D  RE-USE.
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Parkvale Village Owners' Committee

Comments on the Second Further 丨nformation Submitted in Support of 
Section 12A Application Number Y/l-DB/2 to  amend Discovery Bay Outline 
Zoning Plan for rezoning the permissible use from staff quarters to  flats at 
Area 6f, Discovery Bay,

INTRODUCTION

In April, July and D e c e m b e r  2016 we, the Parkvale Village Owner's Committee (PVOC), a 

b o d y  of owners in Parkvale Village in Discovery Bay (DB) elected to represent the interests 

of the owners of the 606 flats in the village, submitted our c o m m e n t s  on H o n g  Kong Resort 

C o m p a n y  Limited's (HKR) Section 1 2 A  Application aTo A m e n d  D iscovery B ay O utline Z oning  
P lan f o r  r e zo n in g  th e  p e rm iss ib le  u s e  f r o m  s t a f f  q u a r te r s  to  f la t s  a t  A rea  6f, D iscovery B a / \  
O u r  c o m m e n t s  w e r e  assigned n u m b e r s  1512 (April), 2787 (July) and 5297 (December) by 

the T o w n  Planning Board (TPB).

This d o c u m e n t  includes our c o m m e n t s  o n  the Further Information (made available by the 

T P B  o n  9 D e c e m b e r  2016) submitted by H K R  on 28 N o v e m b e r  2016.

FURTHER INFORMATION

T h e  Further Information submitted by H K R  comprises:

1. Masterplan Limited's covering letter.

2. Revised Environmental Study (Executive S u m m a r y ,  Chapters 6, 7 and 8).

3. Revised Technical Note on W a t e r  Quality.

N o  substantive change has been m a d e  to the Further Information submitted in June and 

October.

In its covering letter, Masterpfan Limited, on behalf of HKR, states that ,fln s u m m a ry , th e  
F u rth er  In fo rm a tio n  re la te s  to  th e  fo l lo w in g  issu es:

1. The rece iv in g  w a te r  q u a lity  o f  th e  e f f l u e n t  d isc h a rg e  o f  th e  p r o p o s e d  o n -s ite  S e w a g e  
T r e a tm e n t  W o rks  (ST W ) to  e n s u r e  in cre a se  in  T o ta l In o rg a n ic  N itro g e n  (TIN) is 
m in im ise d .

2. T he c o n tin g e n c y  m e a s u r e  f o r  th e  p r o p o s e d  o n -s i te  S T W , b y  p ro v id in g  on  e m e rg e n c y  
o v e r f lo w  p ip e  f r o m  th e  p r o p o s e d  S T W  a t  A re a  6 f  to  e x is t in g  s e w a g e  p u m p in g  s ta t io n  no. 
1 (SPS1) lo c a te d  a t  th e  ju n c t io n  o f  D isc o ve ry  B a y  R o a d  a n d  D iscovery  Valley  Road).

3 . T he m o d e llin g  sc e n a r io s  o f  e f f l u e n t  d isp ers io n .

T h e  a d d itio n a l  4 4 0  m 3  p e r  d a y  s e w a g e  g e n e r a te d  b y  th e  p r o p o s e d  re s id e n tia l d e v e lo p m e n t  
is  n o w  p r o p o s e d  to  b e  c a te r e d  b y  o n - s i te  s e w a g e  t r e a tm e n t  fa c i l it ie s .f,

T h e  reality, however, which the T P B  a n d  relevant departments/ such as the E P D  a nd DSD, 

will see w h e n  they review this latest submission, is that this Further Information provides 

n o  n e w  a n d  substantial Further Information. As Masterplan Limited states, uThis 
in fo r m a t io n  c la rifie s  a n d  s u p p le m e n ts  th e  a p p lica tio n , a n d  d o e s  n o t  c o n s t i tu te  a  m a te r ia l  
c h a n g e  Id e n t i fie d  in th e  TPB G u id e lin e  N o. 3 T .

PVOC-Com rnents on Application num ber: \/ I.-DB/2
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Furthermore, as w e  have pointed out, H KR has no alternative but to build a standalone S T W  

in Area 6f as the Slu H o  W a n  sewage treatment facilities are not available. So a S T W  cannot 

be simply a proposal, it has to be a commitment, one which would be sub optimal, defective 

in m a n y  ways and not acceptable to both government and the D B  community.

It is clear that HKR, through the penultimate paragraph of Masterplan Limited's covering 

letter, is making yet another attempt in its repeated appeal to government not to forget D B  

when, at s o m e  time in the future, government reviews sewage and water infrastructure for 

Lantau.

It is imperative that the TPB and all government bureaux and departments are not misled 

by the H K R  statement in Masterplan Limited#s letter that rt/n a dd ition , th e  pro p o sa l fo r  
A re a  6 f  is m o d e r a te  in scale, th e  d e m a n d  on  th e  overa ll G o v e rn m e n t In frastruc ture  w o u ld  
b e  in s ig n if ic a n f , . This is irrelevant as government facilities are not available, and will not 
be available in the potential timeline of both the Area 6f and Area 10b projects. Public 

c o m m e n t s  have to be submitted in accordance with T PB Guidelme No. 30B  ̂ Guidelines — 

for submission of c o m m e n t s  on various applications under the T o w n  Planning Ordinance**. 

The P V O C  considers that this fourth submission from the P V O C  has again properly 

complied with T PB Guideline No. 30B, whereas the Submission of Further Information 

from H K R  does not.

PRINCIPAL CONCERNS WITH THE APPLICATION
In our previous submission, which w as assigned n u m b e r  5297 (December) by the TPB, w e  

noted the following principal concerns which w e  have with H K R fs proposed development of 

t wo 18 storey buildings, including 476 flats, of 21,600 m 2  G F A  on a platform created to 

a c c o m m o d a t e  a 1 7 0 m 2 G F A  three storey Building:

A. inadequate and unreliable information has been provided by HKR. E.g. H K R  has 

submitted studies and papers and not impact assessments, thereby avoiding having to 

study the impact on the community and people most affected by its proposal.

B. Public Consultation is inadequate and non-transparent.

C. Consultation with all relevant government departments and bureaux has been 

inadequate and incomplete.

D. A  Risk Assessment has not been undertaken. -

E. H K R (s responses to government department c o m m e n t s  have been inadequate and 

evasive. It cannot be acceptable in a public consultation exercise for the applicant alone 

to decide what is commercially sensitive (re ownership of Passageway and allocation of 

undivided shares) and to keep that information from being publicly c o m m e n t e d  upon. 

All information provided by the applicant must be placed in the public domain so the 

public can c o m m e n t  on it. The table setting out these responses cannot be considered 

to be comprehensive.

F. Despite Annex C of the October Further Information stating in paragraph 2.1.1.4 that a 

key element of the development is the "access road^ there is no information provided 

as to its construction through Parkvale village. There are m a n y  issues arising from 

unsuitable access to the site such as: the part of Parkvale Drive which is designed as a 

pedestrian pavement under B D  regulations and the effect of additional construction and 

operational traffic on it; width constraints of Parkvale Drive which limit the ability of 

larger vehicles, including buses and construction vehicles, to pass one another; potential

PVOC C om m enls on Appli«；<.t)〇n number. Y/j-DB/2
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lack of emergency access to Parkvale Drive in the event of an accident; safety, as the 

proposed access to the site is a pedestrian area used by residents and the public; and 

HKR's lack of consideration of alternative access to the site. As pointed out above, HKR 

continues to not submit, in its Further Information, a Traffic Jmpact Assessment on 

Pedestrians which is listed under the Reports to be submitted.

G. A  sewage treatment works (STW) is to be included in Area 6f with discharge directly into 

the sea next to the ferry pier using either a gravity pipe or the open nullah which is 

adjacent to Hillgrove Village. However, it is clear from HKR's comments that the latter is 
the intended approach. Also, HKT tries to minimise the pollution impact of discharge of 

sewage into the sea whereas it will increase the TIN and TPs, thereby increasing the 

probability of, e.g.7 red tide in Discovery Bay waters. Not surprisingly HKR's consultants 

say that the sewage proposal w/s considered not an efficient sewage planning strategyt,.
H. HKR is misleading the TPB by saying there are two options re water supply but, as 

previously pointed out (since government has confirmed that its facilities at the Siu Ho 

W a n  Water Treatment Works ( S H W W T W )  and the S H W  Fresh Water Pumping Station 

are not available for the foreseeable future), there is only one, which is a potable water 

supply to be provided by re-opening, after 16 years, the DB water treatment plant and 

using water from the DB reservoir.

I. N o  information is provided regarding the provision of other utilities to Area 6f and h o w  

it will affect Parkvale Village, despite the October Further Information Annex C 

paragraph 2.1.1.4 stating that a key element of the development is the provision of 

utilities. Furthermore, there is no reference to the DB LPG gas system which has 

recently suffered an explosion which is the subject of investigations by E M S D  and FSD.

J. Slope safety of the area, where the two proposed 18 story buildings will be built, is 

ignored, despite Annex C paragraph 2.1.1.4 stating that a key element of the 

development is site formation. HKR continues to ignore CEDD's request for HKR to 

assess the geotechnical feasibility of the proposed development and to submit a 

Geotechnical Planning Review Report (GPRR).

K. Ownership issues - HKR#s right to use Parkvale Drive as access to Area 6f is still disputed.

L. Planning controls of Discovery Bay are ignored in respect of the Master Plan (MP) and 

Outline Zone Plan (OZP) relationship, the 25,000 population ceiling and the allocation of 

undivided shares and management units under the Deed of Mutual Covenant (DMC). 

Furthermore, HKR has a conflict of interest regarding population data, in that current 

figures are provided by its wholly ow n e d  subsidiary, DB Services Management Limited.

M. Diagrams and photomontages are often misleading, inaccurate and of poor quality.

W e  provided further details of these concerns in our previous submission. Readers of this

submission should also read our previous submissions if they have not already done so.

In this submission w e  address concerns arising from HKR^s latest submission and from

H K R fs intention to build a standalone sewage treatment works in Area 6f.

SEWAGE TREATMENT

All the concerns and comments submitted to the TPB in respect of sewage treatment

processing and discharge continue to be ignored.
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W e  have, again, set out and expanded our concerns and comments in the following

sections:

A. Sewage Master Plans.

B. Standalone Sewage Treatment Works.

C. Application for Discharge Licence. I

D. Discharge of Sewage by Open Nullah.,

E. Effluent to be Discharged into the Sea1.-

F. Theoretical Modelling Scenarios of Sewage Processing and Effluent Discharge.

G. Inefficient Sewage Planning Strategy Confirmed by H K ^ s  Consultants and no 

Environmental Impact Assessment.

H. Emergency Arrangements for when the S T W  Breaks D o w n  Including Access to Pumping 

Station No 1.

I. Sewage from the Workforce during Construction. _

J. Management of the STW.

K. Capital and Operating Costs.

L  Consultation.

A. S E W A G E  M A S T E R  PLANS

1 . tn 1989, a sewage disposal strategy was formulated by the Government. Since then EPD 

has produced 16 Sewage Master Plans (SMPs) and DSD has had the role of works agent 

to implement the recommended projects to cater for the needs of the SMPs. The 16 

SMPs have been re-grouped into 8 areas for conducting the S M P  Review Studies. 8 S M P  

Reviews have been completed and these include the ̂ Review of Outlying Islands S M P W, 

which includes DB.

2. All the H K R  submissions consistently m a k e  no mention of the Outlying Islands SMP, 

which would appear to be because their sewage strategy for DB^ as illustrated by the 

proposals for both Areas 6f and 10b, is inconsistent with that plan. Therefore EPD and 

DSD have no alternative but to reject the H K R  proposal and advise the TPB 

accordingly.

B. S T A N D A L O N E  S E W A G E  T R E A T M E N T  W O R K S

1- Since government facilities are not available in the foreseeable future, HKR has no 

alternative but to build a separate sewage treatment works (STW) in Area 6f, if the 

proposed change in use is approved and if the proposed development is in fact built. 

This means that people living in Parkvale Village would have a S T W  adjacent to them. 

HKR is not providing details of the design, its exact location and h o w  it will be managed 

and maintained. As HKR will want to minimize costs, w e  are concerned h o w  adequate 

such a facility will be and the risk of its breaking down. If the TPB approves the change 

of use of Area 6f, the residents of Parkvale Village, w h o  at no stage have been consulted 

by HKR, will be forced by HKR to live next door to a S T W  with all its negative aspects, 

including strong foul odours. And of course the future 1190 residents of Area 6f will also 

suffer from the same negative aspects of a S T W  integrated into their development.

2. It Is indicative of the inadequacies of this submission, and ail the previous HKR 

submissions, that there Is no reference whatsoever to the DSD Guidelines for the 

Design of Small Sewage Treatment Plants** for private developments up to 2,000 

population equivalent. In preparing these guidelines DSD placed special emphasis on
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the problems usually found with small plants and included appropriate design safety 

considerations. These guidelines cover: general design considerations; design 

parameters; practical design and installation; operation and maintenance; and 

environmental considerations. Following these guidelines would have enabled H K R  to 

provide a design submission in this latest Further Information which could, according 

to paragraph 2.9 of the guidelines, have included for example: key plan showing location 

of development and effluent discharge location; plan and section showing the location 

of S T W  within the development in relation to residential units and surrounding facilities; 

process and instrumentation diagrams; hydraulic profile together with supporting 

calculations; detailed process design calculations; detailed drawings with plan and 

elevation showing plant r o o m  layout including pipe work and equipment; route of 

access to the plant r o o m  and access within the S T W； ventilation and lighting details; 

equipment schedule showing n u m b e r  of duty and standby units, make, model number, 

capacity etc. (the schedule should be shown on the drawing); equipment catalogues and 

operation/maintenance manual.

3. Although the D S D  has built and operates a n u m b e r  of small sewage treatment facilities 

on Lantau Island and Outlying Islands, H K R  has not stated the type or explained the 

design of S T W  it proposes to build in Area 6f, nor has it demonstrated that any of the 

three sewage treatment processes c o m m o n l y  adopted by the DSD on Lantau Island is 

suitable for a site located on a steep slope and far from the sea, with a discharge point 

so close to a residential area.

4. D u e  to its proximity to our village, w e  consider that it is inappropriate to locate a S T W  

in Area 6f, due to the potential smell and health hazard, especially as the effluent 

seems highly likely to be discharged into an open nullah and flow under the balconies 

of a residential building and, subsequently, into the sea adjacent to an occupied area. In 

view of the serious inadequacies and shortfall of the S T W  proposal w e  believe that the 

D S D  and EPD have no alternative but to reject the H K R  proposal and advise the TPB to 

not approve the application.

C. APPLICATION F O R  D I S C H A R G E  LICENCE

1. Paragraph 6.3.1.6 of the Revised Environmental Study glibly states that ̂ Moreover, the 
operation o f the STW shall also apply fo r  a discharge licence from the relevant authority 
before the operation o f the STW/* This is a too vague a statement. Are the consultants 

referring to the submission of Application Form A  (EPD 117); w h o  will be responsible 

for submitting the application; w h o  will pay the licence fee; and what are the 

consequences if the application is rejected? •

2. This aspect of the S T W  requires comprehensively explaining to the TPB and, of course, 

the public since this Further Information is supposed to be subject to public 

consultation.

D. D I S C H A R G E  O F  S E W A G E  B Y  O P E N  N U L L A H

1 . H K R  is still saying, as it did in its previous submissions, that discharging the treated 

sewage directly into an open nullah is still an option to be considered at the design 

stage. This open nullah is parallel to Discovery Valley Road and proceeds directly in front 

of Hillgrove Village. Therefore, every day 440 m 3  per day of sewage will be flowing
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alongside approximately 200 metres of footpath/road and directly under the balconies 
of around 200 apartments in this village, This is illustrated in the following photographs.

2. The nullah serves the dual purpose of a storm water channel and as an overflow relief 

for the reservoir at the top of Discovery Valley Road. Normally it is virtually empty, but 

during periods of rainstorm and/or reservoir discharge this nullah is full to the top. The 

addition of the sewage effluent to the storm water flow m a y  cause the nullah to 

overflow or the effluent to back-up into the STW, both with serious health implications. 

This option would appear to be cheaper than building a gravity sewage pipe and it is 

considered that H K R  will adopt this option whilst giving the impression to the TPB, EPDy 

etc. that it will build a gravity pipe, which would presumably put the sewage flow 

underground.

E. EFFLUENT T O  BE D I S C H A R G E D  INTO T H E  SEA

1. H K R  is proposing to discharge treated sewage from Area 6f into the marine waters 

adjacent to the ferry pier without the need of a marine outfall. The outlet is adjacent to 

a pedestrian walkway； residential buildings and a shopping centre, which HKR is about to 

build, and is located only 280 metres from a public bathing beach. This is an artificially 

m a d e  beach fronting the very shallow and silted Tai Pak Wan. The proposal for the 

discharge of effluent into a shallow seabed, adjacent to a pedestrian walkway, 

residential buildings and a shopping centre and 2 8 0 m  from a bathing beach, boardwalk 

restaurants and ferry pier is environmentally unacceptable and will encourage toxic red 

tides as well as concentrations of E. coli.

2. W e  are extremely concerned about the effluent being discharged into the sea in DB. 

Although the effluent will have been treated, it will have a high concentration of 

nutrients which has been scientifically proven to encourage growth of harmful algae 

("red tides"), particularly in shallow coastal areas (see page 170 of "'Harmful Algae",
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volume 9, issue 10, 2010 of 'Elsevier'} and, as the prevailing winds come from the east, 

blowing onto DB# such harmful algae would not dissipate easily.

3. The water quality assessment notes that for the whole of Hong Kong waters adjacent to 

the Pearl River Delta and including the waters around DB that the Total Inorganic 

Nitrogen (TIN) already exceeds the W Q O .  W e  would not dispute this, but this does not 

justify H K R ^  intention to increase the suspended solids and E-Coli content of the 

sewage plume in the very publicly exposed waters and beaches of Tai Pak Wan.

4. In previous submissions, HKR tried to downplay the occurrence of red tides despite the 

discharge of more TINs and TPs which will increase the probability of more red tides. 

The latest Further Information has omitted references in the previous version to TP 

(referred to as Total Particulates in the Executive Summary of the Environmental Study 

and as Total Phosphorous in the Technical Note) and to red tides.

5. The Further Information submitted by HKR in October included the following:

a. Executive Summary - aThe discharge concentration has therefore been reduced as 
much as practicable to ensure that the increase in TIN and Total Particulates (TP) ore 
minimized. With the discharge standard, the Nitrogen (N) to Phosphorus (P) ratio is 
maintained greater than 18.1. Hence the occurrence o f red tides will be unlikely/*

b. 6.3.1.5 - uThe computed N: P ratio concluded that the possibility of having red tide 
!s st川 low/，

c. 6.4.1.1; 7.3.1.4; 8.1.2.1 - uThe discharge concentration has therefore been reduced 
as much as practicable to ensure that the increase in TIN and TP are minimized. With 
the discharge standard, the N to P ratio is maintained greater than 18.1, Hence the 
occurrence o f red tides will be unlikely.

6. The text in bold does not *appear in the latest version of the Environmental Study 

submitted by HKR on 28 November 2016. W h y  would HKR delete this text if the 

Hoccurrence of red tides will be unlikely,f? Thus the previous version tried to downplay 

the likely occurrence of red tides, whilst the omission of the references to red tides in 

the latest version implies that what was stated in the previous version was incorrect, 

and that we, and government, should be concerned about the discharge of the sewage 

into the sea increasing the likelihood of red tides occurring.

7. The conclusions in the Technical Note that f,the water quaiity in the vicinity o f marine- 
based WSRs would be in compliance with WQOs in SS, E. coli and. UIAf/ are based on 
modelled measurements at W S R  07 (Tai Pak Peninsula CPA), 270 metres from the 

sewage discharge point. This ignores the fact that the area of the sea into which the 

sewage would be discharged should also be considered to be a WSR. This area is 

adjacent to a pedestrian walkway, residential buildings and a shopping centre which HKR 

is about to build, as the following picture demonstrates:
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Would HKR's conclusions have been the sa m e  if it had modelled measurements at the 

sewage discharge outlet instead of 270 metres from it?

F. THEORETICAL M O D E L L I N G  SCENARIOS OF S E W A G E  PROCESSING A N D  EFFLUENT 

DISCHARGE

1. The consultants have not undertaken a sensitivity analysis regarding their various 

calculations, nor a risk assessment as to environmental aspects, daily operations and 

emergency arrangements of a STW. In addition, there is no mention of the assumptions 

and limitations as to their approach to modelling. In a public consultation exercise there 

should be a laymans guide to the scientific and mathematical acceptability of their 

approach (and its quality), since, without this, the vast majority of the public are unlikely 

to understand and to be able to c o m m e n t  on the approach.

2. The modelling scenario is described in section 4.3 of the Revised Technical Note on 

Water Quality submitted in the latest Further Information. The effluent dispersion 

scenarios are stimulated by a near-field model, CORMIX. The key inputs to COR M I X  

include outfall configuration, ambient current speed, vertical density profile and effluent 

flow rate. As this latest Further Information merely repeats the same scenarios, with the ■ 

same key inputs and assumptions, as in the October Further Information, the results are 

naturally the same! (Appendix D C O R M I X  model is same as in October). However, HKR 

has deleted references to the likelihood of red tide which was mentioned in the October 

Further Information, with no explanation as to why. This is unprofessional and 

misleading. Furthermore, there is no mention by the consultants as to w h y  this type of 

model was used and its reliability. *

3. Paragraph 4.3.1.2 of the Technical Note on Water Quality states mThe exit o f the gravity 
sewage pipe into sea is near surfaced H o w e v e r ,  in each of the C O R M I X  scenarios, u n d e r



mB u o y a n c y  a s se s sm e n tf* t it is stated that "T h e  e f f l u e n t  d e n s ity  is  less  th a n  th e  
su r ro u n d in g  a m b ie n t  w a te r  d e n s i ty  a t  th e  d isc h a rg e  leve l. T h ere fo re , th e  e f f l u e n t  is  
PO SITIVELY B U O Y A N T  a n d  w i ll  t e n d  to  r ise  t o w a r d s  t h e  s u r fa c e d  This m e a n s  that the 

s e w a g e  effluent will b e  v er y  visible n e a r  a n d  o n  the s ea surface, as illustrated in the 

a b o v e  p h o t o g r a p h .  It is essential that E P D  investigates this finding a n d  c o n cludes that it 

is n o t  acceptable.

4. T h e  results of t h e  model l i n g  scenario are set o ut in A p p e n d i x  D  ftC O R M IX  m o d e l  o u t p u t , 

to t h e  R e v ised Technical N o t e  o n  W a t e r  Quality and, as m e n t i o n e d  in p a r a g r a p h  F2 

ab o v e ,  are exactly t he s a m e  as in t he O c t o b e r  Further Information. T o  the l a y man, the 

results are p r o b a b l y  difficult to u n d e r stand. H o w e v e r ,  w h a t  is n ot difficult to u n d e r s t a n d  

is t h e  s t a n d a r d  s t a t e m e n t  at the e n d  of e a c h  of t h e  C O R M I X  reports, w h i c h  is t he 

^ R E M IN D E R :  T h e  u s e r  m u s t  t a k e  n o t e  t h a t  H Y D R O D Y N A M IC  M O D E U I N G  b y  a n y  k n o w n  

t e c h n iq u e  i s  N O T A N  E X A C T  S C I E N C E .

S. T h e  full n a m e  o f  th e  m o d e l  is u C O R M i X  M IX I N G  Z O N E  E X P E R T  S Y S T E M  V e r s io n  5 .0 G T  

H Y D R O l :  V e r s io n -5 .0 .1 .0  D e c e m b e r ,  2 0 0 T . It is difficult to u n d e r s t a n d  w h y  a 9  y e a r  old 

version of this m o d e l  w a s  u s e d  a n d  this a s p e c t  s h o u l d  b e  investigated b y  E P D .  W i t h  

m o d e l l i n g  science, it is n o r m a l  for there to b e  at least s o m e  updates, o v e r  a period of 9  

years, as a result o f  its u sage, empirical testing a n d  i m p r o v e m e n t s  of software. In this 

c o n t e x t  it is n o t e d  that C O R M I X  versions 9  a n d  1 0  w e r e  released in S e p t e m b e r  2 0 1 4  a n d  

July 2 0 1 6  respectively. E P D  m u s t  investigate w h y  t h e  C o n s u l t a n t s  h a v e  n o t  u s e d  u p  to 

d a t e  m o d e l l i n g  s o f t w a r e  w h i c h  s h o u l d  b e  a  s t a n d a r d  r e q u i r e m e n t  for a n y  study.

G. I N E F F I C I E N T  S E W A G E  P L A N N I N G  S T R A T E G Y  C O N F I R M E D  B Y  H K ^ S  C O N S U L T A N T S  A N D  

N p  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  I M P A C T  A S S E S S M E N T

1. In its Application a n d  Further Information o f J u n e  a n d  O c t o b e r ,  H K R ' s  consultants h a v e  

said:

a. In p a r a g r a p h  6.2.iii of its original application, tha t  ^ a lt e r n a t iv e  o n - s i t e  s e w a g e  

t r e a t m e n t  p la n t  c o u ld  b e  p r o v id e d ,  e i t h e r  a t  A r e a  6 f  o r  A r e a  1 0 b .  T h is  is  n o t  

p re fe r re d ,  h a v in g  n u m e r o u s  5 T W  in  t h e  a r e a  is  c o n s i d e r e d  to  b e  in e f fe c t iv e  in  

a c h ie v in g  e c o n o m ie s  f o r  s c a le  f o r  t h e  in f r a s t r u c t u r e  a n d  l a n d  a r e a 11. F u r t h e r m o r e ,  

p a r a g r a p h  5.6.2.2 o f H K R ' s  S t u d y  o n  Drainage, S e w e r a g e  a n d  W a t e r  S u p p l y  S y s t e m s  

f o r  A r e a  6 f  n o t e s  t h a t  “T h is  S T W  w i!丨 t r e a t  s e w a g e  o n丨y  f r o m  2  s i n g l e  r e s id e n t ia l  

t o w e r s  f o r  4 7 6  u n i t s  a t  A r e a  6 f  s o  i t  i s  c o n s i d e r e d  n o t  a n  e f f i c i e n t  s e w a g e  p l a n n i n g  

s t r a t e g / f. P a r a g r a p h  5.6.4.1 also n o t e s  that a local S T W  m a y  c a u s e  ua n  o f f e n s iv e  

s m e l l  a n d  i s  h e a l t h  h a z a r d * 1.

b. " T h is  a d d i t io n a l  e f f lu e n t  w o u l d  h a v e  im p a c t s  o n  b o t h  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  a n d  m a r i n e  

e c o lo g y .  A l l  t h e s e  w o u ld  r e q u ir e  a  q u a n t i t a t iv e  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  m o d e l  to  b e  e s t a b l i s h e d  

f o r  a s s e s s m e n t  a s  p a r t  o f  t h e  s u b s e q u e n t  E IA H. (June R e v i s e d  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  Study,

6.3.1.3). F u r t h e r m o r e ,  in t h e  O c t o b e r  Further I n f o r m a t i o n  t h e r e  is n o  r e ference to a 

s u b s e q u e n t  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  I m p a c t  A s s e s s m e n t  (EIA), w h i c h  likely m e a n s  th a t  t h e  

s u b ject o f  a n  EI A  h a s  b e e n  d r o p p e d .  Logically there s h o u l d  b e  a full scale EIA as part 

of this Section 1 2 A  application.

c. Building a S T W  in A r e a  6f is still s u b - o p t i m u m  in its O c t o b e r  s ubmission. Since t h e  

c o n sultant h a s  aga i n  in t h e  O c t o b e r  Further Inf o r m a t i o n  A n n e x  G  uR e v is e d  S t u d y  o n  

D r a in a g e ,  S e w a g e  a n d  W a t e r  S u p p ly 1*, p a r a g r a p h  5.6.1.4, stated that MA s  t h is  n e w  

D B S T W  w iU  o n l y  t r e a t  s e w a g e  f r o m  2  s i n g l e  r e s id e n t i a l  t o w e r s  f o r 4 7 6  u n i t s  a t  A r e a

PVO C Com m en ts on A pp lication  num ber; ^ / I-D B /2
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6f so this decentralized scheme is considered not an efficient sewage planning 
strategy^.

H. E M E R G E N C Y  A R R A N G E M E N T S  F O R  W H E N  T H E  S T W  B R E A K S  D O W N  I N C L U D I N G  

A C C E S S  T O  P U M P I N G  S T A T I O N  N O .  1

I. N o  m e n t i o n  w a s  m a d e  in H K R ' s  first a n d  s e c o n d  s u bmissions of w h a t  w o u l d  h a p p e n  to 

t h e  s e w a g e  in t h e  e v e n t  that the S T W  b r o k e  d o w n .  O n l y  in its third a n d  fourth 

s u b m i s s i o n s  w a s  the subject of e m e r g e n c y  a r r a n g e m e n t s  a d d r e s s e d .  T h e s e  include: 

dual fee d  p o w e r  s upply for th e  S T W ;  '"suitable b a c k u p ^  of t h e  S T W  t r e a t m e n t  process 

(but n o  information as to w h a t  is suitable); a n d  c o n n e c t i n g  t h e  gravity s e w a g e  pipe to 

t he existing s e w a g e  s y s t e m  at P u m p i n g  Station N o  1 (to b e  only u s e d  during 

emergencies), w h i c h  w o u l d  fee d  t h e  s e w a g e  to t h e  existing s y s t e m  (i.e. to Siu H o  W a n  

S T W ) ,  and, as ba c kup, t he m o v e m e n t  of s e w a g e  b y  3 6  s e w a g e  ta n k e r  vehicles p e r  d a y  to 

t h e  Siu H o  W a n  S T W .

2. C o n n e c t i o n  to t h e  existing s e w a g e  s y s t e m  is de a r l y  m o s t  likely to b e  u s e d  o n c e  a n d  t h e n  

left o n  p e r m a n e n t l y ,  since there is n o  description o f h o w  this action w o u l d  b e  m a n a g e d  

( h e n c e  m a k i n g  u n a p p r o v e d  u s e  of t h e  g o v e r n m e n t  Siu H o  W a n  facilities) as t h e  existing 

D B  Services M a n a g e m e n t  Limited {as illustrated b y  its d a y  to d a y  p e r f o r m a n c e )  is b o t h  

m a n a g e m e n t  a n d  e ngineering severely challenged.

3. G o v e r n m e n t  c a n n o t  a l l o w  s u c h  a c o n n e c t i o n  since it w o u l d  b e  a n  o p e n  invitation to 

a b u s e  a n d  illegally u s e  t h e  S H W S T W .

4. Also t h e  o n l y  access to P u m p i n g  Station N o ,  1  ( a n d  especially relevant d uring 

e m e r g e n c i e s )  is currently b l o c k e d  b y  t h e  are a  a r o u n d  t h e  p u m p i n g  station be i n g  illegally 

u s e d  for vehicular parking- T h e  L a n d s  D e p a r t m e n t  h a s  recently r e q u e s t e d  H K R  to stop 

t h e  parking as this area sh o u l d  only b e  u s e d  for t h e  p u r p o s e s  related to t he opera t i o n  of 

t h e  p u m p  h o use. H K R  s h o u l d  h a v e  a d vised its consultants a b o u t  this situation w h e n  

issuing its instructions. T h e r e f o r e  it is n e c e s s a r y  that this issue of access b e  a d d r e s s e d  

b y  H K R  a n d  t h e  L a n d s  D e p a r t m e n t .

5. M o v e m e n t  of s e w a g e  b y  truck is clearly u n a c c e p t a b l e  in a m o d e r n  city e n v i r o n m e n t ,  

especially as it w o u l d  require 3 6  s e w a g e  t a n k e r  vehicles a d a y  to r e m o v e  t h e  s e w a g e  to 

t h e  Siu H o  W a n  S T W ,  a n d  is inconsistent w i t h  g o v e r n m e n t ' s  efforts to 'mod e r n i s e  s e w a g e  

t r e a t m e n t  a n d  disposal in H o n g  K o n g .  T h e  3 6  truck calculation is c o n s i d e r e d  to b e  m o r e  

representative t h a n  t h e  calculation in p a r a g r a p h  6.3.2.1 of t h e  latest Further 

I n f o r mation w h i c h  implies that s e w a g e  will onl y  b e  m o v e d  o n  t h e  basis of a q u arter of a 

d a / s  s e w a g e  b e i n g  m o v e d  in 6  hours. F u r t h e r m o r e ,  H K R  h a s  b e e n  told that it c a n n o t  

f e e d  t h e  s e w a g e  to t h e  Siu H o  W a n  S T W .

6. In addition, H K R  h a s  n o t  m e n t i o n e d  a n y t h i n g  a b o u t  e m e r g e n c y  a r r a n g e m e n t s  in t h e  

e v e n t  of t h e  o p e n  nullah discharge a p p r o a c h  b e i n g  taken. This w o u l d  p r o b a b l y  involve 

t h e  3 6  trucks p e r  d a y  travelling t h r o u g h  Parkva !e village a n d  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  g o i n g  to t h e  

Siu H o  W a n  S T W ,  w h i c h  H K R  d o e s  n o t  h a v e  a p p r o v a l  to u s e  for this s e w a g e .

I. S E W A G E  F R O M  W O R K F O R C E  D U R I N G  C O N S T R U C T I O N

1. All of Parkvale Village will b e  affected b y  t h e  p r o p o s e d  m e t h o d  o f  s e w a g e  g e n e r a t e d  

f r o m  th e  w o r k f o r c e  du r i n g  t h e  d e v e l o p m e n t  of A r e a  6f. P a r a g r a p h  6 . 2 . 1 3  o f  t h e  latest 

Fu r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  states that portable c h e m i c a l  toilets will b e  u s e d  b y  t h e

10
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construction workforce. This is dismissed as a minor issue, but is expected to persist for 

s o m e  two to two and a half years. Those w h o  have experience with construction sites 

will k n o w  that, firstly, never enough portable toilets are provided and that construction 

workers urinate all over the site and, secondly, and m o r e  importantly, that, w h e n  

pumping the sewage from the toilets into tanker trucks, a substantial release of 

pollutant fumes and very unpleasant and pervasive odours are released into the local 

atmosphere. These will create both a health hazard and a serious despoliation of the 

quality of life of the residents in the adjacent Parkvale Village.

J. M A N A G E M E N T  O F  T HE S T W

1. There is no explanation as to h o w  the S T W  will be m a n a g e d  in respect of both day to 

day operations and emergency situations. In the D S D  guidelines (referred to in section 

B above) it is stated in paragraphs 5.1/2 that min se lec tin g  th e  typ e  o f  t r e a tm e n t process, 
th e  d esigners sh o u ld  ta ke  d u e  considera tion  o f  th e  availability  o f  c o m p e te n t  operators. 
Only c o m p e te n t  technicians sh o u ld  b e  a ss ig n ed  to  o p e ra te  th e  STP. The o p era to r  sho u ld  
b e  fu lly  co n versa n t w ith  th e  re c o m m e n d e d  o p era tin g  p ro ced u res  as s tip u la te d  in the  
o p era tio n  a n d  m a in ten a n ce  m a n u a r .

2. W o u l d  Discovery Bay Services M a n a g e m e n t  Limited, the wholly o w n e d  subsidiary of H K R  

which manages DB, employ additional staff capable of managing a S T W  or would it use 

existing staff which have no relevant experience? H K R  should be required to state h o w  

rt will ensure that the S T W  In Area 6 f, an d  that in Area 10b# would be operated safely 
a nd efficiently.

K. CAPITAL A N D  O P E R A T I N G  COSTS

1. H K R  makes no reference in its Further Information that all the capital and operating 

costs arising from the proposed S T W  in Area 6f together with the gravity sewage pipe to 

the sea at the Plaza will be m e t  by either H K R  and/or the undivided shareholders of the 

Area 6f proposed development. H K R  should be required to confirm that all capital and 

operating costs arising from the proposed S T W  in Area 6f and the gravity sewage pipe 

or use of the nullah will be borne by H K R  and/or the undivided shareholders of Area 6f 

proposed development.

2. Also the residents of Parkvale Village and other villages in Discovery Bay should not 

have to suffer the disturbance of laying the gravity sewage pipe or the connection to 

the o pen nullah.

U  C O N S U L T A T I O N

1. The above approach to sewage treatment and discharge has not been explained by H K R  

to the wider community of DB. In view of this deficient and sub-optimum approach 

(and the s a m e  approach is to be adopted for Area 10b with sewage to be directly 

discharged into the sea at N i m  Shue Wan), H K R  is guilty of abusing the so called public 

consultation process and displaying a complete disregard for m o d e m  sewage treatment 

and discharge practices and D S D  guidelines as developed so diligently over the last 30 

years by government, namely EPD, W S D  and D S D  and their respective policy bureaux.

CONCLUSION

W e  (the Parkvale Village O w ners Committee representing the Owne r s  of Parkvale Village,

which is adjacent to Area 6f and through which all traffic to Area 6f would pass) continue to
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PVOC Ccmments on Application nuniber： Y/l-DB/2

be surprised and disappointed that no Government Department, nor HKR, appears to have 
considered the adverse impact of the proposed development on the owners and residents 
of Parkvale Village, especially the totally unacceptable and sub optimal commitment to 
build a standalone 5TW with discharge by open nullah directly past apartments and into 
the sea. !n view of the serious inadequacies and shortfall of the STW and discharge 

proposal we believe that the DSD and EPD have no alternative but to reject the HKR 

proposal and advise the TPB to not approve the application.

As dearly demonstrated in not only this submission but in all our submissions, HKR*s 

application continues to be deficient in many ways. So again, we consider that the Town 
Planning Board is in no other position than to reject HKR^ application to rezone Area 6f.

W e  again encourage the Town Planning Board to visit the site and meet residents. In doing 
so, many of the issues highlighted in this report would be evident-

S ig n e d  o n  b e h a lf  o f  the PV O C : D a te :

29  December 2016

Mr. Kenneth J. Bradley J.P.

Parkvale Village Owners Committee Chairman
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Application No. Y/I-DB/3 Ai*ca 10b - a m e n d m e n t s  dated 29th N o v e m b e r  2 0 1 6  - O B J E C T I O N

5804

I am a Peninsula Village owner.... I am deeply concerned by the numerous bad aspects of the this Application which have been covered by 

earlier consultations.

This 4th round consultation confirms the reintroduction of local sewage treatment within Discovery Bay and I particularly object to this 

retrograde step and an inevitable environmental deterioration for D B  residents and the marine life.

The links below

https://drive.g〇〇gle.com/〇pen?id=OBw9ixx2uZYipLUOzZDVmeHBaYlE

https://drive.g〇〇gle.com/〇pen?id=0Bw9ixx2uZYipdmd2c25ZRDNDckE

https://drive.g〇〇gle.com/〇pen?id=0Bw9ixx2uZYipRnVnTzhoQFFzdkQ

Are excellent submissions concerning the above, from neighbouring villages, which, as a Hillgrove Owner, I fully endorse, since they express 

ray concerns better than. I could myself:

-Parkvale Village Owners’ Committee submission dated 29th December, which matches m y  own concerns in almost all respects 

-Serene Village Owner dated 28th December.

I OBJECT T O  T H E  A B O V E  APPLICATION 1

Charlie ko ,.

r ‘

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
https://drive.g%e3%80%87%e3%80%87gle.com/%e3%80%87pen?id=OBw9ixx2uZYipLUOzZDVmeHBaYlE
https://drive.g%e3%80%87%e3%80%87gle.com/%e3%80%87pen?id=0Bw9ixx2uZYipdmd2c25ZRDNDckE
https://drive.g%e3%80%87%e3%80%87gle.com/%e3%80%87pen?id=0Bw9ixx2uZYipRnVnTzhoQFFzdkQ
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I a m  a Peninsula Village o w n e r  and I a m  deeply concerned by the n u m e r o u s  bad aspects of the this 

Application which have been covered by earlier consultations.

This 4th round consultation confirms the reintroduction of local s e wage  treatment within Discovery Bay and I 

particularly object to this retrograde step and an inevitable environmental deterioration for D B  residents and the 

marine life.

I attach B.PVOC 10b the following excellent submissions concerning the above, from neighbouring 

villages, which, as a Hillgrove Owner, I fully endorse, since they express m y  concerns better than 1 could myself :

- Parkvale Village O w n e r s ' Committee submission dated 29th December, which matches m y  o w n  concerns in 

almost all respects

- Serene Village O w n e r  dated 28th December.

I O B J E C T  T O  T H E  A B O V E  APPLICATION.

BEST R EGARDS,

^  C O L L A D O  ERIC FRANCOIS HENRI M A X

apartment H f l H B H H H I  

DISCOVERY BAY

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


M Gmail Edwin Rainbow < >

For info Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b
29 December 2016 at 

08:33

T h o m a s  G e b a u e r

--- Forwarded M e s s a g e ----
From: 'J^_____________________
To: Tpbpa <tpDpcJ(a；piana.gov.nK- 
Sent: Wednesday, 28 Decem b e r  2016, 16:32 

Subject: Fw: A P P L I C A T I O N  Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

Further c o m m e n t s :

Subject: A P P L I C A T I O N  Y/l-DB/3 Area 10b

T h e  T o w n  Planning Board: 

Application Y/l-DB/3 A r e a  1 0 b

I strongly object to the pla n n e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  as presented b y  the H o n g K o n g  Resort C o m p a n y  , 

w h o  with th o u s a n d s  of o w n e r s  are b o u n d  together b y  a D e e d  of Mutual Covenant.

2 . .

Discovery B a y  (DB) is a U N I Q U E  d e v e l o p m e n t  in H o n g K o n g  . quasi a n  enclave , isolated from 

H o n g K o n g  proper a n d  only accessible through o n e  tunnel a n d  by  ferry.

Special rules apply in/for the area, as  laid d o w n  in a  D M C  . O w n e r s  in Discovery B a y  a n d  to a 

certain extent also residents in D B  m u s t  therefore get a recognised voice a n d  special attention 

from the T o w n  Planning B o a r d  ( T P B )  w h e n  m a j o r  c h a n g e s  w h i c h  will affect the e nvironment a n d  

the w a y  of life are p r o p o s e d  for this special enclave/environment as d o n e  b y  the “registered 

o w n e r 1' the H o n g K o n g  Resort Co. Ltd, ( H K R ) .

T h e  T P B  m u s t  also seriously consider that the small o w n e r s  in D B  ( roughly 8.000 houses/flats 

are concer n e d )  are not permitted to f o r m  a n  O w n e r s  Corporation w h i c h  could give a clear voice 

to the T P B  as w h a t  are the w i s h e s  of the m a n y  D B  o wners, leaving aside the various large, 

mainly c o m m e r c i a l  entities a n d  s p a c e s  o w n e d  b y  the developer, the H K R  .

3.

D u e  to this un i q u e  situation, a n y  c h a n g e s  m u s t  b e  j u d g e d  b y  the T P B  / P L A N D  with a holistic 

v i e w  in m i n d  ; this p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  as well as the application Y/l-DB/2 A r e a  6f c a n n o t  b e  

j u d g e d  solely o n  their o w n  but h o w  it also will affect the w h o l e  e n v i r o n m e n t  in Discovery B a y  

a n d  w h e t h e r  all the D B  service facilities are sufficient to support s u c h  d e velopments. S o  it is 

I M P E R A T I V E  , b e s i d e s  l o o k i n g  at e a c h  application separa t e l y  t he T P B  m u s t  a lso l o o k  at



both applicati i :̂ f  the H K R  together to m a k e  a g o o d  j u d g e m e n t  w h a t  they a s k  D B  

o w n e r s  a n d  r e g e n t s  to " b e a r " .

4

In area 1 0 b -  s a m e  as it is proposed in area 6f- to built a s e w a g e  treatment plant quasi Kon 

site" in the midst of a residential development and the effluent is planned to b e  discharged into 

the W A T E R  B A S I N  O F  N I M  S H U E  W A N  B a y  m u s t  be considered as highly " sensitive" in the 
least.

W e  are living in the 21st century a n d  T o w n  Planning mu s t  b e  a forward looking e n d e a v o u r .

T o  m e  it is outrageous to e v e n  consider in *' Asia's W orld CityM to put n o w a d a y s  a s e w a g e  

treatment plant into a n e w  residential d e v e l o p m e n t . (There w a s  an old sewage-treatment plant 

at this proposed location, h o w e v e r  built d e c a d e s  a g o  w h e n  this area w a s  a large service area , 

b us station, repair shops, w aste handling a n d  the like ....quasi commercial activities )

It should b e  d e m a n d e d  that this application / d e v e l opment as well as Y/l-DB/2 area 6f to b e  

deferred already o n  the grounds of the sewage-treatment a n d  disposal. For this matter the 

applicant should wait till the G o v e r n m e n t  S e w a g e  Treatment Facilities of Lantau Island c a n  

receive all the s e w a g e  from D B.

B y  n o  m e a n s  should affluent be directed into the s e a  in a n d  around Discovery Bay. T h e  H K  

Wat e r s  cannot take m o r e  of this pollution a n d  this d o e s  not concern only T IN l 

It w o u l d  b e  really a great step b a c k  for the e n v i r o n m e n t  of D B  a n d  H K !

5.
T h e  effluent is planned to b e  discharged through a pipe into the shoreline, the b a y  of _  S h u e  

W a n ,  which should be  considered " quasi typographically confined basin with limited dispersive 

capacity" the planned outfall point will not b e  far from the housing development, in the vicinity 

there is also recreational activity from the D B  Marina a n d  Club. It is not far from P e n g  C h a u  

which apparent 丨 y has received or will receive a  /7/如  fec/ino/ogy s e w a g e  f 厂e a fmenfp/anfThis 

effluent is in addition to the already polluted waters in the S o u t h  of H o n g k o n g .

It w o u l d  b e  quite self-defeating : P e n g  C h a u  with a m o s t  m o d e r n  water treatment plant a n d  then

the effluents from

D B .

T h e  reference of the applicant regarding Fish Culture Z o n e s  , in M a W a n  a n d  C h e u n g  S h a  , 

V E R Y  F A R  a w a y  from N i m  S h u e  W a n  c a n  only "pull w ool over the T P B " .

T h e r e  are quasi daily fishermen/-boats s e e n  in a round DB ,  mostly from P e n g  Ch a u ,  an 

examination of the catch in regard to toxics should be  highly r e c o m m e n d e d  . Effluent-discharge 

to the close -by shores , to the se a  should not take place !! but also :

6 .

To b l a m e  pollution of S outhern W a t e r s  o n  the Pearl River Delta is not a point to m a k e  as facts 

of the "as is situation" m u s t  b e  clearly addressed. T h e r e  are m o r e  pollutants than T I N  . In H K  

o n e  m u s t  get a w a y  from the v i e w u it is only little pollution M; beside the pollution of H K-waters 

a n d  around, w e  are facing already m a n y  types of pollution; in regard to forward-looking planning 

,it is important to c o n s i d e r u the straw w h i c h  breaks the camel's b a c k

As for the "sensitive receivers" the waters of Nim Shue W a n  and those close to Peng Chau 
effluent must be considered as "potentially polluting". Not even to mention the matter of storm - 
surge , back-flow and the like.
All of the tables and calculations of the applicant should be taken with a large pinch of salt 
as simply : effluent to the sea = generally considered is "water -pollutionM .
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From P LAND A N D  M Y  C O M M E N T S  IN R E G A R D  T O  THIS APPLICATION: 
Aims of Environmental Planning
2 .1.1
To achieve a better environment through planning....



N O  B E TTER  ENVIRONMENT, DERNITELY O N  ALL C O’U N T S  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T  WILL BE  

W O R S E .

.⑻
"to avoid creating new environmental problems....
T H E R E  A R E  ADDITIONAL P R O B L E M S  (AIR, NOISE, LESS TREES, R E D U C E D  W A S T E  
HANDLING CAPACITY. ALL WRI T T E N  A L R E A D Y  IN PR E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S )

(b)
"to seize opportunities for environmental improvement....
N O  O P P O R T U N I T Y  F O R  I M P R O V E M E N T  S曰Z E D  IN THIS D E V E L O P M E N T

Proper land use planning,
(b) proposed 丨and uses i’n the same developme门t area are compatible with each 
other… T H E R E  IS N O  NECESSITY F O R  THIS D E V E L O P M E N T  A S  PLANNED. IT H A S  N O  
C O N N E C T I O N  WITH H O U S I N G  S H O R T A G E  IN H O N G  K O N G  , A N D  A S  F O R  "OPTIMISING ' 
L A N D  U S E " T H E  APPLICANT , IN C A S E  H A S  L A R G E  T R A C T S  O F  L A N D  AVAILABLE IN DB  
W I T H O U T  CREATING ADDITIONAL E N V I R O N M E N T A L  P R O B L E M S .
IN CASE, T H E  P L A N N E D  D E V E L O P M E N T  Y/l-DB/3 A R E A  10b M U S T  B E  S C A L E D  B A C K  IN 
SIZE T O  BE S O M E W H A T  COMPATIBLE W I T H  T H E  C U R R E N T  E N V I R O N M E N T  IN D B  .
T H E  D E V E L O P M E N T  IT IS A L S O  N O T  XOA/；P>477S/_E(，A S  W I T H  T H E  O B V I O U S  
POLLUTING ACTIVITIES IN T H E  P O D I U M  , R IGHT  U N D E R  T H E  RESIDENTIAL 
DEVELOPMENT, A N D  A L S O  T H E  C O N N E C T E D  VEHICLE TRAFFIC, P L U S  T H E  S E W A G E  
T R E A T M E N T  PL A N T  A N D  T H E  PETROL-FILLING STATION .

(0
adequate and suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to ensure proper handling and 
disposal of all wastes and waste water arising from proposed developments.
THIS IS N O T  T H E  C A S E  WIT H  B O T H  T H E  P L A N N E D  D B  D E V E L O P M E N T S  (THIS O N E  
A N D  A L S O  Y/l-DB/2 A R E A  6F.)
T H E  P L A N N E D  N E W  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B  , T R A N S F E R  A N D  • 
DISPOSAL FACILITIES A R E  C O M P L E T E L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  A N D  ILL-PLACED U N D E R  A  
P O D I U M  S T R U CTURE.  A S  M E N T I O N E D  A B O V E  A N D  THIS W A S  A L R E A D Y  W R I T T E N  IN 

PREVI O U S  C O M M E N T S .
IT !S DEFINITELY N O T  IN T H E  C A T E G O R Y  O F  " SUITABLY SITED ENVIRONMENTAL 
FACILITIESn
2.2.2 
⑹
the capacity of the environment to receive additional developments, for example, the capacity of 
an airshed or water basin to receive and assimilate residuals or the capacity of the environment 
infrastructure such as sewerage and waste reception facilities to accommodate further

residuals;
A S  W R I T T E N  A B O V E  , D B  H A S  LIMITED CAPACITY T O  A C C E P T  

A L R E A D Y  T H E  LIMITS R E G A R D I N G  25.000 R E S I D E N T S  INDICATE THAT.
T H E  TPB M U S T  N O T  F O R G E T  THA T  SERVICE FACILITIES A R E  A L S O  S T R E S S E D  
B E C A U S E  O F  T H E  O F T E N  L A R G E  INFLUX O F  VISITORS A N D  TOURI S T S  C R E A T I N G  
E N V I R O N M E N T A L  D E G R A D A T I O N  T O  THIS C O N F I N E D  AREA, T H E  N U M B E R S  A R E  IN 
ADDITION T O  T H E  RESIDENTS IN THIS PLACE.

Air Quality Considerations

2.3.2

Air quality is affected by such factors as the emission rate of air pollutants, the separation 
distance between emission sources and receptors, topography, height and width of buildings as 
well as meteorology....

A S  F O R  A N  ON-SITE S E W A G E  T R E A T M E N T  O D O U R S  O F  D I FFERENT  KIND M U S T  B E  
C O N S I D E R E D  A L S O  W H E N  S L U D G E  WILL B E  R E M O V E D .
wherever practicable, major air pollution emitters are sited to the west or southwest of urban 
areas and new towns to take advantage of the prevailing north-easterly winds;

D B  IS L O C A T E D  IN A  SEMICIRCLE O F  M O U N T A I N S  IN T H E  " B A C K "! B E C A U S E  O F  THIS 
IMPEDIMENT T O  AIR-CIRCULATION W E  A L R E A D Y  F A C E  E X T R A  AIR-POLLUTION (



M A R I N E/FERRY  -DIESELS, AIRCRAFT, DISNEY DAILY F I R E W O R K S  , L O C A L  VEH I C L E  
TRAFFIC )

Water Quality Considerations
2.3.4
It should be noted that there is a general shift of estuarine to oceanic conditions in a west to 
east direction in the coastal waters of Hong Kong. Any major developments which are likely to 
cause significant disruption to water circulation should be either avoided as far as possible or 
subjected to water quality modelling tests prior to the finalisation of site selection.
P L E A S E  T O  K E E P  IN MIND.

2.3.5
Any development which causes either conflict with the constraints or damage of the resources 
and amenity areas should be avoided, unless the conflict can be resolved or the imposition of 
appropriate development controls is practicable. The water-based developments should be 
located such that bulk water exchange is maximised.
C O N T R A R Y  T O  W H A T  T H E  A P P L I C A N T  C L A I M S  : NIM S H U E  W A T E R S  A R E  C A L M  f 
LITTLE TIDAL-STREAM - ACTIVITIES C A N  B E  S E E N  A N D  T H E R E  IS DEFINITELY LIMITED 

DISPERSIVE CAPACITY.
POLLUTION F R O M  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN NIM SHUE WAN VILLAGE M U S T  A L S O  B E  K E P T  
IN MIND A N D  A D D E D  T O  T H E  SITUATION.

Waste Management Considerations -

2.3.6
In the preparation of land use plans, effort should be m a d e  to reserve sufficient sites in suitable 
locations for municipal waste reception and transfer facilities.... As som e  uses have potential to 
cause nuisances and to give rise to special requirements for waste disposa丨 and effluent 
discharge, due consideration should be given to their location and design to minimise the 
potential impacts.
T H E  P R O P O S E D  N E W  S P A C E  U N D E R  A  P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  , 
T H E  A P P L I C A N T S  REFUSE RECEIVING STATION P L A N N E D  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  DB, IS 
TOTALLY I N A D E Q U A T E  F O R  T H E  P R E S E N T  A N D  M O R E S O  M U S T  B E  F O R  T H E  F U T U R E .  
IT W A S  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  A B O U T  IT.
A L S O  T H E  P L A N N E D  LIMITED S P A C E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  FACILITIES C A N N O T  B E  
COM P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  P H I L O S O P H Y  O F  21 S T  C E N T U R Y  W A S T E  - H ANDLING  
SEPARA T I N G  S O R T I N G  F O R  R E C Y C L I N G  A N D  RE-USE.
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IN C O N C L U S I O N  I S T R O N G L Y  O B J E C T  T O  THIS APPLICATION .

c n

c o

C D
c n

T H O M A S  G E B A U E R  
owner/resident

Thomas Gebauer
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tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk 5 8 0 G
Fwd: Application No. Y/I-DB/3 Area 6f - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - OBJECTION 
APPLICATION Y_1-DB_2 Area 6f.pdf

Dear Sir, M a d a m ,

I a m  a Peninsula Village owner and I a m  deeply concerned by the n u m e r o u s  bad aspects of the this 

Application which have been covered by earlier consultations.

This 4th round consultation confirms the reintroduction of local sewage treatment within Discovery Bay and I 

particularly object to this retrograde step and an inevitable environmental deterioration for D B  residents and the 

marine life.

I attach B.PVOC 6f the following excellent submissions concerning the above, from neighbouring villages, 

which, as a Hillgrove Owner, I fully endorse, since they express m y  concerns better than I could myself:

a ；

- Parkvale Village Owners' Committee submission dated 29th December, which matches m y  o w n  concerns in 

almost all respects

- Serene Village O w n e r  dated 28th December.

I OBJECT T O  T H E  A B O V E  APPLICATION.

BEST REGARDS,

f ；OL L A D O  ERIC FRANCOIS HENRI M A X  

a p a rt m  e nt 

DISCOVERY BAY

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


Edwin RainbowM  Gmail

for info Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/2 Area 6f

To: Edwin Rainbow 

Thomas Gebauer

29 December 2016 at 

08:34

--- Forwarded Message ■
From;

To: Tpbp3 <fpopa(aipT 

Sent: Wednesday, 28 December 2016, 14:52 
Subject: APPLI C A T I O N  Y/1-DB/2 Area 6f

The Town Planning Board:
Application Y/l-DB/2 Area 6f

1.1 strongly object to the planned development as presented by the HongKong Resort Company

w ho with thousands of owners are bound together by a Deed of Mutual Covenant.
2. Discovery Bay (DB) is a U N I Q U E  development in HongKong . quasi an enclave , isolated 
from HongKong proper and only accessible through one tunnel and by ferry.
Special rules apply in/for the area, as laid down in a D M C  . Owners in Discovery Bay and to a 
certain extent also residents in D B  must therefore get a recognised voice and special attention 
from the Town Planning Board (TPB) when major changes which will affect the environment and 
the way of life are proposed for this special enclave/environmept as done by the 
Registered owner"' the Hongkong Resort Co. Ltd, ( H K R ) .
The T P B  must also seriously consider that the small owners in D B  (roughly 8.000 houses/fiats 
are concerned) are not permitted to form an Owners Corporation which could give a clear voice 
to the T P B  as what are the wishes of the many D B  owners, leaving aside the various large, 
mainly commercial entities and spaces owned by the developer, the H K R  .
3. Due to this unique situation, any changes must be judged by the T P B  / P L A N D  with a holistic
view in mind ; this proposed development as w e丨丨 as the application Y/l-DB/3 Area 10b …cannot 

be judged solely on their own but h ow it also will affect the whole environment in Discovery Bay 
and whether all the D B  service facilities are sufficient to support such developments. So it is 
IMPERATIVE to look also at both current applications of the H K R  together.
4.ln 6f it is proposed to built a sewage treatment plant **on site" and the effluent is planned to be 
M delivered through a gravity- sewerage -pipe . or even considered to be delivered through a 

nullah,
to the sea, next to the Discovery Ferry Pier and next to the existing housing development 

of LA C O S T A  VILLAGE.
5. W e  are living in the 21st century and Town Planning must be a forward looking endeavour.
To m e  it is outrageous to even consider in ** Asia's World City" to put nowadays a sewage 
treatment plant into a housing development,
6. The efflue门t is planned to be discharged into the shoreline next to a housing development 

and to a communal beach which is used by D B  residents and others for recreational purposes



this effluent is in Dli^ion to the already polluted waters in the S o uth of H o n g k o n g .

7.To b l a m e  polluticrr'on the Pearl River Delta is not a point to m a k e  as facts of the "as is 

situation m u s t  b e  clearly addressed. In H K  o n e  m u s t  get a w a y  from the v i e w 14 it is only little

beside the pollution of HK - w a t e r s  a n d  around, w e  are facing already m a n y  types of pollution, it 

is important to co n s i d e r " the straw which breaks the camel's ba c k

8 T h e  “sensitive receivers “ the s e a  at the Discovery B a y  w ould b e  “ typographically confined 

basin with limited dispersive capacity" thus effluent m u s t  be considered as -potentially 

polluting1' .

N o t  e v e n  to m ention the matter of storm -surge , back-flow a n d  the like.

All of the tables a n d  calculations of the applicant should b e  taken with a large pinch of salt 

a s  simply : effluent to the s e a  =  generally considered is "water -pollutionM .
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F r o m  P L A N D  A N D  M Y  C O M M E N T S  IN R E G A R D  T O  T H I S  A P P L I C A T I O N :

A i m s  of Environmental Planning

2 .1.1
T o  achieve a better e nvironment through planning.…

N O  B E T T E R  E N V I R O N M E N T

⑻
"to avoid creating n e w  environmental problems....

T H E R E  A R E  A D D I T I O N A L  P R O B L E M S  

(b)
"to seize opportunities for environmental i m p r o v e m e n t ....

N O  O P P O R T U N I T Y  S E I Z E D  IN T H I S  D E V E L O P M E N T  

Proper land u s e  planning,

(a)

p r o p o s e d  land u s e s  in particular d e v e l o p m e n t  areas are environmentally suitable;

(b) p r o p o s e d  land u s e s  in the s a m e  d e v e l o p m e n t  area are compatible with e a c h  

other..…T H E R E  IS N O  N E C E S S I T Y  F O R  T H I S  D E V E L O P M E N T  A S  P L A N N E D .

T H E  H K R  C O M P A N Y  H A S  O T H E R  A L T E R N A T I V E S  IN D B  T H A N  T O  C O N V E R T  G R E E N  

A R E A S  I N T O  C O N C R E T E .  IT IS A L S O  N O T  C O M P A T I B L E  , A L O N E  F O R  T H E  S E W A G E  

T R E A T M E N T  P L A N T .

(c)

a d e q u a t e  a n d  suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to ensure proper handling a n d  

disposal of all w a s t e s  a n d  w a s t e  w a ter arising from p r o p o s e d  developments.

T H I S  IS N O T  T H E  C A S E  W I T H  B O T H  T H E  P L A N N E D  D B  D E V E L O P M E N T S  A S  A L S O  T H E  

P L A N N E D  N E W  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B  , T R A N S F E R  A N D  

D I S P O S A L

F A C I L I T I E S  A R E  C O M P L E T E L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  A N D  I L L - P L A C E D  U N D E R  A  P O D I U M  

S T R U C T U R E .  T H I S  W A S  A L R E A D Y  W R I T T E N  IN P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S .

2 .2.2
(c)

the capacity of the e n v i r onment to receive additional developments, for example, the capacity of 

a n  airshed or water basin to receive a n d  assimilate residuals or the capacity of the environment 

infrastructure s u c h  as s e w e r a g e  a n d  w a s t e  reception facilities to a c c o m m o d a t e  further 

residuals;

A S  W R I T T E N  A B O V E  , D B  H A S  L I M I T E D  C A P A C I T Y  T O  A C C E P T  

A L R E A D Y  T H E  L I M I T S  R E G A R D I N G  2 5 . 0 0 0  R E S I D E N T S  I N D I C A T E  T H A T .

T H E  T P B  M U S T  N O T  F O R G E T  T H A T  S E R V I C E  F A C I L I T I E S  A R E  A L S O  S T R E S S E D  

B E C A U S E  O F  T H E  O F T E N  L A R G E  I N F L U X  O F  V I S I T O R S  A N D  T O U R I S T S  C R E A T I N G  

E N V I R O N M E N T A L  D E G R A D A T I O N  T O  T H I S  C O N F I N E D  A R E A ,  T H E  N U M B E R S  A R E  IN 

A D D I T I O N  T O  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN T H I S  P L A C E .

Air Quality Considerations



Air quality is affected by such factors as the emission rate of air pollutants, the separation 

distance b e t w e e n  emission sources a n d  receptors, topography, height a n d  width of buildings as 

well as meteorology.....

A S  F O R  A N  O N - S I T E  S E W A G E  T R E A T M E N T  O D O U R S . O F  D I F F E R E N T  K I N D  M U S T  B E  

C O N S I D E R E D  A L S O  W H E N  S L U D G E  W I L L  B E  R E M O V E D .

whe r e v e r  practicable, major air pollution emitters are sited to the w est or southwest of urban 

areas a门d n e w  towns to take advantage of the prevailing north-easterly winds;

D B  IS E N C L O S E D  B Y  M O U N T A I N S  !

W a t e r  Quality Considerations

2.3.4
It should be noted that there is a general shift of estuarine to oceanic conditions in a west to 

east direction in the coastal waters of H o n g  Kong. A n y  major developments which are likely to 

cause significant disruption to water circulation should b e  either avoided as far as possible or 

subjected to water quality modelling tests prior to the finalisation of site selection.

P L E A S E  T O  K E E P  IN M I N D  .

2.3.5
A n y  development which causes either conflict vwth the constraints or d a m a g e  of the resources 

a n d  amenity areas should be avoided, unless the conflict c a n  b e  resolved or the imposition of 

appropriate development controls is practicable. T h e  water-based developments should be 

located such that bulk water e x c h a n g e  is maximised. A S  S A I D  : D B  IS A  

T O P O G R A P H I C A L L Y  C O N F I N E D  B A S I N  W I T H  L I M I T E D  D I S P E R S I V E  C A P A C I T Y .

W a s t e  M a n a g e m e n t  Considerations

2.3.6
In the preparation of land use plans, effort should b e  m a d e  to reserve sufficient sites in suitable 

locations for municipal waste reception a n d  transfer facilities.... A s  s o m e  uses h ave potential to 

c a u s e  nuisances and to give rise to special requirements for w a s t e  disposal and.effluent 

discharge, d u e  consideration should be  given to their location a n d  design to minimise the 

potential impacts.

T H E  P R O P O S E D  N E W  S P A C E  U N D E R  A  P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  ( 

T H E  A P P L I C A N T  N O W  C A L L S  IT R E F U S E  R E C E I V I N G  S T A T I O N  P L A N N E D  F O R  T H E  

W H O L E  O F  D B  , IS T O T A L L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  F O R  T H E  P R E S E N T  A N D  M U S T  B E  M O R E S O  

F O R  T H E  F U T U R E .  IT W A S  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  A B O U T  IT.
A L S O  T H E  P L A N N E D  S P A C E  F O R  W A S 丁E  H A N D L I N G  FA C I L I T I E S  C A N N O T  B E  

C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  P H I L O S O P H Y  O F  W A S T E  - H A N D L I N G  S E P A R A T I N G  

S O R T I N G  F O R  R E C Y C L I N G  A N D  R E - U S E .
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IN C O N C L U S I O N  I S T R O N G L Y  O B J E C T  T O  T H I S  A P P L I C A T I O N  .

T H O M A S  G E B A U E R  

owner/resident

T h o m a s  G e b a u e r





tpbpd

寄件者： 

寄件日期 : 
收件者： 

主旨： 

附件：

A l e x a n d r a  C o l l a d o  

3ff日12月2016年星期五 1:〇7 
t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k

Fwd: Application No. Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b - amendments dated 29th Novem ber 2016 - OBJECTION 
APPLICATION Y .i-D B  J  A rea 10b.pdf

5807

Dear Sirs,
>

> I am a Peninsula Village owner and I am deeply concerned by the numerous bad aspects of the this 
Application which have been covered by earlier consultations.
>

>

> This 4th round consultation confirms the reintroduction of local sewage treatment within Discovery Bay and 
I partiqularly object to this retrograde step and an inevitable environmental deterioration for DB residents and the 
marine life.
> '
> I attach B.PVOC 10b the following excellent submissions concerning the above, from neighbouring 
villages, which； as a Hillgrove Owner, I fully endorse, since they express my concerns better than I could m yself:

>

>  —

> - Parkvale Village Ow ners7 Committee submission dated 29th December, which matches my own concerns 
in almost all respects
>

> - Serene Village Owner dated 28th December.
>

>

> I OBJECT TO THE ABOVE APPLICATION.
>

>

> BEST REGARDS,
>

>

>

>

> C COLLADO Aleksandra Emilia
a p a rtm e nt ■ m m H

> DISCOVERY BAY

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


M  Gmail Edwin Rainbow <

For info Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b
29 December 2016 at 

08:33

Thomas Gebauer

--- Forwarded Message -

From: |__ ____________
To: Tpbpd <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>
Sent: Wednesday, 28 December 2016, 16:32 

Subject: Fw: A P P L I CATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

Further comments:

Subject: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

The Town Planning Board: 
Application Y/l-DB/3 Area 10b

I strongly object to the planned development as presented by the HongKong Resort Company , 
who with thousands of owners are bound together by a Deed of Mutual Covenant.

2.
Discovery Bay (DB) is a UNIQUE development in HongKong . quasi an enclave , isolated from 
HongKong proper and only accessible through one tunnel and by ferry.
Special rules apply in/for the area, as laid down in a D M C  . Owners in Discovery Bay and to a 
certain extent also residents in D B  must therefore get a recognised voice and special attention 
from the Town Planning Board (TPB) when major changes which will affect the environment and
the way of life are proposed for this special enclave/environment as done by the “registered

owner" the Hongkong Resort Co. Ltd, (HKR).
The TPB must also seriously consider that the small owners in DB (roughly 8.000 houses/flats 
are concerned) are not permitted to form an Owners Corporation which could give a clear voice 
to the TPB as what are the wishes of the many DB owners, leaving aside the various large, 
mainly commercial entities and spaces owned by the developer, the H K R  .

3.
Due to this unique situation, any changes must be judged by the TPB / PLAND with a holistic 
view in mind ; this proposed development as well as the application Y/l-DB/2 Area 6f cannot be 
judged solely on their own but how it also will affect the whole environment in Discovery Bay 
and whether all the D B  service facilities are sufficient to support such developments. So it is 
IMPERATIVE f besides looking at each application separately the TPB must also look at

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


both appilcatia

o w n e r s  a n d  r e j ^ e n t s  to "bear" •
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In area 10b  - s a m e  as it is proposed in area 6f - to built a s e w a g e  treatment plant quasi Hon 

site" in the midst of a residential development and the effluent is planned to be  discharged into 

the W A T E R  B A S I N  O F  N IM  S H U E  W A N  B a y  must be considered as highly" sensitive" in the 
least.

W e  are living in the 21st century an d  T o w n  Planning mus t  be  a forward looking e n d e a v o u r .

To m e  it is outrageous to e ven consider 丨门M Asia’s World City" to put n o w a d a y s  a s e w a g e  

treatment plant into a n e w  residential d e v e l o p m e n t . (There w a s  an old sewage-treatment plant 

at this proposed location, h o w e v e r  built decades a go w h e n  this area w a s  a large service area t 

bus station, repair shops, waste handling and the like ....quasi commercial activities)

It should be d e m a n d e d  that this application / development as welt as Y/l-DB/2 area 6f to b e  

deferred already on  the grounds of the sewage-treatment and disposal. For this matter the 

applicant should wait till the G o v e r n m e n t  S e w a g e  Treatment Facilities of Lantau Island can 

receive all the s e w a g e  from DB.

B y  no  m e a n s  should affluent be directed into the sea in a nd around Discovery Bay. T h e  H K  

Waters cannQt take m o r e  of this pollution an d  this d o e s  not concern only T IN !

It w o u l d  b e  really a great step b a c k  for the e n v i r o n m e n t  of D B  a n d  H K l

T h e  effluent is planned to be  discharged through a pipe into the shoreline, the b ay of N i m  S h u e  

W a n ,  which should be  considered " quasi typographically confined basin with limited dispersive 

capacity" the planned outfall point will not be far from the housing development, in the vicinity 

there is also recreational activity from the D B  Marina a nd Club. It is not far from P e n g  C h a u  

which apparently has received or will receive a (ec/mo/ogy s e w a g e  freafmenfp/anf This

effluent is in addition to the already polluted waters in the South of Hongkong.

It would be quite self-defeating : P e n g  C h a u  with a m o s t  m o d e r n  water treatment plant a n d  then

the effluents from

DB.

T h e  reference of the applicant regarding Fish Culture Z o n e s  , in M a W a n  a nd C h e u n g  S h a  , 

V E R Y  F A R  a w a y  from N i m  S h u e  W a n  can only "pull wool over the T P B " .

There are quasi daily fishermen/-boats s e e n  in around DB ,  mostly from P e n g  Chau, an 

examination of the catch in regard to toxics should be  highly r e c o m m e n d e d  . Effluent-discharge 

to the close -by shores , to the sea should not take place !! but also :

6 .
To b l a m e  pollution of Southern Waters o n  the Pearl River Delta is not a point to m a k e  as facts 

of the ,las is situation " m u s t  b e  clearly addressed. There are m o r e  pollutants than TIN . In H K  

o n e  m u s t  get a w a y  from the v i e w " it is only little pollution beside the pollution of HK-waters 

a n d  around, w e  are facing already m a n y  types of pollution; in regard to forward-looking planning 

, it is important to consider" the straw which breaks the camel's b a c k u.

A s  for the "sensitive receivers " the waters of N i m  S h u e  W a n  an d  those close to P e n g  C h a u  

effluent m u s t  b e  considered as "potentially polluting". Not e v e n  to mention the matter of storm - 

surge , back-flow a n d  the like.

All of the tables an d  calculations of the applicant should be  taken with a large pinch of salt 

as simply : effluent to the sea =  generally considered is "water -pollution l,.
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F r o m  P L A N D  A N D  M Y  C O M M E N T S  IN R E G A R D  T O  T H I S  A P P L I C A T I O N :

A i m s  of Environmental Planning

2.1.1
To achieve a better environment through planning....



N O  B E T T E R  ENVIRONMENT, DEFINITELY O N  ALL C O U N T S  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T  WILL BE 
W O R S E .

(a)
"to avoid creating new environmental problems....
T H E R E  A R E  ADDITIONAL P R O B L E M S  (AIR, NOISE, LESS TREES, R E D U C E D  W A S T E  
H A N D L I N G  CAPACITY. ALL W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  IN PREVIOUS C O M M E N T S )

(b)
"to seize opportunities for environmental improvement....
N O  O P P O R T U N I T Y  F O R  I M P R O V E M E N T  SEIZED IN THIS D E V E L O P M E N T

Proper land use planning,
(b) proposed land uses i•门 the same development area are compatible with each
other..…T H E R E  IS N O  NECESSITY F O R  THIS D E V E L O P M E N T  A S  PLANNED. IT H A S  N O  
C O N N E C T I O N  WIT H  H O U S I N G  S H O R T A G E  IN H O N G  K O N G  , A N D  A S  F O R  "OPTIMISING 
L A N D  U S E  *' T H E  APPLICANT , IN C A S E  H A S  L A R G E  T R A C T S  O F  L A N D  AVAILABLE IN DB  
W I T H O U T  CREATING ADDITIONAL E N V I R O N M E N T A L  P R O B L E M S .
IN CASE, T H E  P L A N N E D  D E V E L O P M E N T  Y/I-DB/3 A R E A  10b M U S T  BE  S C A L E D  B A C K  IN 
SIZE T O  BE  S O M E W H A T  COMPATIBLE WIT H  T H E  C U R R E N T  E N V I R O N M E N T  IN D B  .
T H E  D E V E L O P M E N T  IT IS A L S O  N O T  •'COMPATIBLE" AS WIT H  T H E  OBV I O U S  
POLLUTING ACTIVI丁IES IN T H E  P O D I U M  , RIGHT U N D E R  T H E  RESIDENTIAL 
D E V E L O P M E N T ,  A N D  A L S O  T H E  C O N N E C T E D  VEHICLE TRAFFIC, PLUS T H E  S E W A G E  
T R E A T M E N T  P L A N T  A N D  T H E  PETROL-FILLING STATION .
(c)
adequate and suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to ensure proper handling and 
disposal of all wastes and waste water arising from proposed developments. .
THIS IS N O T  T H E  C A S E  WIT H  B O T H  T H E  P L A N N E D  D B  D E V E L O P M E N T S  (THIS O N E  
A N D  A L S O  Y/l-DB/2 A R E A  6F.)
T H E  P L A N N E D  N E W  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B  , T R A N S F E R  A N D  
DISPO S A L  FACILITIES A R E  C O M P L E T E L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  A N D  ILL-PLACED U N D E R  A  
P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E .  A S  M E N T I O N E D  A B O V E  A N D  THIS W A S  A L R E A D Y  W R I T T E N  IN 

P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S .
IT IS DEFINITELY N O T  IN T H E  C A T E G O R Y  O F  " SUITABLY SITED ENVIRONMENTAL 
FACILITIES" -
2 .2.2
⑹
the capacity of the environment to receive additional developments, for example, the capacity of 
an airshed or water basin to receive and assimilate residuals or the capacity of the environment 
infrastructure such as sewerage and waste reception facilities to accommodate further 

residuals*
A S  W R I T T E N  A B O V E  , D B  H A S  LIMITED.CAPACITY T O  A C C E P T  
A L R E A D Y  T H E  LIMITS R E G A R D I N G  25.000 RESI D E N T S  INDICATE THAT.
T H E  T P B  M U S T  N O T  F O R G E T  T H A T  SERVICE FACILITIES A R E  A L S O  S T R E S S E D  
B E C A U S E  O F  T H E  O F T E N  L A R G E  INFLUX O F  VISITORS A N D  TOURISTS CREATING 
E N V I R O N M E N T A L  D E G R A D A T I O N  T O  THIS C O N F I N E D  AREA, T H E  N U M B E R S  A R E  IN 
ADDITION T O  T H E  RESI D E N T S  IN THIS PLACE.

Air Quality Considerations

2.3.2
Air quality is affected by such factors as the emission rate of air pollutants, the separation 
distance betwee门 emission sources and receptors, topography, height and width of buildings as 
well as meteorology....
A S  F O R  A N  ON-SITE S E W A G E  T R E A T M E N T  O D O U R S  O F  DIFFERENT KIND M U S T  B E  ' 
C O N S I D E R E D  A L S O  W H E N  S L U D G E  WILL BE  R E M O V E D .
wherever practicable, major air pollution emitters are sited to the west or southwest of urban 
areas and new towns to take advantage of the prevailing north-easterly winds;
D B  IS L O C A T E D  IN A  SEMICIRCLE O F  M O U N T A I N S  IN T H E  " B A C K "! B E C A U S E  O F  THIS 
IMPEDIMENT T O  AIR-CIRCULATION W E  A L R E A D Y  F A C E  E X T R A  AIR-POLLUTION (



M A R I N E / F E R R Y  -DIESELS, AIRCRAFT, .DISNEY DAILY F I R E W O R K S  , L O C A L  VEHICLE 
T R A FFIC ) |

Water Quality Considerations '
2.3.4 ；
It should be noted that there is a general shift of estuarine to oceanic conditions in a west to 
east direction in the coastal waters of Hong Kong. Any major developments which are likely to 
cause significant disruption to water circulation should be either avoided as far as possible or 
subjected to water quality modelling test^ prior to the finalisation of site selection.
P L E A S E  T O  K E E P  IN M I N D  .

2.3.5 j
Any development which causes either conflict with the constraints or damage of the resources 
and amenity areas should be avoided, unless the conflict can be resolved or the imposition of 
appropriate development controls is practicable. The water-based developments should be 

located such that bulk water exchange isimaximised.
C O N T R A R Y  T O  W H A T  T H E  A P P U C A N +  C L A I M S  ； NIM S H U E  W A T E R S  A R E  C A L M  ,
LITTLE T I D A L - S T R E A M  - ACTIVITIES C A N  B E  S E E N  A N D  T H E R E  IS DEFINITELY LIMITED 

DISPERSIVE C A P A C I T Y
P O L L U T I O N  F R〇M  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN A///W SHl/E l/UAA/ W L L A G E  M U S T  A L S O  B E  K E P T  

IN M I N D  A N D  A D D E D  T O  T H E  SITUATION.

Waste Management Considerations !

2.3.6 '
In the preparation of land use plans, effort should be m a d e  to reserve sufficient sites in suitable 
locations for municipal waste reception and transfer facilities...• As s o m e  uses have potential to 

cause nuisances and to give rise to special requirements for waste disposal and effluent 
discharge, due consideration should be given to their location and design to minimise the 

potential impacts.
T H E  P R O P O S E D  N E W  S P A C E  U N D E R  A  P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  , 
T H E  APPLICANT'S REFUSE RECEIVING STATION P L A N N E D  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  DB, IS 
T O T A L L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  F O R  T H E  P R E S E N T  A N D  M . O R E S O  M U S T  B E  F O R  T H E  FUTURE. 
IT W A S  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  A B O U T  IT.
A L S O  T H E  P L A N N E D  LIMITED S P A C E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  FACILITIES C A N N O T  B E  
C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  P H I L O S O P H Y  O F  21 S T  C E N T U R Y  W A S T E  - H A NDLING 

S E P A R A T I N G  S O R T I N G  F O R  R E C Y C L I N G  A N D  RE-USE.
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IN C O N C L U S I O N  I S T R O N G L Y  O B J E C T  T O  THIS APPLICATION .

.T H O M A S  G E B A U E R  
owner/resident

CJ1
C O

o

•*si

T h o m a s  Gebauer
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主旨： 

附件：

coiiado [m m iiiiiiiiH
3 0日12月2 0 1 6年星期五1:21 5808
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

F w d :  Application No. Y/I-DB/3 Ar e a  10b - a m e n d m e n t s  dated 29\h N o v e m b e r  2 0 1 6  - O B J E C T I O N  

A P P L I C A T I O N  Y _ 1 - D B _ 3  Are a  10b.pdf

Dear Sirs,

>

> I a m  a Peninsula Village o w n e r  and I a m  deeply concerned by the n u m e r o u s  b a d  aspects of the this 

Application which have been covered by earlier consultations.

>

>

> This 4th round consultation confirms the reintroduction of local s e w a g e  treatment within Discovery Bay a n d  I 

particularly object to this retrograde step and an inevitable environmental deterioration for D B  residents a n d  the 

marine life.

>

> I attach B . P V O C  10b the following excellent submissions concerning the above, f rom neighbouring 

villages, which, as a Hillgrove Owner, I fully endorse, since they express m y  concerns better than I could my s e l f :

> C I i

> - Parkvale Village O w n e r s " C o m m i t t e e  submission dated 29th December, which m a t c h e s  m y  o w n  concerns in 

almost all respects

>

> - Serene Village O w n e r  dated 28th December.

>

>

> I O B J E C T  T O  T H E  A B O V E  APPLICATION.

>

>

> BEST R E G A R D S ,

> c 
>

>

>

> ( 二O L L A D O  Aleksandra Emilia

apartment

> D I S C O V E R Y  BAY

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


G m a i !  E d w i n  R a i n b o w

For info Fw: A PPL ICAT IO N  Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

T h o m a s  Gebauer

----F o r w a r d e d  M e s s a g e -----

F r o m :  ■ y H M f t l H H I H H H I  
To: T p o p a < t p D p a t s p i a n ^ o ^ T K ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^  

Sent: W e d n e s d a y ,  2 8  D e c e m b e r  2016, 16:32 

Subject: Fw: A P P L I C A T I O N  Y / 1-DB/3 A r e a  1 0 b

Further comments:

Subject: A P P L I C A T I O N  Y / 1-DB/3 A r e a  1 0 b

T h e  T o w n  Planning Board: 

Application Y/l-DB/3 Area 10b

I strongly object to the planned development as presented by the H o n g K o n g  Resort C o m p a n y  , 

w h o  with thousands of owners are bound together by a D e e d  of Mutual Covenant.

2 .
Discovery Bay (DB) is a U N I Q U E  development in H o n g K o n g  . quasi an enclave f isolated from 

H o n g K o n g  proper and only accessible through one tunnel and by ferry.

Special rules apply in/for the area, as laid d o w n  in a D M C  . Owners in Discovery Bay and to a 

certain extent also residents in D B  must therefore get a recognised voice and special attention 

from the T o w n  Planning Board (TPB) w h e n  major changes which will affect the environment and 

the w a y  of life are proposed for this special enclave/environment as done by the ^registered 

owner" the Hong k o n g  Resort Co. Ltd, ( H K R ) .
T h e  T P B  must also seriously consider that the small owners in D B  ( roughly 8.000 houses/flats 

are concerned) are not permitted to form an Owne r s  Corporation which could give a clear voice 

to the T P B  as what are the wishes of the m a n y  D B  owners, leaving aside the various large, 

mainly commercial entities and spaces o w n e d  by the developer, the H K R  .

3.
D u e  to this unique situation, any changes must be judged by the T P B  / P L A N D  with a holistic 

view in mind ; this proposed development as well as the application Y/l-DB/2 Area 6f cannot be 

judged solely on their o w n  but h o w  it also will affect the whole environment in Discovery Bay 

and whether all the D B  service facilities are sufficient to support such developments. S o  it is 

I M P E R A T I V E  , besides looking at each application separately the T P B  m u s t  also look at



both appllcatl. bf the H K R  together to m a k e  a good judgement what they ask D B  
owners and residents to "bear".

4

In area 10b - s a m e  as it is proposed in area 6f - to built a sewage treatment plant quasi "on 
site" in the midst of a residential development and the effluent is planned to be discharged into 
the W A T E R  BASIN O F  NIM SHUE WAN Bay must be considered as highly " sensitive" in the 
least.

W e  are living in the 21st century and Town Planning must be a forward looking endeavour.

To m e  it is outrageous to even consider in " Asia's World CityM to put nowadays a sewage 
treatment plant into a n e w  residential development. (There was an old sewage-treatment plant 
at this proposed location, however built decades ago when this area was a large service area , 
bus station, repair shops, waste handling and the like ....quasi commercial activities)

It should be demanded that this application / development as weli as Y/l-DB/2 area 6f to be 

deferred already on the grounds of the sewage-treatment and disposal. For this matter the 
applicant should wait till the Government S e w a g e  Treatment Facilities of Lantau Island can 

receive all the sewage from DB.
By no means should affluent be directed into the sea in and around Discovery Bay. The H K  
Waters cannot take more of this pollution and this does not concern only TIN !

It would be really a great step back for the environment of D B  and HK1

The effluent is planned to be discharged through a pipe into the shoreline, the bay of Nim Shue 
Wan, which should be considered ” quasi typographically confined basin with limited dispersive 

capacity" the planned outfall point will not be far from the housing development, in the vicinity 

there is also recreational activity from the D B  Marina and Club. It is not far from Peng Chau 
which apparently has received or will receive a Zi/g/7 fec/ino/ogy sewage 咖 加 ㈣ 邮泔丁恤 

effluent is in addition to the already polluted waters in the South of Hongkong.
It would be quite self-defeating : Peng Chau with a most modern water treatment plant and then

the effluents from
DB.
The reference of the applicant regarding Fish Culture Zones , in M a W a n  and Cheung Sha , 
V E R Y  F A R  away from Nim Shue W a n  can only "pull wool over the I P B " .

There are quasi daily fishermen/-boats seen in around DB, mostly from Peng Chau, an 
examination of the catch in regard to toxics should be highly recommended . Effluent-discharge 

to the close -by shores , to the sea should not take place !! but also :

6.
To blame pollution of Southern Waters on the Pearl River Delta is not a point to make as facts 

of the "as is situation " must be clearly addressed. There are more pollutants than TIN . In H K  

one must get away from the view" it is only little pollution beside the pollution of HK-waters 

and around, w e  are facing already m a n y  types of pollution; in regard to forward-looking planning 

,it is important to consider" the straw which breaks the camel's back

As for the "sensitive receivers u the waters of Nim Shue W a n  and those close to Peng Chau 

effluent must be considered as "potentially polluting". Not even to mention the matter of storm - 

surge , back-flow and the like.
All of the tables and calculations of the applicant should be taken with a large pinch of salt 

as simply : effluent to the sea = generally considered is "water -pollution ".
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From P L A N D  A N D  M Y  C O M M E N T S  IN R E G A R D  T O  THIS APPLICATION:

Aims of Environmental Planning 

2.1.1
To achieve a better environment through planning....



N O  B E T T E R  ENVIRONMENT, DEFINITELY O N  ALL C O U N T S  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T  WILL BE 

W O R S E  

⑻
Hto avoid creating new environmental problems....
T H E R E  A R E  ADDITIONAL P R O B L E M S  (AIR, NOISE, LESS TREES, R E D U C E D  W A S T E  
H A N D L I N G  CAPACITY. ALL W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  IN P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S )

(b)
"to seize opportunities for environmental improvement....
N O  O P P O R T U N I T Y  F O R  I M P R O V E M E N T  S日Z E D  IN THIS D E V E L O P M E N T

Proper land use planning,
(b) proposed land uses in the same development area are compatible with each 
other•.…T H E R E  IS N O  N E C E S S I T Y  F O R  THIS D E V E L O P M E N T  A S  PLANNED. IT H A S  N O  
C O N N E C T I O N  W I T H  H O U S I N G  S H O R T A G E  IN H O N G  K O N G  , A N D  A S  F O R  "OPTIMISING 
L A N D  U S E  H T H E  APP L I C A N T  t IN C A S E  H A S  L A R G E  T R A C T S  O F  L A N D  AVAILABLE IN D B  
W I T H O U T  C R E A T I N G  ADDITIONAL E N V I R O N M E N T A L  P R O B L E M S .
IN CASE, T H E  P L A N N E D  D E V E L O P M E N T  Y/l-DB/3 A R E A  10b M U S T  B E  S C A L E D  B A C K  IN 
SIZE T O  B E  S O M E W H A T  C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  C U R R E N T  E N V I R O N M E N T  IN D B  .
T H E  D E V E L O P M E N T  IT IS A L S O  N O T  ,,CO/WP>4r/eLEn A S  W I T H  T H E  O B V I O U S  
P O L L U T I N G  ACTIVITIES IN T H E  P O D I U M  , R IGHT U N D E R  T H E  RESIDENTIAL 
D E V E L O P M E N T ,  A N D  A L S O  T H E  C O N N E C T E D  V E HICLE TRAFFIC, P L U S  T H E  S E W A G E  
T R E A T M E N T  P L A N T  A N D  T H E  PETROL-FILLING STATION .

⑹
adequate and suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to ensure proper handling and 
disposal of all wastes and waste water arising from proposed developments.
THIS IS N O T  T H E  C A S E  W I T H  B O T H  T H E  P L A N N E D  D B  D E V E L O P M E N T S  (THIS O N E  
A N D  A L S O  Y/l-DB/2 A R E A  6F.)
T H E  P L A N N E D  N E W  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B  , T R A N S F E R  A N D  
D I S P O S A L  FACILITIES A R E  C O M P L E T E L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  A N D  ILL-PLACED U N D E R  A  
P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E .  A S  M E N T I O N E D  A B O V E  A N D  THIS W A S  A L R E A D Y  W R I T T E N  IN 

P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S .
IT IS DEFINITELY N O T  IN T H E  C A T E G O R Y  O F  '* SUITABLY SITED ENVIRONMENTAL 
FACILITIES"
2.2.2
⑹
the capacity of the environment to receive additional developments, for example, the capacity of 
an airshed or water basin to receive and assimilate residuals or the capacity of the environment 
infrastructure such as sewerage and waste reception facilities to accommodate further 

residuals*
A S  WRIT'TEN A B O V E  , D B  H A S  LIMITED CAPA C I T Y  T O  A C C E P T  

A L R E A D Y  T H E  LIMITS R E G A R D I N G  25.000 R E S I D E N T S  INDICATE THAT.
T H E  T P B  M U S T  N O T  F O R G E T  T H A T  SE R V I C E  FACILITIES A R E  A L S O  S T R E S S E D  
B E C A U S E  O F  T H E  O F T E N  L A R G E  INFLUX O F  VISITORS A N D  T O U R I S T S  CREA T I N G  
E N V I R O N M E N T A L  D E G R A D A T I O N  T O  THIS C O N F I N E D  AREA, T H E  N U M B E R S  A R E  IN 

ADDITION T O  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN THIS PLACE.

Air Quality Considerations

2.3.2
Air quality is affected by such factors as the emission rate of air pollutants, the separation 
distance between emission sources and receptors, topography, height and width of buildings as 
well as meteorology....

AS  F O R  A N  ON-SITE S E W A G E  T R E A T M E N T  O D O U R S  OF DIFFERENT KIND M U S T  BE 
C O N S I D E R E D  A L S O  W H E N  S L U D G E  W I L L  B E  R E M O V E D .

wherever practicable, major air pollution emitters are sited to the west or southwest of urban 
areas and new towns to take advantage of the prevailing north-easterly winds;
D B  IS L O C A T E D  IN A  SEMICIRCLE O F  M O U N T A I N S  IN T H E  " B A C K "! B E C A U S E  O F  THIS 
I M P E D I M E N T  T O  AIR-CIRCULATION W E  A L R E A D Y  F A C E  E X T R A  AIR-POLLUTION (



Water Quality Considerations '
2.3.4
It should be noted that there is a general shift of estuarine to oceanic conditions in a west to 
east direction in the coastal waters of Hong Kong. Any major developments which are likely to 
cause significant disruption to water circulation should be either avoided as far as possible or 
subjected to water quality modelling tests prior to the finalisation of site selection.
P L E A S E  T O  K E E P  IN MIND.
2.3.5
Any development which causes either conflict with the constraints or damage of the resources 
and amenity areas should be avoided, unless the conflict can be resolved or the imposition of 
appropriate development controls is practicable. The water-based developments should be 
located such that bulk water exchange is maximised.
C O N T R A R Y  T O  W H A T  T H E  APPLICANT CLAIMS : NIM S H U E  W A T E R S  A R E  C A L M  , 
LITTLE TIDAL-STREAM - ACTIVITIES C A N  B E  S E E N  A N D  T H E R E  IS DEFINITELY LIMITED 
DISPERSIVE CAPACITY.
POLLUTION F R O M  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN NIM SHUE WAN VILLAGE M U S T  A L S O  B E  K E P T  
IN MIND A N D  A D D E D  T O  T H E  SITUATION.

MARINE/FERRY -DIESELS, AIRCRAFT, D ISNEY DAILY F IREW ORKS t LOCAL VEH ICLE
TRAFFIC )

Waste Management Considerations
2.3.6
In the preparation of land use plans, effort should be made to reserve sufficient sites in suitable 
locations for municipal waste reception and transfer facilities.... As some uses have potential to 
cause nuisances and to give rise to special requirements for waste disposal and effluent 
discharge, due consideration should be given to their location and design to minimise the 
potential impacts.
T H E  P R O P O S E D  N E W  S P A C E  U N D E R  A  P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  t 
T H E  APPLICANT'S REFUSE RECEIVING STATION P L A N N E D  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  DB, IS 
TOTALLY I N A D E Q U A T E  F O R  T H E  P R E S E N T  A N D  M O R E S O  M U S T  B E  F O R  T H E  FUTURE. 
IT W A S  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  A B O U T  IT.
A L S O  T H E  P L A N N E D  LIMITED S P A C E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  FACILITIES C A N N O T  BE 
C O MPATIBLE W I T H  T H E  P H I L O S O P H Y  O F  21 S T  C E N T U R Y  W A S T E  -HANDLING 
SEPARATING S O R T I N G  F O R  R E C Y C L I N G  A N D  RE-USE.
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IN C O N C L U S I O N  I S T R O N G L Y  O B J E C T  T O  THIS APPLICATION .
T H O M A S  G E B A U E R  
owner/resident

O l
C O

o
Thomas Gebauer 〇b
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附件：

月2016年星期五0:53
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk icm-r^M  •
Application No. Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - OBJECTION
APPLICATION Y_1-DB_3 Area 10b.pdf; B. PVOC Fourth Comments on tiie Section 12A Application fuilher information_finaI.pdf

I a m  a Peninsula Village o w n e r  c o n c e r n e d  b y  the serious implications of this Application to w h i c h  I h a v e  objected 

in detail o n  n u m e r o u s  occasions for the previous consultations.

This 4th r o u n d  consultation confirms the reintroduction of local s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  within Discovery B a y  a n d  I 

particularly object to this m e a s u r e ,  with t h e  inevitable e n v i r o n m e n t a l  deterioration for all D B  residents.

I attach the following excellent submissions c o ncerning the above, w h i c h  as a Peninsula Village O w n e r  I fully 

endorse, since they express m a n y  of o w n  m y  concerns:

- Parkvale Village O w n e r s  C o m m i t t e e  submission dat e d  29th D e c e m b e r ,  w h i c h  m a t c h e s  m y  o w n  c o n c e r n s  with 

respect to s e w e r a g e

- S e r e n e  Village O w n e r  d a t e d  28th D e c e m b e r .

〇 n r  ,se grounds, a n d  o n  t h o s e  previously lodged b y  m e  

S T R O N G L Y  O B J E C T  T O  T H E  A B O V E  A P P L I C A T I O N
during the three previous r o u n d s  of consultation, I

J a m e s  Fernie 

O w n e r  &  Resident

Discovery B a y

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


卜1 Gmail

For info Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b
29 December 2016 at 

08:33

Thomas Gebauer

Sent: Wednesday, 28 December 2016, 16:32 
Subject: Fw: A P P L I C A T I O N  Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

Further comments;

Subject：'APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

The Town Planning Board: 
Application Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b

I strongly object to the planned development as presented by the HongKong Resort Company , 
who with thousands of owners are bound together by a Deed of Mutual Covenant.

Discovery Bay (DB) is a UNIQUE development in HongKong . quasi an enclave , isolated from 
HongKong proper and only accessible through one tunnel and by ferry.
Special rules apply in/for the area, as laid down in a D M C  . Owners in Discovery Bay and to a 
certain extent also residents in D B  must therefore get a recognised voice and special attention 
from the Town Planning Board (TPB) when major changes which will affect the environment and 
the way of life are proposed for this special enclave/environment as done by the "registered 
owner” the Hongkong Resort Co. Ltd, (HKR).
The TFB must also seriously consider that the small owners in DB (roughly 8.000 houses/flats 
are concerned) are not permitted to form an Owners Corporation which could give a clear voice 
to the T PB as what are the wishes of the many DB owners, leaving aside the various large, 
mainly commercial entities and spaces owned by the developer, the H K R  .

Due to this unique situation, any changes must be judged by the TPB / PLAND with a holistic 
view in mind ; this proposed development as well as the application Y/l-DB/2 Area 6f cannot be 
judged solely on their own but how it also will affect the whole environment in Discovery Bay 
and whether all the DB service facilities are sufficient to support such developments. So It is 
IMPERATIVE , besides looking at each application separately the TPB must also look at



both applic of the H K R  together to m a k e  a g o o d  j u d g e m e n t  w h a t  they a sk D B  

o w n e r s  a n c  Idents to " b e a r " .

4

In area 10b - s a m e  as it is proposed in area 6f - to built a s e w a g e  treatment plant quasi "on 

site" in the midst of a residential development and the effluent is planned to be discharged into 

the W A T E R  B A S I N  O F  N IM  S H U E  W A N  B ay must be considered as highly" sensitive" in the 

least.

W e  are living in the 21st century and T o w n  Planning must be a forward looking e n d e a v o u r .

To m e  it is outrageous to even consider in *' Asia's World CityM to put n o w a d a y s  a s e w a g e  

treatment plant into a n e w  residential deve l o p m e n t . (There w a s  an old sewage-treatment plant 

at this proposed location, h owever buNt decades ago w h e n  this area w a s  a large service a r e a， 

bus station, repair shops, waste handling and the like ....quasi commercial activities )

It should be d e m a n d e d  that this application / development as well as Y/l-DB/2 area 6f to be 

deferred already on the grounds of the sewage-treatment and disposal. For this matter the 

applicant should wait till the G o v e r n m e n t  S e w a g e  Treatment Facilities of Lantau Island can 

receive all the s e w a g e  from DB.

B y  no m e a n s  should affluent be  directed into the sea in and around Discovery Bay. T h e  H K  

Waters cannot take m o r e  of this pollution a nd this does not concern only TIN l 

It w o u l d  be really a great step b a c k  for the e n v i r o n m e n t  of D B  a n d  H K 1

T h e  effluent is planned to be discharged through a pipe into the shoreline, the bay of N i m  S h u e  

W a n ,  which should be  considered '• quasi typographically confined basin with limited dispersive 

capacilyM the planned outfall point will not be far from the housing development, in the vicinity 

there is also recreational activity from the D B  Marina and Club. It is not far from P e n g  C h a u  

which apparently has received or will receive a h igh  te ch n o lo gy  s e w a g e  treatm ent p lant This 
effluent is in addition to the already polluted waters in the South of Hongkong.

It would be quite self-defeating : P e n g  C h a u  with a m o s t  m o d e r n  water treatment plant a nd then

the effluents from

DB.

T h e  reference of the applicant regarding Fish Culture Z o n e s  t in M a W a n  a nd C h e u n g  S h a  , 

V E R Y  F A R  a w a y  from N i m  S h u e  W a n  can only "pull wool over the T P B " .

There are quasi daily fishermen/-boats seen in around DB, mostly from P e n g  Chau, an 

examination of the catch in regard to toxics should be  highly r e c o m m e n d e d  . Effluent-discharge 

to the close -by shores , to the sea should not take place !! but also :

6 .
To blame pollution of Southern Waters on the Pearl River Delta is not a point to m a k e  as facts 

of the was is situation" m u s t  be clearly addressed. There are m o r e  pollutants than TIN . In H K  

o n e  m u s t  get a w a y  from the v i e w " it is only little pollutionM; beside the pollution of HK-waters 

and around, w e  are facing already m a n y  types of pollution: in regard to forward-looking planning 

,it is important to considerM the straw which breaks the camel's back **.

A s  for the *'sensitive receivers u the waters of N i m  S h u e  W a n  and those close to P e n g  C h a u  

effluent m ust be considered as "potentially polluting". Not e ven to mention the matter of storm - 

surge , back-flow and the like.

All of the tables and calculations of the applicant should be taken with a large pinch of salt 

a s  simply : effluentto the sea = generally considered is “water-pollution .

8
F r o m  P L A N D  A N D  M Y  C O M M E N T S  IN R E G A R D  T O  T H I S  A P P L I C A T I O N :

A i m s  of Environmental Planning

2.1.1
To achieve a better environment through planning....



N O  B E T T E R  ENVIRONMENT, DEFINITELY O N  ALL C O U N T S  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T  WILL BE 
W O R S E .
(a)
Mto avoid creating new environmental problems....
T H E R E  A R E  ADDITIONAL P R O B L E M S  (AIR, NOISE, LESS TREES, R E D U C E D  W A S T E  
H A N D L I N G  CAPACITY. ALL W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  IN PREVIOUS C O M M E N T S )

seize opportunities for envlronmenta丨丨mprovement....
N O  O P P O R T U N I T Y  F O R  I M P R O V E M E N T  SEIZED IN THIS D E V E L O P M E N T

Proper land use planning,
(b) proposed land uses in the same development area are compatible with each
other•….T H E R E  IS N O  NECESSITY F O R  THIS D E V E L O P M E N T  A S  PLANNED. IT HA S  N O  
C O N N E C T I O N  W I T H  H O U S I N G  S H O R T A G E  IN H O N G  K O N G  , A N D  AS F O R  "OPTIMISING 
L A N D  U S E  M T H E  A PPLICANT , IN C A S E  H A S  L A R G E  T R A C T S  O F  LA N D  AVAILABLE IN DB 
W I T H O U T  C R E A T I N G  ADDITIONAL E N V I R O N M E N T A L  P ROBLEMS.
IN CASE, T H E  P L A N N E D  D E V E L O P M E N T  Y/l-DB/3 A R E A  10b M U S T  BE SCALED B A C K  IN 
SIZE T O  B E  S O M E W H A T .  C O M P A T旧LE WITH T H E  C U R R E N T  E N V I R O N M E N T  IN DB .
T H E  D E V E L O P M E N T  IT IS A L S O  N O T  "C0/W8ATV3LE" A S  WITH T H E  OBVIOUS 
P O L L U T I N G  ACTIVITIES IN T H E  P O D I U M  , RIGHT U N D E R  T H E  RESIDENTIAL 
D E V E L O P M E N T ,  A N D  A L S O  T H E  C O N N E C T E D  VEHICLE TRAFFIC, PLUS T H E  S E W A G E  
T R E A T M E N T  P L A N T  A N D  T H E  PETROL-FILLING STATION .
(c)
adequate and suitably sited environmenta丨 facilities are provided to ensure proper handling and 
disposal of all wastes and waste water arising from proposed developments.
THIS IS N 〇T T H E  C A S E  W I T H  B O T H  T H E  P L A N N E D  D B  D E V E L O P M E N T S  (THIS O N E  
A N D  A L S O  Y/l-DB/2 A R E A  6F.)
T H E  P L A N N E D  N E W  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B  , T R A N S F E R  A N D  
D I S P O S A L  FACILITIES A R E  C O M P L E T E L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  A N D  ILL-PLACED U N D E R  A  
P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E .  A S  M E N T I O N E D  A B O V E  A N D  THIS W A S  A L R E A D Y  WRITTEN IN 
P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S .
IT IS DEFINITELY N O T  IN T H E  C A T E G O R Y  O F  " SUITABLY SITED ENVIRONMENTAL 
FACILITIES"
2.2.2
(c)
the capacity of the environment to receive additional developments, for example, the capacity of 
an airshed or water basin to receive and assimilate residuals or the capacity of the environment 
infrastructure such as sewerage and waste reception facilities to accommodate further 
residuals;
A S  W R I T T E N  A B O V E  , D B  H A S  LIMITED CAPACITY T O  A C C E P T  
A L R E A D Y  T H E  LIMITS R E G A R D I N G  25.000 R ESIDENTS INDICATE THAT.
T H E  T P B  M U S T  N O T  F O R G E T  T H A T  SERVICE FACILITIES A R E  A L S O  S T R E S S E D  
B E C A U S E  O F  T H E  O F T E N  L A R G E  INFLUX O F  VISITORS A N D  TOURISTS CREATING 
E N V I R O N M E N T A L  D E G R A D A T I O N  T O  THIS C O N F I N E D  AREA, T H E  N U M B E R S  A R E  IN 

ADDITION T O  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN THIS PLACE. '

Air Quality Considerations

2.3.2
Air quality is affected by such factors as the emission rate of air pollutants, the separation 
distance between emission sources and receptors, topography, height and width of buildings as 

well as meteorology....
A S  F O R  A N  ON-SITE S E W A G E  T R E ATMENT  O D O U R S  OF DIFFERENT KIND M U S T  BE
C O N S ID E R E D  ALSO  W H E N  SL U D G E  W ILL BE R EM O VED.
wherever practicable, major air pollution emitters are sited to the west or southwest of urban 
areas and ne w  towns to take advantage of the prevailing north-easterly winds;
D B  IS L O C A T E D  IN A  SEMICIRCLE O F  M O U N T A I N S  IN T H E  " B A C K M ! B E C A U S E  O F  THIS 
I M P E D I M E N T  T O  AIR-CIRCULATION W E  A L R E A D Y  F A C E  E X T R A  AIR-POLLUTION (



t d a c c ^ F^ RRY -DIESELS' AIRCRAFT, DISNEY DAILY FIREWORKS , LOCAL VEHICLE 
TRAFFIC )

Water Quality Considerations
2.3.4
It should be noted that there is a general' shift of estuarine to oceanic conditions in a west to 
east direction In the coastal waters of Hong Kong. Any major developments which are likely to 
cause significant disruption to water circulation should be either avoided as far as possible or 
subjected to water quality modelling tests prior to the finalisation of site selection 
PLEASE TO KEEP IN MIND . 1
2.3.5
Any development which causes either conflict with the constraints or damage of the resources 
and amenity areas should be avoided, unless the conflict can be resolved or the imposition of 
appropriate development controls Is practicable. The water-based developments should be 
located such that bulk water exchange is maximised.
C O N T R A R Y  TO W H A T  THE APPLICANT CLAIMS : NIM SHUE WATERS ARE CALM , 
LITTLE TIDAL-STREAM - ACTIVITIES CAN BE SEEN AND THERE IS DEFINITELY LIMITED 
DISPERSIVE CAPACITY.
POLLUTION F R O M  THE RESIDENTS IN NIM SHUE WAN VILLAGE MUST ALSO BE KEPT 
IN MIND A N D  A D D E D  TO THE SITUATION.

Waste Management Considerations
2,3.6
In the preparation of land use plans, effort should be made to reserve sufficient sUes in suitable 
locations for municipal waste reception and transfer facilities..,. As some uses have polentia丨 to 
cause nuisances and to give rise to special requirements for waste disposal and effluent 
discharge, due consideration should be given to thei「丨ocation and design to minimise the 
potential impacts.
THE P R O P O S E D  N E W  SPACE U N D E R  A  PODIUM STRUCTURE FO R  W A S T E  HANDLING , 
THE APPLICANT'S REFUSE RECEIVING STATION PLANNED FO R  THE W H O L E  OF DB, IS 
TOTALLY 丨N A D E Q U A T E  F OR THE PRESENT A N D  M O R E S O  M U S T  BE FOR THE FUTURE. 
IT W A S  WRITTEN A L READY A B O U T  IT.
ALSO THE PLANNED LIMITED SPACE FO R  W A S T E  HANDLING FACILITIES C A N N O T  BE 
COMPATIBLE WITH THE PHILOSOPHY OF 21 ST CEN T U R Y  W A S T E  -HANDLING 
SEPARATING SORTING F O R  RECYCLING A N D  RE-USE.

9 .
IN CONCLUSION I S T R ONGLY OBJECT TO THIS APPLICATION .
T H O M A S  G E B A U E R  
owner/resident

Thomas Gebauer



Parkvale Village Owners' Committee
Comments on the Second Further Information Submitted in Support of 
Section 12A Application Number Y/l-DB/2 to amend Discovery Bay Outline 
Zoning Plan for rezoning the permissible use from staff quarters to flats at 
Area 6f, Discovery Bay.

INTRODUCTION

In April, July a n d  D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 6  w e ,  the Parkvale Village O w n e r ' s  C o m m i t t e e  (PVOC), a 

b o d y  of o w n e r s  in Parkvale Village in Discovery B a y  (DB) elected to represent the interests 

of th e  o w n e r s  of t he 6 0 6  flats in the village, submitted ou r  c o m m e n t s  o n  H o n g  K o n g  Resort 

C o m p a n y  Limited's (HKR) Section 1 2 A  Application aTo A m e n d  D is c o v e ry  B o y  O u t lin e  Z o n in g  

P la n  f o r  r e z o n in g  t h e  p e r m is s ib le  u s e  f r o m  s t a f f  q u a r te rs  to  f la t s  a t  A r e a  6f, D is co v e ry  B a / \  

O u r  c o m m e n t s  w e r e  assigned n u m b e r s  1 5 1 2  (April), 2 7 8 7  (July) a n d  5 2 9 7  ( D e cember) by 

the T o w n  Planning B o a r d  (TPB).

This d o c u m e n t  includes o u r  c o m m e n t s  o n  the Further Information ( m a d e  available by the 

T P B  o n  9  D e c e m b e r  2016) s ubmitted b y  H K R  o n  2 8  N o v e m b e r  2016.

FURTHER INFORMATION

T h e  Further Information s ubmitted by H K R  comprises:

1. M a s t e r p l a n  Li m i t e d ^  covering letter.

2. Revised En v i r o n m e n t a l  S tudy (Executive S u m m a r y ,  Chapters 6, 7 a n d  8).

3. Revised Technical N o t e  o n  W a t e r  Quality.

N o  substantive c h a n g e  has b e e n  m a d e  to the Further Information submitted in June an d  

October.

In its covering letter. Mast e r p l a n  Limited, o n  behalf of HK R ,  states that " In  s u m m a ry ,  the  

F u r t h e r  In f o r m a t io n  re la te s  to  th e  f o l lo w in g  is su e s :

1. T he r e c e iv in g  w a t e r  q u a lity  o f  th e  e f f lu e n t  d is c h a r g e  o f  th e  p r o p o s e d  o n -s ite  S e w a g e  

T r e a tm e n t  W o r k s  ( S T W ) to e n s u r e  in c r e a s e  in  T ota l In o r g a n ic  N itr o g e n  (T IN ) is 

m in im is e d .

2. T he  c o n t in g e n c y  m e a s u r e  f o r  th e  p r o p o s e d  o n -s it e  S T W , b y  p r o v id in g  a n  e m e r g e n c y  

o v e r f lo w  p ip e  f r o m  th e  p r o p o s e d  S T W  a t  A r e a  6 f  to  e x is t in g  s e w a g e  p u m p in g  sta t io n  no. 

1 ( S P S 1 )  lo c a t e d  a t  t h e  j u n c t io n  o f  D is c o v e r y  B a y  R o a d  a n d  D is c o v e r y  V o lley  R o a d ).

3 . T he  m o d e l l i n g  s c e n a r io s  o f  e f f lu e n t  d isp e rs io n .

T h e  a d d it io n a l  4 4 0  m 3  p e r  d a y  s e w a g e  g e n e r a t e d  b y  th e  p r o p o s e d  re s id e n t ia l d e v e lo p m e n t  

is  n o w  p r o p o s e d  to  b e  c a t e r e d  b y  o n -s it e  s e w a g e  t re a t m e n t  f a c i l i t ie s "

T h e  reality, h o w e v e r ,  w h i c h  th e  T P B  a n d  relevant d e p a r t m e n t s ,  su c h  as the E P D  a n d  D S D f 

will s e e  w h e n  t h e y  r e v i e w  this latest submission, is that this Further Information provides 

n o  n e w  a n d  substantial Further Information. A s  M a s terplan Limited states, ''This 

in f o r m a t io n  c la r if ie s  a n d  s u p p le m e n t s  th e  a p p lica t io n , a n d  d o e s  n o t  co n s t itu te  a  m a te r ia l  

c h a n g e  Id e n t i f ie d  in  t h e  T P B  G u id e lin e  N o .  3 2 M.



Furthermore, as w e  have pointed out, H K R  has no alternative but to build a standalone S T W  

in Area 6f as the Slu H o  W a n  s e w a g e  treatment facilities are not available. So a S T W  cannot 

be simply a proposal, It has to be a commitment, one which would be sub optimal, defective 

in m a n y  w a y s  and not acceptable to both government and the D B  community.

It is clear that HKR, through the penultimate paragraph of Masterplan limited's covering 

letter, is making yet another attempt in its repeated appeal to government not to forget D B  

w h e n ,  at s o m e  time in the future, government reviews sewage and water Infrastructure for 

Lantau.

It is imperative that the T P B  an d  all g o v e r n m e n t  bureaux an d  departments are not misled 

by the H K R  statement in Masterplan Limited^ letter that u\n addition, the p ro p o sa l fo r  

A r e a  6 f  is m o d e r a te  in  scale, the  d e m a n d  o n  the  overa ll G o v e rn m e n t  Infrastructure  w o u ld  

b e /nj/gn///con^. This is irrelevant as g o v e r n m e n t  facilities are not available, an d  will not 

be available in the potential timeline of both the Area 6f an d  Area 10b projects. Public 

c o m m e n t s  have to b e  submitted in accordance with T P B  Guideline No. 3 0 B  "Guidelines -  

for submission of c o m m e n t s  o n  various applications under the T o w n  Planning Ordinance". 

T h e  P V O C  considers that this fourth submission fr o m  the P V O C  has again properly 

complied with T P B  Guideline No. 30B, w h e r e a s  the Submission of Further Information 

f r o m  H K R  does not.

PRINCIPAL C O N C E R N S  W I T H  T HE APPLICATION

In our previous submission, which w a s  assigned n u m b e r  5 2 9 7  (December) by the TPB, w e  

noted the following principal concerns which w e  have with HKR's proposed development of 

t w o  18 storey buildings, including 4 7 6  flats, of 21,600 m 2  G F A  on a platform created to 

a c c o m m o d a t e  a 1 7 0 m 2 G F A  three storey Building:

A.

B.

C.

D.

E.

*)f arcr
W >C Comnirtius on Application number：

F.

Inadequate an d  unreliable information has be e n  provided by HKR. E.g. H K R  has 

submitted studies a nd papers and not impact assessments, thereby avoiding having to 

study the impact on the c o m m u n i t y  and people most affected by its proposal.

Public Consultation is inadequate and non-transparent.

Consultation with ail relevant g o v e r n m e n t  departments and bureaux has been 

inadequate a n d  incomplete.

A  Risk Assessment has not b e e n  undertaken.

H K R #s responses to g o v e r n m e n t  department c o m m e n t s  have been inadequate and 

evasive. It cannot be acceptable in a public consultation exercise for the applicant alone 

to decide w h a t  is commercially sensitive (re ownership of Passageway and allocation of 

undivided shares) an d  to keep that information from being publicly c o m m e n t e d  upon. 

All information provided by the applicant m u s t  be placed in the public d o m a i n  so the 

public can c o m m e n t  o n  it. T h e  table setting out these responses cannot be considered 

to be comprehensive.

Despite A n n e x  C  of the October Further Information stating in paragraph 2.1.1.4 that a 

key element of the deve l o p m e n t  is the "access road", there is no information provided 

■ as to its construction through Parkvale village. There are m a n y  issues arising f r o m  

unsuitable access to the site such as: the part of Parkvale Drive which is designed as a 

pedestrian p a v e m e n t  under B D  regulations and the effect of additional and

operational traffic on it; width constraints of Parkvale Drive wh.ch l.m.t the ab ,ty o 

larger vehicles, including buses and construction vehicles, to pass o n e  another; potential

2
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. *
lack of e m e r g e n c y  access to Parkvale Drive in the event of an accident; safety, as the 

p r o p o s e d  access to the site is a pedestrian area used by residents an d  the public; and 

HKR's lack of consideration of alternative access to the site. A s  pointed out above, H K R  

continues to not submit, in its Further Information, a Traffic Impact A s s e s s m e n t  on 

Pedestrians w hich is listed u n der the Reports to be submitted.

G. A  s e w a g e  treatment w o r k s  ( STW) is to b e  included in Area 6f with discharge directly into 

the sea next to the ferry pier using either a gravity pipe or the o p e n  nullah which is 

adjacent to Hillgrove Village, H o w e v e r ,  it is clear f r o m  HKR's c o m m e n t s  that the latter is 

the intended approach. Also, H K T  tries to minimise the pollution impact of discharge of 

s e w a g e  into the sea w h e r e a s  it will increase the TIN a n d  TPs, thereby increasing the 

probability of, e.g., red tide in Discovery Ba y  waters. N o t  surprisingly HKR's consultants 

say that the s e w a g e  proposal Mis c o n s id e re d  n o t  a n  e ffic ien t  s e w a g e  p la n n in g  s tra te g y f\

H. H K R  is misleading the T P B  by saying there are t w o  options re w ater supply but, as 

previously pointed out (since g o v e r n m e n t  has confirmed that its facilities at the Siu H o  

W a n  W a t e r  T r e a t m e n t  W o r k s  ( S H W W T W )  a n d  the S H W  Fresh W a t e r  P u m p i n g  Station 

are not available for the foreseeable future), there is only one, w hich is a potable water 

supply to b e  provided by re-opening, after 16 years, the D B  wa ter treatment plant and 

using w a t e r  f r o m  the D B  reservoir.

I. N o  information is provided regarding the provision of other utilities to Area 6f a nd h o w  

it will affect Parkvale Village, despite the O c t o b e r  Further Information A n n e x  C 

paragraph 2.1.1.4 stating that a key e l e m e n t  of the d e v e l o p m e n t  is the provision of 

utilities. Furthermore, there is n o  reference to the D B  L P 6  gas system which has 

recently suffered an explosion w h i c h  is the subject of investigations by E M S D  a n d  FSD.

J. Slope safety of the area, w h e r e  the t w o  p r o p o s e d  1 8  story buildings will be built, is 

ignored, despite A n n e x  C  paragraph 2.1.1.4 stating that a key element of the 

d e v e l o p m e n t  is site formation. H K R  continues to ignore C E D D ' s  request for H K R  to 

assess the geotechnical feasibility of the p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  a n d  to submit a 

Geotechnical Planning R e v i e w  Report (GPRR).

K. O w n e r s h i p  issues - HKR's right to use Parkvale Drive as access to Area 6f is still disputed.

L. Planning controls of Discovery Bay are ignored in respect of the Mast e r  Plan (MP) and 

Outline Z o n e  Plan (02P) relationship, the 25,000 population ceiling an d  the allocation of 

undivided shares a n d  m a n a g e m e n t  units u n d e r  the D e e d  of M u t u a l  Cov e n a n t  (DMC). 

Furthermore, H K R  has a conflict of interest regarding population data, in that current 

figures are provided by its wholly o w n e d  subsidiary, D B  Services M a n a g e m e n t  Limited.

M .  Dia g r a m s  a n d  p h o t o m o n t a g e s  are often misleading, inaccurate a nd of poor quality.

W e  provided further details of these concerns in our previous submission. Readers of this

submission should also read our previous submissions if they have not already d o n e  so.

In this submission w e  address concerns arising f r o m  H KR's latest submission a n d  f r o m

H K R #s intention to build a standalone s e w a g e  tr e a t m e n t  w o r k s  in Ar e a  6f.

S E W A G E  T R E A T M E N T

All the concerns a n d  c o m m e n t s  submitted to the T P B  in respect of s e w a g e  treatment

processing a n d  discharge continue to b e  ignored.
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W e  have, again, set out and ex p a n d e d  our concerns and c o m m e n t s  in the following

sections:

A. S e w a g e  Master Plans.

B. Standalone S e w a g e  Treatment Works.

C. Application for Discharge Licence.

D. Discharge of S e w a g e  by O p e n  Nullah*

E. Effluent to be Discharged into the Sea.

F. Theoretical Modelling Scenarios of S e w a g e  Processing and Effluent Discharge.

G. Inefficient S e w a g e  Planning Strategy Confirmed by H K ^ s  Consultants and n o  

Environmental Impact Assessment.

H. E m e r g e n c y  Arrangements for w h e n  the S T W  Breaks D o w n  丨ncluding Access to P u m p i n g  

Station N o  1.

I. S e w a g e  from the Workforce during Construction.

J. M a n a g e m e n t  of the S T W .

K. Capital and Operating Costs.

L. Consultation.

A. SEWAGE MASTER PLANS

1. In 1989, a s e w a g e  disposal strategy w a s  formulated by the Government. Since then E P D  

has produced 16 S e w a g e  Master Plans (SMPs) an d  D S D  has had the role of works agent 

to i m plement the r e c o m m e n d e d  projects to cater for the needs of the S M P s .  T h e  16 

S M P s  have be e n  re-grouped into 8 areas for conducting the S M P  Review Studies. 8 S M P  

Reviews have be e n  completed an d  these include the ^Review of Outlying Islands S M P -, 

which Includes DB.

2. Ail the H K R  submissions consistently m a k e  n o  men t i o n  of the Outlying Islands S M P ,  

w h i c h  w o u l d  a p p e a r  to be b ecause their s e w a g e  strategy for DB, as illustrated by the 

proposals for both Areas 6f a n d  1 0 b # is inconsistent with that plan. Therefore E P D  and 

D S D  have n o  alternative but to reject the H K R  proposal a n d  advise the T P B  

accordingly.

B. S T A N D A L O N E  S E W A G E  T R E A T M E N T  W O R K S

1. Since g o v e r n m e n t  facilities are not available in the foreseeable future, H K R  >\as no 

alternative but to build a separate s e w a g e  treatment works (STW) in Area 6f, if the 

proposed change in use is approved and if the proposed development rs in fact built.

_ This m e a n s  that people living in Parkvale Village w o uld have a S T W  adjacent to them. 

H K R  is not providing details of the design, its exact location and h o w  it will be m a n a g e d  

and maintained. As H K R  wil! w a n t  to minimize costs, w e  are concerned h o w  adequate 

such a facility will be and the risk of its breaking d o wn. If the T P B  approves the change 

of use of Area 6ff the residents of Parkvale Village, w h o  at n o  st3ge have been consulted 

by HKR, will be forced by H K R  to live next door to a S T W  with all its negative aspects, 

including strong foul odours. A n d  of course the future 1190 residents of Area of also 

suffer fr o m  the s a m e  negative aspects of a STVV integrated into their development.

2. It is indicative of the inadequacies of this submission, and all the previous H K R  

submissions, that there is n o  reference whatsoever to the D S D  ^Guidelines for the 

Design of Small S e w a g e  T reatment Plants" for private developments u p  to 2,000 

population equivalent. In preparing these guidelines 0 S 0  placed special emphasis on
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the problems usually found with small plants and included appropriate design safety 

considerations. These guidelines cover: general design considerations; design 

parameters; practical design and installation; operation and maintenance; and 

environmental considerations. Following these guidelines would have enabled H K R  to 

provide a design submission in this latest Further Information which could, according 

to paragraph 2.9 of the guidelines, have included for example: key plan showing location 

of development and effluent discharge location; plan and section showing the location 

of S T W  within the development in relation to residential units and surrounding facilities; 

process and instrumentation diagrams; hydraulic profile together with supporting 

calculations; detailed process design calculations; detailed drawings with plan and 

elevation showing plant room layout including pipe work and equipment; route of 

access to the plant room and access within the STW; ventilation and lighting details; 

equipment schedule showing number of duty and standby units, make, model number, 

capacity etc. (the schedule should be shown on the drawing); equipment catalogues and 

operation/maintenance manual.

3. Although the D S D  has built and operates a num b e r  of small sewage treatment facilities 

on Lantau Island and Outlying Islands, H K R  has not stated the type or explained the 

design of S T W  it proposes to build in Area 6f, nor has it demonstrated that any of the 

three sewage treatment processes commonly adopted by the DSD on Lantau Island is 

suitable for a site located on a steep slope and far from the sea, with a discharge point 

so close to a residential area.

4. Due to its proximity to our village, w e  consider that it is inappropriate to locate a S T W  

in Area 6f# due to the potential smell and health hazard, especially as the effluent 

seems highly likely to be discharged into an open nullah and flow under the balconies 

of a residential building and, subsequently, into the sea adjacent to an occupied area. In 

view of the serious inadequacies and shortfall of the S T W  proposal w e  believe that the 

DSD and EPD have no alternative but to reject the HKR proposal and advise the TPB to 

not approve the application.

C. APPLICATION F O R  DISCHARGE LICENCE

1. Paragraph 6.3.1.6 of the Revised Environmental Study glibly states that ̂ Moreover, the 
operation o f the STW shall also apply for a discharge licence from the relevant authority 
before the operation o f the STW/' This is a too vague a statement. Are the consultants 
referring to the submission of Application Form A  (EPD 117); w h o  will be responsible 

for submitting the application; w h o  will pay the licence fee; and what are the 

consequences if the application is rejected?

2. This aspect of the S T W  requires comprehensively explaining to the 丁PB and, of course, 

the public since this Further Information is supposed to be subject to public 

consultation.

D. D I S C H A R G E  O F  S E W A G E  BY O P E N  N U L L A H

1, H K R  is still saying, as it did in its previous submissions, that discharging the treated 

sewage directly into an open nullah is still an option to be considered at the design 

stage. This open nullah is parallel to Discovery Valley Road and proceeds directly in front 

of Hillgrove Village. Therefore, every day 440 m 3  per day of sewage will be flowing

5
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alongside a p p r o x i m a t e l y  2 0 0  m e t r e s  of f o o t p a t h / r o a d  a n d  directly u n d e r  t h e  balconies 

of a r o u n d  2 0 0  a p a r t m e n t s  in this village. This is illustrated in the following p h o t o g r a p h s .

V i e w  of t he o p e n  nullah looking u p s t r e a m  V i e w  of the o p e n  nullah looking d o w n s t r e a m  

past Hillgrove Village_____________________________ | t o w a r d s  Hil丨grove Village_______________________

2. T h e  nullah serves t he dual p u r p o s e  of a s t o r m  w a t e r  ch a n n e l  a n d  as a n  o v e r f l o w  relief 

for t he reservoir at t h e  t o p  of D i s covery Valley R o a d .  N o r m a l l y  it is virtually e m p t y ,  but 

during periods of rainstorm a n d / o r  reservoir discharge this nullah is full to the top. T h e  

addition of t h e  s e w a g e  effluent to t h e  s t o r m  w a t e r  flow m a y  c a u s e  t h e  nullah to 

o v e r f l o w  or t h e  effluent to b a c k - u p  into t h e  S T W ,  b o t h  with serious health implications. 

This option w o u l d  a p p e a r  to b e  c h e a p e r  t h a n  building a gravity s e w a g e  pipe a n d  it is 

c o n s i d e r e d  that H K R  will a d o p t  this op tion whilst giving t h e  impression to t he TPB, E P D ,  

etc. that it will build a gravity pipe, w h i c h  w o u l d  p r e s u m a b l y  p u t  the s e w a g e  flow 

u n d e r g r o u n d .

E. EFFLUENT TO BE DISCHARGED INTO THE SEA

1. H K R  is p r o p o s i n g  to discharge treated s e w a g e  f r o m  A r e a  6f into t h e  m a r i n e  w a t e r s  

adjacent to t h e  ferry pier w i t h o u t  t h e  n e e d  of a m a r i n e  outfall. T h e  outlet is adjacent to 

a pedestrian w a l k w a y ,  residential buildings a n d  a s h o p p i n g  centre, w h i c h  H K R  is a b o u t  to 

build, a n d  is located only 2 8 0  m e t r e s  f r o m  a public bathing beach. This is a n  artificially 

m a d e  b e a c h  fronting t h e  v e r y  sha l l o w  a n d  silted Tai P a k  W a n .  T h e  proposal for t he 

discharge of effluent into a sha l l o w  s e a b e d ,  adjacent to a pedestrian w a l k w a y ,  

residential buildings a n d  a s h o p p i n g  centre a n d  2 8 0 m  f r o m  a bathing beach, b o a r d w a l k  

restaurants a n d  ferry pier is e n v i r o n m e n t a l l y  u n a c c e p t a b l e  a n d  will e n c o u r a g e  toxic red 

tides as well as concentrations of E. coli.

2. W e  are e x t r e m e l y  c o n c e r n e d  a b o u t  t h e  effluent being discharged into t h e  sea in DB. 

A l t h o u g h  t h e  effluent will h a v e  b e e n  treated, it will h a v e  a high concentration of 

nutrients w h i c h  h as b e e n  scientifically p r o v e n  to e n c o u r a g e  g r o w t h  of h a r m f u l  algae 

("red tides"), particularly in sha l l o w  coastal areas (see p a g e  1 7 0  of ^ H a r m f u l  Algae",
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v o l u m e  9, issue 10, 2 0 1 0  of 'Elsevier') and, as the prevailing w i n d s  c o m e  f r o m  the east, 

b l o w i n g  o n t o  DB, such harmful algae w o u l d  not dissipate easily.

3. T h e  w a t e r  quality a s s e s s m e n t  notes that for the w h o l e  of H o n g  K o n g  w aters adjacent to 

the Pearl River Delta a n d  including the waters a r o u n d  D B  that the Total Inorganic 

Nitrogen (TIN) already e x c eeds the W Q O .  W e  w o u l d  n o t  dispute this, b u t  this d o e s  not 

justify H K R ^ s  Intention to increase the s u s p e n d e d  solids a n d  E-CoIi c o n tent of the 

s e w a g e  p l u m e  in the very publicly e x p o s e d  w a t e r s  a n d  b e a c h e s  of Tai P a k  W a n .

4. In previous submissions, H K R  tried to d o w n p l a y  t he o c c urrence of red tides despite the 

discharge of m o r e  TINS a n d  TPs w h i c h  will increase t he probability of m o r e  red tides. 

T h e  latest Further Information has o m i tted references in the previous version to T P  

(referred to as Total Particulates in the Executive S u m m a r y  of the Environmental Study 

a n d  as Total P h o s p h o r o u s  in the Technical Note) a n d  to red tides.

5. T h e  Further Information submitted b y  H K R  in O c t o b e r  included t he following:

a. Executive S u m m a r y  -  HT he  d is c h a rg e  c o n c e n t r a t io n  h a s  th e r e fo r e  b e e n  r e d u c e d  a s  

m u c h  a s  p r a c t ic a b le  to  e n s u r e  th a t  th e  in c r e a s e  in  T IN  a n d  T o ta ! P a r t ic u la t e s  (T P ) o re  

m in im iz e d .  W it h  t h e  d is c h a r g e  s t a n d a r d ,  t h e  N i t r o g e n  ( N )  t o  P h o s p h o r u s  (P )  r a t io  is

* m a i n t a i n e d  g r e a t e r  t h a n  1 8 .1 . H e n c e  t h e  o c c u r r e n c e  o f  r e d  t id e s  w i l l  b e  u n lik e ly .

b. 6.3.1.5 -  MT h e  c o m p u t e d  N :  P  r a t io  c o n c lu d e d  t h a t  t h e  p o s s ib il i t y  o f  h a v in g  r e d  t id e  

i s s t i U  l o w "

c. 6.4.1.1; 7.3.1.4; 8.1.2.1 -  uT he  d is c h a r g e  c o n c e n t r a t io n  h a s  th e r e fo r e  b e e n  r e d u c e d  

a s  m u c h  a s  p r a c t ic a b le  to  e n s u r e  t h a t  th e  in c r e a s e  in  T IN  a n d  T P  a re  m in im iz e d .  W it h  

t h e  d i s c h a r g e  s t a n d a r d ,  t h e  N  to  P  r a t io  i s  m a i n t a i n e d  g r e a t e r  t h a n  1 8 .1 , H e n c e  th e  

o c c u r r e n c e  o f  r e d  t id e s  w i l l  b e  u n H k e t y ^

6. T h e  text in bold d o e s  n ot a p p e a r  in t he latest version of the E n v i ronmental Study 

s u b m i t t e d  b y  H K R  o n  2 8  N o v e m b e r  2016. W h y  w o u l d  H K R  delete this text if the 

"o c c u r r e n c e  o f  r e d  t id e s  w ill b e  u n l i k e l / ,7 T h u s  t h e  p revious version tried to d o w n p l a y  

t h e  likely occu r r e n c e  of red tides, whilst t h e  om i s s i o n  of t h e  references to red tides in 

t h e  latest version implies that w h a t  w a s  stated in th e  p revious version w a s  incorrect, 

a n d  that w e ,  a n d  g o v e r n m e n t ,  sh o u l d  b e  c o n c e r n e d  a b o u t  t he discharge of t he s e w a g e  

into t he sea increasing the likelihood of red tides occurring.

7. T h e  conclusions in the Technical N o t e  that w a t e r  q u c ? / / . f y w c / ’n/ty o / m o r /’/ie- 

b a s e d  W S R s  w o u ld  b e  in  c o m p l ia n c e  w it h  W Q O s  in  S S ,  E. co if  a n d  U IA 1* a re  b a s e d  o n  

m o d e l l e d  m e a s u r e m e n t s  at W S R  0 7  (Tai P a k  Peninsula CPA), 2 7 0  m e t r e s  f r o m  the 

s e w a g e  discharge point. This ignores t he fact that t he area of t he sea into w h i c h  the 

s e w a g e  w o u l d  b e  discharged should also b e  considered to b e  a W S R .  This area is 

adjacent to a pedestrian w a l k w a y ,  residential buildings a n d  a s h o p p i n g  centre w h i c h  H K R  

is a b o u t  to build, as the following picture d e m o nstrates:
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W o u l d  HKR's conclusions h a v e  b e e n  the s a m e  if it h a d  m o d e l l e d  m e a s u r e m e n t s  at the 

s e w a g e  discharge outlet instead of 2 7 0  m e t r e s  f r o m  it?

F. T H E O R E T I C A L  M O D E L L I N G  S C E N A R I O S  O F  S E W A G E  P R O C E S S I N G  A N D  E F F L U E N T  

D I S C H A R G E

1. T h e  consultants h a v e  not u n d e r t a k e n  a sensitivity analysis regarding their various 

calculations, n or a risk a s s e s s m e n t  as to e n v i ronmental aspects, daily operations a n d  

e m e r g e n c y  a r r a n g e m e n t s  of a S T W .  In addition, there is n o  m e n t i o n  of the a s s u m p t i o n s  

a n d  limitations as to their a p p r o a c h  to modelling. In a public consultation exercise there 

should b e  a layman's guide to the scientific a n d  mathem a t i c a l  acceptability of their 

a p p r o a c h  (and its quality), since, w i t hout this, the vast majority of the public are unlikely 

to u n d e r s t a n d  a n d  to b e  able to c o m m e n t  o n  the approach.

2. T h e  modelling scenario is described in section 4.3 of the Revised Technical N o t e  o n  

W a t e r  Quality s u bmitted in t h e  latest Further Information. T h e  effluent dispersion 

scenarios are stimulated b y  a near-field model, C O R M I X .  T h e  key inputs to C O R M I X  

include outfall configuration, a m b i e n t  current speed, vertical density profile a n d  effluent 

flow rate. A s  this latest Further Information me r e l y  repeats the s a m e  scenarios, with the 

s a m e  key inputs a n d  assumptions, as in the O c t o b e r  Further Information, the results are 

naturally the s a m e !  (App e n d i x  D  C O R M I X  m o d e l  is s a m e  as in October), H o w e v e r ,  H K R  

h a s  deleted references to t he likelihood of red tide w h i c h  w a s  m e n t i o n e d  in the O c t o b e r  

Further Information, with n o  explanation as to w h y .  This is unprofessional a n d  

misleading. F u r t h e r m o r e，there is n o  m e n t i o n  by the consultants as to w h y  this type of 

m o d e l  w a s  u s e d  a n d  its reliability.

3. P a r a g r a p h  4.B.1.2 of the Technical N o t e  o n  W a t e r  Quality states "T h g  ex it  o f  rfte grov)t>*

seivogtf pipe into scq is H o w e v e r ,  in eac h  of the C O R M I X  sceniark>s. u n d e r
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^ B u o y a n c y  a s s e s s m e n f 1, it is stated that n T he  e f f lu e n t  d e n s it y  is  le s s  t h a n  t h e  

s u r r o u n d i n g  a m b ie n t  w a t e r  d e n s it y  o t  t h e  d i s c h a r g e  leve l. T h e re fo re , t h e  e f f lu e n t  is  

P O S IT IV E L Y  B U O Y A N T  a n d  w if i  t e n d  t o  r is e  t o w a r d s  t h e  s u r f a c e / ^  This m e a n s  that th e  

sewage effluent will b e  v e r y  visible n e a r  a n d  o n  t h e  s e a  surface, as illustrated in th e  

a b o v e  p h o t o g r a p h .  It is essential that E P D  investigates this finding a n d  c o n c l u d e s  that it 

is n o t  acceptable.

4. T h e  results o f  t h e  m o d e l l i n g  scenario are set o u t  in A p p e n d i x  D  aC O R M I X  m o d e l  o u t p u t *  

to t h e  R e v i s e d  Technical N o t e  o n  W a t e r  Quality an d ,  as m e n t i o n e d  in p a r a g r a p h  F2  

a b o v e ,  ar e  exactly t h e  s a m e  as in t h e  O c t o b e r  Further Information, T o  t h e  l a y m a n ,  the 

results a r e  p r o b a b l y  difficult to u n d e r s t a n d .  H o w e v e r ,  w h a t  is n o t  difficult to u n d e r s t a n d  

is t h e  s t a n d a r d  s t a t e m e n t  at t h e  e n d  of e a c h  of t h e  C O R M I X  reports, w h i c h  is th e  

" R E M I N D E R :  T h e  u s e r  m u s t  t a k e  n o t e  t h a t  H Y D R O D Y N A M IC  M O D E L L I N G  b y  a n y  k n o w n  

t e c h n i q u e  i s  N O T A N  E X A C T S C IE N C e \

5. T h e  full n a m e  o f  t h e  m o d e l  is MC O R M I X  M I X I N G  Z O N E  E X P E R T  S Y S T E M  V e r s io n  5 .0 G T  

H Y D R O l :  V e r s io n -5 .0 .1 .0  D e c e m b e r ,  2 0 Q T .  It is difficult to u n d e r s t a n d  w h y  a 9  y e a r  old 

v e r s i o n  o f  this m o d e l  w a s  u s e d  a n d  this a s p e c t  s h o u l d  b e  investigated b y  E P D .  W i t h  

m o d e l l i n g  science, it is n o r m a l  for t h e r e  t o  b e  at least s o m e  updates, o v e r  a period of 9 

years, as a result of  its u sage, empirical testing a n d  i m p r o v e m e n t s  of software. In this 

c o n t e x t  it is n o t e d  that C O R M I X  versions 9  a n d  1 0  w e r e  released in S e p t e m b e r  2 0 1 4  a n d  

July 2 0 1 6  respectively. E P D  m u s t  investigate w h y  t h e  C o n s u l t a n t s  h a v e  n o t  u s e d  u p  to 

d a t e  m o d e l l i n g  s o f t w a r e  w h i c h  s h o u l d  b e  a  s t a n d a r d  r e q u i r e m e n t  for a n y  study.

G.  I N E F F I C I E N T  S E W A G E  P L A N N I N G  S T R A T E G Y  C O N F I R M E D  B Y  H K R #S  C O N S U L T A N T S  A N D  

N O  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  I M P A C T  A S S E S S M E N T

1. In its Application a n d  F u r t h e r  In f o r m a t i o n  o f  J u n e  a n d  O c t o b e r ,  H K R ' s  consultants h a v e  

said:

a. In p a r a g r a p h  6.2.iii of  its original application, that “a lt e r n a t iv e  o n - s i t e  s e w a g e  

t r e a t m e n t  p la n t  c o u l d  b e  p r o v id e d ,  e i t h e r  a t  A r e a  6 f  o r  A r e a  1 0 b .  T h is  is  n o t  

p r e f e r r e d ,  h a v in g  n u m e r o u s  S T W  in  t h e  a r e a  is  c o n s i d e r e d  to  b e  in e f fe c t iv e  in  

a c h ie v in g  e c o n o m i e s  f o r  s c a l e  f o r  t h e  in f r a s t r u c t u r e  a n d  l a n d  a r e a H. F u r t h e r m o r e ,  

p a r a g r a p h  5.6.2.2 of H K R ' s  S t u d y  o n  Drainage, S e w e r a g e  a n d  W a t e r  S u p p l y  S y s t e m s  

for A r e a  6f n o t e s  that ^ T h is  S T W  w i l l  t r e a t  s e w a g e  o n l y  f r o m  2  s i n g l e  r e s id e n t i a l  

t o w e r s  f o r  4 7 6  u n i t s  a t  A r e a  6 f  s o  i t  i s  c o n s i d e r e d  n o t  a n  e f f i c i e n t  s e w a g e  p l a n n i n g

. s t r a t e g y .  P a r a g r a p h  5.6.4.1 also n o t e s  that a local S T W  m a y  c a u s e  ° a n  o f f e n s iv e  

s m e l l  a n d  i s  h e a l t h  h a z a r d ” .

b. HT h is  a d d i t io n a l  e f f l u e n t  w o u l d  h a v e  i m p a c t s  o n  b o t h  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  a n d  m a r i n e  

e c o lo g y .  A l l  t h e s e  w o u l d  r e q u i r e  a  q u a n t i t a t iv e  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  m o d e l  to  b e  e s t a b l i s h e d  

f o r  a s s e s s m e n t  o s  p a r t  o f  t h e  s u b s e q u e n t  E I A f,. (June R e v i s e d  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  Study,

6.3.1.3). F u r t h e r m o r e ,  in t h e  O c t o b e r  F u rther I n f o r m a t i o n  t h e r e  is n o  ref e r e n c e  to a 

s u b s e q u e n t  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  I m p a c t  A s s e s s m e n t  (EIA), w h i c h  likely m e a n s  that t h e  

s u b j e c t  of  a n  EI A  h a s  b e e n  d r o p p e d .  Logically t h e r e  s h o u l d  b e  a full scale EI A  as part 

o f  this Section 1 2 A  application.

c. Building a S T W  in A r e a  6f is still s u b - o p t i m u m  in its O c t o b e r  sub m i s s i o n .  Since t h e  

c o n s u l t a n t  h a s  ag a i n  in t h e  O c t o b e r  Fu r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  A n n e x  G  ' 'R e v i s e d  S t u d y  o n  

D r a i n a g e ,  S e w a g e  a n d  W a t e r  S u p p l f ,  p a r a g r a p h  5.6.1.4, stated that uA s  t h i s  n e w  

D B S T W  w i l l  o n l y  t r e a t  s e w a g e  f r o m  2  s i n g l e  r e s id e n t i a l  t o w e r s  f o r  4 7 6  u n i t s  a t  A r e a
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6 f  s o  t h is  d e c e n t r a l i z e d  s c h e m e  is  c o n s i d e r e d  n o t  a n  e f f ic ie n t  s e w a g e  p l a n n i n g  

s t r a t e g / \

H. E M E R G E N C Y  A R R A N G E M E N T S  F O R  W H E N  T H E  S T W  B R E A K S  D O W N  I N C L U D I N G  

A C C E S S  T O  P U M P I N G  S T A T I O N  N O .  1

I. N o  m e n t i o n  w a s  m a d e  in H K R ' s  first a n d  s e c o n d  s u b m i s s i o n s  of w h a t  w o u l d  h a p p e n  to 

t h e  s e w a g e  in t h e  e v e n t  that th e  S T W  b r o k e  d o w n .  O n l y  in its third a n d  fo u r t h

• s u b m i s s i o n s  w a s  t h e  subject of e m e r g e n c y  a r r a n g e m e n t s  a d d r e s s e d .  T h e s e  include: 

dual fe e d  p o w e r  su p p l y  for t h e  S T W ； ^suitable b a c k u p ^  of th e  S T W  t r e a t m e n t  pr o c e s s  

(but n o  i nformation as to w h a t  is suitable); a n d  c o n n e c t i n g  t h e  gravity s e w a g e  pi p e  to 

t h e  existing s e w a g e  s y s t e m  at P u m p i n g  Station N o  1  (to b e  only u s e d  du r i n g  

e m e rgencies), w h i c h  w o u l d  f e e d  t h e  s e w a g e  to t h e  existing s y s t e m  (i.e. to Siu H o  W a n  

S T W ) ,  and, as b a c k u p ,  t h e  m o v e m e n t  of s e w a g e  b y  3 6  s e w a g e  t a n k e r  vehicles p e r  d a y  to 

t h e  Siu H o  W a n  S T W .

2. C o n n e c t i o n  to t h e  existing s e w a g e  s y s t e m  is clearly m o s t  likely to b e  u s e d  o n c e  a n d  t h e n  

left o n  p e r m a n e n t l y ,  since t h e r e  is n o  description of h o w  this action w o u l d  b e  m a n a g e d  

( h e n c e  m a k i n g  u n a p p r o v e d  u s e  of t h e  g o v e r n m e n t  Siu H o  W a n  facilities) as t h e  existing 

D B  Services M a n a g e m e n t  L imited (as illustrated b y  its d a y  to d a y  p e r f o r m a n c e )  is b o t h  

m a n a g e m e n t  a n d  e n g i n e e r i n g  severely challenged.

3. G o v e r n m e n t  c a n n o t  a l l o w  s u c h  a  c o n n e c t i o n  since it w o u l d  b e  a n  o p e n  invitation to 

a b u s e  a n d  illegally u s e  t h e  S H W S T W .

4. Also t h e  o n l y  ac c e s s  to  P u m p i n g  Station N o .  1  ( a n d  especially relevant d u r i n g  

e m e r g e n c i e s )  is currently b l o c k e d  b y  t h e  ar e a  a r o u n d  t h e  p u m p i n g  station b e i n g  illegally 

u s e d  for vehicular parking. T h e  L a n d s  D e p a r t m e n t  h a s  recently r e q u e s t e d  H K R  to stop 

t h e  parking as this ar e a  s h o u l d  on l y  b e  u s e d  for t h e  p u r p o s e s  related to t h e  o p e r a t i o n  of 

t h e  p u m p  h o u s e .  H K R  s h o u l d  h a v e  a d v i s e d  its consultants a b o u t  this situation w h e n  

issuing its instructions. T h e r e f o r e  it is n e c e s s a r y  that this issue of  a ccess b e  a d d r e s s e d  

b y  H K R  a n d  t h e  L a n d s  D e p a r t m e n t .

5. M o v e m e n t  of s e w a g e  b y  truck is clearly u n a c c e p t a b l e  in a m o d e r n  city e n v i r o n m e n t ,  

especially as it w o u l d  require 3 6  s e w a g e  t a n k e r  vehicles a d a y  to r e m o v e  t h e  s e w a g e  to 

t h e  Siu H o  W a n  S T W ,  a n d  is inconsistent w i t h  g o v e r n m e n t s  efforts to m o d e r n i s e  s e w a g e  

t r e a t m e n t  a n d  disposal in H o n g  K o n g .  T h e  3 6  truck calculation is c o n s i d e r e d  to b e  m o r e  

representative t h a n  t h e  calculation in p a r a g r a p h  6.3.2.1 of  t h e  latest Further 

I n f o r mation w h i c h  implies that s e w a g e  will only b e  m o v e d  o n  t h e  basis of a qu a r t e r  of a 

day's s e w a g e  b e i n g  m o v e d  in 6  hours. F u r t h e r m o r e ,  H K R  h a s  b e e n  told that it c a n n o t  

f e e d  t h e  s e w a g e  t o  t h e  Siu H o  W a n  S T W .

6. In addition, H K R  h a s  n o t  m e n t i o n e d  a n y t h i n g  a b o u t  e m e r g e n c y  a r r a n g e m e n t s  in t h e  

e v e n t  of th e  o p e n  nullah d i s charge a p p r o a c h  b e i n g  taken. This w o u l d  p r o b a b l y  involve 

t h e  3 6  trucks p e r  d a y  travelling t h r o u g h  Parkvale village a n d  Dis c o v e r y  8 a y  g o i n g  to th e  

Siu H o  W a n  S T W ,  w h i c h  H K R  d o e s  n o t  h a v e  a p p r o v a l  to u s e  for this s e w a g e .

I. S E W A G E  F R O M  W O R K F O R C E  D U R I N G  C O N S T R U C T I O N

l. All of Parkvale Village will b e  afferted b y  t h e  p r o p o s e d  m e t h o d  of s e w a g e  g e n e r a t e d  

f r o m  t h e  w o r k f o r c e  du r i n g  t h e  d e v e l o p m e n t  o f  A r e a  6f. P a r a g r a p h  6 . 2 . 1 3  of t h e  latest 

F u rther I n f o r m a t i o n  states that portable c h e m i c a l  toilets will b e  u s e d  b y  t h e

10



PVOC Communts on Application number: Y/l-DB/2

construction workforce. This is dis巾 issed as a minor Issue, but is expected to persist for 

s o m e  t w o  to t w o  a n d  a half years. Those w h o  have experience with construction sites 

will k n o w  that, firstly, never e n o u g h  portable toilets are provided a n d  that construction 

workers urinate all over the site and, secondly, a n d  m o r e  importantly, that, w h e n  

p u m p i n g  the s e w a g e  f r o m  the toilets into tanker trucks, a substantial release of 

pollutant f u m e s  a n d  very unpleasant a n d  pervasive odours are released Into the local 

atmosphere. These will create both a health hazard a n d  a serious despoliation of the 

quality of life of the residents in the adjacent Parkvale Village.

J. M A N A G E M E N T  O F  T H E  S T W

1. There is n o  explanation as to h o w  the S T W  will b e  m a n a g e d  in respect of both d a y  to 

d a y  operations a n d  e m e r g e n c y  situations. In the D S D  guidelines (referred to In section 

B above) it Is stated in paragraphs 5.1/2 that Hln se le c t in g  the  type o f  t re a tm e n t  p rocess, 

the  d e s ig n e rs  s h o u ld  take  d u e  co n s id e ra t io n  o f  the  avoilob ility  o f  c o m p e t e n t  operators.  

O n ly  c o m p e t e n t  te chn ic ia n s  s h o u ld  b e  a s s ig n e d  to  o p e ra te  the  STP. T he o p e ra to r  s h o u ld  

b e  fu l ly  co n v e rsa n t  w ith  the  r e c o m m e n d e d  o p e ra t in g  p r o c e d u r e s  as  s t ip u la te d  in the  

o p e ra t io n  a n d  m a in t e n a n c e  m a n u a r . '

2. W o u l d  Discovery B ay Services M a n a g e m e n t  Limited, the wholly o w n e d  subsidiary of H K R  

whi c h  m a n a g e s  DB, e m p l o y  additional staff capable of m a n a g i n g  a S T W  or w o u l d  it use 

existing staff which ha v e  n o  relevant experience? H K R  should b e  required to state h o w  

it will ensure that the S T W  in Are a  6f, a n d  that in A r e a  10b, w o u l d  b e  o perated safely 

a n d  efficiently.

K. C A P I T A L A N D  O P E R A T I N G  C O S T S

1. H K R  m a k e s  n o  reference in its Further Information that all the capital a n d  operating 

costs arising f r o m  the propo s e d  S T W  in Area 6f together with the gravity s e w a g e  pipe to 

the sea at the Plaza will b e  m e t  by either H K R  and/or the undivided shareholders of the 

Area 6f p roposed development. H K R  should be  required to confirm that all capital.and 

operating costs arising f r o m  the p r o p o s e d  S T W  in Are a  6f a n d  the gravity s e w a g e  pipe 

or use of the nullah will be b o r n e  b y  H K R  a n d / o r  the undivided shareholders of A r e a  6f 

p r o p o s e d  dev e l o p m e n t .

2. Also the residents of Parkvale Village a n d  other villages in Discovery B a y  should not 

h a v e  to suffer the disturbance of laying the gravity s e w a g e  pipe or the connection to 

the o p e n  nullah.

L. C O N S U L T A T I O N

1. T h e  a b o v e  approach to s e w a g e  treatment a n d  discharge has not b e e n  explained b y H K R  

to the wider c o m m u n i t y  of DB. In view of this deficient a n d  s u b - o p t i m u m  approach 

(and the s a m e  approach is to be a d o pted for Area 1 0 b  with s e w a g e  to be directly 

discharged into the sea at N i m  S h u e  W a n )； H K R  is guilty of abusing the so called public 

consultation process a n d  displaying a complete disregard for m o d e r n  s e w a g e  treatment 

a n d  discharge practices a n d  D S D  guidelines as d eveloped so diligently over the last 3 0  

years by government, n a m e l y  EPD, W S D  and D S D  a n d  their respective policy bureaux.

C O NC LU SIO N

W e  (the Parkvale Village O w n e r s  C o m m i t t e e  representing the O w n e r s  of Parkvale Village,

which Is adjacent to Area 6f a n d  through which all traffic to Area 6f w o u l d  pass) continue to
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be surprised a n d  disappointed that n o  G o v e r n m e n t  D e p a r t m e n t ,  nor H K R # ap p e a r s  to h a v e  

considered the adverse impact of the pr o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  o n  the o w n e r s  a n d  residents 

of Parkvale Village, especially the totally unacceptable a n d  s u b  optimal c o m m i t m e n t  to 

build a standalone S T W  with discharge by o p e n  nultah directly past a p a r t m e n t s  a n d  Into 

the sea. In v i e w  of the serious Inadequacies a n d  shortfall of the S T W  a n d  discharge 

proposal w c  believe that the D S D  a n d  E P D  h a v e  n o  alternative but to reject the H K R  

proposal a n d  advise the T P B  to not a p p r o v e  the application.

i
As clearly d e m o n s t r a t e d  In not only this submission but in all our submissions, HKl V s  

application continues to be deficient |n m a n y  ways. S o  again, w e  consider that the T o w n  

Planning B o a r d  Is In n o  other position tha n  to reject HKR's application to rezone A r e a  6f.
i ■

W e  again e n c o u r a g e  the T o w n  Plannirig Board to visit the site a n d  m e e t  residents. In doi n g  

so, m a n y  of the issues highlighted In this report w o u l d  b e  evident.

S ig n e d  o n  b e h a lf  o f  the  P V O C : D a te :

2 9  D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 6

Mr. K e n n e t h  J. Bradley J.P.

Parkvale Village Owners Committee Chairman

C O

o

(S>
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tpbpd
寄件者： 产

寄件日期： 3 0日12月2016年星期五 6:26 5 8 1 0
收件者： tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk
主旨： Application No. Y/I-DB/3 A rea 10b -

Application No. Y&DB/3 Area 10b -amendments dated 29th November 2016-OBJECTION

lama

Greenvale village owner.... I  am deeply concerned by the numerous and inconsiderate aspects o f this 
Application which have been covered by earlier consultations.

This 4th round consultation confirms the-reintoduction o f local sewage treatment within D iscovery Bay and 
I  particularly object to this retrograde step and an inevitable environmental deterioration fo r us as DB residents and

Greenvale owner.

I  OBJECT TO THE ABO VE APPLICATION

name G.S. Thornton. 

Discovery Bay.

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


tpbpd

寄件者： Wong Kimmy m H H I
寄件曰期： 30曰12月2016年星期五9:26

收件者： tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
主旨： 停止發展 Y/l-DB/3 Area 10b

敬啟者

5811

本人居住愉景灣差不多16年搬人愉景灣的原因是因為這裏非常大自然，既有綠化嘅環境亦有寧靜嘅海灣！ 

我們的樂土現在起了變化-興業發展10B

地段，原有的綠化環境，寧靜嘅海灣改建成人石屎森林！我的景觀完全被摧毀！

我希望興業停止這項工程，停止破壞完有原居地點的撲素！

愉景灣居民 •

黃劍英上

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


tpbpd
寄件者： 
寄件曰期: 
收件者： 
主旨： 
附件：

DakinmmUHHHHI
3 0日12月2016年星期五10:03 。 5812
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk -■
Re: Objection to Application Y/l D B  3 area 10b ‘

A P P L I C A T I O N  Y _ 1 - D B _ 3  A r e a  10b.pdf; ATT00010.htm; B. P V O C  Fourth C o m m e n t s  on the Section 12 A  Application further information_fmal - 

Copy.pdf; ATT00013.htm

A p p l i c a t i o n  N o .  Y / l - D B / 3  A r e a  1 0 b  -  a m e n d m e n t s  d a t e d  2 9 t h  N o v e m b e r  2 0 1 6  -  O B J E C T I O N

I  a m  a

P a r k v a l e V i l l a g e  o w n e r . . . .  I  a m  d e e p l y  c o n c e r n e d  b y .  t h e  n u m e r o u s  b a d  a s p e c t s  o f  t h e  t h i s  A p p l i c a t i o n  w h i c h  h a v e  

b e e n  c o v e r e d  b y  e a r l i e r  c o n s u l t a t i o n s .  T h i s  4 t h  r o u n d  c o n s u l t a t i o n  c o n f i r m s  t h e  r e i n t r o d u c t i o n  o f  l o c a l  s e w a g e  

t r e a t m e n t  w i t h i n  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  a n d  I  p a r t i c u l a r l y  o b j e c t  t o  t h i s  r e t r o g r a d e  s t e p  a n d  a n  i n e v i t a b l e  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  

d e t e r i o r a t i o n  f o r  D B  r e s i d e n t s  a n d  t h e  m a r i n e  l i f e .

I  a t t a c h  B.PVOC comments on 4th application and Application Y-DB 3 10b PDF t h e  f o l l o w i n g  e x c e l l e n t  s u b m i s s i o n s  

c o n c e r n i n g  t h e  a b o v e ,  f r o m  n e i g h b o u r i n g  v i l l a g e s ,  w h i c h ,  a s  a  H i l l g r o v e  O w n e r ,  I  f u l l y  e n d o r s e ,  s i n c e  t h e y  e x p r e s s  

m y  c o n c e r n s  b e t t e r  t h a n  I  c o u l d  m y s e l f

- F ^ ^ v a l e  V i l l a g e  O w n e r s 1 C o m m i t t e e  s u b m i s s i o n  d a t e d  2 9 t h  D e c e m b e r ,  w h i c h  m a t c h e s  m y  o w n  c o n c e r n s  i n  

a l m o s t  a l l  r e s p e c t s

- S e r e n e  V i l l a g e  O w n e r  d a t e d  2 8 t h  D e c e m b e r . l  O B J E C T  T O  T H E  A B O V E  A P P L I C A T I O N

D e n n i s  D a k i n

D i s c o v e r y  B a y
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For info Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

T h o m a s  G e b a u e r

Fr
— F o r w a r d e d  M e s s a a e

opa <tc^a^pianaaov.hk>To: Tpbpa <ipDpa@piand.gov.hK>
Sent: Wednesday, 28 December 2016, 16:32 
Subject: Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

Further comments:

Subject:APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

T h e  T o w n  Planning Board: 

Application Y/l-DB/3 A r e a  10b

I strongly object to the planned d e v e l o p m e n t  as presented by  the H o n g K o n g  Resort C o m p a n y  , 

w h o  with thousands of o w n e r s  are b o u n d  together b y  a D e e d  of _ u a 丨 Covenant.

2.
Discovery B a y  (DB) is a U N I Q U E  d e v e l o p m e n t  in H o n g K o n g  . quasi a n  enclave , isolated from 

H o n g K o n g  proper a n d  only accessible through o n e  tunnel a n d  by  fenry.

Special rules apply in/for the area, as laid d o w n  in a D M C  . O w n e r s  in Discovery B a y  a n d  to a 

certain extent also residents in D B  m u s t  therefore get a recognised voice a n d  special attention 

from the T o w n  Planning B o a r d  (TPB) w h e n  major c h a n g e s  which will affect the environment a n d  

the w a y  of life are p r o p o s e d  for this special enclave/environment as d o n e  by  the "registered 

o w n e r "  the H o n g k o n g  Resort Co. Ltd, ( H K R ) .

T h e  T P B  m u s t  also seriously consider that the small o w n e r s  in D B  ( roughly 8.000 houses/flats 

are concerned) are not permitted to form a n  O w n e r s  Corporation which could give a clear voice 

to the T P B  as w h a t  are the wishes of the m a n y  D B  owners, leaving aside the various large, 

mainly comme r c i a l  entities a n d  s p a c e s  o w n e d  b y  the developer, the H K R  .

3.

D u e  to this unique situation, a n y  c h a n g e s  m u s t  b e  judged by  the T P B  / P L A N D  with a holistic 

v i e w  in m i n d  ; this p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  as well as the application Y/l-DB/2 A r e a  6f cannot b e  

ju d g e d  solely o n  their o w n  but h o w  it also will affect the w h o l e  environment in Discovery B a y  

a n d  w h e t h e r  all the D B  service facilities are sufficient to support s u c h  developments. S o  it is 

I M P E R A T I V E  f b e s i d e s  looking at e a c h  application separately the T P B  m u s t  also look at

mailto:ipDpa@piand.gov.hK


both applic? of the H K R  together to m a k e  a g o o d  j u d g e m e n t  w h a t  they a s k  D B  

o w n e r s  a n d  hents to .’bear" •

4

In area 10b - s a m e  as it is proposed in area 6f- to built a s e w a g e  treatment plant quasi Mon  

siteM in the midst of a residential development and the effluent is planned to be  discharged into 

the W A T E R  B A S I N  O F  N IM  S H U E  W A N  B a y  m u s t  be considered as highly " sensitive" in the 

least.

W e  are living in the 21st century a n d  T o w n  Planning m ust be a forward looking e n d e a v o u r .

To m e  it is outrageous to e v e n  consider in11 Asia's World CityM to put n o w a d a y s  a s e w a g e  

treatment plant into a n e w  residential d e v e l o p m e n t . (There w a s  an old sewage-treatment plant 

at this proposed location, h o w e v e r  built d e c a d e s  a g o  w h e n  this area w a s  a large service area , 

bus station, repair shops, waste handling and the like ....quasi commercial activities )

It should be  d e m a n d e d  that this application / development as well as Y/l-DB/2 area 6f to be 

deferred already on  the grounds of the sewage-treatment an d  disposal. For this matter the 

applicant should wait till the G o v e r n m e n t  S e w a g e  Treatment Facilities of Lantau Island can 

receive all the s e w a g e  from DB.

B y  no m e a n s  should affluent be directed into the s e a  in a n d  around Discovery Bay. T h e  H K  

Waters cannot take m o r e  of this pollution a n d  this d oes not concern only TI N  !

It w o u l d  b e  really a great step b a c k  for the e n v i r o n m e n t  of D B  a n d  H K !

T h e  effluent is planned to be discharged through a pipe into the shoreline, the b a y  of N i m  S h u e  

W a n ,  which should be considered " quasi typographically confined b弓sin with limited dispersive 

capacityM the planned outfall point will not be far from the housing development, in the vicinity 

there is also recreational activity from the D B  Marina an d  Club. It is not far from P e n g  C h a u  

which apparently has received or will receive a h ig h  t e c h n o lo g y  s e w a g e  treatm ent p la n t  lh \ s  
effluent is in addition to the already polluted waters in the South of H o n g k o n g .

It would b e  quite self-defeating : P e n g  C h a u  with a m o s t  m o d e m  water treatment plant a n d  then

the effluents from

DB.

T h e  reference of the applicant regarding Fish Culture Z o n e s  , in M a W a n  a n d  C h e u n g  S h a  , 

V E R Y  F A R  a w a y  from N i m  S h u e  W a n  ca n  only "pull wool over the T P B " .

There are quasi daily fishermen/-boats s e e n  in around DB ,  mostly from P e n g  Chau, an 

examination of the catch in regard to toxics should be  highly r e c o m m e n d e d  . Effluent-discharge 

to the close -by shores , to the s e a  should not take place !! but also :

6.
To bla m e  pollution of Southern Wa t e r s  o n  the Pearl River Delta is not a point to m a k e  as facts 

of the aas is situationM m u s t  be clearly addressed. There are m o r e  pollutants than TIN . In H K  

o n e  m u s t  get a w a y  from the v i e w " it is only little pollution beside the pollution of HK-waters 

a n d  around, w e  are facing already m a n y  types of pollution; in regard to forward-looking planning 

,it is important to consider ̂  the straw w h ich breaks the camel's back

A s  for the "sensitive receivers ** the waters of N i m  S h u e  W a n  a n d  those d o s e  to P e n g  C h a u  

effluent m u s t  b e  considered as "potentially polluting". Not e v e n  to mention the matter of storm - 

surge , back-flow a n d  the like.

All of the tables a n d  calculations of the applicant should b e  taken with a large pinch of salt 

as simply : effluent to the s e a  =  generally considered is "water -pollution".
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F r o m  P L A N D  A N D  M Y  C O M M E N T S  IN R E G A R D  T O  T H I S  A P P L I C A T I O N :

A i m s  of Environmental Planning

2 .1.1
T o  achieve a better environment through planning....



N O  B E T T E R  E N V I R O N M E N T ,  D E F I N I T E L Y  O N  A L L  C O U N T S  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T  W I L L  B E  

W O R S E .

(a)

"to avoid creating n e w  environmental problems....

T H E R E  A R E  A D D I T I O N A L  P R O B L E M S  ( AIR, N O I S E ,  L E S S  T R E E S ,  R E D U C E D  W A S T E  

H A N D L I N G  C A P A C I T Y  A L L  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  IN P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S )

(b)
■to seize 叩 portunities for environmental i m p r o v e m e n t .…

N O  O P P O R T U N I T Y  F O R  I M P R O V E M E N T  S E I Z E D  IN T H I S  D E V E L O P M E N T

P r o p e r  丨a n d  u s e  planning,

(b) p r o p o s e d  land u s e s  in the s a m e  d e v e l o p m e n t  area are compatible with e a c h  

o t h e r T H E R E  IS N O  N E C E S S I T Y  F O R  T H I S  D E V E L O P M E N T  A S  P L A N N E D .  IT H A S  N O  

C O N N E C T I O N  W I T H  H O U S I N G  S H O R T A G E  IN H O N G  K O N G  , A N D  A S  F O R  " O P T I M I S I N G  

L A N D  U S E  H T H E  A P P L I C A N T  , IN C A S E  H A S  L ^ R G E  T R A C T S  O F  L A N D  A V A I L A B L E  IN D B  

W I T H O U T  C R E A T I N G  A D D I T I O N A L  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  P R O B L E M S .

IN C A S E ,  T H E  P L A N N E D  D E V E L O P M E N T  Y/l-DB/3 A R E A  1 0 b  M U S T  B E  S C A L E D  B A C K  IN 

S I Z E  T O  B E  S O M E W H A T  C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  C U R R E N T  E N V I R O N M E N T  IN D B  .

T H E  D E V E L O P M E N T  IT IS A L S O  N O T  MC O M P ^ 7 / B L E B A S  W I T H  T H E  O B V I O U S  

P O L L U T I N G  A C T I V I T I E S  IN T H E  P O D I U M  , R I G H T  U N D E R  T H E  R E S I D E N T I A L  

D E V E L O P M E N T ,  A N D  A L S O  T H E  C O N N E C T E D  V E H I C L E  T R A F F I C ,  P L U S  T H E  S E W A G E  

T R E A T M E N T  P L A N T  A N D  T H E  P E T R O L - F I L L I N G  S T A T I O N  .

⑹
a d e q u a t e  a n d  suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to e n s u r e  proper handling a n d  

disposal of all w a s t e s  a n d  w a s t e  w a t e r  arising f r o m  p r o p o s e d  d e v e l opments.

T H I S  IS N O T  T H E  C A S E  W I T H  B O T H  T H E  P L A N N E D  D B  D E V E L O P M E N T S  ( T HIS O N E  

A N D  A L S O  Y/I-DB/2 A R E A  6 F . )

T H E  P L A N N E D  N E W  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B  , T R A N S F E R  A N D  

D I S P O S A L  F A C I L I T I E S  A R E  C O M P L E T E L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  A N D  I L L - P L A C E D  U N D E R  A  

P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E  A S  M E N T I O N E D  A B O V E  A N D  T H I S  W A S  A L R E A D Y  W R I T T E N  IN 

P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S .

IT IS D E F I N I T E L Y  N O T  (N T H E  C A T E G O R Y  O F  M S U I T A B L Y  S I T E D  E N V IR O N M E N T A L  

F A C I L I T I E S  n

2 .2.2
⑹
the capacity of the e n v i r o n m e n t  to receive additional d e v e l o p m e n t s ,  for e x a mple, the capacity of 

a n  airshed or w a t e r  basin to receive a n d  assimilate residuals or the capacity of the environment 

infrastructure s u c h  as s e w e r a g e  a n d  w a s t e  reception facilities to a c c o m m o d a t e  further 

residuals;

A S  W R I T T E N  A B O V E  . D B  H A S  L I M I T E D  C A P A C I T Y  T O  A C C E P T  

A L R E A D Y  T H E  L I M I T S  R E G A R D I N G  2 5 . 0 0 0  R E S I D E N T S  I N D I C A T E  T H A T .

T H E  T P B  M U S T  N O T  F O R G E T  T H A T  S E R V I C E  F A C I L I T I E S  A R E  A L S O  S T R E S S E D  

B E C A U S E  O F  T H E  O F T E N  L A R G E  I N F L U X  O F  V I S I T O R S  A N D  T O U R I S T S  C R E A T I N G  

E N V I R O N M E N T A L  D E G R A D A T I O N  T O  T H I S  C O N F I N E D  A R E A .  T H E  N U M B E R S  A R E  IN 

A D D I T I O N  T O  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN T H I S  P L A C E .

Air Quality Considerations

2.3.2
Air quality is affected b y  s u c h  factors as the emission rate of air pollutants, the separation 

distance b e t w e e n  emission sources a n d  receptors, topography, height a n d  width of buildings as 

well a s  m e t e o r o l o g y . ....

AS FOR AN ON-SITE SEWAGE TREATMENT ODOURS OF DIFFERENT KIND MUST BE
CONSIDERED ALSO WHEN SLUDGE WILL BE REMOVED.
w h e r e v e r  practicable, m a j o r  air pollution emitters are sited to the w e s t  or s o u t h w e s t  of urban 

a r e a s  a n d  n e w  t o w n s  to take a d v a n t a g e  of the prevailing north-easterly winds;

D B  IS L O C A T E D  IN A  S E M I C I R C L E  O F  M O U N T A I N S  IN T H E  " B A C K "! B E C A U S E  O F  T H I S  

I M P E D I M E N T  T O  A I R - C I R C U L A T I O N  W E  A L R E A D Y  F A C E  E X T R A  A I R - P O L L U T I O N  (



M A R I N E / F E R R Y  - D I E S E L S ,  A I R C R A F T ,  D I S N E Y  D A I L Y  F I R E W O R K S  , L O C A L  V E H I C L E  

T R A F F I C  )

W a t e r  Quality Considerations 

2.3.4

It should b e  noted that there is a general shift of estuarine to oceanic conditions in a  west to 

east direction in the coastal waters of H o n g  Kong. A n y  major developments which are Rkefy to 

c a u s e  significant disruption to water drculation should b e  either avoided as far as possible or 

subjected to water quality modelling tests prior to the finalisation of site selection.

P L E A S E  T O  K E E P  IN M I N D  .

2.3,5

A n y  d e v e l o p m e n t  w h i c h  c a u s e s  either conflict with the constraints or d a m a g e  of the resources 

a n d  amenity areas should b e  avoided, unless the conflict can b e  resolved or the imposition of 

appropriate d e v e l o p m e n t  controls is practicable. T h e  water-based developments should b e  

located s u c h  that bulk water e x c h a n g e  is maximised.

C O N T R A R Y  T O  W H A T  T H E  A P P L I C A N T  C L M M S  : N I M  S H U E  W A T E R S  A R E  C A L M  , 

L I T T L E  T I D A L - S T R E A M  - A C T I V I T I E S  C A N  B E  S E E N  A N D  T H E R E  IS D E F I N I T E L Y  U M I T E D  

D I S P E R S I V E  C A P A C I T Y .

P O L L U T I O N  F R O M  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN N IM  S H U E  W A N  V IL L A G E  M U S T  A L S O  B E  K E P T  

IN M I N D  A N D  A D D E D  T O  T H E  S I T U A T I O N .

W a s t e  M a n a g e m e n t  Considerations

2.3.6

In the preparation of land u s e  plans, effort should b e  m a d e  to reserve sufficient sites in suitable 

locations for municipal w a s t e  reception a n d  transfer facilities.... A s  s o m e  us e s  h a v e  potential to 

c a u s e  nuisances a n d  to give rise to special requirements for w a s t e  disposal a n d  effluent 

discharge, d u e  consideration should b e  given to their location a n d  design to minimise the 

potentia丨 impacts.

T H E  P R O P O S E D  N E W  S P A C E  U N D E R  A  P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  . 

T H E  A P P L I C A N T S  R E F U S E  R E C E I V I N G  S T A T IO N  P L A N N E D  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B ,  IS 

T O T A L L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  F O R  T H E  P R E S E N T  A N D  M O R E S O  M U S T  B E  F O R  T H E  F U T U R E .  

IT W A S  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  A B O U T  IT.

A L S O  T H E  P L A N N E D  L I M I T E D  S P A C E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  F A C I U T 1 E S  C A N N O T  B E  

C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  P H I L O S O P H Y  O F  2 1 S T  C E N T U R Y  W A S T E  - H A N D L I N G  

S E P A R A T I N G  S O R T I N G  F O R  R E C Y C L I N G  A N D  R E - U S E .
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IN C O N C L U S I O N  I S T R O N G L Y  O B J E C T  T O  T H I S  A P P L I C A T I O N  .

T H O M A S  G E B A U E R

owner/resident

Discovery B a y

T h o m a s  G e b a u e r



PV'OC Comments on Application number: Y/l-DB/2

Parkvale Village Owners’ Committee
Comments on the Second Further Information Submitted in Support of 
Section 12A Application Number Y/卜DB/2 to  amend Discovery Bay Outline 
Zoning Plan for rezoning the permissible use from staff quarters to  flats at 
Area 6f# Discovery Bay.

INTRODUCTION

In April, July a n d  D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 6  w e, the Parkvale Village O w n e r ' s  C o m m i t t e e  (PVOC), a 

b o d y  of o w n e r s  in Parkvale Village in Discovery B a y  (DB) elected to represent the interests 

of the o w n e r s  of t he 6 0 6  flats in the village, su bmitted ou r  c o m m e n t s  o n  H o n g  K o n g  Resort 

C o m p a n y  Limited's (HKR) Section 1 2 A  Application u To A m e n d  D is c o v e r y  B a y  O u t lin e  Z o n in g  

P la n  f o r  r e z o n in g  th e  p e r m is s ib le  u s e  f r o m  s t a f f  q u a r te rs  to  f la t s  a t  A r e a  6f, D is c o v e r y  B a / \  

O u r  c o m m e n t s  w e r e  assigned n u m b e r s  1 5 1 2  (April), 2 7 8 7  (July) a n d  5 2 9 7  ( D e c e m b e r )  by 

the T o w n  Planning B o a r d  (TPB).

This d o c u m e n t  includes o u r  c o m m e n t s  o n  t he Further Information ( m a d e  available by the 

T P B  o n  9  D e c e m b e r  2016) s u bmitted b y  H K R  o n  2 8  N o v e m b e r  2016.

FURTHER INFORMATION

T h e  Further Information submitted by  H K R  comprises:

1. Masterplan Limited’s covering letter.

2. Revised Environmental Stu d y  (Executive S u m m a r y ,  Chapters 6, 7  a n d  8).

3. Revised Technical N o t e  o n  W a t e r  Quality.

N o  substantive c h a n g e  has b e e n  m a d e  to the Further Information s u bmitted in J u n e  a n d  

October.

In its covering letter. Masterplan Limited, o n  behalf of H K R ,  states that llln  s u m m a r y ,  the  

F u rth e r  In fo r m a t io n  r e la te s  to the  f o l lo w in g  is su e s :

1. T he r e c e iv in g  w a t e r  q u a lity  o f  th e  e f f lu e n t  d is c h a r g e  o f  th e  p r o p o s e d  o n -s ite  S e w a g e  

T re a tm e n t  W o rk s  (S T W )  to  e n s u r e  in c r e a s e  in  T ota l In o r g a n ic  N it r o g e n  (T IN ) is 

m in im ise d .

2. T he c o n t in g e n c y  m e a s u r e  f o r  th e  p r o p o s e d  o n -s it e  S T W , b y  p r o v id in g  a n  e m e r g e n c y  

o v e r f lo w  p ip e  f r o m  th e  p r o p o s e d  S T W  a t  A r e a  6 f  to e x is t in g  s e w a g e  p u m p i n g  s ta t io n  no. 

1 (S P S 1 )  lo c a t e d  a t  t h e  j u n c t io n  o f  D is c o v e r y  B a y  R o a d  a n d  D is c o v e r y  V a lley  R o a d ).

3. T he  m o d e l l in g  s c e n a r io s  o f  e f f lu e n t  d isp e rs io n .

The a d d it io n a l  4 4 0  m 3  p e r  d a y  s e w a g e  g e n e r a t e d  b y  t h e  p r o p o s e d  r e s id e n t ia l d e v e lo p m e n t  

is  n o w  p r o p o s e d  to  b e  c a te r e d  b y  o n -s it e  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  fa c il it ie s /1

T h e  reality, h o w e v e r ,  w h i c h  the T P B  a n d  relevant d e p a r t m e n t s ,  s u c h  as t he E P D  a n d  D S D ,  

will s ee w h e n  t h e y  r e v i e w  this latest submission, is that this Further Information provides 

n o  n e w  a n d  substantial Further Information. A s  M a s t e r p l a n  Limited states, ^This  

in fo r m a t io n  c la r if ie s  a n d  s u p p le m e n t s  th e  a p p lica t io n , a n d  d o e s  n o t  c o n s t it u t e  a  m a t e r ia l  

c h a n g e  id e n t if ie d  in  t h e  T P B  G u id e lin e  N o .  3 2 " .
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Furthermore, as w e  h a v e  pointed out, H K R  has n o  alternative but to build a standalone S T W  

in Are a  6f as the Siu H o  W a n  s e w a g e  treatment facilities are not available. S o  a S T W  ca n n o t  

b e  simply a proposal, it has to b e  a c o m m i t m e n t ,  o n e  w h i c h  w o u l d  b e  sub optimal, defective 

in m a n y  w a y s  a n d  not acceptable to both g o v e r n m e n t  a n d  the D B  c o m m u n i t y .

It is clear that H K R ,  th r o u g h  the penultimate paragraph of M a s t erplan Limited's covering 

letter, is m a k i n g  yet a n o t h e r  a t t empt in its repeated appeal to g o v e r n m e n t  not to forget D B  

w h e n ,  at s o m e  tim e  in the future, g o v e r n m e n t  reviews s e w a g e  a n d  w a t e r  infrastructure for 

Lantau.

It is imperative that the T P B  a n d  all g o v e r n m e n t  b u r e a u x  a n d  d e p a r t m e n t s  are n o t  misled 

b y  the H K R  s t a t e m e n t  in M a s t e r p l a n  Limited's letter that Hln  a d d it io n ,  t h e  p r o p o s a l  f o r  

A r e a  6 f i s  m o d e r a t e  in  sc a le ,  t h e  d e m a n d  o n  t h e  o v e r a l l  G o v e r n m e n t  In f r a s t r u c t u r e  w o u l d  

b e  i n s ig n i f ic a n f \  This is irrelevant as g o v e r n m e n t  facilities are n ot available, a n d  will n o t  

b e  available in t h e  potential timefine of b o t h  the A r e a  6f a n d  A r e a  1 0 b  projects. Public 

c o m m e n t s  h a v e  to b e  s u b m i t t e d  in a c c o r d a n c e  with T P B  Guideline N o .  3 0 B  ^Guidelines -  

for s u b m i s s i o n  of c o m m e n t s  o n  various applications u n d e r  the T o w n  P lanning O r d i n a n c e”. 

T h e  P V O C  considers that this fourth s u b m i s s i o n  f r o m  the P V O C  h as again properly 

c o m p i l e d  wit h  T P B  Guideline N o. 30B, w h e r e a s  t he S u b m i s s i o n  of Further Inf o r m a t i o n  

f r o m  H K R  d o e s  not.

PRINCIPAL CONCERNS WITH THE APPLICATION

In o u r  previous submission, w h i c h  w a s  assigned n u m b e r  5 2 9 7  ( D e c e m b e r )  b y  the TPB ,  w e  

no t e d  the following principal conc e r n s  w h i c h  w e  h a v e  with HKR ' s  pr o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  of 

t w o  1 8  storey buildings, Including 4 7 6  flats, of 2 1 ,600 m 2  G F A  o n  a platform created to 

a c c o m m o d a t e  a 1 7 0 m 2 G F A  three storey Building:

A. Ina d e q u a t e  a n d  unreliable information h as b e e n  provided b y  H K R .  E.g. H K R  has 

subm i t t e d  studies a n d  papers a n d  not im p a c t  assessments, t hereby avoiding having to 

study the im p a c t  o n  t he c o m m u n i t y  a n d  pe o p l e  m o s t  affected b y  its proposal.

B. Public Consultation is i n a d e q u a t e  a n d  non-transparent.

C. Consultation with all relevant g o v e r n m e n t  d e p a r t m e n t s  a n d  b u r e a u x  h a s  b e e n  

inad e q u a t e  a n d  incomplete.

D. A  Risk A s s e s s m e n t  has not b e e n  undertaken.

E. H K R ’s r e sponses to g o v e r n m e n t  d e p a r t m e n t  c o m m e n t s  h a v e  b e e n  i n a d e q u a t e  a n d  

evasive. It c a n n o t  b e  acceptable in a public consultation exercise for the applicant alone 

to d ecide w h a t  is c o mmercially sensitive (re o w n e r s h i p  of P a s s a g e w a y  a n d  allocation of 

undivided shares) a n d  to k e e p  that information f r o m  being publicly c o m m e n t e d  u p o n .  

All information provided b y  the applicant m u s t  b e  placed in the public d o m a i n  so the 

public c an c o m m e n t  o n  it. T h e  table setting o u t  these r e sponses c a n n o t  b e  c o n s idered 

to b e  c o m p r e h e n s i v e .

F. Despite A n n e x  C  of the O c t o b e r  Further Information stating in p a r a g r a p h  2.1.1.4 that a 

key e l e m e n t  of t he d e v e l o p m e n t  is the ^access roa d w, there is n o  information p r o v i d e d  

as to its construction t h r ough Parkvale village. T h e r e  are m a n y  issues arising f r o m  

unsuitable access to the site such as: t he part of Parkvale Drive w h i c h  is d e s i g n e d  as a 

pedestrian p a v e m e n t  u n d e r  B D  regulations a n d  the effect of additional construction a n d  

operational traffic o n  it; wi d t h  constraints of Parkvale Drive w h i c h  limit t h e  ability of 

larger vehicles, including buses a n d  construction vehicles, to pass o n e  a n o t h e r； potential
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lack of e m e r g e n c y  access to Parkvale Drive in t h e  e v e n t  of a n  accident; safety, as the 

p r o p o s e d  access to t h e  site is a pedestrian area u s e d  b y  residents a n d  t h e  public; a n d  

H K R ' s  lack of consideration of alternative access to t h e  site. A s  p o i nted o u t  ab o v e ,  H K R  

cont i n u e s  to n o t  submit, in its Further Information, a Traffic I m p a c t  A s s e s s m e n t  o n  

Pedestrians w h i c h  is listed u n d e r  t h e  R e p o r t s  to b e  submitted.

G. A  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  w o r k s  ( S T W )  is to b e  included in A r e a  6f w i t h  discharge directly into 

t h e  s ea nex t  to t h e  ferry pier using either a gravity pipe or the o p e n  nullah w h i c h  is 

a djacent to Hillgrove Village. H o w e v e r ,  it is clear f r o m  H K R ' s  c o m m e n t s  that t h e  latter is 

t h e  i n t e n d e d  a p p r o a c h .  Also, H K T  tries to m i n i m i s e  t h e  pollution i m p a c t  of discharge of 

s e w a g e  into t h e  sea w h e r e a s  it will increase t h e  T I N  a n d  TPs, t h e r e b y  increasing the 

probability of, e.gv fed tide in Discovery B a y  waters. N o t  surprisingly H K R ’s consultants 

say that t h e  s e w a g e  proposal ais c o n s id e r e d  n o t  a n  e f f ic ie n t  s e w a g e  p la n n in g  s t r a t e g y ,t.

H. H K R  is misleading the T P B  b y  saying th e r e  are t w o  options re w a t e r  su p p l y  but, as 

previously p o i nted o u t  (since g o v e r n m e n t  h a s  c o n f i r m e d  that its facilities at t h e  Siu H o  

W a n  W a t e r  T r e a t m e n t  W o r k s  ( S H W W T W )  a n d  t h e  S H W  Fresh W a t e r  P u m p i n g  Station 

are n o t  available for t h e  foreseeable future), t h e r e  is only one ,  w h i c h  is a potable w a t e r  

s u p p l y  to b e  p r o v i d e d  b y  r e-opening, after 1 6  years, t h e  D B  w a t e r  t r e a t m e n t  plant a n d  

using w a t e r  f r o m  the D B  reservoir.

I. N o  i nformation is pr o v i d e d  regarding t h e  provision of o t h e r  utilities to A r e a  6f a n d  h o w  

it will affect Parkvale Village, despite t h e  O c t o b e r  Further Information A n n e x  C  

p a r a g r a p h  2.1.1.4 stating that a k e y  e l e m e n t  of t h e  d e v e l o p m e n t  is t h e  provision of 

utilities. F u r t h e r m o r e ,  the r e  is n o  refe r e n c e  to t h e  D B  L P G  gas s y s t e m  w h i c h  has 

recently suffered a n  explosion w h i c h  is t h e  subject of investigations b y  E M S D  a n d  FSD.

J. S l o p e  safety of t h e  area, w h e r e  t h e  t w o  p r o p o s e d  1 8  story buildings will b e  built, is 

ignored, despite A n n e x  C  p a r a g r a p h  2.1.1.4 stating that a k e y  e l e m e n t  of the 

d e v e l o p m e n t  is site formation. H K R  c o n t i n u e s  to ignore C E D D ' s  request for H K R  to 

assess t h e  geotechnical feasibility of t h e  p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  a n d  to s u b m i t  a 

G e o t e c h n i c a l  Planning R e v i e w  R e p o r t  ( G PRR).

K. O w n e r s h i p  issues - H K R ' s  right to u s e  Parkvale Drive as access to A r e a  6f is still disputed.

L. P l a n n i n g  controls of D i scovery B a y  a re i g n o r e d  in respect of t h e  M a s t e r  Plan ( M P )  a n d  

Outline Z o n e  Plan ( 02P) relationship, t h e  2 5 , 0 0 0  popu l a t i o n  ceiling a n d  t h e  allocation of 

u n d i v i d e d  sh a r e s  a n d  m a n a g e m e n t  units u n d e r  t h e  D e e d  of M u t u a l  C o v e n a n t  ( D M C ) .  

F u r t h e r m o r e ,  H K R  h a s  a  conflict of interest regarding p o p ulation data, in that current 

figures are p r o v i d e d  b y  its w h o l l y  o w n e d  subsidiary, D B  Services M a n a g e m e n t  Limited.

M .  D i a g r a m s  a n d  p h o t o m o n t a g e s  are often m isleading, inaccurate a n d  of p o o r  quality.

W e  p r o v i d e d  further details of t h e s e  c o n c e r n s  in o u r  previous s ubmission. R e a d e r s  of this

s u b m i s s i o n  sh o u l d  also r e a d  o u r  previous s u b m i s s i o n s  if t h e y  h a v e  n ot already d o n e  so.

In this submission we address concerns arising from HKR's latest submission and from
HKR#s intention to build a standalone sewage treatment works in Area 6f.

SEWAGE TREATMENT

All t h e  c o n c e r n s  a n d  c o m m e n t s  s u b m i t t e d  to t h e  T P B  in respect of s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t

p r o c essing a n d  discharge c o n t i n u e  to b e  ignored.
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W e  have, again, set out a n d  e x p a n d e d  o u r  conce r n s  a n d  c o m m e n t s  in the following

sections:

A. S e w a g e  M a s t e r  Plans.

B. S t a n d a l o n e  S e w a g e  T r e a t m e n t  W o r k s .

C. Application for Discharge Licence.

D. Discharge of S e w a g e  b y  O p e n  Nullah.

E. Effluent to b e  Discharged into t he Sea.

F. Theoretical Model l i n g  Scenarios of S e w a g e  Processing a n d  Effluent Discharge.

G. Inefficient S e w a g e  Planning Strategy C o n f i r m e d  b y  HKR's Consultants a n d  n o  

En v i r o n m e n t a l  I m p a c t  A s s e s s m e n t .

H. E m e r g e n c y  A r r a n g e m e n t s  for w h e n  the S T W  Breaks D o w n  Including Access to P u m p i n g  

Station N o  1.

I. S e w a g e  f r o m  the W o r k f o r c e  during Construction.

J. M a n a g e m e n t  of the S T W .  *

K. Capital a n d  O p e r a t i n g  Costs.

L  Consultation.

A. S E W A G E  M A S T E R  P L A N S

1 . In 1989, a s e w a g e  disposal strategy w a s  f o r m u l a t e d  b y  t he G o v e r n m e n t .  Since t h e n  E P D  

has p r o d u c e d  1 6  S e w a g e  M a s t e r  Plans ( S M P s )  a n d  D S D  h as h a d  t he role of w o r k s  a g e n t  

to i m p l e m e n t  t he r e c o m m e n d e d  projects to cater for th e  n e e d s  of the S M P s .  T h e  1 6  

S M P s  h a v e  b e e n  r e - g r o u p e d  into 8 areas for c o n d u c t i n g  t h e  S M P  R e v i e w  Studies. 8  S M P  

R e v i e w s  h a v e  b e e n  c o m p l e t e d  a n d  t h e s e  include t he " R e v i e w  of Outlying Islands S M P W , 

w h i c h  includes DB.

2. All t he H K R  s u b m i s s i o n s  consistently m a k e  n o  m e n t i o n  of t he Outlying Islands S M P ,  

w h i c h  w o u l d  a p p e a r  to b e  b e c a u s e  their s e w a g e  strategy for D B ,  as illustrated b y  t h e  

proposals for b o t h  A r e a s  6f a n d  1 0 b ,  is inconsistent w i t h  that plan. T h e r e f o r e  E P D  a n d  

D S D  h a v e  n o  alternative b u t  to reject t h e  H K R  p r o p o s a l  a n d  advise t h e  T P B  

accordingly.

B. S T A N D A L O N E  S E W A G E  T R E A T M E N T  W O R K S

1. Since g o v e r n m e n t  facilities are n o t  available in t he foreseeable future, H K R  h a s  n o  

alternative b u t  to build a s e p a r a t e  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  w o r k s  ( S T W )  in A r e a  6f, if t h e  

p r o p o s e d  c h a n g e  in u s e  is a p p r o v e d  a n d  if the p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  is in fact built. 

This m e a n s  that p e o p l e  living in Parkvale Village w o u l d  h a v e  a S T W  adjacent to t h e m .  

H K R  is n ot providing details of t h e  design, its exact location a n d  h o w  it will b e  m a n a g e d  

a n d  maintained. A s  H K R  will w a n t  to m i n i m i z e  costs, w e  are c o n c e r n e d  h o w  a d e q u a t e  

s u c h  a facility will b e  a n d  t he risk of its breaking d o w n .  If the T P B  a p p r o v e s  t h e  c h a n g e  

of u se of A r e a  6f, t h e  residents of Parkvale Village, w h o  at n o  stage h a v e  b e e n  consulted 

b y  H K R # will b e  f orced b y  H K R  to live next d o o r  to a S T W  with all its negative aspects, 

including strong foul odours. A n d  of c ourse the future 1 1 9 0  residents of A r e a  6f will also 

suffer f r o m  the s a m e  negative aspects of a S T W  integrated into their d e v e l o p m e n t .

2. It is indicative of t h e  inadequ a c i e s  of this submission, a n d  all the previous H K R  

submissions, that th e r e  is n o  reference w h a t s o e v e r  to the D S D  ^Guidelines for the 

D e s i g n  of Small S e w a g e  T r e a t m e n t  Plants'1 for private d e v e l o p m e n t s  u p  to 2,000 

population equivalent. In preparing th e s e  guidelines D S D  placed special e m p h a s i s  o n
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the p r o b l e m s  usually f o u n d  with small plants a n d  included appropriate design safety 

considerations. T h e s e  guidelines cover: general design considerations; design 

p a r a m e t e r s ;  practical design a n d  installation; operation a n d  m a i n t e n a n c e ;  a n d  

e n v i r o n m e n t a l  considerations. Following t h ese guidelines w o u l d  h a v e  e n a b l e d  H K R  to 

p r o v i d e  a desi g n  s u b m i s s i o n  in this latest Further I nformation w h i c h  could, according 

to p a r a g r a p h  2.9 of the guidelines, h a v e  included for e x a m p l e :  key plan s h o w i n g  location 

of d e v e l o p m e n t  a n d  effluent discharge location; plan a n d  section s h o w i n g  the location 

of S T W  within t h e  d e v e l o p m e n t  in relation to residential units a n d  s u rrounding facilities; 

p r ocess a n d  instrumentation diagrams; hydraulic profile together with supporting 

calculations; detailed process design calculations; detailed d r a w i n g s  with plan a n d  

elevation s h o w i n g  plant r o o m  layout including pipe w o r k  a n d  e q u i p m e n t ;  route of 

access to t h e  plant r o o m  a n d  access within the S T W ;  ventilation a n d  lighting details; 

e q u i p m e n t  s c h e d u l e  s h o w i n g  n u m b e r  of d u t y  a n d  s t a n d b y  units, m a k e ,  m o d e l  n u m b e r ,  

capacity etc. (the sche d u l e  shou l d  b e  s h o w n  o n  the d r a w i n g )； e q u i p m e n t  catalogues a n d  

o p e r a t i o n / m a i n t e n a n c e  m a n u a l .

3. A l t h o u g h  t h e  D S D  h a s  built a n d  o p e r a t e s  a n u m b e r  of small s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  facilities 

o n  L a n t a u  Island a n d  Outlying Islands, H K R  h a s  n o t  stated t h e  t y p e  or explained the 

d e s i g n  of S T W  it p r o p o s e s  to build in A r e a  6f, n o r  h a s  it d e m o n s t r a t e d  that a n y  of the 

t h ree s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  p r ocesses c o m m o n l y  a d o p t e d  b y  t h e  D S D  o n  Lantau Island is 

suitable for a site located o n  a s t e e p  slope a n d  far f r o m  the s e a / w i t h  a discharge point 

s o  close to a residential area.

4. D u e  to its p r o x i m i t y  to o u r  village^ w e  c o n s i d e r  that it is i nappropriate to locate a S T W  

in A r e a  6f, d u e  to t h e  potential sme l l  a n d  health hazard, especially as t h e  effluent 

s e e m s  highly likely to b e  d i s c h a r g e d  into a n  o p e n  nullah a n d  f l o w  u n d e r  t h e  balconies 

of a residential building and, subsequently, into the sea a d jacent to a n  o c c u p i e d  area. In

- v i e w  of t h e  serious i n a d e q u a c i e s  a n d  shortfall of t h e  S T W  proposal w e  believe that the 

D S D  a n d  E P D  h a v e  n o  alternative b u t  to reject t h e  H K R  proposal a n d  advise the T P B  to 

n o t - a p p r o v e  t h e  application.

C. A P P L I C A T I O N  F O R  D I S C H A R G E  L I C E N C E

1. P a r a g r a p h  6.3.1.6 of t h e  R e v i s e d  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S t u d y  glibly states that aM o r e o v e r ,  th e  

o p e r a t io n  o f  t h e  S T W  s h a l l  a ls o  a p p ly  f o r  a  d i s c h a r g e  l i c e n c e  f r o m  t h e  r e le v a n t  a u t h o r it y  

b e f o r e  t h e  o p e r a t io n  o f  t h e  S T W / ' This is a t o o  v a g u e  a s t atement. A r e  the consultants 

referring to t h e  s u b m i s s i o n  of Application F o r m  A  ( E P D  117); w h o  will b e  responsible 

for s u b m i t t i n g  t h e  application; w h o  will p a y  t h e  licence fee; a n d  w h a t  are the 

c o n s e q u e n c e s  if t h e  application is rejected?

2. This a s p e c t  of t h e  S T W  requires c o m p r e h e n s i v e l y  explaining to t h e  T P B  a n d ,  of course, 

t h e  public since this F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  is s u p p o s e d  to b e  subject to public 

consultation.

D. D I S C H A R G E  O F  S E W A G E  B Y  O P E N  N U L L A H

1. HKR is still saying, as it did in its previous submissions, that discharging t h e  treated

s e w a g e  directly into a n  o p e n  nullah is still a n  option to b e  consid e r e d  at t h e  design 

stage. This o p e n  nullah is parallel to Discovery Valley R o a d  a n d  p r o c e e d s  directly in front 

of Hillgrove Village. T h erefore, e v e r y  d a y  4 4 0  m 3  p e r  d a y  of s e w a g e  will b e  flowing
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alongside approximately 200 metres of footpath/road and directly under the balconies 
of around 200 apartments in this village. This is illustrated in the following photographs.

V i e w  of the o p e n  nullah looking u p s t r e a m  V i e w  of the o p e n  nullah looking d o w n s t r e a m  

past Hillgrove Village_______________________  | t o w a r d s  Hillgrove Village________________________

2. T h e  nullah serves t h e  dual p u r p o s e  of a s t o r m  w a t e r  c h a n n e l  a n d  as a n  o v e r f l o w  relief 

for t h e  reservoir at t h e  t o p  of D i s c o v e r y  Valley R o a d .  N o r m a l l y  it is virtually e m p t y ,  but 

during periods of rains t o r m  a n d / o r  reservoir discharge this nullah is full to the top. T h e  

addition of t h e  s e w a g e  effluent to t h e  s t o r m  w a t e r  flow m a y  c a u s e  t h e  nullah to 

o v e r f l o w  or t h e  effluent to b a c k - u p  into t h e  S T W ,  b o t h  with serious health implications. 

This option w o u l d  a p p e a r  to b e  c h e a p e r  t h a n  building a gravity s e w a g e  pipe a n d  it is 

c o n s i d e r e d  that H K R  will a d o p t  this option whilst giving t h e  impression to the TPB, E P D ,  

etc. that it will build a gravity pipe, w h i c h  w o u l d  p r e s u m a b l y  p u t  the s e w a g e  flow 

u n d e r g r o u n d .

E. E F F L U E N T  T O  B E  D I S C H A R G E D  I N T O  T H E  S E A

1. H K R  is p r o p o s i n g  to discharge treated s e w a g e  f r o m  A r e a  6f into the m a r i n e  w a t e r s  

adjacent to t h e  ferry pier w i t h o u t  t h e  n e e d  of a m a r i n e  outfall. T h e  outlet is adjacent to 

a pedestrian w a l k w a y ,  residential buildings a n d  a s h o p p i n g  centre, w h i c h  H K R  is a b o u t  to 

build, a n d  is located only 2 8 0  m e t r e s  f r o m  a public bathing beach. This is a n  artificially 

m a d e  b e a c h  fronting t h e  very sh a l l o w  a n d  silted Tai P a k  W a n .  T h e  proposal for the 

discharge of effluent into a s h a l l o w  s e abed, adjacent to a pedestrian w a l k w a y ,  

residential buildings a n d  a s h o p p i n g  centre a n d  2 8 0 m  f r o m  a bathing beach, b o a r d w a l k  

restaurants a n d  ferry pier is envi r o n m e n t a l l y  u nacceptable a n d  will e n c o u r a g e  toxic red 

tides as well as concentrations of E. coli.

2. W e  are e x t r e m e l y  c o n c e r n e d  a b o u t  t h e  effluent being discharged into t h e  sea in DB. 

A l t h o u g h  t h e  effluent will h a v e  b e e n  treated, it will h a v e  a high concentration of 

nutrients w h i c h  h a s  b e e n  scientifically p r o v e n  to e n c o u r a g e  g r o w t h  of h a r m f u l  algae 

("red tides"), particularly in shallow coastal areas (see p a g e  1 7 0  of h a r m f u l  Algae",
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v o l u m e  S , issue 10, 2 0 1 0  of 'Elsevier') a nd, as t h e  prevailing w i n d s  c o m e  f r o m  the east, 

b l o w i n g  o n t o  DB, s u c h  har m f u l  algae w o u l d  not dissipate easily.

3. T h e  w a t e r  quality a s s e s s m e n t  notes that for t h e  w h o l e  of H o n g  K o n g  w a t e r s  adjacent to 

t h e  Pearl River Delta a n d  including the w a t e r s  a r o u n d  D B  that the Total Inorganic 

Nitrogen (TIN) already e x c e e d s  the W Q O .  W e  w o u l d  n o t  dispute this, but this d o e s  not 

justify H K R ^ s  intention to Increase the s u s p e n d e d  solids a n d  E-Coll c o n t e n t  of the 

s e w a g e  p l u m e  in the very publicly e x p o s e d  w a t e r s  a n d  b e a c h e s  of Tai P a k  W a n .

4. In previous submissions, H K R  tried to d o w n p l a y  t h e  o c c u r r e n c e  of red tides despite the 

discharge of m o r e  T INs a n d  T P s  w h i c h  will increase t h e  probability of m o r e  red tides. 

T h e  latest Further Information h a s  o m i t t e d  references in the previous version to T P  

(referred to as Total Particulates In t he Executive S u m m a r y  of t h e  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S t u d y  

a n d  as Total P h o s p h o r o u s  in t h e  Technical N o t e )  a n d  to red tides.

5. T h e  Further Information s u b m i t t e d  b y  H K R  in O c t o b e r  included t h e  following:

a. Executive S u m m a r y  -  ° T he  d is c h a r g e  c o n c e n t r a t io n  h a s  t h e r e fo r e  b e e n  r e d u c e d  a s  

m u c h  o s  p r a c t ic a b le  to  e n s u r e  t h a t  t h e  i n c r e a s e  In  T IN  a n d  T o t a l  P a r t ic u la t e s  (T P ) a re  

m in im iz e d .  W it h  t h e  d i s c h a r g e  s t a n d a r d ,  t h e  N i t r o g e n  ( N )  t o  P h o s p h o r u s  (P )  r a t io  is  

m a i n t a i n e d  g r e a t e r  t h a n  1 8丄 H e n c e  t h e  o c c u r r e n c e  o f  r e d  t id e s  w i l l  b e  u n l i k e ly . "

b. 6.3.1.5 -  aT h e  c o m p u t e d  N :  P  r a t io  c o n c l u d e d  t h a t  t h e  p o s s ib i l i t y  o f  h a v in g  r e d  t id e  

i s  s t  川 l o w . "

c. 6.4.1.1; 7,3.1.4; 8.1.2.1 -  ''T he  d i s c h a r g e  c o n c e n t r a t io n  h a s  t h e r e fo r e  b e e n  r e d u c e d  

a s  m u c h  a s  p r a c t ic a b le  to e n s u r e  t h a t  t h e  i n c r e a s e  in  T IN  a n d  T P  o r e  m in im iz e d .  W it h  

t h e  d i s c h a r g e  s t a n d a r d ,  t h e  N  t o  P  r a t io  ts m a i n t a i n e d  g r e a t e r  t h a n  1 8 .1 .  H e n c e  t h e  

o c c u r r e n c e  o f  r e d  t id e s  w i l l  b e  u n l i k e ly

6. T h e  text in b old d o e s  n o t  a p p e a r  in t h e  latest version of the E n v i r o n m e n t a l  Study 

s u b m i t t e d  b y  H K R  o n  2 8  N o v e m b e r  2 0 1 6 .  W h y  w o u l d  H K R  delete this text if the 

^ o c c u r r e n c e  o f  r e d  t id e s  w i l l  b e  u n I ik e ly /,?  T h u s  t h e  pre v i o u s  version tried to d o w n p l a y  

t h e  likely o c c u r r e n c e  of r e d  tides, whilst t h e  o m i s s i o n  of the references to red tides In 

t h e  latest version implies that w h a t  w a s , s t a t e d  in t h e  p r e v i o u s  version w a s  incorrect, 

a n d  that w e ,  a n d  g o v e r n m e n t ,  s h o u l d  b e  c o n c e r n e d  a b o u t  t h e  discharge of t h e  s e w a g e  

into t h e  s e a  increasing t h e  likelihood of r e d  tides occurring.

7. T h e  conclusions in t h e  Technical N o t e  that Ht h e  w a t e r  q u a li t y  in  t h e  v ic in ity  o f  m a r in e -  

b a s e d  W S R s  w o u ld  b e  in  c o m p l i a n c e  w it h  W Q O s  in  S S ,  E. c o l l  a n d  U l A ,f are b a s e d  o n  

m o d e l l e d  m e a s u r e m e n t s  at W S R  0 7  (Tai P a k  Peninsula CPA), 2 7 0  m e t r e s  f r o m  the 

s e w a g e  discharge point. This ignores t h e  fact that t h e  area o f  t h e  sea into w h i c h  the 

s e w a g e  w o u l d  b e  discharged s h o u l d  also b e  con s i d e r e d  to b e  a W S R .  This area is 

a djacent to a pedestrian w a l k w a y ,  residential buildings a n d  a s h o p p i n g  centre w h i c h  H K R  

is a b o u t  to build, as t h e  following picture d e m o n s t r a t e s :
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Picture of the r e d e v e l o p m e n t  of the D B  bus station published by H K R  with the location 

of the s e w a g e  discharge outlet a d d e d

W o u l d  H K R ’s conclusions h a v e  b e e n  t h e  s a m e  if it h a d  巾 odelled m e a s u r e m e n t s  at the

s e w a g e  discharge outlet instead of 2 7 0  m e t r e s  f r o m  it?

F. T H E O R E T I C A L  M O D E L L I N G  S C E N A R I O S  O F  S E W A G E  P R O C E S S I N G  A N D  E F F L U E N T  

D I S C H A R G E

1. T h e  consultants h a v e  not u n d e r t a k e n  a sensitivity analysis regarding their various 

calculations, n o r  a risk a s s e s s m e n t  as to e n v i r o n m e n t a l  aspects, daily operations a n d  

e m e r g e n c y  a r r a n g e m e n t s  of a S T W .  In addition, there is n o  m e n t i o n  of the a s s u m p t i o n s  

a n d  limitations as to their a p p r o a c h  to modelling. In a public consultation exercise there 

shou l d  b e  a l a y m a n ' s  g u ide to the scientific a n d  m a t h e m a t i c a l  acceptability of their 

a p p r o a c h  ( and its quality), since, w i t h o u t  this, the vast majority of the public are unlikely 

to u n d e r s t a n d  a n d  to b e  able to c o m m e n t  o n  t h e  approach.

2. T h e  mode l l i n g  scenario is described in section 4.3 of the Revised Technical N o t e  o n  

W a t e r  Quality s u b m i t t e d  in t h e  latest Further Information. T h e  effluent dispersion 

scenarios are stimulated b y  a near-field m o d e l ,  C O R M I X .  T h e  key inputs to C O R M I X  

include outfall configuration, a m b i e n t  current speed, vertical density profile a n d  effluent 

flow rate. A s  this latest Further Information m e r e l y  repeats the s a m e  scenarios, with the 

s a m e  k e y  inputs a n d  assumptions, as in the O c t o b e r  Further Information, the results are 

naturally t h e  s a m e !  ( A p p e n d i x  0  C O R M I X  m o d e l  is s a m e  as in October). H o w e v e r ,  H K R  

h a s  deleted references to the likelihood of red tide w h i c h  w a s  m e n t i o n e d  in the O c t o b e r  

Further Information, with n o  explanation as to w h y .  This is unprofessional a n d  

misleading. Further m o r e ,  there is n o  m e n t i o n  b y  the consultants as to w h y  this t ype of 

m o d e l  w a s  u s e d  a n d  its reliability.

3. P a r a g r a p h  4.3.1.2 of the T e c h n i c a h N o t e  o n  W a t e r  Quality states "T h e  ex it  o f  t h e  g ra v it y  

s e w a g e  p ip e  in t o  s e a  is n e a r  s u r fa c e . " However, in each of the C O R M I X  scenarios, under

8
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"Buoyancy assessment't it is stated that HThe effluent density is less than the 
surrounding ambient water density at the discharge level. Therefore, the effluent is 

S U O W l / v r  anc/ w/// m e  fovvorrcte st/z/orce." This m e a n s  t hat t h e

s e w a g e  e ffluent will b e  v e r y  visible n e a r  a n d  o n  t h e  s e a  surface, as illustrated in t h e  

a b o v e  p h o t o g r a p h .  It is essential that E P D  investigates this finding a n d  c o n c l u d e s  that it 

is n o t  a c c e p t a b l e .

4. T h e  results o f  t h e  m o d e l l i n g  scen a r i o  a r e  set o u t  in A p p e n d i x  D  ^CORMIX model outpuf* 
t o  t h e  R e v i s e d  T e c h n i c a l  N o t e  o n  W a t e r  Quality a n d ,  as m e n t i o n e d  in p a r a g r a p h  F 2  

a b o v e ,  a r e  exactly t h e  s a m e  a s  in t h e  O c t o b e r  F u r t h e r  I n formation. T o  t h e  l a y m a n ,  t h e  

results a r e  p r o b a b l y  difficult t o  u n d e r s t a n d .  H o w e v e r ,  w h a t  is n o t  difficult to u n d e r s t a n d  

is t h e  s t a n d a r d  s t a t e m e n t  at t h e  e n d  o f  e a c h  of t h e  C O R M I X ^  reports, w h i c h  is t h e  

^REMINDER: The user must take note that HYDRODYNAMIC MODELLING by any known 
technique is NOTAN EXACTSCIENCE,t.

5. T h e  full n a m e  o f  t h e  m o d e l  is uCORM!X MIXING ZONE EXPERT SYSTEM Version 5.0GT 
HYDROl: Version-5.0.1.0 December, 20Q T . It is difficult t o  u n d e r s t a n d  w h y  a  9  y e a r  old 

v e r s i o n  o f  this m o d e l  w a s  u s e d  a n d  this a s p e c t  s h o u l d  b e  inv e s t i g a t e d  b y  E P D .  W i t h  

m o d e l l i n g  science, it is n o r m a l  for t h e r e  t o  b e  at least s o m e  u p d a t e s ,  o v e r  a peri o d  o f  9  

yjears, a s  a  result o f  its u s a g e ,  e m p irical testing a n d  i m p r o v e m e n t s  o f  s o f tware. In this 

c o n t e x t  it is n o t e d  t h a t  C O R M I X  v e r s i o n s  9  a n d  1 0  w e r e  r e l e a s e d  in S e p t e m b e r  2 0 1 4  a n d  

July 2 0 1 6  respectively. E P D  m u s t  i nvestigate w h y  t h e  C o n s u l t a n t s  h a v e  n o t  u s e d  u p  to 

d a t e  m o d e l l i n g  s o f t w a r e  w h i c h  s h o u l d  b e  a s t a n d a r d  r e q u i r e m e n t  for a n y  study.

G .  I N E F F I C I E N T  S E W A G E  P L A N N I N G  S T R A T E G Y  C O N F I R M E D  B Y  H K ^ S  C O N S U L T A N T S  A N D  

N O  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  I M P A C T  A S S E S S M E N T

1. In its Ap p l i c a t i o n  a n d  F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  o f  J u n e  a n d  O c t o b e r ,  H K R ' s  c o n s u l t a n t s  h a v e  

said:

a. In p a r a g r a p h  6.2.Hi o f  its original application, t h a t  ''alternative on-site sewage 
treatment plant could be provided, either ot Area 6f or Area 10b. This is not 
preferred, having numerous 5TW in the area is considered to be ineffective in

, achieving economies for scale for the infrastructure and land area11. F u r t h e r m o r e ,  

p a r a g r a p h  5.6.2.2 o f  H K R ' s  S t u d y  o n  D r a i n a g e ,  S e w e r a g e  a n d  W a t e r  S u 叩 ly S y s t e m s  

for A r e a  6 f  n o t e s  t h a t  HThis STW will treat sewage only from 2 single residential 
towers for 476 units at Area 6f so it is considered not an efficient sewage planning 
strategy. P a r a g r a p h  5.6.4.1 also n o t e s  t h a t  a  local S T W  m a y  c a u s e  ''an offensive 
smell and is health hazard11.

b. uThis additional effluent would have impacts on both water quality and marine 
ecology. Alt these would require a quantitative water quality model to be established 
for assessment as part of the subsequent E\AM. ( J u n e  R e v i s e d  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  Study,

6.3.1.3). F u r t h e r m o r e ,  in t h e  O c t o b e r  F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  t h e r e  is n o  r e f e r e n c e  t o  a 

s u b s e q u e n t  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  I m p a c t  A s s e s s m e n t  (EIA)> w h i c h  likely m e a n s  t h a t  t h e  

s u b j e c t  o f  a n  E I A  h a s  b e e n  d r o p p e d .  Logically t h e r e  s h o u l d  b e  a  full scale E I A  as part

. o f  this S e c t i o n  1 2 A  application.

c. Bui l d i n g  a S T W  in A r e a  6f is still s u b - o p t i m u m  in its O c t o b e r  s u b m i s s i o n .  S i n c e  t h e  

c o n s u l t a n t  h a s  a g a i n  in t h e  O c t o b e r  F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  A n n e x  G  MRevised Study on 
Drainage, Sewage and Water Suppl/% p a r a g r a p h  5.6.1.4, stated that uAs this new 
DBSTW wfil only treat sewage from 2 single residential towers for 476 units at Area
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6f so this decentralized scheme is considered not an efficient sewage planning 
strategy1*,

H. E M E R G E N C Y  A R R A N G E M E N T S  F O R  W H E N  T H E  S T W  B R E A K S  D O W N  I N C L U D I N G  

A C C E S S  T O  P U M P I N G  S T A T I O N  N O .  1

I. N o  m e n t i o n  w a s  m a d e  in H K R ' s  first a n d  s e c o n d  s u b m i s s i o n s  of w h a t  w o u l d  h a p p e n  to 

t h e  s e w a g e  in t h e  e v e n t  that t h e  S T W  b r o k e  d o w n .  O n l y  in its third a n d  f o u r t h  

s u b m i s s i o n s  w a s  t h e  subject o f  e m e r g e n c y  a r r a n g e m e n t s  a d d r e s s e d .  T h e s e  include; 

dual f e e d  p o w e r  s u p p l y  for t h e  S T W ;  ^suitable b a c k u p ^  of t h e  S T W  t r e a t m e n t  p r o c e s s  

(but n o  i n f o r m a t i o n  as to w h a t  is suitable); a n d  c o n n e c t i n g  t h e  gravity s e w a g e  p i p e  to 

t h e  existing s e w a g e  s y s t e m  at P u m p i n g  Station N o  1 (to b e  o n l y  u s e d  d u r i n g  

e m e r g e n c i e s ) ,  w h i c h  w o u l d  f e e d  t h e  s e w a g e  t o  t h e  existing s y s t e m  (i.e. to Siu H o  W a n  

S T W ) ,  a n d ,  as b a c k u p ,  t h e  m o v e m e n t  of s e w a g e  b y  3 6  s e w a g e  t a n k e r  vehicles p e r  d a y  to 

t h e  Siu H o  W a n  S T W .

2. C o n n e c t i o n  t o  t h e  existing s e w a g e  s y s t e m  is clearly m o s t  likely t o  b e  u s e d  o n c e  a n d  t h e n  

left o n  p e r m a n e n t l y ,  since t h e r e  is n o  description of h o w  this action w o u l d  b e  m a n a g e d  

( h e n c e  m a k i n g  u n a p p r o v e d  u s e  o f  t h e  g o v e r n m e n t  Siu H o  W a n  facilities) as t h e  existing 

D B  Services M a n a g e m e n t  L i m i t e d  (as illustrated b y  its d a y  t o  d a y  p e r f o r m a n c e )  is b o t h  

m a n a g e m e n t  a n d  e n g i n e e r i n g  seve r e l y  c h a l l enged.

3. G o v e r n m e n t  c a n n o t  a l l o w  s u c h  a  c o n n e c t i o n  s i nce it w o u l d  b e  a n  o p e n  invitation to 

a b u s e  a n d  illegally u s e  t h e  S H W S T W .

4. A lso t h e  o n l y  a c c e s s  t o  P u m p i n g  S t a t i o n  N o .  1  ( a n d  especially relevant d u r i n g  

e m e r g e n c i e s )  is currently b l o c k e d  b y  t h e  a r e a  a r o u n d  t h e  p u m p i n g  station b e i n g  illegally 

u s e d  for vehicular parking. T h e  L a n d s  D e p a r t m e n t  h a s  recently r e q u e s t e d  H K R  to s t o p  

t h e  p a r k i n g  as this a r e a  s h o u l d  o n l y  b e  u s e d  for t h e  p u r p o s e s  related to t h e  o p e r a t i o n  of 

t h e  p u m p  h o u s e .  H K R  s h o u l d  h a v e  a d v i s e d  its c o n s u l t a n t s  a b o u t  this situation w h e n  

issuing its instructions. T h e r e f o r e  it is n e c e s s a r y  that this issue o f  a c c e s s  b e  a d d r e s s e d  

b y  H K R  a n d  t h e  L a n d s  D e p a r t m e n t .

5 :  M o v e m e n t  o f  s e w a g e  b y  t r uck is clearly u n a c c e p t a b l e  in a m o d e r n  city e n v i r o n m e n t ,  

especially a s  it w o u l d  requ i r e  3 6  s e w a g e  t a n k e r  vehicles a d a y  to r e m o v e  t h e  s e w a g e  to 

t h e  Siu H o  W a n  S T W ,  a n d  is inconsistent w i t h  g o v e r n m e n t ' s  efforts to m o d e r n i s e  s e w a g e  

t r e a t m e n t  a n d  disposal in H o n g  K o n g .  T h e  3 6  t r uck calculation is c o n s i d e r e d  t o  b e  m o r e  

rep r e s e n t a t i v e  t h a n  t h e  calculation in p a r a g r a p h  6.3.2.1 of t h e  latest F u r t h e r  

I n f o r m a t i o n  w h i c h  implies t hat s e w a g e  will o n l y  b e  m o v e d  o n  t h e  basis of a q u a r t e r  of a 

day's s e w a g e  b e i n g  m o v e d  in 6  hour s .  F u r t h e r m o r e ,  H K R  h a s  b e e n  told that it c a n n o t  

f e e d  t h e  s e w a g e  t o  t h e  Siu H o  W a n  S T W .

6. In addition, H K R  h a s  n o t  m e n t i o n e d  a n y t h i n g  a b o u t  e m e r g e n c y  a r r a n g e m e n t s  in t h e  

e v e n t  o f  t h e  o p e n  nullah d i s c h a r g e  a p p r o a c h  b e i n g  t a k e n .  This w o u l d  p r o b a b l y  involve 

t h e  3 6  trucks p e r  d a y  travelling t h r o u g h  P a r k v a l e  village a n d  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  g o i n g  t o  t h e  

Siu H o  W a n  S T W ,  w h i c h  H K R  d o e s  n o t  h a v e  a p p r o v a l  t o  u s e  for this s e w a g e .

I. S E W A G E  F R O M  W O R K F O R C E  D U R I N G  C O N S T R U C T I O N

1 . All o f  P a r k v a l e  Village will b e  affected b y  t h e  p r o p o s e d  m e t h o d  o f  s e w a g e  g e n e r a t e d  

f r o m  t h e  w o r k f o r c e  d u r i n g  t h e  d e v e l o p m e n t  o f  A r e a  6f. P a r a g r a p h  6 . 2 . 1 3  o f  t h e  latest 

F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  states t hat p o r t a b l e  c h e m i c a l  toilets will b e  u s e d  b y  t h e

o

10
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construction workforce. This is dismissed as a m i n o r  issue, but is e x p e c t e d  to persist for 

s o m e  t w o  to t w o  a n d  a half years. T h o s e  w h o  h a v e  e xperience with construction sites 

will k n o w  that, firstly, n e v e r  e n o u g h  portable toilets are provided a n d  that construction 

w o r k e r s  urinate all o v e r  t h e  site and, secondly, a n d  m o r e  importantly, that, w h e n  

p u m p i n g  t h e  s e w a g e  f r o m  t he toilets into tanker trucks, a substantial release of 

pollutant f u m e s  a n d  very u n p l e a s a n t  a n d  pervasive o d o u r s  are released into t he local 

a t m o s p h e r e .  T h e s e  will create b o t h  a health h azard a n d  a serious despoliation of the 

quality of life of t he residents in the adjacent Parkvale Village.

J. M A N A G E M E N T  O F  T H E  S T W

1. T h e r e  is n o  e xpl a n a t i o n  as to h o w  t he S T W  will b e  m a n a g e d  in respect of b o t h  d a y  to 

d a y  o p e r a t i o n s  a n d  e m e r g e n c y  situations. In the D S D  guidelines (referred to in section 

B  a b o v e )  it is stated in p a r a g r a p h s  5.1/2 that w/n selecting the type of treatment process, 
the designers should take due consideration of the availability of competent operators. 
Only competent technicians should be assigned to operate the 57P. The operator should 
be fully conversant with the recommended operating procedures as stipulated in the 
operation and maintenance manuar.

2. W o u l d  Discovery B a y  Services M a n a g e m e n t  Limited, t h e  w h o l l y  o w n e d  subsidiary of H K R  

w h i c h  m a n a g e s  D B, e m p l o y  additional staff c a p a b l e  of m a n a g i n g  a S T W  or w o u l d  it use 

existing staff w h i c h  h a v e  n o  relevant e x p e r i e n c e ?  H K R  s h o u l d  b e  requi r e d  to state h o w  

it w H I  e n s u r e  that t h e  S T W  in A r e a  6f, a n d  that in A r e a  10b ,  w o u l d  b e  o p e r a t e d  safely 

a n d  efficiently.

K. C A P I T A L  A N D  O P E R A T I N G  C O S T S

1. H K R  m a k e s  n o  reference in its F u rther Inf o r m a t i o n  that alt t h e  capita! a n d  operating 

costs arising f r o m  t h e  p r o p o s e d  S T W  in A r e a  6f t o g e t h e r  w i t h  t h e  gravity s e w a g e  pipe to 

t h e  se a  at t h e  Plaza will b e  m e t  b y  either H K R  a n d / o r  t h e  undi v i d e d  s h areholders of the 

A r e a  6f p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t .  H K R  s h o u l d  b e  r e q u i r e d  to co n f i r m  that all capital a n d  

o p e r a t i n g  costs arising f r o m  t h e  p r o p o s e d  S T W  in A r e a  6f a n d  t h e  gravity s e w a g e  pipe 

o r  u s e  o f  t h e  nullah will b e  b o r n e  b y  H K R  a n d / o r  t h e  u n d i v i d e d  s h a r e h o l d e r s  of A r e a  6f 

p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t .

2. Also the residents of Parkvale Village and other villages in Discovery Bay should not 
have to suffer the disturbance of laying the gravity sewage pipe or the connection to 
the open nullah.

L  C O N S U L T A T I O N

1. T h e  a b o v e  a p p r o a c h  to s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  a n d  discharge h a s  n o t  b e e n  explained b y  H K R  

to t h e  w i d e r  c o m m u n i t y  of D B .  In v i e w  of this deficient a n d  s u b - o p t i m u m  a p p r o a c h  

( a n d  t h e  s a m e  a p p r o a c h  is to b e  a d o p t e d  for A r e a  1 0 b  w i t h  s e w a g e  to b e  directly 

d i s c h a r g e d  into t h e  sea at N i m  S h u e  W a n ) ,  H K R  is guilty of a b u s i n g  t h e  so called public 

consultation p r o cess a n d  displaying a c o m p l e t e  disregard for m o d e r n  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  

a n d  discharge practices a n d  D S D  guidelines as d e v e l o p e d  s o  diligently o v e r  t h e  last 3 0  

yea r s  b y  g o v e r n m e n t ,  n a m e l y  E P D ,  W S D  a n d  D S D  a n d  their respective policy bureaux.

C O N C L U S I O N

W e  (the Parkvale Village O w n e r s  C o m m i t t e e  representing t h e  O w n e r s  of Parkvale Village,

w h i c K  is a d j a c e n t  to A r e a  6f a n d  t h r o u g h  w h i c h  all traffic to A r e a  6f w o u l d  pass) c o n t i n u e  to

11



PVOC Comments on Application number： Y/l-DB/2

b e  surprised a n d  disappointed that n o  G o v e r n m e n t  D e p a r t m e n t ,  n or H K R ,  a p p e a r s  to h a v e  

considered the a d v erse 丨m p a c t  of t he p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  o n  the o w n e r s  a n d  residents 

of Parkvale Village, especially the totally unacceptable a n d  s u b  optimal c o m m i t m e n t  to 

build a stan d a l o n e  5 T W  wit h  discharge b y  o p e n  nullah directly past a p a r t m e n t s  a n d  into 

the sea. In v i e w  of the serious inadequacies a n d  shortfall of the S T W  a n d  discharge 

proposal w e  believe that the D S D  a n d  E P D  h a v e  n o  alternative b u t  to reject the H K R  

proposal a n d  advise the T P B  to n o t  a p p r o v e  t he application.

A s  clearly d e m o n s t r a t e d  in not only this submission but in all o u r  submissions, HK R ' s  

application continues to b e  deficient in m a n y  ways. S o  again, w e  c onsider that t he T o w n  

Planning B o a r d  is in n o  oth e r  position t h a n  to reject H K ^ s  application to r e z o n e  A r e a  6f.

W e  again en c o u r a g e  the T o w n  Planning B o a r d  to visit the site a n d  m e e t  residents. In doing 

so# m a n y  of the issues highlighted in this report w o u l d  b e  evident.

S i g n e d  o n  b e h a l f  o f  th e  P V O C :  D a te :

2 9  D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 6

M r .  K e n n e t h  J. B r a dley J.P.

Parkvale Village Owners Committee Chairman
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收件者：
主旨：
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Application No. Y/l-DB/3 Area 10b - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - OBJECTION 

I am a

ParkvoleVillage owner.... I am deeply concerned by the numerous bad aspects of the this Application which hove 
been covered by earlier consultations. This 4th round consultation confirms the reintroduction of local sewage 
treatment within Discovery Bay and I particularly object to this retrograde step and an inevitable environmental 
’deterioration for.DB residents and the marine l.ife.
/ attach B.PVOC comments on 4th application and Application Y-DB 3 10b PDF the following excellent submissions 
concerning the above, from neighbouring villages, which, as a Hillgrove Owner, I fully endorse, since they express 
my concerns better than I could myself

- Ps. iKvale Village Owners' Committee submission dated 29th December, which matches my own concerns in 
almost all respects
- Serene Village Owner dated 28th December.! OBJECT TO THE ABOVE APPLICATION

Maria Dakin

Discovery Bay

Dennis Dakin 

3 0日12月2 0 1 6年星期五l〇:15 

tpbpd@p]and.gov.hk

Objection to Application Y/l D B  3 Area 10b

A P P L I C A T I O N  Y _ 1 - D B _ 3  Ar e a  10b.pdf; A T T 0 0 0 2 2 . h t m ;  B. P V O C  Fourth C o m m e n t s  on the Section 1 2 A  Application further information_fmal - 

Copy.pdf; A T T 0 0 0 2 5 . h t m



M Gmail Edwin Rainbow

For info Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

Thomas Gebauer

---- Forwarded Message -
From: |
To: TpD^_<ipDpa@pland.gov.hk>
Sent: Wednesday, 28 December 2016, 16:32 
Subject: Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

Further comments:

Subject: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

The Town Planning Board: 
Application Y/l-DB/3 Area 10b

I strongly object to the planned development as presented by the HongKong Resort Company , 
wh o  with thousands of owners are bound together by a Deed of Mutua丨 Covenant.

2 .
Discovery Bay (DB) is a U N I Q U E  development in HongKong . quasi an enclave , isolated from 
HongKong proper and only accessible through one tunnel and by ferry.
Special rules apply in/for the area, as laid down in a D M C  . Owners in Discovery Bay and to a 
certain extent also residents in D B  must therefore get a recognised voice and special attention 
from the Town Planning Board (TPB) when major changes which will affect the environment and 
the wa y  of life are proposed for this special enclave/environment as done by the "registered 
o w n e r 11 the Hongkong Resort Co. Ltd, ( H K R ) .
The T P B  must also seriously consider that the small owners in D B  (roughly 8.000 houses/flats 
are concerned) are not permitted to form an Owners Corporation which could give a clear voice 
to the T P B  as what are the wishes of the ma n y  D B  owners, leaving aside the various large, 
mainly commercial entities and spaces owned by the developer, the H K R  .

Due to this unique situation, any changes must be judged by the T P B  / P L A N D  with a holistic 
view in mind ; this proposed development as well as the application Y/l-DB/2 Area 6f cannot be 
judged solely on their o wn but ho w  it also will affect the whole environment in Discovery Bay 
and whether all the D B  service facilities are sufficient to support such developments. So it Is 
IM P E R A T I V E  , besides looking at each application separately the T P B  must also look at

mailto:ipDpa@pland.gov.hk


owners and^ ^^nV^t6 t〇9ether to make a 9〇od judgement what they ask DB

4

…*a,[?'l〇b ' t a m e  as K IS P r〇P〇sed In area 6f- to built a s e w a g e  treatment plant quasi Mon 

乂 a「esidential deve丨0Pment and the effluent is planned to be discharged into
$ L r ATER BAS N 0 F  w//w SHL/£ Bay must be considered as highly，， sensitive” in the
W e  are living in the 21st century and T o w n  Planning must be a forward looking e n d e a v o u r .

To m e  it is outrageous to even consider inM Asia's World CityM to put no w a d a y s  a s e w a g e  

treatment plant into a n e w  residential development. (There w a s  an old sewage-treatment plant 

at this proposed location, however built decades ago w h e n  this area w a s  a large service area , 

bus station, repair shops, waste handling and the like ....quasi commercial activities )

It should be d e m a n d e d  that this application / development as well as Y/l-DB/2 area 6f to be 

deferred already on the grounds of the sewage-treatment and disposal. For this matter the" 

applicant should wait till the G o v e r n m e n t  S e w a g e  Treatment Facilities of Lantau Island can 

receive all the s e w a g e  from DB.
B y  no m e a n s  should affluent be directed into the sea in and around Discovery Bay. T h e  U K  

Waters cannot take m o r e  of this pollution and this does not concern only TIN l 

It w o u l d  be  really a great step b a c k  for the e n v i r o n m e n t  of D B  a n d  HK 1

5.
T h e  effluent is planned to be discharged through a pipe into the shoreline, the bay of N i m  S h u e

Wan, which should be considered _■ quasi typographically confined basin with limited dispersive
capacity" the planned outfall point will not be far from the housing development, in the vicinity 

there is also recreational activity from the D B  Marina and Club. It is not far from P e n g  C h a u  

which apparently has received or will receive a h igh  te chn o lo gy  se w a g e  treatment plant This  
effluent is in addition to the already, polluted waters in the South of Hongkong.

It would be quite self-defeating : P e n g  C h a u  with a mos t  m o d e r n  water treatment plant and then

the effluents from

DB.
T h e  reference of the applicant regarding Fish Culture Z o n e s  , in M a W a n  and C h e u n g  S h a  , 

V E R Y  F A R  a w a y  from N i m  S h u e  W a n  can only "pull wool over the T P B " .

There are quasi daily fishermen/-boats seen in around DB, mostly from P e n g  Chau, an 

examination of the catch in regard to toxics should be highly r e c o m m e n d e d  . Effluent-discharge 

to the close -by shores t to the sea should not take place !! but also :

6.
To blame pollution of Southern Waters on the Pearl River Delta is not a point to m a k e  as facts 

of the "as is situation" mus t  be clearly addressed. There are m ore pollutants than TIN . In H K  

on e  must get a w a y  from the v i e w " it is only little pollution **; beside the pollution of HK-waters 

and around, w e  are facing already m a n y  types of pollution; in regard to forward-looking planning 

,it is important to consider" the straw which breaks the earners back

As for the "sensitive receivers u the waters of Nim Shue W a n  and those close to Peng Chau 
effluent must be considered as ''potentially polluting". Not even to mention the matter of storm - 

surge t back-flow and the like.
All of the tables and calculations of the applicant should be taken with a large pinch of salt 
as simply : effluent to the sea = generally considered is "water -pollution ,l.

8
From PLAND AND MY COMMENTS IN REGARD TO THIS APPLICATION：

A i m s  of Environmental Planning

2 .1.1
To achieve a better env丨ronment through planning….



N O  U C T T E R  E N V I R O N M E N T ,  D E F I N I T E L Y  O N  A L L  C O U N T S  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T  W I L L  B E  
W O R S E .

(")
"to ovoid cronllng now onvlronmontal problomi,,,.
T H E M E  A R E  A D D I T I O N A L  P R O B L E M S  ( AIR, N O I S E ,  L E S S  T R E E S ,  R E D U C E D  W A S T E  

H A N D L I N G  C A P A C I T Y ,  A L L  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  IN P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S )
(b)

"to seize opportunltl〇 8 for onvlronmonlal Improvement....
N O  O P P O R T U N I T Y  F O R  I M P R O V E M E N T  S E I Z E D  IN T H I S  D E V E L O P M E N T

P r o p e r  land u b o  plannln〇,

(b〉propo#o<J land uu o »  In Iho _ n巾 o d o v e l o p m o n l  nroa aro compallbici with o uch 

olhiur,,,,,TI I U R E  1(3 N O  N G C E 8 S I T Y  F O R  T H I S  D E V E L O P M E N T  A S  P L A N N E D .  IT H A S  N O  

C O N N E C T I O N  W I T H  H O U S I N G  S H O R T A G E  IN H O N G  K O N G  , A N D  A S  F O R  " O P T I M I S I N G  

L A N D  U S E  M T H E  A P P L I C A N T  , IN C A S E  H A S  L A R G E  T R A C T S  O F  L A N D  A V A I L A B L E  IN D B  

W i l l  I O U T  C R E A T I N G  A D D I T I O N A L  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  P R O B L E M S ,

IN C A S E , T H E  P L A N N E D  D U V C L O  卩 M E N T  Y/NDI3/3 八 R E A  1 0 b  M U S T  B E  S C A L E D  B A C K  IN 
B m -  T O  H U  S O M I .：W I  IAT C O M P A T I O U -  W I T H  T H E  C U R R E N T  E N V I R O N M E N T  IN DI3 .

T H L : DfcVl£LOfJM K N T  IT IS A L S O  N O T  " C O M / = ! 4 7 7 G L E "八S  W I T H  T H E  O B V I O U S  

P O L L U T I N G  A C T I V I T I E S  IN T H E  P O D I U M  , R I G H T  U N D E R  T H E  R E S I D E N T I A L  

D E V E L O P M E N T ,  A N D  A L S O  T H E  C O N N E C T E D  V E H I C L E  T R A F F I C ,  P L U S  T H E  S E W A G E  

T K G A T M C N T  P L A N T  A N D  T H E  P E T R O L - F I L L I N O  S T A T I O N  ,

⑹
ndo(|LHila nnd sullnWy »llod onvlrorimonlal fnc川 IIob nra provided to annum propor handling and 
dluponfil of nil wnultj# nnd wo»to wabr orlelng from proposed dovolopmentB,
T M I S  IS N O T  丁H E  CA£JI三 W I T H  ( 3 0 T H  T H E  P L A N N E D  D B  D E V E L O P M E N T S  (THIS O N E  

A N D  A L S O  >(7l-DB/2 A h i E A  (3F,)

T H E  P L A N N E D  N E W  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B  , T R A N S F E R  A N D  

D I S P O S A L  F A C I L I T I E S  A R E  C O M P L E T E L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  A N D  I L L - P L A C E D  U N D E R  A  

P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E .  A S  M E N T I O N E D  A B O V E  A N D  T H I S  W A S  A L R E A D Y  W R I T T E N  IN 

P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S .

IT IS D E F I N I T E L Y  N O T  IN T H E  C A T E G O R Y  O F  " S U IT A B L Y  S I T E D  E N V IR O N M E N T A L  

F A C I L I T I E S "

2.2,2

H  capacity oftha onvlronmont to recolv(s addlllonal dovel叩  mentB, for oxamplo, Iho capacity of 
an olrahad or water baoln to rocolve and asalmllBto roalduola or tho capacity of the envlronmont 
Infruslmcturo nuch bis eoworooo and woalQ rocoptlon facllllloa to accommodate further 
ronldunlH；
AsS W R I T T E N  A r J O V E  , D B  H A S  L I M I T E D  C A P A C I T Y  T O  A C C E P T  

A L R E A D Y  T H E  L I M I T S  R E G A R D I N G  2 5 , 0 0 0  R E S I D E N T S  I N D I C A T E  T H A T .

T H E  T P B  M U S T  N O T  F O R G E T  T H A T  S E R V I C E  F A C I L I T I E S  A R E  A L S O  S T R E S S E D  

B E C A U S E  O F  T H E  O F T E N  L A R G E  I N F L U X  O F  V I S I T O R S  A N D  T O U R I S T S  C R E A T I N G  

E N V I R O N M E N T A L  D E G R A D A T I O N  T O  T H I S  C O N F I N E D  A R E A ,  T H E  N U M B E R S  A R E  IN 

A D D I T I O N  T O  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN T H I S  P L A C E ,

Air Quality Conslderotlona

2.3.2
Air quality la affected by such factors as tho omission rate of air pollutants, the separation 
dlslnnco botwoon emission sourcoa and rocoptors, topography, height and width of buildings as 
well aa meteorology........
AS FOR AN'ON-SITE SEWAGE TREATMENT ODOURS OF DIFFERENT KIND MUST BE
CONSIDERED ALSO WHEN SLUDGE WILL BE REMOVED.
wharovor practicable, major air pollution omlttors are sited to the west or southwest of urban 
areas and now towns to lake advantage of the prevailing north-easterly winds;
D B  IS L O C A T E D  IN A  S E M I C I R C L E  O F  M O U N T A I N S  IN T H E  " B A C K " I B E C A U S E  O F  T H I S  

I M P E D I M E N T  T O  A I R - C I R C U L A T I O N  W E  A L R E A D Y  F A C E  E X T R A  A I R - P O L L U T I O N  (



M A R I N E / F E R R V  -DIES E L S ,  A I R C R A F T ,  D I S N E Y  D AILY F I R E W O R K S  , L O C A L  V E H I C L E  
T R A F F I C  )

Wfltor Quality Conoldorailona '
2,3.4

It should bo notod that thoro Ib a general shift of estuarine to ocoanlc condlllonB in a weat lo 

o b o I direction In tho coantal waters of H o n g  Kong, A n y  major dovelopmonta which are likely to 

cauBe olgnltlcant dlaruption to water circulation should bo cither avoided as far as posBlblo or 

eubjoctod to water quality modelling teats prior to the finalisation of Blto solectlon.

P L E A S E  T O  K E E P  IN M I N D ,

2,3.6

A n y  ciovolopmont which enuttou olthor conflict with tho constraints or d a m a g e  of tho roaourcoa 

and flmonlty arema flhould bo  avoldod, unl〇3a tho conflict can be reaolved oclho 丨 mposltlon of 

叩 pfoprlate devGlopmont controls Is prac丨丨c a b丨0, T h e  w a 丨er-based developments should be 

loentod Buchthat bulk wator oxch a n g o  Is maxlmlflecl.

C O N T R A R Y  T O  W H A T  T H E  A P P L I C A N T  C L A I M S  S H U E  W A T E R S  A R E  C A L M  , 

U T T L E  T I D A L - S T R E A M  - A C T 1 V I T旧 S  C A N  B E  S E E N  A N D  T H E R E  IS D E F I N I T E L Y  L I M I T E D  

D I S P E R S I V E  C A P A C I T Y .

P O L L U T I O N  F R O M  丁H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN A//M S W U i E  VVSAA/ W L L A G E  M U S T  A L S O  B E  K E P T  

IN M I N D  A N D  A D D E D  T O  T H E  S I T U A T I O N .

Wnflto M a n a g o m o n t  ConBldoratlons 

2,3.0

In 丨ho pr叩 aratlon of land ubg plans, effort should bo maclo to reserve sufficient s丨tos in suitable 
locallona for munlclpol wasto reception and transfer focllltlos,,.. A s  s o m e  uses have potential to 

cauao nulaancos and to q Iv o  riao to 8pocia丨 requirements for waste disposal and effluent 

discharge, d u o  conskJoratlon should be given to their location anci design to minimise the 

potential Impacts,

T H E  P R O P O S E D  N E W  S P A C E  U N D E R  A  P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  , 

T H E  A P P L I C A N T ' S  R E F U S E  R E C E IV IN G  S T A T IO N  P L A N N E D  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B ( IS 

T O T A L L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  F O R  T H E  P R E S E N T  A N D  M O R E S O  M U S T  0 E  F O R  T H E  F U T U R E .  

IT W A S  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  A B O U T  IT

A L S O  T H E  P L A N N E D  L I M I T E D  S P A C E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  FACILITIES C A N N O T  B E  

C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  P H I L O S O P H Y  O F  2 1 S T  C E N T U R Y  W A S T E  - H A N D L I N G  

S E P A R A T I N G  r S O R T I N G  F O R  R E C Y C L I N G  A N D  R E - U S E .

0
IN C O N C L U S I O N  I S T R O N G L Y  O B J E C T  T O  T H I S  A P P L I C A T I O N  . 

T H O M A S  G E B A U E R

T h o m a s  G e b a u e r



PVOC Comments u'rt Application number： Y/I-DB/2

Parkvale Village Owners' Committee
Comments on the Second Further Information Submitted in Support of 
Section 12A Application Number Y/I-DB/2 to amend Discovery Bay Outline 
Zoning Plan for rezoning the permissible use from staff quarters to flats at 
Area Discovery Bay.

INTRODUCTION

In April, July a n d  D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 6  w e ,  t h e  Parkvale Village O w n e r ' s  C o m m i t t e e  (PVO C ) ,  a 

b o d y  o f  o w n e r s  in Parkvale Village in D i s c o v e r y  B a y  (DB) elected t o  rep r e s e n t  t h e  interests 

o f  t h e  o w n e r s  o f  t h e  6 0 6  flats in t h e  village, s u b m i t t e d  o u r  c o m m e n t s  o n  H o n g  K o n g  Resort 

C o m p a n y  Limited's ( H K R )  Section 1 2 A  Application ' T o  A m e n d  D i s c o v e r y  B o y  O u t l in e  Z o n i n g  

P l a n  f o r  r e z o n i n g  t h e  p e r m is s i b l e  u s e  f r o m  s t a f f  q u a r t e r s  t o  f l a t s  a t  A r e a  6f, D i s c o v e r y  B a y " .  

O u r  c o m m e n t s  w e r e  a s s i g n e d  n u m b e r s  1 5 1 2  (April), 2 7 8 7  (July) a n d  5 2 9 7  ( D e c e m b e r )  b y  

t h e  T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d  (TPB).

T h i s  d o c u m e n t  includes o u r  c o m m e n t s  o n  t h e  F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  ( m a d e  available b y  the 

T P B  o n  9  D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 6 )  s u b m i t t e d  b y  H K R  o n  2 8  N o v e m b e r  2 0 1 6 .

FURTHER INFORMATION

T h e  F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  s u b m i t t e d  b y  H K R  c o m p r i s e s :

1. M a s t e r p l a n  Limited's c o v e r i n g  letter.

2. R e v i s e d  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S t u d y  (Executive S u m m a r y ,  C h a p t e r s  6 , 7  a n d  8).

3. R e v i s e d  T e c hnical N o t e  o n  W a t e r  Quality.

N o  s u b s t a n t i v e  c h a n g e  h a s  b e e n  m a d e  to t h e  F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  s u b m i t t e d  in J u n e  a n d  

O c t o b e r .

In its. c o v e r i n g  letter, M a s t e r p l a n  Limited, o n  b e h a l f  o f  H K R ,  states that tfln  s u m m a r y ,  t h e  

F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  r e la t e s  t o  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  i s s u e s :

1 . T h e  r e c e i v i n g  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  o f  t h e  e f f l u e n t  d i s c h a r g e  o f  t h e  p r o p o s e d  o n - s i t e  S e w a g e  

T r e a t m e n t  W o r k s  ( S T W )  to  e n s u r e  i n c r e a s e  i n  T o t a l  I n o r g a n i c  N i t r o g e n  ( T IN )  is 

m i n i m i s e d .

2 .  T h e  c o n t i n g e n c y  m e a s u r e  f o r  t h e  p r o p o s e d  o n - s i t e  S T W ,  b y  p r o v id in g  a n  e m e r g e n c y  

o v e r f l o w  p i p e  f r o m  t h e  p r o p o s e d  S T W  a t  A r e a  6 f  t o  e x is t in g  s e w a g e  p u m p i n g  s t a t io n  n o .  

1  ( S P S 1 )  l o c a t e d  a t  t h e  j u n c t i o n  o f  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  R o a d  a n d  D i s c o v e r y  V a lle y  R o a d ) .

3 .  T h e  m o d e l l i n g  s c e n a r i o s  o f  e f f l u e n t  d is p e r s io n .

T h e  a d d i t i o n a l  4 4 0  m 3  p e r  d a y  s e w a g e  g e n e r a t e d  b y  t h e  p r o p o s e d  r e s id e n t ia l  d e v e l o p m e n t  

i s  n o w  p r o p o s e d  t o  b e  c a t e r e d  b y  o n - s i t e  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  f a c i l i t i e s "

T h e  reality, h o w e v e r ,  w h i c h  t h e  T P B  a n d  r e l e v a n t  d e p a r t m e n t s ,  s u c h  as t h e  E P D  a n d  D S D ,  

will s e e  w h e n  t h e y  r e v i e w  this latest s u b m i s s i o n ,  is t h a t  this F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  p r o v i d e s  

n o  n e w  a n d  s ubstantial F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n .  A s  M a s t e r p l a n  L imited states, f,T h is  

i n f o r m a t i o n  c la r i f i e s  a n d  s u p p l e m e n t s  t h e  a p p l ic a t io n ,  a n d  d o e s  n o t  c o n s t i t u t e  a  m a t e r i a l  

c h a n g e  i d e n t i f i e d  in  t h e  T P B  G u i d e l i n e  N o .  3 2 " .
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Furthermore, as we have pointed out, HKR has no alternative but to build a standalone STW 
in Area 6f as the Siu Ho Wan sewage treatment facilities are not available. So a STW cannot 
be simply a proposal, it has to be a commitment, one which would be sub optimal, defective 
in many ways and not acceptable to both government and the DB community.

It is clear that HKR, through the penultimate paragraph of Masterplan Limited's covering 
letter, is making yet another attempt in its repeated appeal to government not to forget DB 
when, at some time in the future, government reviews sewage and water infrastructure for 
Lantau.

It is imperative that the TPB and all government bureaux and departments are not misled 
by the HKR statement in Masterplan Limited's letter that aln  a d d i tio n ,  t h e  p r o p o s a l  f o r  
A r e a  6 f i s  m o d e r a t e  in  s c a le , t h e  d e m a n d  o n  th e  o v e ra ll  G o v e r n m e n t  In fr a s tr u c tu r e  w o u ld  
b e  i n s ig n i f i c a n t1. This is irrelevant as government facilities are not available, and will not 
be available in the potential timeline of both the Area 6f and Area 10b projects. Public 
comments have to be submitted in accordance with TPB Guideline No. 30B ^Guidelines -  
for submission of comments on various applications under the Town Planning Ordinance” . 
The PVOC considers that this fourth submission from the PVOC has again properly 
complied with TPB Guideline No. 30B, w hereas the Submission of Further Information 
from HKR does not.

PRINCIPAL C O N C E R N S  W I T H  T H E  APPLICATION

In our previous submission, which was assigned number 5297 (December) by the TPB, we 
noted the following principal concerns which we have with HKR's proposed development of 
two 18 storey buildings, including 476 flats, of 21,600 m2 GFA on a platform created to 
accommodate a 170m2 GFA three storey 'Building:

A. Inadequate and unreliable information has been provided by HKR. E.g. HKR has 
submitted studies and papers and not impact assessments, thereby avoiding having to 
study the impact on the community and people most affected by its proposal.

B. Public Consultation is inadequate and non-transparent.
C. Consultation with all relevant government departments and bureaux has been 

inadequate and incomplete.
D. A Risk Assessment has not been undertaken.
E. HKR's responses to government department comments have been inadequate and 

evasive. It cannot be acceptable in a public consultation exercise for the applicant alone 
to decide what is commercially sensitive (re ownership of Passageway and allocation of 
undivided shares) and to keep that information from being publicly commented upon. 
All information provided by the applicant must be placed in the public domain so the 
public can comment on it. The table setting out these responses cannot be considered 
to be comprehensive.

F. Despite Annex C of the October Further Information stating in paragraph 2.1.1.4 that a 
key element of the development is the “access road", there is no information provided 
as to its construction through Parkvale village. There are many issues arising from  
unsuitable access to the site such as: the part of Parkvale Drive which is designed as a 
pedestrian pavement under BD regulations and the effect of additional construction and 
operational traffic on it; width constraints of Parkvale Drive which limit the ability of 
larger vehicles, including buses and construction vehicles, to pass one another; potential
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lack of emergency access to Parkvale Drive in the event of an accident; safety, as the 
proposed access to the site is a pedestrian area used by residents and the public; and 
HKR's lack of consideration of alternative access to the site. As pointed out above, HKR 
continues to not submit, in its Further Information, a Traffic Impact Assessment on 
Pedestrians which is listed under the Reports to be submitted.

6 . A  sewage treatment works (STW) is to be included in Area 6f with discharge directly into 
the sea next to the ferry pier using either a gravity pipe or the open nullah which is 
adjacent to Hillgrove Village. However, it is clear from HKR7s comments that the latter is 
the intended approach. Also, HKT tries to minimise the pollution impact of discharge of 
sewage into the sea whereas it w illincrea se  the TIN and TPs, thereby increasing the 
probability of, e.g., red tide in Discovery Bay waters. Not surprisingly HKR's consultants 
say that the sewage proposal w/5 considered not an efficient sewage planning strateg/ '.

H- HKR is misleading the TPB by saying there are two options re water supply but, as 
previously pointed out (since governm ent has confirmed that its facilities at the Siu Ho 
Wan W ater Treatment W orks (SHW W TW ) and the SHW  Fresh W ater Pumping Station 
are not available for the foreseeable future), there is only one, which is a potable water 
supply to be provided by re-opening, after 16 years, the DB water treatment plant and 
using water from the DB reservoir.

I. No information is provided regarding the provision of other utilities to Area 6f and how 
rt will affect Parkvale Village, despite the October Further Information Annex C 
paragraph 2.1.1.4 stating that a key elem ent of the development is the provision of 
utilities. Furthermore, there is no reference to the DB LPG gas system which has 
recently suffered an explosion w hich is the subject of investigations by EMSD and FSD.

J. Slope safety of the area, w here the two proposed 18 story buildings will be built, is 
ignored, despite Annex C paragraph 2.1.1.4 stating that a key element of the 
development is site formation. HKR continues to  ignore CEDD^s request for HKR to 
assess the geotechnical feasibility o f the proposed development and to submit a 
Geotechnical Planning Review Report (GPRR).

K. Ownership issues -  HKR's right to use Parkvale Drive as access to Area 6f is still disputed.
L. Planning controls of Discovery Bay are ignored in respect of the M aster Plan (MP) and 

Outline Zone P丨an (OZP) relationship, the 25,000 p叩 u丨ation cei丨ing and the allocation of 
undivided shares and m anagem ent units under the Deed of Mutual Covenant (DMC). 
Furthermore, HKR has a conflict of interest regarding population data, in that current 
figures are provided by its wholly owned subsidiary, DB Services M anagement Limited.

M. Diagrams and photomontages are often misleading, inaccurate and of poor quality.

W e  p r o v i d e d  further details o f  t h e s e  c o n c e r n s  in o u r  p r e v i o u s  subm i s s i o n .  R e a d e r s  o f  this

submission should also read our previous submissions if they have not already done so.

In this subm ission we address concerns arising from  H K ^ s  latest subm ission and from
HKR#s intention to build a standalone sew age treatm ent w orks in Area 6f.

SEWAGE TREATMENT

Al! the concerns and com m ents submitted to the TPB in respect of sewage treatment
processing and discharge continue to be ignored.

3
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We have, again, set out and expanded our concerns and comments in the following
sections:

A. Sewage Master Plans.
B. Standalone Sewage Treatment Works.
C. Application for Discharge Licence.
D. Discharge of S e w a g e  b y  O p e n  Nullah.

E. Effluent to be Discharged into the Sea.
F. Theoretical Modelling Scenarios of Sewage Processing and Effluent Discharge.
G. Inefficient Sewage Planning Strategy Confirmed by HKR's Consultants and no 

Environmental Impact Assessment.
H. Emergency Arrangements for when the STW Breaks Down Including Access to Pum ping  

Station No 1.
I. Sewage from the Workforce during Construction,
J. Management of the STW.
K. Capital and Operating Costs.
L. Consultation.

A. SEW AGE M ASTER PLANS

1. In 1989, a sewage disposal strategy was formulated by the Government. Since then EPD 
has produced 16 Sewage M aster Plans (SMPs) and DSD has had the role of works agent 
to implement the recommended projects to cater for the needs of the SMPs. The 16 
SM Ps have been re-grouped into 8 areas for conducting the SMP Review Studies- 8 SM P 
Reviews have been completed and these include the ^Review of Outlying Islands S M P ^ ,  

which includes DB.

2. All the HKR subm issions consistently m ake no m ention of the Outlying Islands S M P ,  

which would appear to  be because th eir sewage strategy fo r OB, as illustrated by the 
proposals fo r both Areas 6f and 10b, is inconsistent with that p*an. Therefore EPD and 
DSD have no alternative but to  reject the HKR proposal and advise the TPB  
accordingly.

B. STANDALONE SEW AGE TREATM EN T W ORKS

1. Since government facilities are not available in the foreseeable future, HKR has no 
alternative but to build a separate sewage treatment works (STW) in Area 6f, rf the 
proposed change in use is approved and if the proposed development is in fact buift. 
This means that people living in Parkvale Village would have a STV/ adjacent to them. 
HKR is not providing details of the design, its e x a a  location and how it will be managed 
and maintained. As HKR will want to minimize costs, we are concerned how adequate 
such a facility will be and the risk of its breaking down. If the TPB approves the change 
of use of Area 6f, the residents of Parkvale Village, who at no stage have been consulted 
by HKR, will be forced by HKR to live next door to a STW with all its negative aspects, 
including strong foul odours. And of course the future 1190 residents of Area 6f will also 
suffer from the same negative aspects of a STW integrated into their development.

2. It is indicative of the inadequacies of this submission, and all the previous HKR 
submissions, that there is no reference whatsoever to the DSD ^Guidelines for the 
Design of Small Sewage Treatm ent Plants* for private developments up to 2,000 
population equivalent. In preparing these guidelines DSD placed special emphasis on

4
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the problems usually found with small plants and included appropriate design safety 

considerations. These guidelines cover: general design considerations; design 

parameters; practical design a n d  installation; operation a nd maintenance; and 

environmental considerations. Following these guidelines w o u l d  have enabled HKR to 
provide a design submission in this latest Further Information which could, according 

to paragraph 2.9 of the guidelines, have included for example: key plan showing location 

of d e v e l o p m e n t  a nd effluent discharge location; plan a nd section showing the location 

of S T W  within the dev e l o p m e n t  in relation to residential units and surrounding facilities; 

process a n d  instrumentation diagrams; hydraulic profile together with supporting 

calculations; detailed process design calculations; detailed drawings with plan and 

elevation sho w i n g  plant r o o m  layout including pipe w o r k  a nd equipment; route of 

access to the plant r o o m  a n d  access within the S T W ;  ventilation an d  lighting details; 

e q u i p m e n t  schedule showing n u m b e r  of duty an d  standby units, make, m o d e l  number, 

capacity etc. (the schedule should be s h o w n  o n  the drawing); e q u i p m e n t  catalogues and 

operation/maintenance manual.

3. Although the DSD has built and operates a number of small sewage treatment facilities 
on Lantau Island and Outlying Islands, HKR has not stated the type or explained the 
design of STW  it proposes to build in Area 6f, nor has it demonstrated that any of the 
three sewage treatment processes commonly adopted by the DSD on Lantau Island is 
suitable for a site located on a steep slope and far from the sea, with a discharge point 
so close to a residential area.

4. Due to its proximity to our village, we consider that it is inappropriate to locate a STW  
in Area 6i, due to the potential smell and health h a za rd  especially as the effluent 
seem s highly likely to be discharged into an open nullah and flow  under the balconies 
of a residential building and, subsequently, into the sea adjacent to an occupied area. In 
view of the serious inadequacies and shortfall of the STW  proposal we believe that the 
DSD and EPD have no alternative but to reject the HKR proposal and advise the TPB to 
not approve the application.

C. APPLICATION FOR DISCHARGE LICENCE

1. Paragraph 6.3.1.6 of the Revised Environm ental Study glibly states.that "Moreover, the 

operation of the STW  shall also apply for a discharge licence from  the relevant authority 

before the operation of the S T W "  This is a too vague a statem ent Are the consultants 
referring to the submission of Application Form A (EPD 117); who will be responsible 
for subm itting the application; who will pay the licence fee; and what are the 
consequences if the application is rejected?

2. This aspect of the STW  requires com prehensively explaining to the TPB and, of course, 
the public since this Further Information is supposed to be subject to public 
consultation.

D. D ISCH A RG E OF SEW AGE BY OPEN NULLAH

1. HKR is still saying, as it did in its previous submissions, that discharging the treated 
sew age directly into an open nullah is still an option to be considered at the design 
stage. This 叩 en nullah is parallel to Discovery Valley Road and proceeds directly in front 
of Hillgrove Village. Therefore, every day 440 m3 per day of sewage will be flowing
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alongside approximately 200 metres of footpath/road and directly under the balconies 
of around 200 apartments in this village. This is illustrated in the following photographs.

View of the open nullah looking upstream View of the open nullah looking downstream  
pastHillgrove Village ______________________  towards Hillgrove Village___________________

2. The nullah serves the dual purpose of a storm w ater channel and as an overflow relief 
for the reservoir at the top of Discovery Valley Road. Normally it is. virtually empty, but 
during periods of rainstorm and/or reservoir discharge this nullah is full to the top. The 
addition of the sew age effluent to the storm w ater flow may cause the nullah to 
overflow or the effluent to back-up into the STW , both with serious health implications. 
This option would appear to be cheaper than building a gravity sewage pipe and it is 
considered that HKR will adopt this option whilst giving the impression to the TPB, EPD, 
etc. that it will build a gravity pipe, which would presum ably put the sewage flow  
underground.

E. EFFLUENT TO BE DISCHARGED INTO TH E SEA

1. HKR is proposing to discharge treated sewage from  Area 6f into the marine waters 
adjacent to the ferry pier without the need of a marine outfall. The outlet is adjacent to 
a pedestrian walkway, residential buildings and a shopping centre, which HKR is about to 
build, and is located only 280 metres from a public bathing beach. This is an artificially 
made beach fronting the very shallow and silted Tai Pak Wan. The proposal for the 
discharge of effluent into a shallow seabed, adjacent to a pedestrian walkway, 
residential buildings and a shopping centre and 280m from a bathing beach, boardwalk 
restaurants and ferry pier is environmentally unacceptable and will encourage toxic red 
tides as well as concentrations of E. coli.

2. W e are extremely concerned about the effluent being discharged into the sea in DB. 
Although the effluent will have been treated, it will have a high concentration of 
nutrients which has been scientifically proven to encourage growth of harmful algae 
("red tides"), particularly in shallow coastal areas {see page 170 of ''Harmful Algae",
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volume 9, issue 10, 2010 of 'Elsevier') and, as the prevailing winds com e from the east, 
blowing onto DB, such harmful algae would not dissipate easily.

3. T h e  w a t e r  quality assessment notes that for the w h o l e  of H o n g  K o n g  waters adjacent to

the Pearl River Delta and including the waters around DB that the Total Inorganic 
Nitrogen (TIN) already exceeds the WQO. We would not dispute this, but this does not 
justify  H K ^ s  intention to increase the suspended solids and E-Coli content of the 
sew age plum e in the very publicly exposed w aters and beaches of Tai Pak W an.

4. In previous submissions, HKR tried to downplay the occurrence of red tides despite the 
discharge of more TINs and TPs which will increase the probability of more red tides. 
The latest Further Information has omitted references in the previous version to TP 
(referred to as Total Particulates in the Executive Sum m ary of the Environmental Study 
and as Total Phosphorous in the Technical Note) and to red tides.

5. The Further Information subm itted by HKR in October included the following:

a. Executive Sum m ary -  " T h e  d i s c h a r g e  c o n c e n t r a t io n  h a s  t h e r e f o r e  b e e n  r e d u c e d  a s  

m u c h  a s  p r a c tic a b le  to  e n s u r e  t h a t  t h e  in c r e a s e  in  TIN  a n d  T o ta l  P a r t ic u la te s  (TP ) a re  
m in im iz e d .  W ith  t h e  d i s c h a r g e  s ta n d a r d ,  t h e  N i t r o g e n  (N )  t o  P h o s p h o r u s  (P ) r a t io  is  

m a i n t a i n e d  g r e a t e r  t h a n  1 8 ,1 .  H e n c e  t h e  o c c u r r e n c e  o f  r e d  t i d e s  w i l l  b e  u n l i k e l y / '

b. 6.3.1.5 -  t4T h e  c o m p u t e d  N :  P  r a t io  c o n c lu d e d  t h a t  t h e  p o s s ib i l i t y  o f  h a v in g  r e d  t id e  
is  s t i l l  lo w .^

c. 6.4.1.1; 7.3.1.4; 8.1.2.1 -  ftT h e  d i s c h a r g e  c o n c e n t r a t io n  h a s  t h e r e f o r e  b e e n  r e d u c e d  

o s  m u c h  o s  p r a c t ic a b le  to  e n s u r e  t h a t  t h e  in c r e a s e  in  T IN  a n d  TP  a r e  m in im i z e d .  W ith  

t h e  d i s c h a r g e  s ta n d a r d ,  t h e  N  t o  P  r a t i o  i s  m a i n t a i n e d  g r e a t e r  t h a n  1 8 .1 .  H e n c e  t h e  

o c c u r r e n c e  o f  r e d  t i d e s  w i l l  b e  u n l i k e l y / f

6. The -text in bold does not appear in the latest version of the Environm ental Study 
submitted by HKR on 28 Novem ber 2016. W hy would HKR delete this text if the 
" o c c u r r e n c e  o f  r e d  t id e s  w ill  b e  u n l i k e l / ’l  Thus the previous version tried to dow nplay  
the likely occurrence of red tides, w h ilst the om ission o f the references to red tides in 
the latest version im plies that w hat w as stated in the p revious version w as incorrect, 
and that w e, and governm ent, should be concerned about the discharge of the sew age  
Into the sea increasing the likelihood of red tides occurring.

7. The conclusions in the Technical Note that ut h e  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  in  t h e  v ic in i ty  o f  m a r in e -  

b a s e d  W S R s  w o u ld  b e  in  c o m p l ia n c e  w i th  W Q O s  in  S S , £  c o li  a n d  U IA 1* are based on 
modelled measurements at W SR 07 (Tai Pak Peninsula CPA), 270 m etres from  the 
sewage discharge point. This ignores the fact that the area of the sea into which the 
sewage would be discharged should also be considered to be a W SR. This area is 
adjacent to a pedestrian walkway, residential buildings and a shopping centre which HKR 
is about to build, as the following picture dem onstrates:

7
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W ould HKR's conclusions have been the sam e if it had m odelled m easurem ents at the 
sew age discharge outlet instead of 270 m etres from  it?

F. TH EO RETICA L M O DELLIN G  SCEN A R IO S OF SEW A G E PRO CESSIN G  AN D  EFFLU EN T  
DISCHARGE

1. The consultants have not undertaken a sensitivity analysis regarding their various 
calculations, nor a risk assessm ent as to environm ental aspects, daily operations and 
em ergency arrangem ents of a STW . In addition, there is no m ention of the assum ptions  
and lim itations as to their approach to m odelling. In a public consultation exercise there  
should be a laym an^ guide to the scientific and m athem atical acceptability of their 
approach (and its quality), since, w ithout this, the vast m ajority of the public are unlikely  
to understand and to be able to com m ent on the approach.

2. The m odelling scenario is described in section 4.3 of the Revised Technical Note on 
W ater Quality subm itted in the latest Further Information. The effluent dispersion  
scenarios are stim ulated by a near-field model, CORM IX. The key inputs to CORM1X 
include outfall configuration, am bient current speed, vertical density profile and effluent 
flow rate. As this latest Further Inform ation m erely repeats the sam e scenarios, with the 
sam e key inputs and assum ptions, as in the O ctober Further Inform ation, the results are 
naturally the sam e! (Appendix D CORM IX m odel is sam e as in October). How ever, HKR 
has deleted references to the likelihood of red tide which was m entioned in the O ctober 
Further Inform ation, with no explanation as to why. This is unprofessional and 
m isleading. Furtherm ore, there is no m ention by the consultants as to w hy this type of 
m odel was used and its reliability.

3. Paragraph 4.3.1.2 of the Technical Note on W ater Quality states MThe exit o f  the gravity 
sew age pipe into seo is near surfaced  How ever, in each of the CO RM IX scenarios, under

8
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" B u o y a n c y  a s se s sm e n t* , it is stated that HThe e f f lu e n t  d en s ity  is less than  the  
s u rro u n d in g  a m b ie n t  w a te r  d e n s ity  a t  th e  d isch a rg e  level. Therefore, th e  e ff lu e n t  is 
POSITIVELY B U O Y A N T  a n d  w iil  t e n d  to  r fse  to w a r d s  th e  s u r fa c e d  This means that the 
sewage effluent will be very visible near and on the sea surface, as Illustrated in the 
above photograph. It is essential that EPO investigates this finding and concludes that it 
is not acceptable.

4. The results of the modelling scenario are set oOt in Appendix D ^CORMIX m o d e l o u tp u t1 
to the Revised Technical Note on Water Quality and, as mentioned in paragraph F2 
above, are exactly the same as in the October Further Information. To the layman, the 
resglts are probably difficult to understand. However, what is not difficult to understand 
is the standard statement at the end of each of the CORM1X reports, which is the 
u REM INDER: T h e  u s e r  m u s t  ta k e  n o t e  t h a t  H Y D RO D YN AM IC MODELLING b y  a n y  k n o w n  
t e c h n iq u e  i s  N O T  A N  EXACT SC IE N C E .

5. T h e  full n a m e  of the m o d e l  is wCO/?/W/X M/X/A/G.ZO/Vf £XP£/?7"5/STT/W Vers/on 5.0G7*
H Y D R O l: V e rs io n S .O .l.O  D e c e m b e r , 2 0 0 7 " . It is difficult to understand why a 9 year old 
version of this model was used and this aspect should be investigated by EPD. With 
modelling science, it is normal for there to be at least some updates, over a period of 9 
years, as a result of its usage, empirical testing and improvements of software, in this 
context it is noted that CORMIX versions 9 and 10 were released in September 2014 and 
July 2016 respectively. EPD must investigate why the Consultants have not used up to 
date modelling software which should be a standard requirement for any study.

G. INEFFICIENT SEWAGE PLANNING STRATEGY CONFIRMED BY HKR#S CONSULTANTS AND 
NO ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

1. In its Application and Further Information of June and October, HKR's consultants have 
said:

a. In paragraph 6.2.iii of its original application, that " a lte rn a tiv e  o n -site  s e w a g e  
t r e a tm e n t  p la n t  c o u ld  b e  p ro v id e d , e i th e r  o t  A re a  6 f  o r  A rea  10b. This is n o t  
p re fe r red , h a v in g  n u m e r o u s  S T W  in  th e  a re a  is c o n s id e re d  to  be  in e ffec tiv e  in 
a ch ie v in g  e c o n o m ie s  f o r  s c a le  f o r  th e  in fra s tr u c tu r e  a n d  la n d  area " . Furthermore,, 
paragraph 5.6.2.2 of HKR’s Study on Drainage, Sewerage and Water Supply Systems
for Area 6f notes that "T h is  S T W  w ill  t r e a t  s e w a g e  o n ly  f r o m  2  s in g le  re s id e n tia l  
to w e r s  f o r  4 7 6  u n i ts  a t  A r e a  6 f  s o  i t  is  c o n s id e r e d  n o t  a n  e ff ic ie n t  s e w a g e  p la n n in g  
s t r a t e g y .  Paragraph 5.6.4.1 also notes that a local STW may cause ua n  o ffe n s iv e  

s m e l t  a n d  is h e a l th  hazard**.

b. ''T h is a d d itio n a l  e f f l u e n t  w o u ld  h a v e  Im p a c ts  o n  b o th  w a te r  q u a lity  a n d  m a r in e  
e c o lo g y . A ll th e s e  w o u ld  r e q u ire  a  q u a n t i ta t iv e  w a te r  q u a lity  m o d e l  to  b e  e s ta b lish e d  
f o r  a s s e s s m e n t  a s  p a r t  o f  th e  s u b s e q u e n t  ElAn. (June Revised Environmental Study,
6.3.1.3). Furthermore, in the October Further Information there is no reference to a 
subsequent Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA^ which likely means that the 
subject of an EIA has been dropped. Logically there should be a full scale EIA as part 
of this Section 12A application.

c. Building a STW in Area 6f is still sub-optimum in its October submission. Since the 
consultant has again in the October Further Information Annex G ''R ev ised  S tu d y  on  

D ra in a g e , S e w a g e  a n d  W a te r  S u p p l/* , paragraph 5.61.4, stated that aA s  th is  n e w  
D B S T W  w ill  o n ly  t r e a t  s e w a g e  f r o m  2  s in g le  r e s id e n tia l  to w e r s  f o r  4 7 6  u n its  a t  A re a
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6 f so th is  decentra lized  schem e Is considered n o t an efficien t sew a g e  planning  
s tra te g y >,.

H. E M E R G E N C Y  A R R A N G E M E N T S  FOR W H E N  THE S T W  BREAKS D O W N  INCLUDING 

ACCESS T O  P U M P I N G  STATION NO. 1

1* N o  mention was m a d e  In H K R #s first and second submissions of what would happen to 

the sewage in the event that the S T W  broke down. Only in Its third and fourth 

submissions w a s  the subject of emergency arrangements addressed. These include: 

dual feed power supply for the STW; ''suitable backup*' of the S T W  treatment process 

(but no information as to what is suitable); and connecting the gravity sewage pipe to 

the existing sewage system at Pumping Station N o  1 (to be only used during 

emergencies), which would feed the sewage to the existing system (i.e. to Siu Ho W a n  

STW), and, as backup, the m o v e m e n t  of sewage by 36 sewage tanker vehicles per day to 

the Siu H o  W a n  STW,

2. Connection to the existing sewage system is clearly most likely to be used once and then 

left on permanently, since there is no description of h o w  this action would be managed 

(hence making unapproved use of the government Siu Ho W a n  facilities) as the existing 

D B  Services Ma n a g e m e n t  Limited (as illustrated by its day to day performance) is both 

manag e m e n t  and engineering severely challenged.

3. Government cannot allow such a connection since it would be an open invitation to 

abuse and illegally use the S H W S T W .

4. Also the only access to Pumping Station No. 1 (and especially relevant during 

emergencies) is currently blocked by the area around the pumping station being illegally 

used for vehicular parking. The lands Department has recently requested HKR to stop 

the parking as this area should only be used for the purposes related to the operation of 

the p u m p  house. H K R  should have advised its consultants about this situation when 

issuing its instructions. Therefore it is necessary that this issue of access be addressed 

by H K R  and the Lands Department.

5. M o v e m e n t  of sewage by truck is clearly unacceptable in a modern city environment, 

especially as it would require 36 sewage tanker vehicles a day to remove the sewage to 

the Siu H o  W a n  STW, and is inconsistent with government's efforts to modernise sewage

‘ treatment and disposal in Hong Kong. The 36 truck calculation is considered to be more 

representative than the calculation in paragraph 6.3.2.1 of the latest Further 

Information which implies that sewage will only be moved on the basis of a quarter of a 

day's sewage being m o v e d  in 6 hours. Furthermore, HKR has been told that it cannot. 

feed the sewage to the Siu H o  W a n  STW.

6. In addition, H K R  has not mentioned anything about emergency arrangements in the 

event of the open nullah discharge approach being taken. This would probably involve 

the 36 trucks per day travelling through Parkvale village and Discovery Bay going to the 

Siu H o  W a n  STW, which H K R  does not have approval to use for this sewage.

I, S E W A G E  F R O M  W O R K F O R C E  D U R I N G  C O N S T R U C T I O N

1. All of Parkvale Village will be affected by the proposed method of sewage generated 

from the workforce during the development of Area 6f. Paragraph 6.2.1.3 of the latest 

Further Information states that portable chemical toilets will be used by the
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construction workforce. This is dismissed as a minor issue, but is expected to persist for 
some two to two and a half years. Those who have experience with construction sites 
will know that, firstly, never enough portable toilets are provided and that construction 
workers urinate all over the site and, secondly, and more importantly, that, when 
pumping the sewage from the toilets into tanker trucks, a substantial release of 
pollutant fumes and very unpleasant and pervasive odours are released into the local 
atmosphere. These will create both a health hazard and a serious despoliation of the 
quality of life of the residents in the adjacent Parkvale Village.

J. M ANAGEM ENT OF THE STW

1. There is no explanation as to how the STW  will be managed in respect of both day to 
day operations and em ergency situations. In the DSD guidelines (referred to in section 
B above) it is stated in paragraphs 5.1/2 that ''In  s e le c t i n g  th e  t y p e  o f  t r e a t m e n t  p ro c e ss ,  
t h e  d e s ig n e r s  s h o u ld  t a k e  d u e  c o n s id e r a tio n  o f  t h e  a v a ila b ili ty  o f  c o m p e t e n t  o p e r a to r s .  
O n ly  c o m p e t e n t  te c h n ic ia n s  s h o u ld  b e  a s s ig n e d  to  o p e r a te  t h e  STP. T h e  o p e r a to r  s h o u ld  
b e  f u l l y  c o n v e r s a n t  w i th  t h e  r e c o m m e n d e d  o p e r a t in g  p r o c e d u r e s  a s  s t i p u la t e d  in th e  
o p e r a tio n  a n d  m a in t e n a n c e  m a n u a r .

2. Would Discovery Bay Services M anagem ent Limited, the wholly owned subsidiary of HKR 
which manages DB, employ additional staff capable of m anaging a STW  or would it use 
existing staff which have no relevant experience? HKR should be required to state how 
it wiH ensure that the STW  in Area 6f, and that in Area 10b, would be operated safely 
and efficiently.

K. CA PITA L A ND OPERATING COSTS

1. HKR makes no reference in its Further Information that all the capital and operating 
costs arising from the proposed STW  in Area 6f together with the gravity sewage pipe to 
the sea at the Plaza wHI be met by either HKR and/or the undivided shareholders of the 
Area 6f proposed development- HKR should be required to confirm  that al! capital and 
operating costs arising from  the proposed STW  in Area 6f and the gravity sewage pipe 
or use of the nullah will be borne by HKR and/or the undivided shareholders of Area 6f 
proposed developm ent.

2. Also the residents of Parkvale Village and other villages in Discovery Bay should not 
have to suffer the disturbance of laying the gravity sew age pipe or the connection to 
the open nullah.

L. CONSULTATION

1. The above approach to sewage treatm ent and discharge has not been explained by HKR 
to the wider community of DB. In view of this deficient and sub-optim um  approach 
(and the sam e approach is to be adopted for Area 10b with sewage to be directly 
discharged into the sea at Nim Shue Wan), HKR is guilty of abusing the so called public 
consultation process and displaying a complete disregard for modem  sewage treatment 
and discharge practices and DSD guidelines as developed so diligently over the last 30 
years by governm ent, namely EPD# WSD and DSD and their respective policy bureaux.

C O N C L U S I O N

W e (the Parkvale Village Owners Committee representing the Owners of Parkvale Village,
which fs adjacent to Area 6f and through which all traffic to Area 6f would pass) continue to

PVOC Comments on Application number: Y/I-DB/2
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be surprised and disappointed that no Government Department, nor HKR, appears to have 
considered the adverse impact of the proposed development on the owners and residents 
of Parkvale Village, especially the totally unacceptable and sub optima! commitment to 
build a standalone STW with discharge by open nullah directly past apartments and Into 
the sea. In view of the serious inadequacies and shortfall of the STW and discharge 
proposal we believe that the DSD and EPD have no alternative but to reject the HKR 
proposal and advise the TPB to not approve the application.

As clearly demonstrated in not only this submission but in all our submissions, HKR's 
application continues to be deficient in many ways. So again, we consider that the Town 
Planning Board is in no other position than to reject H K ^ s application to rezone Area 6f.

We again encourage the Town Planning Board to visit the site and meet residents. In doing 
so, many of the issues highlighted in this report would be evident.

S ig n e d  o n  b e h a l f  o f  th e  PVOC: . D ate:

29 December 2016

Mr. Kenneth J. Bradley J.P.

Parkvale Village Owners Committee Chairman
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主旨：

tpbpd

chan garth | _____________ ____
30日12月2016年星期五1 1 :0  
tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk 

Re 10B發展

5814

本人居住愉景灣差不多1 6年搬人愉景灣的原因是因為這裏非常大自然，既有綠化槪環境亦有寧靜嘅海灣 

我們的樂土現在起了變化-興業發展1 0 B地段，原有的綠化環境，寧靜嘅海灣改建成人石屎森林！我的景 

觀完全被摧毀！

我希望興業停止這項工程，停止破壞完有原居地點的撲素！ ~

愉景灣居民 

陳承峰上.
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寄件者： 

寄件曰期 : 

收件者： 

主旨：

tpbpd

30曰12月 5 8 1 5
tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk .
Section 12A Application No. YA-DB/3 A rea 10b, L ot 385 R P  &  Ext (P a n )  in D .D. 352, Discovery Bay O bjection  to  the Subm ission by the 

A pplicant on 28.11.2016

The Secretariat
Town Planning Board
15/F, North P oin t Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point
(Via email: tpbpd@ pland.g〇v.hk)

Dear Sirs,
Section 12A A p p lica tio n  No. Y/I-DB/3
A rea 10b, L o t 385 R P  & Ext (ParO  in D.D. 352, Discovery Bay 
O bjection to th e  Subm ission by the A pp lican t on 28.11.2016

I refer to the  Response to Com ments submitted by the consultant for Hong Kong Resort (ttHKR>,), M asterplan Limited 
(ctM asterplan,5), to  address the departmental comments regarding the captioned application on 28th N ovem ber 2016.

Please k indly  note that I strongly object to the submission regarding the proposed developm ent o f  the lot. M y m ain reasons o f  
objection on th is  particular submission are listed as follows:-

i. I strongly  reject the claim  in the 3rd submission m ade in response to Paragraph #10 comm ents from  the D istrict Lands Office 
(ccDLOn) that the applicant (HK R) has the absolute right to develop Area 10b.

M asterplan is totally  w rong to assum e that ownership o f  undivided shares ipso facto gives the applicant the absolute right to develop 
A rea 10b. The right o f  the applicant to develop or redevelop any part o f  the lot is restricted by the L and G rant dated 10 Septem ber, 
1976; b y  th e  M aster Plan identified at Special Condition #6 o f  the Land Grant; and by  the Deed o f  M utual C ovenant (ttD M C >,) dated 
30 Septem ber, 1982.

Upon the  execution o f  the DM C , the  lot was divided into 250,000 equal undivided shares. To date, m ore than  100,000 o f  these 
undivided shares have been assigned by  H K R  to other owners and to the M anager. The rights and obligations o f  a ll owners o f  
undivided shares in the lot are s p e e d e d  in the  DMC. H K R has no rights separate from  other owners excep t as specified in the DM C.

A rea 10b form s the "Service A rea", as defined in the DM C and shown on the M aster Plan. As per the  D M C , the defin ition  o f  City 
Com m on A reas includes the following:

"...such part or parts o f the Service Area as shall be used for the benefit o f the City. These City Common Areas together with 
those City Retained Areas as defined and these City Common Facilities as defined form the entire nReserved Portion" and 
uMinimum Associated Facilities" mentioned in the Conditions.n

Special C ondition 10(a) o f  the Land G rant states that H K R m ay not dispose o f  any p art o f  the lot or the  buildings thereon unless 
they have entered into a D eed o f M utual Covenant. Furtherm ore, Special Condition 10(c) states:
广 “(c) In the Deed o f Mutual Covenant referred to in (a) hereof, the Grantee shall:

(i) Allocate to the Reserved Portion an appropriate number o f undivided shares in the lot or, as the case may be, cause 
the sarne to be carved out from the lot, which Reserved Portion the Grantee shall not assign, except as a whole to the 
Grantee’s subsidiary company…”

As such, the  applicant m ay not assign the Reserved Portion -  w hich includes the Service A rea defined in the  DM C and show n on 
the M aster Plan -  except as a whole to the G rantee 's (H K R ss) subsidiary company. T h u s, H K R  has n o  r ig h t  w h a tso ev e r to  
develop th e  Serv ice A rea (A rea 10b) fo r  residen tia l hou sin g  fo r  sale to  th ird  p a rtie s .

It will a lso  be noted from the foregoing that H K R m ay either allocate an appropriate num ber o f  undiv ided  shares to  the R eserved 
Portion, o r  carve same out from the lot. According to the D M C (Section III, C lause 6), H K R shall a llocate Reserve Undivided 
Shares to  the Service Area. However, there is no evidence in the Land Registry that H K R has a llocated any Reserve U ndivided 
Shares to  the Service Area. Thus, it is moot w hether H K R  is actually the usole land ow ner" o f  A rea 10b. T he entire proposal to 
develop A rea  10b for sale o r lease to third parties is unsound. The Town Planning B oard  should reject the application forthwith.

2. P ursuant to Clause 7 under Section I o f  the DM C, every  O w ner (as defined in the DM C) has th e  right and liberty to  go pass 
and repass over and along and use A rea 10b for all purposes connected w ith the p roper use and enjoym ent o f  the sam e subject to the 
City R ules (as defined in the DM C). This has effectively granted over tim e an easem ent that cannot be extinguished. The Applicant 
has failed to consult or seek proper consent from  the co-ow ners o f  the lot p rio r to this unilateral application. The property rights o f  
the ex isting  co-owners, i.e. all property owners o f  the lot, should be fully m aintained, secured and respected .
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3. In response to D L O ' s  c o m m e n t  #9 in the 3 rd submission, w h i c h  advised "The Applicant shall prove that there are sufficient 

undivided shares retained b y  t h e m  for allocation to the proposed development", Masterplan stated " T h e  applicant has responded to 

District Lands Office directly via H K R ' s  letter to D L O  dated 3 A u g  2016."

A s  the lot is under a D M C ,  it is u n s o u n d  for H K R  to c o m m u n i c a t e  in secret to the D L O  and withhold information o n  the allocation 

of undivided shares fr o m  the other owners. T h e  other owners have a direct interest in the allocation, as any misallocation will 

directly affect their property rights.

T h e  existing allocation of undivided shares is far from clear and m u s t  be reviewed carefully. A t  page 7 of the D M C ,  only 56,500 

undivided shares were allocated to the Residential Development. W i t h  the completion of N e o  Horizon Village in the year 2000,

H K R  exhausted all of the 56,500 Residential Devel o p m e n t  undivided shares that it held under the D M C .

H K R  has provided no account of the source of the undivided shares allocated to all developments since 2000. In the case of the 

Siena T w o  A  development, it appears fro m  the Green vale S u b - D M C  and Siena T w o  A  S u b - S u b  D M C  that Retained Area Undivided 

Shares were improperly allocated to the Siena T w o  A  development. A s  such，the owners of Siena T w o  A  do not hav^ 

their units under the D M C .

The Town Planning Board cannot allow H K R  to hide behind claims of “commerciai sensitivity” and keep details of the allocation of
undivided shares secret. If the applicant is unwilling to release its letter to the D L O  dated 3 August, 2016, for public c o m m e n t ,  the 

Board should reject the application outright.

4. T h e  disruption, pollution and nuisance caused b y  the construction to the immediate residents a n d  property ow n e r s  nearby is 

and will be substantial. This the submission has not addressed this point.

5. T h e  proposed land reclamation and construction of over sea decking with a width of 9 - 3 4 m  poses environmental hazard to the 

immediate rural natural surroundings. There are possible sea pollution issues posed b y  the proposed reclamation. T h e  D L O ss 

c o m m e n t  #5 in the 3rd submission advised that the proposed reclamation <cpartly falls within the water previously gazetted vide G.N. 

593 on 10.3.1978 for ferry pier and submarine outfall,5 A s  such, the area has not been gazetted for reclamation, contrary to the 

claims m a d e  in the Application that all proposed reclamation had previously been approved. T h e  T o w n  Planning B o a r d  should 

reject the Application unless and until this error is corrected. T h e  T o w n  Planning B o a r d  should further specify the n e e d  for a full 

Environmental Impact Assessment as required under the Foreshore and Seabed (Reclamations) Ordinance (Cap. 127).

6. T h e  T o w n  Planning Boa r d  should also note that the development approved under the existing Outline Z o n i n g  Plan (S/I-DB/4) 

w o u l d  already see the population of D B  rise to 25,000 or more. T h e  current application w o u l d  increase the population to over 

30,000. T h e  original stipulated D B  population of 25,000 should be fully respected as the underlying infrastructure cannot support 

the substantial increase in population implied b y  the submission. W a ter Supplies Department a n d  the Environmental Protection 

Department have raised substantive questions o n  the viability of the proposals o n  fresh water supply a n d  s e w a g e  disposal contained 

in the Application, and H K R  has not responded adequately to their concerns. T h e  proposed s e w a g e  treatment in the 4 th submission is 

unacceptable in view of its design, visual and environmental impact to the immediate surrounding.

7. T h e  proposed felling of 168 mature trees in Area 10b is an ecological disaster, and poses a substantial environmental impact 

to the immediate natural setting. T h e  proposal is unacceptable and the proposed tree preservation plan or the tree compensatory 

proposals, are totally unsatisfactory.

8. I strongly disagree with the applicant's statement in item E.6 of R t C  in the 3rd submission that the existing buses parks in Area 

10b open space are "extremely eyesores". W e  respect that Are a  10b has been the backyard of Peninsula Village for years an d  are 

satisfied with the existing use and operation m o d e s  of Area 10b, and w o u l d  prefer there will be n o  change to A e  existing land use or 

operational m o d e s  of Ar e a  10b.

9. T h e  proposed extensive fully enclosed p o d i u m  structure to house the bus depot, the repair w o rkshops and R C P  are 

unsatisfactory and w o u l d  cause operational health and safety hazard to the workers within a fully enclosed structure, especially in 

view of those polluted air and volatile gases emitted and the potential noise generated within the compou n d s .  T h e  proponent should 

carry out a satisfactory environmental impact assessment to the operational health and safety hazard of the workers within the fully 

enclosed structure and propose suitable mitigation measures to minimize their effects to the workers and the residents nearby.

10. T h e  proposed removal of helipad for emergency use from Ar e a  10b is undesirable in view of its possible urgent use fdr rescue 

and transportation of the patients to the acute hospitals due to the rural and remote setting of Discovery Bay. This proposal should 

not be accepted without a proper re-provisioning proposal b y  the applicant to the satisfaction of all property owners of D B .



11, I strongly disagree with the applicant's response in item (b) of U D & L ,  PlanD's c o m m e n t  in R t C  that the proposed 4 m  wid e  

waterfront promenade is an improvement to the existing situation of A r e a  10b. T h e  proposed narrow p r o m e n a d e  lacking o f  adequate 

landscaping or shelters is unsatisfactory ia view of its mral and natural setting.

12. T h e  Application has not s h o w n  that the relocation of the dangerous g o o d  store to another part o f  the lot is viable. A n y  proposal 

to r e m o v e  the existing dangerous goods store to another part of the lot should be ac c o m p a n i e d  b y  a full study and plan s h o w i n g  that 

the relocation is viable.

Unless a n d  until the applicant is able to provide detailed responses to each the c o m m e n t s  for further review a n d  c o m m e n t ,  the application 

for Are a  10b should be withdrawn.

Date: 30th D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 6

N a m e  o f  Discovery B a y  O w n e r  / Li H o  Chi n g  C a r m e n  5815

Address:
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Carmen Li |
30日12月2016年星期五12:55 
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
APPLICATION Y/1DB/3 Area 10b The Town Planning Boai'd: Application Y/IDB/3 Area 10b 1

5816

T h e  S e c r e t a r i a t  
T ow n P l a n n i n g  B o a r d
1 5 / F ,  N o r t h  P o i n t  G o v e r n m e n t O f f i c e s  
3 3 3  J a v a  R o a d , N o r t h  P o i n t  
( V i a  e m a i l ： tp b p d @ p la n d . g o v . h k )

D e a r  S i r s ,

S u b j e c t :  APPLICATION Y /I D B /3  A r e a  1 0 b  T h e Town P la n n i n g  B o a r d :  A p p l i c a t i o n  Y / I -  
D B /3  A r e a  10b  1 .

I  s t r o n g l y  o b j e c t  t o  t h e  p l a n n e d  d e v e lo p m e n t  a s  p r e s e n t e d  b y  t h e  H on g  
K on g  R e s o r t  C om pany ,
w ho w i t h  t h o u s a n d s  o f  o w n e r s  a r e  b o u n d  t o g e t h e r  b y  a  D e e d  o f  M u tu a l C o v e n a n t .

2 .  j |^ ^ c o v e r y  B ay  (DB) i s  a  UNIQUE d e v e lo p m e n t  i n  H ong K ong . W h ic h  i s  i s o l a t e d  fr o m  H ong  
K on g  a n d  o n l y  a c c e s s i b l e  t h r o u g h  o n e  t u n n e l  a n d  b y  f e r r y .

S p e c i a l  r u l e s  a p p l y  i n / f o r  t h e  a r e a ,  a s  l a i d  down i n  a  DMC . O w n ers i n  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  a n d  
t o  a
c e r t a i n  e x t e n t  a l s o  r e s i d e n t s  i n  DB m u s t  t h e r e f o r e  g e t  a  r e c o g n i s e d  v o i c e  a n d  s p e c i a l  a t t e  
n t i o n
f r o m  t h e  Town P l a n n i n g  B o a r d  (TPB) w h en  m a jo r  c h a n g e s  w h ic h  w i l l  a f f e c t  t h e  e n v ir o n m e n t  a n  
d
t h e  w ay o f  l i f e  a r e  p r o p o s e d  f o r  t h i s  s p e c i a l  e n c l a v e / e n v i r o n m e n t  a s  d o n e  b y  t h e  、、 r e g i s t  
e r e d  o w n e r "  t h e  H on g  k o n g  R e s o r t  C o . L t d ,  (HKR) ，

T h e  TPB m u s t  a l s o  s e r i o u s l y  c o n s i d e r  t h a t  t h e  s m a l l  o w n e r s  i n  DB ( r o u g h l y  8 . 0 0 0  h o u s e s / f  1 
a t s
a r e  c o n c e r n e d )  a r e  n o t  p e r m i t t e d  t o  fo r m  a n  O w n ers C o r p o r a t io n  w h i c h  c o u l d  g i v e  a  c l e a r  v o  
i c e
t o  t h e  TPB a s  w h a t  a r e  t h e  w i s h e s  o f  t h e  m any DB o w n e r s ,  l e a v i n g  a s i d e  t h e  v a r i o u s  l a r g e ,  
m a i n l y  c o m m e r c ia l  e n t i t i e s  a n d  s p a c e s  ow n ed  b y  t h e  d e v e l o p e r ,  t h e  HKR •

3 .
D u ^ : o  t h i s  u n iq u e  s i t u a t i o n ,  a n y  c h a n g e s  m u st  b e  j u d g e d  b y  t h e  TPB /  PLAND w i t h  a  h o l i s t i  
c  i n  m ind  ; t h i s  p r o p o s e d  d e v e lo p m e n t  a s  w e l l  a s  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  Y / I -
DB/*2 A r e a  6 f  c a n n o t  b e
j u d g e d  s o l e l y  o n  t h e i r  own b u t  h ow  i t  a l s o  w i l l  a f f e c t  t h e  w h o le  e n v ir o n m e n t  i n  D i s c o v e r y  
B a y
a n d  w h e t h e r  a l l  t h e  DB s e r v i c e  f a c i l i t i e s  a r e  s u f f i c i e n t  t o  s u p p o r t  s u c h  d e v e l o p m e n t s .  S o  
i t  i s
IMPERATIVE , b e s i d e s  l o o k i n g  a t  e a c h  a p p l i c a t i o n  s e p a r a t e l y  t h e  TPB m u s t  a l s o  l o o k  a t  
b o t h  a p p l i c a t i o n s  o f  t h e  HKR t o g e t h e r  t o  m ake a  g o o d  j u d g e m e n t  w h a t  t h e y  a s k  DB 
o w n e r s  a n d  r e s i d e n t s  t o  " b e a r " .

4 I n  a r e a  10b  sa m e a s  i t  i s  p r o p o s e d  i n  a r e a  6 f  -  
t o  b u i l t  a  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  p l a n t  q u a s i  '、〇n

s i t e ” i n  t h e  m id s t  o f  a  r e s i d e n t i a l  d e v e lo p m e n t  a n d  t h e  e f f l u e n t  i s  p la n n e d  t o  b e  d i s c h a r g  
e d  i n t o
t h e  WATER BASIN OF NIM SHUE WAN B a y  m u s t  b e  c o n s i d e r e d  a s  h i g h l y  " s e n s i t i v e "  i n  t h e  
l e a s t .
We a r e  l i v i n g  i n  t h e  2 1 s t  c e n t u r y  a n d  Town P la n n in g  m u s t  b e  a  f o r w a r d  l o o k i n g  e n d e a v o u r  •
T o u s  i t  i s  o u t r a g e o u s  t o  e v e n  c o n s i d e r  i n  '' A s i a ' s  W o rld  C i t y  t o  p u t  n o w a d a y s  a  s e w a g e  
t r e a t m e n t  p l a n t  i n t o  a  new  r e s i d e n t i a l  d e v e lo p m e n t  • (T h e r e  w a s a n  o l d  s e w a g e -  
t r e a t m e n t  p l a n t
a t  t h i s  p r o p o s e d  l o c a t i o n ,  h o w e v e r  b u i l t  d e c a d e s  a g o  w h en  t h i s  a r e a  w a s  a  l a r g e  s e r v i c e  a r  
e a  t
b u s  s t a t i o n ,  r e p a i r  s h o p s ,  w a s t e  h a n d l i n g  a n d  t h e  l i k e  • • • • q u a s i  c o m m e r c ia l  a c t i v i t i e s  )
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工 ti should Ids  d e m a n d e d  t h a t  t h i s  a p p l i c a t i o n  /  d e v e l o p m e n t  3>s w e l l  a s  Y / 工D B /2  3.3TS3. 6 f  t o  b e  
d e f e r r e d  a l r e a d y  o n  t h e  g r o u n d s  o f  t h e  s e w a g e t r e a t m e n t  a n d  d i s p o s a l .  F o r  t h i s  m a t t e r  t h e  
a p p l i c a n t  s h o u l d  w a i t  t i l l  t h e  G o v e r n m e n t  S e w a g e  T r e a t m e n t  F a c i l i t i e s  o f  I i a n t a u  I s l a n d  c a  
n  r e c e i v e  a l l  t h e  s e w a g e  f r o m  D B .

B y  n o  m e a n s  s h o u l d  a f f l u e n t  b e  d i r e c t e d  i n t o  t h e  s e a  i n  a n d  a r o u n d  D i s c o v e r y  B a y .  T h e  HK 
W a t e r s  c a n n o t  t a k e  m o r e  o f  t h i s  p o l l u t i o n  a n d  t h i s  d o e s  n o t  c o n c e r n  o n l y  T I N  !
工t would be really a great step back for the environment of DB and HK!

5 .
T h e  e f f l u e n t  i s  p l a n n e d  t o  b e  d i s c h a r g e d  t h r o u g h  a  p i p e  i n t o  t h e  s h o r e l i n e ,  t h e  b a y  o f  N im  

S h u e
W an, w h i c h  s h o u l d  b e  c o n s i d e r e d  " q u a s i  t y p o g r a p h i c a l l y  c o n f i n e d  b a s i n  w i t h  l i m i t e d  d i s p e  
r s i v e
c a p a c i t y "  t h e  p l a n n e d  o u t f a l l  p o i n t  w i l l  n o t  b e  f a r  f r o m  t h e  h o u s i n g  d e v e l o p m e n t ,  i n  t h  
e  v i c i n i t y
t h e r e  i s  a l s o  r e c r e a t i o n a l  a c t i v i t y  f r o m  t h e  DB M a r in a  a n d  C lu b .  I t  i s  n o t  f a r  f r o m  P e n g  C 
h a uwhich apparently has received or will receive a high technology sewage treatment plant Thi
s  e f f l u e n t  i s  i n  a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  a l r e a d y  p o l l u t e d  w a t e r s  i n  t h e  S o u t h  o f  H o n g k o n g .
I t  w o u l d  b e  q u i t e  s e l f -
d e f e a t i n g  ： P e n g  C h au  w i t h  a  m o s t  m o d e r n  w a t e r  t r e a t m e n t  p l a n t  a n d  t h e n  
t h e  e f f l u e n t s  f r o m  D B .
T h e  r e f e r e n c e  o f  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  r e g a r d i n g  F i s h  C u l t u r e  Z o n e s  , i n  MaWan a n d  C h e u n g  S h a  , 
VERY FAR a w a y  f r o m  N im  S h u e  W an c a n  o n l y  " p u l l  w o o l  o v e r  t h e  T P B n •
T h e r e  a r e  q u a s i  d a i l y  f i s h e r m e n / b o a t s  s e e n  i n  a r o u n d  D B , m o s t l y  f r o m  P e n g  C h a u ,  a n  
e x a m i n a t i o n  o f  t h e  c a t c h  i n  r e g a r d  t o  t o x i c s  s h o u l d  b e  h i g h l y -  r e c o m m e n d e d  . E f f l u e n t -  
d i s c h a r g e  t o  t h e  c l o s e  b y  s h o r e s  , t o  t h e  s e a  s h o u l d  n o t  t a k e  p l a c e  i ! b u t  a l s o  ：

6 .
To b la m e  p o l l u t i o n  o f  S o u t h e r n  W a t e r s  o n  t h e  P e a r l  R i v e r  D e l t a  i s  n o t  a  p o i n t  t o  m a k e  a s  
f a c t s  *
o f  t h e  ' 'a s  i s  s i t u a t i o n  '' m u s t  b e  c l e a r l y  a d d r e s s e d .  T h e r e  a r e  m o r e  p o l l u t a n t s  t h a n  T IN  .

工 rx HK
o n e  m u s t  g e t  aw ay- f r o m  t h e  v i e w  '、 i t  i s  o n l y  l i t t l e  p o l l u t i o n  '、 ; b e s i d e  t h e  p o l l u t i o n  o f  H 
K w a t e r s  a n d  a r o u n d ,  w e a r e  f a c i n g  a l r e a d y  m an y  t y p e s  o f  p o l l u t i o n ;  i n  r e g a r d  t o . f o r w a r d -  
l o o k i n g  p l a n n i n g
, i t  i s  i m p o r t a n t  t o  c o n s i d e r 、' t h e  s t r a w  w h i c h  b r e a k s  t h e  c a m e l 7 s  b a c k  •

A s f o r  t h e  ' ' s e n s i t i v e  r e c e i v e r s  w t h e  w a t e r s  o f  N im  S h u e  Wan a n d  t h o s e  c l o s e  t o  P e n g  C h a u  
e f f l u e n t  m u s t  b e  c o n s i d e r e d  a s  ' ' p o t e n t i a l l y  p o l l u t i n g "  • N o t  e v e n  t o  m e n t i o n  t h e  m a t t e r  o f  

s t o r m  s u r g e  , b a c k f l o w  a n d  t h e  l i k e .

A l l  o f  t h e  t a b l e s  a n d  c a l c u l a t i o n s  o f  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  s h o u l d  b e  t a k e n  w i t h  a  l a r g e  p i n c h  o f  
s a l t  a s  s i m p l y  ： e f f l u e n t  t o  t h e  s e a  = g e n e r a l l y  c o n s i d e r e d  i s  ' ' w a t e r  p o l l u t i o n 、' •

8 F rom  PLAND AND MY COMMENTS 工N REGARD TO TH工S A PPL IC A TIO N : A im s  o f  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  P l a n n i n g  
2 . 1 . 1  T o. a c h i e v e  a  b e t t e r  e n v i r o n m e n t  t h r o u g h  p l a n n i n g 〜 .
NO BETTER ENVIRONMENT, D E FIN IT E L Y  ON ALL COUNTS THE ENVIRONMENT WILL BE WORSE, (a )
11 t o  a v o i d  c r e a t i n g  n e w  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  p r o b le m s . . . .
THERE ARE ADDITIONAL PROBLEMS ( A I R ,  N O IS E , LESS TR EES, REDUCED WASTE 
HANDLING CAPACITY. ALL WRITTEN ALREADY IN  PREVIOUS COMMENTS) (b )
" t o  s e i z e  o p p o r t u n i t i e s  f o r  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  im p r o v e m e n t  ....
NO OPPORTUNITY FOR IMPROVEMENT SEIZED IN  T H IS  DEVELOPMENT P r o p e r  l a n d  u s e  p l a n n i n g ,
(b )  p r o p o s e d  l a n d  ' u s e s  i n  t h e  sa m e  d e v e l o p m e n t  a r e a  a r e  c o m p a t i b l e  w i t h  e a c h
o t h e r ....... THERE I S  NO N ECESSITY FOR TH IS DEVELOPMEiSTT AS PLANNED. I T  HAS NO
CONNECTION WITH HOUSING SHORTAGE IN  H〇NG KONG , AND AS FOR "O PTIM ISING  
LAND USE " THE APPLICANT , 工N CASE HAS LARGE TRACTS 〇 F LAND AVAILABLE IN  DB 
WITHOUT CREATING ADDIT工ONAL ENVIRONMENTAL P R O B L E M S .工N CASE, T H E P L A N N E D D E V E L O PM E N T Y / 工 -  
D B /3 AREA 1 0 b  MUST BE SCALED BACK IN
SIZ E  TO BE SOMEWHAT COMPATIBLE W工TH THE CURRENT ENVIRONMENT IN  DB .
THE DEVELOPMENT IT  I S  ALSO N〇T "COMPAT工BLE" AS WITH THE OBVIOUS .
POLLUTING A C T IV IT IE S  IN  THE PODIUM , RIGHT UNDER THE RESIDENTIAL  
DEVELOPMENT, AND ALSO THE CONNECTED VEHICLE T R A FFIC , PLUS THE SEWAGE 
TREATMENT PLANT AND THE PETROLFILLING STATION . ( c )  •
a d e q u a t e  a n d  s u i t a b l y  s i t e d  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  f a c i l i t i e s  a r e  p r o v i d e d  t o  e n s u r e  p r o p e r  h a n d l i n  
g a n d  d i s p o s a l  o f  a l l  w a s t e s  a n d  w a s t e  w a t e r  a r i s i n g  f r o m  p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t s .



TH工S 工S NOT THE CASE W工TH BOTH THE PLANNED DB DEVELOPMENTS (TH IS ONE AND AJjoO Y / 工 - 
D B/2 AREA 6 F . ) THE PLANNED NEW WASTE HANDLING FOR THE WHOLE OF DB , TRANSFER AND 
DISPOSAL FACILITIES ARE COMPLETELY 工NADEQUATE AND ILLPLACED UNDER A
PODIUM STRUCTURE. AS MENTIONED ABOVE AND T H IS WAS ALREADY WRITTEN IN  PREVIOUS COMMENTS.
IT IS  DEFINITELY.NOT IN  THE CATEGORY OF " SUITABLY SITED ENVIRONMENTAL F A C IL IT IE S M 2 . 2 . 2  

(c)
t h e  c a p a c i t y  o f  t h e  e n v ir o n m e n t  t o  r e c e i v e  a d d i t i o n a l  d e v e l o p m e n t s ,  f o r  e x a m p le ,  t h e  c a p a c
i t y  o f  (
a n  a i r s h e d  o r  w a t e r  b a s i n  t o  r e c e i v e  an d  a s s i m i l a t e  r e s i d u a l s  o r  t h e  c a p a c i t y  o f  t h e  e n v i r
on m en t
i n f r a s t r u c t u r e  s u c h  a s  s e w e r a g e  a n d  w a s t e  r e c e p t i o n  f a c i l i t i e s  t o  a c c o m m o d a te  f u r t h e r  
r e s i d u a l s ;  AS WRITTEN ABOVE , DB HAS LIMITED CAPACITY TO ACCEPT 
ALREADY THE LIMITS REGARDING 2 5 . 0 0 0  RESIDENTS INDICATE THAT.
THE TPB MUST NOT FORGET THAT SERVICE F A C IL IT IE S ARE ALSO STRESSED
BECAUSE OF THE OFTEN LARGE INFLUX OF V ISITO R S AND TOURISTS CREATING 
ENVIRONMENTAL DEGRADATION TO THIS CONFINED AREA, THE NUMBERS ARE IN  
ADDITION TO THE RESIDENTS 工N THIS PLACE. A i r  Q u a l i t y  C o n s i d e r a t i o n s  2 . 3 . 2
A ir  q u a l i t y  i s  a f f e c t e d  b y  s u c h  f a c t o r s  a s  t h e  e m i s s i o n  r a t e  o f  a i r  p o l l u t a n t s ,  t h e  s e p a r a  
t i o n
d i s t a n c e  b e t w e e n  e m i s s i o n  s o u r c e s  a n d  r e c e p t o r s ,  t o p o g r a p h y ,  h e i g h t  a n d  w i d t h  o f  b u i l d i n g s

a s  w e l l  a s  m e t e o r o l o g y .......... AS FOR AN ON-
SITE SEWAGE TREATMENT ODOURS OF D工FFERENT KIND MUST BE 
CONSIDERED ALSO WHEN SLUDGE WILL BE REMOVED.
w h e r e v e r  p r a c t i c a b l e ,  m a jo r  a i r  p o l l u t i o n  e m i t t e r s  a r e  s i t e d  t o  t h e  w e s t  o r  s o u t h w e s t  o f  u  
rb aj^  a r e a s  an d  new  t o w n s  t o  t a k e  a d v a n t a g e  o f .  t h e  p r e v a i l i n g  n o r t h e a s t e r l y  w in d s ;

LOCATED IN  A SEMICIRCLE OF MOUNTAINS 工N THE 丨， BACK " ! BECAUSE OF THIS
'* ( MARIISTE/FERRY -

A SEMICIRCLE OF MOUNTAINS IN  THE " BACK 
工MPEDIMENT TO AIRCIRCULATION WE ALREADY FACE EXTRA AIRPOLLUTION
DIESELS, AIRCRAFT, DISNEY DAILY' FIREWORKS , LOCAL VEHICLE TRAFFIC )
W a ter  Q u a l i t y  C o n s i d e r a t i o n s  2 . 3 . 4
工t  s h o u l d  b e  n 6 t e d  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a  g e n e r a l  s h i f t  o f  e s t u a r i n e  t o  o c e a n i c  c o n d i t i o n s  i n  a  w 
e s t  t o
e a s t  d i r e c t i o n  i n  th e -  c o a s t a l  w a t e r s  o f  H on g K on g . Any m a jo r  d e v e l o p m e n t s  w h ic h  a r e  l i k e l y  

t o
c a u s e  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i s r u p t i o n  t o  w a t e r  c i r c u l a t i o n  s h o u ld  b e  e i t h e r  a v o i d e d  a s  f a r  a s  p o s s i  
b l e  o r
s u b j e c t e d  t o  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  m o d e l l i n g  t e s t s  p r i o r  t o  t h e  f i n a l i s a t i o n  o f  s i t e  s e l e c t i o n .  
PLEASE TO KEEP IN  MIND . 2 . 3 . 5
Any d e v e l o p m e n t  w h ic h  c a u s e s  e i t h e r  c o n f l i c t  w i t h  t h e  c o n s t r a i n t s  o r  d a m a g e  o f  t h e  r e s o u r c
e s  '
an d  a m e n i t y  a r e a s  s h o u l d  b e  a v o i d e d ,  u n l e s s  t h e  c o n f l i c t  c a n  b e  r e s o l v e d  o r  t h e  i m p o s i t i o n  

o f  a p p r o p r i a t e  d e v e lo p m e n t  c o n t r o l s  i s  p r a c t i c a b l e .  T he w a t e r b a s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t s  s h o u l d  b e  
l o c a t e d  s u c h  t h a t  b u l k  w a t e r  e x c h a n g e  i s  m a x im is e d .
CONTRARY TO WHAT THE APPLICANT CLAIMS : NIM SHUE WATERS ARE CALM , LITTLE TIDALSTREAM

A C TIV ITIES CAN BE SEEN AND THERE IS  DEFINITELY LIMITED D ISPE R SIV E  CAPACITY.
POLLUTION FROM THE RESIDENTS IN  NIM SHUE WAN VILLAGE MUST ALSO BE KEPT

AND ADDED TO THE SITUATION. W a s te  M an agem en t C o n s i d e r a t i o n s  2 . 3 . 6  
工u t h e  p r e p a r a t i o n  o f  l a n d  u s e  p l a n s ,  e f f o r t  s h o u ld  b e  m ade t o  r e s e r v e  s u f f i c i e n t  s i t e s  i n  

s u i t a b l e
l o c a t i o n s  f o r  m u n ic i p a l  w a s t e  r e c e p t i o n  a n d  t r a n s f e r  f a c i l i t i e s . " .  A s so m e u s e s  h a v e  p o t e n t  
i a l  t o
c a u s e  n u i s a n c e s  an d  t o  g i v e  r i s e  t o  s p e c i a l  r e q u ir e m e n t s  f o r  w a s t e  d i s p o s a l  a n d  e f f l u e n t  
d i s c h a r g e ,  d u e  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  s h o u ld  b e  g i v e n  t o  t h e i r  l o c a t i o n  a n d  d e s i g n  t o  m i n i m i s e  t h e  
p o t e n t i a l  im p a c t s .  THE PROPOSED NEW SPACE UNDER A PODIUM STRUCTURE FOR WASTE HANDLING , 
THE APPLICANT'S REFUSE RECEIVING STATION PLANNED FOR THE WHOLE OF DB, IS .
TOTALLY INADEQUATE FOR THE PRESENT AND MORESO MUST BE FOR THE FUTURE.
IT  WAS WRITTEN ALREADY ABOUT I T .
ALSO THE PLANNED LIMITED SPACE FOR WASTE HANDLING F A C IL IT IE S  CANNOT BE 
COMPATIBLE WITH THE PHILOSOPHY OF 21ST  CENTURY WASTE HANDLING , SEPARATING 

SORTING FOR RECYCLING AND REUSE.

9 From  t h e  a b o v e  c o m m e n ts , IN  CONCLUSION 工 STRONGLY OBJECT T〇  TH IS APPLICATION •
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Dear Sir/Madam,

I a m  a Peninsula Village ownerand I a m  deeply concerned by the numerous bad 

aspects of the this Application which have been covered by earlier consultations.

This 4th round consultation confirms the reintroduction of local sewage treatment within Discovery Bay and I 

particularly

object to this retrograde step and an inevitable environmental deterioration for D B  residents and the marine life.

I attach the following excellent submissions concerning the above, from neighbouring villages, which, 

as yfeninsula Village Owner, I fully endorse, since they express m y  concerns better than I could myself.

-Pa,., vale Village Owners' Committee submission dated 29th December, which matches m y  o w n  concerns in almost 

all respects

- Serene Village Owner dated 28th December. I

Suren
3 0日12月2016年星期五 13:45 g O  j

tpbpd@ pland.g〇v.hk 丄 （
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I O B J E C T  T O  T H E  A B O V E  A P P L I C A T I O N

Regards, 

Suren Safaya

Discovery Bay, 

Hong Kong 

(a V O C  member)



PVOC Comments on Application number: V/I-D0/2

Parkvale Village Owners' Committee
Comments on the Second Further Information Submitted in Support of 
Section 12A Application Number Y/l-DB/2 to amend Discovery Bay Outline 
Zoning Plan for rezoning the permissible use from staff quarters to flats at 
Area 6f, Discovery Bay.

INTRODUCTION
In April, July .and D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 6  w e, the Parkvale Village Own e r ' s  C o m m i t t e e  ( P V O C ) # a 

b o d y  of o w n e r s  in Parkvale Village in Discovery B ay (DB) elected to represent the interests 

of the o w n e r s  of the 6 0 6  flats in the village, submitted our c o m m e n t s  o n  H o n g  K o n g  Resort 

C o m p a n y  LimitecTs (HKR) Section 1 2 A  Application w7o Amend Discovery Bay Outline Zoning 
Plan for rezoning the permissible use from staff quarters to flats at Area 6f, Discovery Bay0. 
O u r  c o m m e n t s  w e r e  assigned n u m b e r s  1 5 1 2  (April), 2 7 8 7  (July) a n d  5 2 9 7  (December) by 

the T o w n  Planning Boa r d  (TPB).

This d o c u m e n t  includes o ur c o m m e n t s  o n  the Further Information ( m a d e  available by the 

T P B  o n  9 D e c e m b e r  2016) s u b mitted b y  H K R  o n  2 8  N o v e m b e r  2016.

F U R T H E R  I N F O R M A T I O N

T h e  Further Information submitted by  H K R  comprises:

1. Masterplan Limited's covering letter.

2. Revised Environmental Stu d y  (Executive S u m m a r y ,  Chapters 6, 7 a n d  8).

3. Revised Technical N o t e  o n  W a t e r  Quality.

N o  substantive c h a n g e  has b e e n  m a d e  to the Further Information submitted in June a nd 

October.

In its covering letter, M a sterplan Limited, o n  behalf of HK R ,  states that summary, the 
Further Information relates to the following issues:

1. The receiving water quality of the effluent discharge of the proposed on-site Sewage 
Treatment Works (STW) to ensure increase in Total Inorganic Nitrogen (TIN) is 
minimised.

2. The contingency measure for the proposed on-site STW, by providing an emergency 
overflow pipe from the proposed STW at Area 6fto existing sewage pumping station no. 
1 (SPS1) located at the junction of Discovery Bay Road and Discovery Valley Road).

3. The modelling scenarios of effluent dispersion.

The additional 440 m 3  per day sewage generated by the proposed residential development 
is now proposed to be catered by on-site sewage treatment facilities."

T h e  reality, h o w e v e r ,  w h i c h  the T P B  a n d  relevant d e p a r tments, such as the E P D  a n d  D S D ,  

will s ee w h e n  they r e v i e w  this latest submission, Is that this Further Information provides 

n o  n e w  a n d  substantial Further Information. A s  Masterplan Limited states, °This 
information clarifies and supplements the application, and does not constitute a material 
change identified fn the TPB Guideline No, 32w.

1
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F u r t h e r m o r e ,  as w e  h a v e  p ointed out, H K R  h a s  n o  alternative but to build a s t a n d a l o n e  S T W  

in A r e a  6f as the Siu H o  W a n  s e w a g e . t r e a t m e n t  facilities are not available. S o  a S T W  c a n n o t  

b e  simply a proposal, it has to b e  a c o m m i t m e n t ,  o n e  w h i c h  w o u l d  b e  s u b  optimal, defective 

in m a n y  w a y s  a n d  not acceptable to b o t h  g o v e r n m e n t  a n d  the D B  c o m m u n i t y .

It is clear that H K R ,  t h r o u g h  the p e n u l t i m a t e  p a r a g r a p h  of M a s t e r p l a n  Limited's covering 

letter, is m a k i n g  yet a n o t h e r  a t t e m p t  in its r e p e a t e d  appe a l  to g o v e r n m e n t  n o t  to forget D B  

w h e n ,  at s o m e  t i m e  in the future, g o v e r n m e n t  reviews s e w a g e  a n d  w a t e r  infrastructure for 

Lantau.

It is i m p e r a t i v e  that t h e  T P B  a n d  all g o v e r n m e n t  b u r e a u x  a n d  d e p a r t m e n t s  a r e  n o t  m i s l e d  

b y  t h e  H K R  s t a t e m e n t  in M a s t e r p l a n  Limited's letter that aln addition, the proposal for  
Area 6 f is  moderate in scale, the dem and on the overall Government Infrastructure would  
be insign ificanf\  This is irrelevant as g o v e r n m e n t  facilities are n o t  available, a n d  will n o t  

b e  available in t h e  potential timeline of b o t h  t h e  A r e a  6f a n d  A r e a  1 0 b  projects. Public

comments have to be submitted in accordance with TPB Guideline No. 30B "Guidelines -  
for submission of comments on various applications under the Town Planning Ordinance”.
T h e  P V O C  considers that this f o u r t h  s u b m i s s i o n  f r o m  t h e  P V O C  h a s  a g a i n  p r o p e r l y  

c o m p l i e d  w i t h  T P B  G u i d e l i n e  N o .  3 0 B ,  w h e r e a s  t h e  S u b m i s s i o n  of F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  

f r o m  H K R  d o e s  not.

PRINCIPAL CONCERNS WITH THE APPLICATION
In o u r  previous s ubmission, w h i c h  w a s  a ssigned n u m b e r  5 2 9 7  ( D e c e m b e r )  b y  t h e  T P B ,  w e  

n o t e d  t h e  following principal c o n c e r n s  w h i c h  w e  h a v e  w ith H K R ' s  p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  of 

t w o  1 8  storey buildings, including 4 7 6  flats, of 2 1 , 6 0 0  m 2  G F A  o n  a platform c r e a t e d  to 

a c c o m m o d a t e  a 1 7 0 m 2 G F A  t h r e e  storey Building:

A. I n a d e q u a t e  a n d  unreliable i n f o r m a t i o n  h a s  b e e n  pro v i d e d  b y  H K R .  E.g. H K R  h a s

s u b m i t t e d  studies a n d  p a p e r s  a n d  n o t  i m p a c t  assessm e n t s ,  t h e r e b y  avoiding h a v i n g  to 

s t u d y  t h e  i m p a c t  o n  t h e  c o m m u n i t y  a n d  p e o p l e  m o s t  affected b y  its proposal. .

B. Public Consultation is i n a d e q u a t e  a n d  n o n - t r a n s p a r e n t .

C. Consultation w i t h  all relevant g o v e r n m e n t  d e p a r t m e n t s  a n d  b u r e a u x  h a s  b e e n  

i n a d e q u a t e  a n d  i n c o m p l e t e .

D. A  Risk A s s e s s m e n t  h a s  n o t  b e e n  u n d e r t a k e n .

E. H K R ’s r e s p o n s e s  to g o v e r n m e n t  d e p a r t m e n t  c o m m e n t s  h a v e  b e e n  i n a d e q u a t e  a n d  

evasive. It c a n n o t  b e  a c c e p t a b l e  in a public consultation exercise for t h e  applicant a l one 

to d e c i d e  w h a t  is c o m m e r c i a l l y  sensitive (re o w n e r s h i p  of P a s s a g e w a y  a n d  allocation of 

u n d i v i d e d  shares) a n d  to k e e p  that i n f o r mation f r o m  b e i n g  publicly c o m m e n t e d  u p o n .  

All inf o r m a t i o n  p r o v i d e d  b y  t h e  applicant m u s t  b e  placed in t h e  public d o m a i n  so t h e  

public c a n  c o m m e n t  o n  it. T h e  table setting o u t  t h e s e  r e s p o n s e s  c a n n o t  b e  c o n s i d e r e d  

to b e  c o m p r e h e n s i v e .

F. Desp i t e  A n n e x  C  of t h e  O c t o b e r  Further Info r m a t i o n  stating in p a r a g r a p h  2.1.1.4 that a 

k e y  e l e m e n t  of t h e  d e v e l o p m e n t  is t h e  ^access r o a d ,#, t h e r e  is n o  i n f o r m a t i o n  p r o v i d e d  

as to its construction t h r o u g h  Parkvale village. T h e r e  are m a n y  issues arising f r o m  

unsuitable access to t h e  site s u c h  as: t h e  part of Parkvale Drive w h i c h  is d e s i g n e d  as a 

pedestrian p a v e m e n t  u n d e r  B D  regulations a n d  t h e  effect of additional c o nstruction a n d  

operational traffic o n  it; w i d t h  constraints of Parkvale Drive w h i c h  limit t h e  ability of 

larger vehicles, Including b u s e s  a n d  construction vehicles, to p a s s  o n e  a n o t h e r ;  potential

t
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lack of emergency access to Parkvale Drive in the event of an accident; safety, as the 
proposed access to the site is a pedestrian area used by residents and the public; and 
HKR ŝ lack of consideration of alternative access to the site. As pointed out above, HKR 
continues to not submit, in its Further Information, a Traffic Impact Assessment on 
Pedestrians which is listed under the Reports to be submitted.

6. A sewage treatment works {STW} is to be included in Area 6f with discharge directly into 
the sea next to the ferry pier using either a gravity pipe or the open nullah which is 
adjacent to Hillgrove Village. However, it is clear from HKR^s comments that the latter is 
the intended approach. Also, HKT tries to minimise the pollution impact of discharge of 
sewage into the sea whereas it wi丨丨 increase the TIN and TPs, thereby increasing the 
probability of, e.g., red tide in Discovery Bay waters. Not surprisingly HKR's consultants 
say that the sewage proposal mis considered not an efficient sewage planning strotegym.

H. HKR is misleading the TPB by saying there are two options re water supp丨y but, as 
previously pointed out (since government has confirmed that its facilities at the Siu Ho 
Wan Water Treatment Works (SHWVVTW) and the SHW Fresh Water Pumping Station 
are not available for the foreseeable future}, there is only one, which is a potable water 
supply to be provided by re-opening» after 16 years, the DB water treatment plant and 
using water from the D3 reservoir.

K N'o information is provided regarding the provision of other utilities to Area 6f and how 
it will affect Parkvale Village, despite the October Further Information Annex C 
paragraph 2.1.1.4 stating that a key element of the development is the provision of 
utilities. Furthermore, there is no reference to the DB LP6 gas system which has 
recently suffered an explosion which is the subject of investigations by EMSD and FSD.

J. Slope safety of the area, where the two proposed 18 story buildings will be built, is 
ignored, despite Annex C paragraph 2.1.1.4 stating that a key element of the 
devel叩 ment is s丨te formation. HKR continues to ignore CEDD*s request for HKR to 
assess the geotechnical feasibility of the proposed development and to submit a 
Geotechnical Planning Review Report (GPRR).

K. Ownership issues - HKR's right to use Parkvale Drive as access to Area 6f is still disputed.
L  Planning controls of Discovery Bay are ignored in respect of the Master Plan (MP) and

Outline Zone Plan (02P) relationship, the 25,000 population ceiling and the allocation of 
undivided shares and management units under the Deed of Mutual Covenant (DMC). 
Furthermore, HKR has a conflict of interest regarding population data, in that current 
figures are provided by its wholly owned subsidiary, DB Services Management Limited.

M. Diagrams and photomontages are often misleading, inaccurate and of poor quality.

We provided further details of these concerns in our previous submission. Readers of this
submission should also read our previous submissions if they have not already done so.

In this submission we address concerns arising from HKR#s latest submission and from
HKR^s intention to build a standalone sewage treatment works in Area 6f.

SEW A G E TR EA TM EN T

All the concerns and comments submitted to the TPB In respect of sewage treatment
processing and discharge continue to be ignored.
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We have, again, set out and expanded our concerns and comments in the following
sections:

A. Sewage Master Plans.
B. Standalone Sewage Treatment Works.
C. Application for Discharge Licence.
D. Discharge of Sewage by Open Nullah.
E. Effluent to be Discharged into the Sea.
F. Theoretical Modelling Scenarios of Sewage Processing and Effluent Discharge.
G. Inefficient Sewage Planning Strategy Confirmed by HKR's Consultants and no 

Environmental Impact Assessment.
H. Emergency Arrangements for when the STW Breaks Down Including Access to Pumping 

Station No 1.
I. Sewage from the Workforce during Construction.
J. Management of the STW.
K. Capital and Operating Costs.
L  Consultation.

A. SEWAGE MASTER PLANS
1. in 1989, a sewage disposal strategy was formulated by the Government. Since then EPD 

has produced 16 Sewage Master Plans (SMPs) and DSD has had the role of works agent 
to implement the recommended projects to cater for the needs of the SMPs. The 16 
SMPs have been re-grouped into 8 areas for conducting the SMP Review Studies. 8 SMP 
Reviews have been completed and these include the "Review of Outlying Islands SMP"# 
which includes DB.

2. All the HKR submissions consistently make no mention of the Outlying Islands SMP, 
which would appear to be because their sewage strategy for DB, as illustrated by the 
proposals for both Areas 6f and 10b, is inconsistent with that plan. Therefore EPD and 
DSD have no alternative but to reject the HKR proposal and advise the TPB 
accordingly.

B. STANDALONE SEWAGE TREATMENT WORKS
1. Since government facilities are not available in the foreseeable future, HKR has i>o 

alternative but to build a separate sewage treatment \\-orks (STW) in Area 6f, if the 
proposed change in use is approved and if the proposed development is in fact built. 
This means that people living in Parkv^ale Village would have a STVV aajacent to them. 
HKR is not providing details of the design, its exact location and how it will be managed 
and maintained. As HKR will want to minimise costs, are ccncerrsed hew adequate 
such a facility will be and the risk of its breaking down. If the TPB 3pprcves the change 
of use of Area 6f, the residents of Parkvale Village, wiio at no stage have been
by HKR, will be forced by HKR to live next door to a STW with all its n e g a t e  aspects, 
including strong foul odours. And of course the future 119D residents of Area 6f will also 
suffer from the same negative aspects of a STW integrated into their de\^opn>ent.

2. It is indicative of the inadequacies of this submission, ar>d all the previous HSR 
submissions, that there is no reference whatsoever to the DSO G uidelines for the 
Design of Small Sewage Treatment Plants* for private developments up to 2*CC0 
population equivalent. In preparing these guidelines OSD placed special emphasis on
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t h e  p r o b l e m s  u s u a l l y  f o u n d  w i t h  s m a l l  plan t s  a n d  i n c l u d e d  a p p r o p r i a t e  d e s i g n  safe t y  

c o n s i d e r a t i o n s .  T h e s e  g u i d e l i n e s  c o v e r :  g e n e r a l  desi g n ,  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s ;  d e s i g n  

p a r a m e t e r s ;  practical d e s i g n  a n d  installation; o p e r a t i o n  a n d  m a i n t e n a n c e ; ' a n d  

e n v i r o n m e n t a l  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s .  F o l l o w i n g  t h e s e  g u i d e l i n e s  w o u l d  h a v e  e n a b l e d  H K R  t o  

p r o v i d e  a  d e s i g n  s u b m i s s i o n  in this latest F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  w h i c h  could, a c c o r d i n g  

t o  p a r a g r a p h  2.9 o f  t h e  guidelines, h a v e  i n c l u d e d  for e x a m p l e :  k e y  p l a n  s h o w i n g  location 

o f  d e v e l o p m e n t  a n d  effluent d i s c h a r g e  location; p l a n  a n d  s e c t i o n  s h o w i n g  t h e  location 

o f  S T W  w i t h i n  t h e  d e v e l o p m e n t  in relation t o  residential units a n d  s u r r o u n d i n g  facilities; 

p r o c e s s  a n d  i n s t r u m e n t a t i o n  d i a g r a m s ;  h y d r a u l i c  profile t o g e t h e r  w i t h  s u p p o r t i n g  

calculations; d e t a i l e d  p r o c e s s  d e s i g n  calculations; deta i l e d  d r a w i n g s  w i t h  p l a n  a n d  

e l e v a t i o n  s h o w i n g  p l a n t  r o o m  l a y o u t  inc l u d i n g  p i p e  w o r k  a n d  e q u i p m e n t ;  r o u t e  of 

a c c e s s  t o  t h e  p l a n t  r o o m  a n d  a c c e s s  w i t h i n  t h e  S T W ;  ventilation a n d  lighting details; 

e q u i p m e n t  s c h e d u l e  s h o w i n g  n u m b e r  o f  d u t y  a n d  s t a n d b y  units, m a k e ,  m o d e l  n u m b e r ,  

c a p a c i t y  etc. ( t h e  s c h e d u l e  s h o u l d  b e  s h o w n  o n  t h e  d r a w i n g ) ;  e q u i p m e n t  c a t a l o g u e s  a n d  

o p e r a t i o n / m a i n t e n a n c e  m a n u a l .

3. A l t h o u g h  t h e  D S D  h a s  built a n d  o p e r a t e s  a  n u m b e r  o f  s m a l l  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  facilities 

o n  L a n t a u  Isla n d  a n d  O u t l y i n g  Islands, H K R  h a s  n o t  s t a t e d  t h e  t y p e  o r  e x p l a i n e d  t h e  

d e s i g n  o f  S T W  it p r o p o s e s  t o  b u ild in A r e a  6f, n o r  h a s  it d e m o n s t r a t e d  t h a t  a n y  o f  t h e  

t h r e e  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  p r o c e s s e s  c o m m o n l y  a d o p t e d  b y  t h e  D S D  o n  L a n t a u  Island is 

suitable for a site l o c a t e d  o n  a  s t e e p  s l o p e  a n d  far f r o m  t h e  sea, w i t h  a  d i s c h a r g e  p o i n t  

s o  close t o  a residential area.

4. D u e  t o  U s  p r o x i m i t y  t o  o u r  village, w e  c o n s i d e r  t h a t  it is i n a p p r o p r i a t e  t o  l o c a t e  a S T W  

in A r e a  6f# d u e  t o  t h e  pote n t i a l  s m e l l  a n d  h e a l t h  h a z a r d ,  e s p e cially a s  t h e  e ffluent 

s e e m s  h i g h l y  likely t o  b e  d i s c h a r g e d  i nto a n  o p e n  n u l l a h  a n d  f l o w  u n d e r  t h e  b a l c o n i e s  

of a  residential b u ilding a n d ,  s u b s e q u e n t l y ,  into t h e  s e a  a d j a c e n t  t o  a n  o c c u p i e d  area. In 

v i e w  o f  t h e  seri o u s  i n a d e q u a c i e s  a n d  shortfall o f  t h e  S T W  p r o p o s a l  w e  beli e v e  t h a t  t h e  

D S D  a n d  E P D  h a v e  n o  alternative b u t  t o  reject t h e  H K R  p r o p o s a l  a n d  a d v i s e  t h e  T P B  to 

n o t  a p p r o v e  t h e  application.

C. A P P L I C A T I O N  F O R  D I S C H A R G E  L I C E N C E

1. P a r a g r a p h  6.3.1.6 o f  t h e  R e v i s e d  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S t u d y  glibly states t h a t  "Moreover, the 
operation of the STW shall also apply for a discharge licence from the relevant authority 
before the operation of the STWf* T his is a t o o  v a g u e  a  s t a t e m e n t .  A r e  t h e  c o n s u l t a n t s  

referring t o  t h e  s u b m i s s i o n  o f  A p p l i c a t i o n  F o r m  A  ( E P D  1 1 7 ) ;  w h o  will b e  r e s p o n s i b l e  

for s u b m i t t i n g  t h e  application; w h o  will p a y  t h e  licence fee; a n d  w h a t  a r e  t h e  

c o n s e q u e n c e s  if t h e  application is r e j ected?

2. T h i s  a s p e c t  o f  t h e  S T W  r e q u i r e s  c o m p r e h e n s i v e l y  e x p l a i n i n g  to t h e  T P B  a n d ,  o f  c o u r s e ,  

t h e  p u b l i c  s i nce this F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  is s u p p o s e d  t o  b e  s u b j e c t  t o  public 

c o n s u l t a t i o n .

D .  D I S C H A R G E  O F  S E W A G E  B Y  O P E N  N U L L A H

1. H K R  is still saying, a s  it did in its p r e v i o u s  s u b m i s s i o n s ,  that dis c h a r g i n g  t h e  t r e a t e d  

s e w a g e  directly into a n  o p e n  nullah is still a n  o p t i o n  t o  b e  c o n s i d e r e d  at t h e  d e s i g n  

stage. T his o p e n  nullah is parallel to D i s c o v e r y  Valley R o a d  a n d  p r o c e e d s  directly in front 

of Hiligrove Village. T h e r e f o r e ,  e v e r y  d a y  4 4 0  m 3  p e r  d a y  o f  s e w a g e  will b e  f l o w i n g



PVOC Comments on Application number； Y/I-DB/Z

a l o n g s i d e  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  2 0 0  m e t r e s  o f  f o o t p a t h / r o a d  a n d  directly u n d e r  t h e  b a l c o n i e s  

o f  a r o u n d  2 0 0  a p a r t m e n t s  in this village. This is illustrated in t h e  f o l l o w i n g  p h o t o g r a p h s .

V i e w  o f  t h e  o p e n  nullah look i n g  u p s t r e a m  V i e w  o f  t h e  o p e n  nullah l o o k i n g  d o w n s t r e a m  

past Hillgrove Village____________________ ____________ t o w a r d s  Hillgrove Village__________________________

T h e  nullah s e r v e s  t h e  d u a l  p u r p o s e  o f  a s t o r m  w a t e r  c h a n n e l  a n d  a s  a n  o v e r f l o w  relief 

for t h e  reservoir at t h e  t o p  o f  D i s c o v e r y  V a l l e y  R o a d .  N o r m a l l y  it is virtually e m p t y ,  b u t  

d u r i n g  p e r i o d s  o f  r a i n s t o r m  a n d / o r  res e r v o i r  d i s c h a r g e  this n u l l a h  is full t o  t h e  top. T h e  

add i t i o n  o f  t h e  s e w a g e  e f fluent t o  t h e  s t o r m  w a t e r  f l o w  m a y  c a u s e  t h e  null a h  t o  

o v e r f l o w  o r  t h e  e ffluent t o  b a c k - u p  into t h e  S T W ,  b o t h  w i t h  s e r i o u s  h e a l t h  implications. 

This o p t i o n  w o u l d  a p p e a r  t o  b e  c h e a p e r  t h a n  b u ilding a gravity s e w a g e  p i p e  a n d  it is 

c o n s i d e r e d  t h a t  H K R  will a d o p t  this o p t i o n  whilst giving t h e  i m p r e s s i o n  t o  t h e  T P B ,  E P D ,  

etc. t h a t  it will build a gravity pipe, w h i c h  w o u l d  p r e s u m a b l y  p u t  t h e  s e w a g e  f l o w  

u n d e r g r o u n d .

E F F L U E N T  T O  B E  D I S C H A R G E D  I N T O  T H E  S E A

H K R  is p r o p o s i n g  t o  d i s c h a r g e  t r e a t e d  s e w a g e  f r o m  A r e a  6 f  into t h e  m a r i n e  w a t e r s  

a d j a c e n t  t o  t h e  ferry pier w i t h o u t  t h e  n e e d  o f  a m a r i n e  outfall. T h e  o utlet is a d j a c e n t  t o  

a p e d e s t r i a n  w a l k w a y ,  residential buildings a n d  a s h o p p i n g  centre, w h i c h  H K R  is a b o u t  t o  

build, a n d  is l o c a t e d  o n l y  2 8 0  m e t r e s  f r o m  a  public b a t h i n g  b e a c h .  This is a n  artificially 

m a d e  b e a c h  f r o n t i n g  t h e  v e r y  s h a l l o w  a n d  silted Tai P a k  W a n .  T h e  p r o p o s a l  for t h e  

d i s c h a r g e  o f  effluent into a  s h a l l o w  s e a b e d ,  a d j a c e n t  to a p e d e s t r i a n  w a l k w a y ,  

residential buildings a n d  a s h o p p i n g  c e n t r e  a n d  2 8 0 m  f r o m  a b a t h i n g  b e a c h ,  b o a r d w a l k  

res t a u r a n t s  a n d  ferry pier is e n v i r o n m e n t a l l y  u n a c c e p t a b l e  a n d  will e n c o u r a g e  toxic r e d  

tides as well as c o n c e n t r a t i o n s  o f  E. coti.

W e  a r e  e x t r e m e l y  c o n c e r n e d  a b o u t  t h e  effluent b e i n g  d i s c h a r g e d  into t h e  s e a  in D B .  

A l t h o u g h  t h e  effluent will h a v e  b e e n  treated, It will h a v e  a  h i g h  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  o f  

nutrients w h i c h  h a s  b e e n  scientifically p r o v e n  t o  e n c o u r a g e  g r o w t h  o f  h a r m f u l  a l g a e  

("red tides"), particularly in s h a l l o w  coastal a r e a s  (see p a g e  1 7 0  o f  ^ H a r m f u l  A l g a e " ,
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volume 9, issue 10, 2010 of 'Elsevier') and, as the prevailing winds come from the east, 
blowing onto OB, such harmful algae would not dissipate easify*

3. The water quality assessment notes that for the whole of Hong Kong waters adjacent to 
the Pearl River Delta and including the waters around DB that the Total Inorganic 
Nftrogen (TIN) already exceeds the WQO. We would not dispute this, but this does not 
justify HKR^s intention to increase the suspended solids and E-Coli content of the 
sewage plume in the very publicly exposed waters and beaches of Tai Pak Wan.

4. In previous submissions, HKR tried to downplay the occurrence of red tides despite the 
discharge of more TINs and TPs which will increase the probability of more red tides. 
The latest Further Information has omitted references in the previous version to TP 
(referred to as Total Particulates in the Executive Summary of the Environmental Study 
and as Total Pho^)horous in the Technical Note) and to red tides.

5. The Further Information submitted by HKR in October included the following:

a. Executive Summary — m7he d ischarge  c o n cen tra tio n  h a s  th ere fo re  b e e n  red u ced  as  
m u ch  as prac ticab le  to  e n su re  th a t  th e  in crea se  in TtN a n d  T o ta l P a rticu la te s  (TP) are  
m inim ized . W ith  th e  d isch a rg e  s ta n d a r d , th e  N itro g e n  (N) to  M io sp h o m s  (P) ra tio  is  
m a m ta in e d  g r e a te r  th a n  18 .1 . H en ce  th e  oca/irence o f  r e d  tid e s  w ill b e  un like ly .m

b. 6.3.1.5 -  mThe c o m p u te d  N : P  ra tio  c o n c lu d e d  th a t  th e  p o ss ib ility  o f  h a v in g  r e d  tid e  
is  s ti ff  t o w ,

c. 7.3.1.4; 8.1.2.1 -  "T he d isch a rg e  c o n cen tra tio n  h a s  th ere fo re  b e e n  red u ced  
as m u c h  as  pra c tica b le  to  e n su re  th a t  th e  in crea se  in TIN a n d  TP a re  m in im ized . W ith  
th e  d isch a rg e  sta n d a rd , th e  N  to  P  r a tio  is  m a in ta in e d  g r e a te r  th a n  1 8 .1 . H ence  th e  
occurrence o f  r e d  t id e s  w ill b e  u n l ik e ly "

6. The text in bold does not appear in the latest version of the Environmental Study 
submitted by HKR on 28 November 2016. Why would HKR delete this text if the 
•occurrence o f  re d  tid es  will b e  unlikely*? Thus the previous version tried to downplay 
the likely occurrence of red tides, whilst the omission of the references to red tides in 
the latest version implies that what was stated in the previous version was incorrect, 
and that w e , and government, should be concerned about the discharge of the sewage 
into the sea increasing the likelihood of red tides occurring.

7. The.condusions in the Technical Note that Mth e  w a te r  q u a fity  in th e  vicin ity o f  m a r in e- . 

b a se d  W SRs w o u ld  be  in  co m pliance  w ith  W Q O s in SS, £  coli a n d  UIAM are based on 
modelled measurements at WSR 07 (Tai Pak Peninsula CPA), 270 metres from the 
sewage discharge point. This ignores the fact that the area of the sea into which the 
sewage would be discharged should also be considered to be a WSR. This area is 
adjacent to a pedestrian walkway, residential buildings and a shopping centre which HKR 
is about to build, as the following picture demonstrates:
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Picture of the redevelopment of the D 8  bus station published by H K R  with the location ! 

of the sewage discharge outlet added \------------------------------------------------------------------------- 1

Would HKR*s conclusions have been the same if it had mcxieiled measurements at the 
sewage discharge outlet instead of 270 metres from it?

F. T H EORETICAL M O D E L L I N G  S C E N A R I O S  O F  S E W A G E  P R O C E S S I N G  A N D  E F F L U E N T  

D I S C H A R G E

1. The consultants have not undertaken a sensitivity analysis regarding their various 
calculations, nor a risk assessment as to environmental aspects, daily operations and 
emergency arrangements of a STW. In addition, there is no mention cf the assumptions 
and limitations as to their approach to modelling. In a public consultation exercise there 
should be a layman's guide to the scientific and* mathematical acceptability of their 
approach (and its quality), since, without this, the vast majority of the public are unlik&fy 
to understand and to be able to comment on the approach.

2. The modelling scenario is described in section 4.3 of the Revised Technical Note on 
Water Quality submitted in the latest Further Information. The erHoent dispersion 
scenarios are stimulated by a near-field model, CORMIX, The key inputs to CORM1X 
include outfall configuration, ambient current speed, vertical density profile and effluent 
flow rate. As this latest Further Information merely repeats the same scenarios, with the 
same key inputs and assumptions, as in the October Further information, the results are 
naturally the same! (Appendix D CORM1X model is same as in October). However, HKR 
has deleted references to the likelihood of red tide which was mentioned in the October 
Further Information, with no explanation as to why. This is unprofessional and 
misleading. Furthermore, there is no mention by the consultants as to why this t>-pe of 
model was used and its reliability.

3. Paragraph 4,3.1.2 of the Technical Note on Water Quality states mThe ejdt of the gravity 
se w a g e  p ip e  in to  se a  is n e a r  s u r fa c e " However, in each of the C O R M I X  scenarios, under
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^Buoyancy assessm ent*,  it is stated that uThe effluent density is less than the 

surrounding am bient water density at the discharge level. Therefore, the effluent is 
PO SIT IVELY  B U O Y A N T  an d  will tend to rise towards the su rfaced  This m e a n s  t h a t  t h e  

s e w a g e  effluent will b e  v e r y  visible n e a r  a n d  o n  t h e  s e a  surface, as illustrated in t he 

a b o v e  p h o t o g r a p h .  It is essential that E P D  investigates this finding a n d  c o n c l u d e s  that it 

is n o t  a c c e p t a b l e .

4. T h e  results o f  t h e  m o d e l l i n g  scena r i o  a re set o u t  in A p p e n d i x  D  u C O R M l X  m o d e l  o u t p u t t, 

t o  t h e  R e v i s e d  T e c h n i c a l  N o t e  o n  W a t e r  Quality a n d ,  as m e n t i o n e d  in p a r a g r a p h  F 2  

a b o v e ,  a r e  exactly t h e  s a m e  a s in t h e  O c t o b e r  F u r t h e r  Information. T o  t h e  l a y m a n ,  t h e  

results a r e  p r o b a b l y  difficult to u n d e r s t a n d .  H o w e v e r ,  w h a t  is n o t  difficult to u n d e r s t a n d  

is t h e  s t a n d a r d  s t a t e m e n t  at t h e  e n d  of e a c h  o f  t h e  C O R M I X  reports, w h i c h  is t h e  

^ R E M I N D E R :  T h e  u s e r  m u s t  t a k e  n o t e  t h a t  H Y D R O D Y N A M I C  M O D E L L I N G  b y  a n y  k n o w n  

t e c h n i q u e  i s  N O T A N  E X A C T S C f £ N C e \

5. T h e  full n a m e  o f  t h e  m o d e l  is " C O R M I X  M I X I N G  Z O N E  E X P E R T  S Y S T E M  V e r s io n  5 . 0 G T  

H Y D R O l :  V e r s i o n - 5 . 0 . 1 . 0  D e c e m b e r ,  2 0 0 T .  It is difficult t o  u n d e r s t a n d  w h y  a 9  y e a r  old 

v e r s i o n  o f  this m o d e l  w a s  u s e d  a n d  this a s p e c t  s h o u l d  b e  inves t i g a t e d  b y  E P D .  W i t h  

m o d e l l i n g  science, it is n o r m a l  for t h e r e  to  b e  at least s o m e  u p d a t e s ,  o v e r  a p e r i o d  of 9  

years, a s  a result o f  its u s a g e ,  empirical testing a n d  i m p r o v e m e n t s  of sof t w a r e .  In this 

c o n t e x t  it is n o t e d  t h a t  C O R M I X  v e r s i o n s  9  a n d  1 0  w e r e  r e l e a s e d  in S e p t e m b e r  2 0 1 4  a n d  

July 2 0 1 6  respectively. E P D  m u s t  i n v e s tigate w h y  t h e  C o n s u l t a n t s  h a v e  n o t  u s e d  u p  to 

d a t e  m o d e l l i n g  s o f t w a r e  w h i c h  s h o u l d  b e  a s t a n d a r d  r e q u i r e m e n t  for a n y  study.

G .  I N E F F I C I E N T  S E W A G E  P L A N N I N G  S T R A T E G Y  C O N F I R M E D  B Y  H K R 7S C O N S U L T A N T S  A N D  

N O  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  I M P A C T  A S S E S S M E N T

1. In its A p p l i c a t i o n  a n d  F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  o f  J u n e  a n d  O c t o b e r ,  H K R ' s  c o n s u l t a n t s  h a v e  

said:

a. In p a r a g r a p h  6.2.ili o f  its original application, t h a t  ^ a l t e r n a t iv e  o n - s i t e  s e w a g e  

t r e a t m e n t  p l a n t  c o u l d  b e  p r o v id e d ,  e i t h e r  a t  A r e a  6 f  o r  A r e a  1 0 b .  T h is  is  n o t  

p r e f e r r e d ,  h a v i n g  n u m e r o u s  S T W  in  t h e  a r e a  i s  c o n s i d e r e d  t o  b e  in e f f e c t iv e  in  

a c h i e v i n g  e c o n o m i e s  f o r  s c a l e  f o r  t h e  i n f r a s t r u c t u r e  a n d  l a n d  a r e a ,r. F u r t h e r m o r e ,  

p a r a g r a p h  5.6.2.2 o f  H K R ' s  S t u d y  o n  D r a i n a g e ,  S e w e r a g e  a n d  W a t e r  S u p p l y  S y s t e m s  

for A r e a  6f n o t e s  t h a t  ' 'T h is  S T W  w i l l  t r e a t  s e w a g e  o n l y  f r o m  2  s i n g l e  r e s i d e n t i a l  

t o w e r s  f o r  4 7 6  u n i t s  a t  A r e a  6 f  s o  i t  i s  c o n s i d e r e d  n o t  a n  e f f i c i e n t  s e w a g e  p l a n n i n g  

s t r a t e g y " ’ . P a r a g r a p h  5.6.4.1 also n o t e s  that a local S T W  m a y  c a u s e  u a n  o f f e n s i v e  

s m e l l  a n d  i s  h e a l t h  h a z a r d " ,

b. a T h is  a d d i t i o n a l  e f f l u e n t  w o u l d  h a v e  i m p a c t s  o n  b o t h  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  a n d  m a r i n e  

e c o l o g y .  A l l  t h e s e  w o u l d  r e q u i r e  a  q u a n t i t a t i v e  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  m o d e l  t o  b e  e s t a b l i s h e d  

f o r  a s s e s s m e n t  a s  p a r t  o f  t h e  s u b s e q u e n t  ( J u n e  R e v i s e d  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S t udy,

6.3.1.3). F u r t h e r m o r e ,  in t h e  O c t o b e r  F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  t h e r e  is n o  r e f e r e n c e  t o  a 

s u b s e q u e n t  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  I m p a c t  A s s e s s m e n t  (EIA), w h i c h  likely m e a n s  t h a t  t h e  

s u b j e c t  o f  a n  E I A  h a s  b e e n  d r o p p e d .  Logically t h e r e  s h o u l d  b e  a full scale E I A  a s  part 

o f  this S e c t i o n  1 2 A  application.

c. B u i l d i n g  a S T W  in A r e a  6 f  is still s u b - o p t i m u m  in its O c t o b e r  s u b m i s s i o n .  S i n c e  t h e  

c o n s u l t a n t  h a s  a g a i n  in t h e  O c t o b e r  F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  A n n e x  G  " R e v i s e d  S t u d y  o n  

D r a i n a g e ,  S e w a g e  a n d  W a t e r  S u p p l / ^  p a r a g r a p h  5.6.1.4, s t ated that uA s  t h i s  n e w  

D B S T W w i l l  o n l y  t r e a t  s e w a g e  f r o m  2  s i n g l e  r e s i d e n t i a l  t o w e r s  f o r  4 7 6  u n i t s  a t  A r e a
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6f so  this decentralized schem e Is considered not an efficient sew age p lanning  
strategy^’,

H. EMERGENCY ARRANGEMENTS FOR WHEN THE STW BREAKS DOWN 丨NCUJDING 
ACCESS TO PUMPING STATION NO. 1

I. N o  m e n t i o n  w a s  m a d e  in H K R ;s first a n d  s e c o n d  s u b m i s s i o n s  of w h a t  w o u l d  h a p p e n  t o 

t h e  s e w a g e  in t h e  e v e n t  that t h e  S T W  b r o k e  d o w n .  O n l y  in its third a n d  f o u r t h  

s u b m i s s i o n s  w a s  t h e  sub j e c t  of e m e r g e n c y  a r r a n g e m e n t s  a d d r e s s e d .  T h e s e  include: 

dual f e e d  p o w e r  s u p p l y  for t h e  S T W ;  ^suitable b a c k u p "  of t h e  S T W  t r e a t m e n t  p r o c e s s  

(but n o  i n f o r m a t i o n  as to w h a t  is suitable); a n d  c o n n e c t i n g  t h e  gravity s e w a g e  p i p e  to 

t h e  existing s e w a g e  s y s t e m  at P u m p i n g  Station N o  1  (to b e  only u s e d  d u r i n g  

e m e r g e n c i e s ) ,  w h i c h  w o u l d  f e e d  t h e  s e w a g e  t o  t h e  existing s y s t e m  (i.e. to Siu H o  W a n  

S T W ) ,  a n d ,  as b a c k u p ,  th e  m o v e m e n t  of s e w a g e  b y  3 6  s e w a g e  t a n k e r  vehicles p e r  d a y  t o  

t h e  Siu H o  W a n  S T W .

2. C o n n e c t i o n  t o  t h e  existing s e w a g e  s y s t e m  is d e a r l y  m o s t  likely to b e  u s e d  o n c e  a n d  t h e n  

left o n  p e r m a n e n t l y ,  s ince t h e r e  is n o  description o f  h o w  this action w o u l d  b e  m a n a g e d  

( h e n c e  m a k i n g  u n a p p r o v e d  u s e  o f  t h e  g o v e r n m e n t  Siu H o  W a n  facilities) as t h e  existing 

D B  Services M a n a g e m e n t  L i m i t e d  (as illustrated b y  its d a y  t o  d a y  p e r f o r m a n c e )  is b o t h  

m a n a g e m e n t  a n d  e n g i n e e r i n g  sever e l y  cha l l e n g e d .

3. Government cannot allow such a connection since it would b e  an open invitation to 

abuse and illegally use the S H W S T W .

4. Also t h e  o n l y  a c c e s s  t o  P u m p i n g  S t a t i o n  N o .  X  ( a n d  especially relevant d u r i n g  

e m e r g e n c i e s )  is currently b l o c k e d  b y  t h e  a r e a  a r o u n d  t h e  p u m p i n g  station b e i n g  illegally 

u s e d  for vehicular parking. T h e  L a n d s  D e p a r t m e n t  h a s  recently r e q u e s t e d  H K R  t o  s t o p  

t h e  p a r k i n g  as this a r e a  s h o u l d  o n l y  b e  u s e d  for t h e  p u r p o s e s  related to t h e  o p e r a t i o n  of 

t h e  p u m p  h o u s e .  H K R  s h o u l d  h a v e  a d v i s e d  its c o n s u l t a n t s  a b o u t  this situation w h e n  

issuing its Instructions. T h e r e f o r e  it is n e c e s s a r y  t h a t  this issue o f  a c c e s s  b e  a d d r e s s e d  

b y  H K R  a n d  t h e  L a n d s  D e p a r t m e n t .

5. M o v e m e n t  of s e w a g e  b y  t r u c k  is clearly u n a c c e p t a b l e  in a m o d e r n  city e n v i r o n m e n t ,  

especially a s it w o u l d  r equire 3 6  s e w a g e  t a n k e r  vehicles a d a y  t o  r e m o v e  t h e  s e w a g e  to 

t h e  Siu H o  W a n  S T W ,  a n d  is inconsistent w i t h  g o v e r n m e n t ' s  efforts t o  m o d e r n i s e  s e w a g e  

t r e a t m e n t  a n d  disposal in H o n g  K o n g .  T h e  3 6  t r u c k  calculation is c o n s i d e r e d  t o  b e  m o r e  

repre s e n t a t i v e  t h a n  t h e  calculation in p a r a g r a p h  6.3.2.1 of t h e  latest F u r t h e r  

I n f o r m a t i o n  w h i c h  implies t h a t  s e w a g e  will o n l y  b e  m o v e d  o n  t h e  basis of a q u a r t e r  o f  a 

d a y ’s s e w a g e  b e i n g  m o v e d  in 6  h o u r s .  F u r t h e r m o r e ,  H K R  h a s  b e e n  told that it c a n n o t  

f e e d  t h e  s e w a g e  t o  t h e  Siu H o  W a n  S T W .

6. In addition, H K R  h a s  n o t  m e n t i o n e d  a n y t h i n g  a b o u t  e m e r g e n c y  a r r a n g e m e n t s  in t h e  

e v e n t  of  t h e  o p e n  nullah d i s c h a r g e  a p p r o a c h  b e i n g  t a k e n .  This w o u l d  p r o b a b l y  丨n v o l v e  

t h e  3 6  t r u c k s  p e r  d a y  travelling t h r o u g h  P a r k v a l e  village a n d  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  g o i n g  t o  t h e  

Siu H o  W a n  S T W ,  w h i c h  H K R  d o e s  n o t  h a v e  a p p r o v a l  t o  u s e  for this s e w a g e .

!. S E W A G E  F R O M  W O R K F O R C E  D U R I N G  C O N S T R U C T I O N

1. All o f  P a r k v a l e  Village will b e  affected b y  t h e  p r o p o s e d  m e t h o d  of s e w a g e  g e n e r a t e d  

f r o m  t h e  w o r k f o r c e  d u r i n g  t h e  d e v e l o p m e n t  o f  A r e a  6f. P a r a g r a p h  6.2.1.B o f  t h e  latest 

F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  states that p o r t a b l e  c h e m i c a l  toilets will b e  u s e d  b y  t h e

10
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construction workforce. This is dismissed as a minor issue, but is expected to persist for 
some two to two and a half years. Those who have experience with construction sites 
wiH know that, firstly, never enough portable toilets are provided and that construction 
workers urinate all over the site and, secondly, and more importantly, that, when 
pumping the sewage from the toilets into tanker trucks, a substantial release of 
pollutant fumes and very unpleasant and pervasive odours are released into the local 
atmosphere. These will create both a health hazard and a serious despoliation of the 
quality of life of the residents in the adjacent Parkvale Village.

J. MANAGEMENT OF THE STW

1. There is no explanation as to how the STW will be managed in respect of both day to 
day operations and emergency situations. In the DSD guidelines (referred to in section 
B above) it is stated in paragraphs 5.1/2 that nln selecting the type of treatment process, 
the designers should take due consideration of the availability of competent operators. 
Only competent technicians should be assigned to operate the STP. The operator should 
be fully conversant with the recommended operating procedures as stipulated in the 
operation and maintenance manu〇r .

2. Would Discovery Bay Services Management Limited, the wholly owned subsidiary of HKR 
which manages DB, employ additional staff capable of managing a STW or would it use 
existing staff which have no relevant experience? HKR should be required to state how 
it will ensure that the STW in Area Bf, and that in Area 10b, would be operated safely 
and efficiently.

K. CAPITAL AND OPERATING COSTS

1. HKR makes no reference in its Further Information that all the capital and operating 
costs arising from the proposed STW in Area 6f together with the gravity sewage pipe to 
the sea at the Plaza will be met by either HKR and/or the undivided shareholders of the 
Area 6f proposed development. HKR should be required to confirm that all capital and 
operating costs arising from the proposed STW in Area 6f and the gravity sewage pipe 
or use of the nullah will be borne by HKR and/or the undivided shareholders of Area 6f 
proposed development.

2. Also the residents of Parkvale Village and other villages in Discovery Bay should not 
have to suffer the disturbance of laying the gravity sewage pipe or the connection to 
the open nullah.

L. CONSULTATION

1. The above approach to sewage treatment and discharge has not been explained by HKR 
to the wider community of DB. In view of this deficient and sub-optimum approach 
(and the same approach is to be adopted for Area 10b with sewage to be directly 
discharged into the sea at Nim Shue Wan), HKR is guilty of abusing the so called public 
consultation process and displaying a complete disregard for modern sewage treatment 
and discharge practices and DSD guidelines as developed so diligently over the last 30 
years by government, namely EPD, WSD and DSD and their respective policy bureaux.

CONCLUSION

W e  (the Parkvale Village O w n e r s  C o m m i t t e e  representing the O w n e r s  of Parkvale Village,

which is adjacent to Area 6f and through which all traffic to Area 6f would pass) continue to

11
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be surprised and disappointed that no Government Department, nor HKR, appears to have 
considered the adverse impact of the proposed development on the owners and residents 
of Parkvale Village, especially the totally unacceptable and sub optimal com m itm ent to 
build a standalone STW with discharge by open nullah directly past apartments and into 
the sea. In view of the serious inadequacies and shortfall of the STW  and discharge 
proposal we believe that the DSD and EPD have no alternative but to reject the HKR 
proposal and advise the TPB to not approve the application.

As clearly demonstrated in not only this submission but in all our submissions, HKR's 
application continues to be deficient in many ways. So again, we consider that the Town 
Planning Board is in no other position than to reject HKR's application to rezone Area 6f.

We again encourage the Town Planning Board to visit the site and meet residents. In doing 
so, many of the issues highlighted in this report would be evident.

S ig n e d  o n  b e h a l f  o f  t h e  P V O C :  D a te :

29 December 2016

Mr. Kenneth J. Bradley J.P.
Parkvale Village Owners Committee Chairman

g—<
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G m a i l  E d w i n  R a i n b o w

For info Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

Thomas Gebauer

irwarded Message ——---- Forwarded Message ——
F r o m :

To: Tpl5pV<rpT6pff^ra7i&7go^T^
Sent: Wednesday, 28 December 2016, 16:32 
Subject: Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

Further comments:

Subject: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

The Town Planning Board: 
Application Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b

I strongly object to the planned development as presented by the HongKong Resort Company , 
who with thousands of owners are bound together by a Deed of Mutual Covenant,

2 .
Discovery Bay (DB) is a UNIQUE development in HongKong . quasi an enclave , isolated from 
HongKong proper and only accessible through one tun门el a门d by ferry.
Special rules apply in/for the area, as laid down in a DMC . Owners in Discovery Bay and to a 
certain extent also residents in DB must therefore get a recognised voice and special attention 
from the Town Planning Board (TPB) when major changes which will affect the environment and 
the way of life are proposed for this special enclave/environment as done by the "registered 
owner1’ the Hongkong Resort Co. Ltd, (H K R ).
The TP B  must also seriously consider that the small owners in DB ( roughly 8.000 houses/flats 
are concerned) are not permitted to form an Owners Corporation which could give a clear voice 
lo the TP B  as what are the wishes of the many DB owners, leaving aside the various large, 
mainly commercial entities and spaces owned by the developer, the H KR .

3. •
Due to this unique situation, any changes must be judged by the'TPB / PLAND with a holistic 
view in mind ; this proposed development as well as the application Y/l-DB/2 Area 6f cannot be 
judged solely o门 their own but how it also will affect the whole environment in Discovery Bay 
and whether all the DB service facilities are sufficient to support such developments. So  it is 
IM PERATIVE , besides looking at each application separately the TP B  must also look at



both application? ,^the H K R  together to m a k e  a good judgement what they ask D B  
owners and reslc ^  to "bear".

4

In area 10b - same as Kis proposed in area 6f- to built a sewage treatment plant quasi Mon 
site" in the midst of a residential development and the effluent is planned to be discharged into 
the W A T E R  BASIN O F  NIM S H U E  W A N  Bay must be considered as highly " sensitive1' in the 
least.

W e  are living in the 21st century and Town Planning must be a forward looking endeavour.

To m e  it is outrageous to even consider in" Asia's World CityH to put nowadays a sewage 
treatment plant into a n e w  residential development. (There was an old sewage-treatment plant 
at this proposed location, however built decades ago when this area was a large service area 
bus statio门，repair shops, waste handling and the like -...quasi commercial activities)

It should be demanded that this application / development as well as Y/l-DB/2 area 6f to be 

deferred already on the grounds of the sewage-treatment and disposal. For this matter the 
applicant should wait till the Government Sewage Treatment Facilities of Lantau Island can 

receive all the sewage from DB.
巳y no means should affluent be directed into the sea in and around Discovery Bay. 丁he U K  

Waters cannot take more of this pollution and this does not concern only TIN !
It would be really a great step back for th6 environment of D B  and HKI

The effluent is planned to be discharged through a pipe into the shoreline, the bay of Nim Shue 
Wan, which should be considered quasi typographically confined basin with limited dispersive 

capacity" the planned outfall point will not be far from the housing development, in the vicinity 

there is also recreational activity from the D B  Marina and Club. It is not far from Peng Chau 

which apparently has received or will receive a h i g h  t e c h n o l o g y  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  p l a n t  T h i s  

effluent is in addition to the already polluted waters in the South of Hongkong.
It would be quite self-defeating : Peng Chau with a most modern water treatment plant and then

the effluents from
DB.
The reference of the applicant regarding Fish Culture Zones , in M a W a n  and Cheung Sha ( 
V E R Y  F A R  away from Nim Shue W a n  can only "pull woo! over the T P B M .
There are quasi daily fishermen/-boats seen in around DB, mostly from Peng Chau, an 
examination of the catch in regard to toxics should be highly recommended . Effluent-discharge 
to the close -by shores , to the sea should not take place !! but also :

6 . .

To blame pollution of Southern Waters on the Pearl River Delta is not a point to make as facts 

of the "as is situationmust be clearly addressed. There are more pollutants than TIN . In H K  

one must get away from the view" it is only little pollution beside the pollution of HK-waters 
and around, w e  are facing already many types of pollution; in regard to forward-looking planning 
,it is important to consider" the straw which breaks the camel's back

As for the "sensitive receivers " the waters of Nim Shue W a n  and those close to Peng Chau 

effluent must be considered as "potentially polluting". Not even to mention the matter of storm - 

surge t back-flow and the like.

All of the tables and calculations of the applicant should be taken with a large pinch of salt 
as simply : effluent to the sea = generally considered is "water -pollution ".
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F r o m  P L A N D  A N D  M Y  C O M M E N T S  IN R E G A R D  T O  T H I S  A P P L I C A T I O N :

Aims of Environmental Planning

2.1.1
To achieve a better environment through planning....



N O  B E T T E R  E N V I R O N M E N T ,  DEFINITELY O N  A L L  C O U N T S  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T  W I L L  B E  

W O R S E .

(a)
"to avoid creating n e w  environmental problems•…
T H E R E  A R E  A D D I T I O N A L  P R O B L E M S  (AIR, NOISE, L E S S  T R E E S ,  R E D U C E D  W A S T E  
H A N D L I N G  CAPACITY. A L L  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  IN P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S )

(b)
Mto seize opportunities for environmental improvement....

N O  O P P O R T U N I T Y  F O R  I M P R O V E M E N T  S E I Z E D  IN THIS D E V E L O P M E N T

Proper land use planning,
(b) proposed land uses in the s a m e  development area are compatible with each 
other•••..T H E R E  IS N O  N E C E S S I T Y  F O R  THIS D E V E L O P M E N T  A S  P L A N N E D .  !T H A S  N O  

C O N N E C T I O N  W I T H  H O U S I N G  S H O R T A G E  IN H O N G  K O N G  , A N D  A S  F O R  "OPTIMISING 

L A N D  U S E  M T H E  A P P L I C A N T  f IN C A S E  H A S  L A R G E  T R A C T S  O F  L A N D  AV A I L A B L E  IN D B  

W I T H O U T  C R E A T I N G  A D D I T I O N A L  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  P R O B L E M S .

IN C A S E ,  T H E  P L A N N E D  D E V E L O P M E N T  Y/l-DB/3 A R E A  10b M U S T  B E  S C A L E D  B A C K  IN 
SIZ E  T O  B E  S O M E W H A T  C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  C U R R E N T  E N V I R O N M E N T  IN D B  .

T H E  D E V E L O P M E N T  \T'\S ALSO HOT "COMPATIBLE" AS W I T H  T H E  O B V I O U S  

P O L L U T I N G  ACTIVITIES IN T H E  P O D I U M  , R I G H T  U N D E R  T H E  R E S I D E N T I A L  

D E V E L O P M E N T ,  A N D  A L S O  T H E  C O N N E C T E D  V E H I C L E  TRAFFIC, P L U S  T H E  S E W A G E  
T R E A T M E N T  P L A N T  A N D  T H E  P E T R O L - F I L L I N G  S T A T I O N  .

(C)
adequate and suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to ensure proper handling and 
disposal of all wastes and waste water arising from proposed developments.
T H I S  IS N O T  T H E  C A S E  W I T H  B O T H  T H E  P L A N N E D  D B  D E V E L O P M E N T S  (THIS O N E  
A N D  A L S O  Y/l-DB/2 A R E A  6F.)

T H E  P L A N N E D  N E W  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B  , T R A N S F E R  A N D  
D I S P O S A L  FACILITIES A R E  C O M P L E T E L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  A N D  ILL-PLACED U N D E R  A  

P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E .  A S  M E N T I O N E D  A B O V E  A N D  THIS W A S  A L R E A D Y  W R I T T E N  IN 

P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S .
IT IS D E F I N I T E L Y  N O T  IN T H E  C A T E G O R Y  O F  M SUITABLY SITED ENVIRONMENTAL 
FACILITIES "*
2.2,2
(c) .
the capacity of the environment to receive additional developments, for example, the capacity of 

an airshed or water basin to receive and assimilate residuals or the capacity of the environment 

infrastructure such as sewerage and waste reception facilities to accommodate further 

residuals*
A S  W R I T T E N  A B O V E  , D B  H A S  LIMITED C A P A C I T Y  T O  A C C E P T
A L R E A D Y  T H E  LIMITS R E G A R D I N G  25.000 R E S I D E N T S  INDI C A T E  T H A T

T H E  T P B  M U S T  N O T  F O R G E T  T H A T  S E R V I C E  FACILITIES A R E  A L S O  S T R E S S E D
B E C A U S E  O F  T H E  O F T E N  L A R G E  I N F L U X  O F  V I S I T O R S  A N D  T O U R I S T S  C R E A T I N G  

E N V I R O N M E N T A L  D E G R A D A T I O N  T O  THI S  C O N F I N E D  A R E A ,  T H E  N U M B E R S  A R E  IN 

A D D I T I O N  T O  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN THIS P L A C E .

Air Quality Considerations

2.3.2
Air quality is affected by such factors as the emission rate of air pollutants, the separation 
distance between emission sources and receptors, topography, height and width of buildings as

well as meteorology.....

A S  FOR AN ON-SITE SEW AGE TREATMENT ODOURS OF DIFFERENT KIND MUST BE
CONSIDERED ALSO W HEN SLUDGE WILL BE REMOVED,
wherever practicable, major air pollution emitters are sited to the west or southwest of urban

areas and new towns to take advantage of the prevailing north-easterly winds;
DB IS LOCATED IN A SEM ICIRCLE OF MOUNTAINS IN THE M B A C K M! BECAUSE OF THIS
I M P E D I M E N T  T O  A I R - C I R C U L A T I O N  W E  A L R E A D Y  F A C E  E X T R A  A I R - P O L L U T I O N  (



Water Quality Considerations *
2.3.4

It should be noted that there is a general shift of estuarine to oceanic conditions in a west to 
east direction in the coastal waters of Hong Kong. Any major developments which are likely to 
cause significant disruption to water circulation should be either avoided as far as possible or 
subjected to water quality modelling tests prior to the finalisation of site selection.
P L E A S E  T O  K E E P  IN M I N D  .

2.3.5
Any development which causes either conflict with the constraints or damage of the resources 
and amenity areas should be avoided, unless the conflict can be resolved or the imposition of 
appropriate development controls is practicable. The water-based developments should be 

located such that bulk water exchange is maximised.
C O N T R A R Y  T O  W H A T  T H E  A P P L I C A N T  CL A I M S  : NIM S H U E  W A T E R S  A R E  C A L M  , 
LITTLE T I D A L - S T R E A M  - ACTIVITIES C A N  B E  S E E N  A N D  T H E R E  IS DEFINITELY LIMITED 
DISPERSIVE CAPACITY.
P O L L U T I O N  F R O M  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN NIM SHUE WAN VILLAGE M U S T  A L S O  B E  K E P T  
IN M I N D  A N D  A D D E D  T O  T H E  SITUATION.

MARINE/FERRY -D IESELS, AIRCRAFT, DISNEY DAILY FIREWORKS , LOCAL VEHICLE
TRA FFIC  )

Waste Management Considerations

2.3.6
in the preparation of land use plans, effort should be mad e  to reserve sufficient sites in suitable 
locations for municipal waste reception and transfer facilities.... As some uses have potential to 
cause nuisances and to give rise to special requirements for waste disposal and effluent 
discharge, due consideration should be given to their location and design to minimise the 

potential impacts.
T H E  P R O P O S E D  N E W  S P A C E  U N D E R  A  P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  , 
T H E  APPLICANT'S REFUSE RECEIVING STATION P L A N N E D  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  DB, IS 
T O T A L L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  F O R  T H E  P R E S E N T  A N D  M O R E S O  M U S T  B E  F O R  T H E  F UTURE.  

IT W A S  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  A B O U T  IT,
A L S O  T H E  P L A N N E D  LIMITED S P A C E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  FACILITIES C A N N O T  B E  
C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  P H I L O S O P H Y  O F  21 S T  C E N T U R Y  W A S T E  - H A N DLING  

S E P A R A T I N G  S O R T I N G  F O R  R E C Y C L I N G  A N D  RE-USE.
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IN C O N C L U S I O N  I S T R O N G L Y  O B J E C T  T O  THIS APPLICATION .
T H O M A S  G E 巳A U E R
owner/resident

Discovery Bay 

e-mail
:麵> )

T h o m a s  Gebauer
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B. P V O C  Fourth C o m m e n t s  o n  the Section 1 2 A  Application further information_fmaI - Copy.pdf; ATT00045.txt; A P P L I C A T I O N  Y _ 1 - D B _ 3  

Area 10b.pdf; ATT00048.txt

To w h o m  it m a y  concern:

I a m  a.Peninsula Village owner, w h o  is extremely concerned by the numerous bad aspects of the this Application 

which have been covered by earlier consultations.

This 4th round consultation confirms the reintroduction of local sewage treatment within Discovery Bay and I 

particularly object to this retrograde step and an inevitable environmentaF deterioration for D B  residents and the 

marine life.

I attach the following excellent submissions concerning the above, from neighbouring villages, which, as a 

Peninsula Village Owner, I fully endorse, since they express m y  concerns better than I could myself:

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


PVOC Comments on Application number： Y/l-DB/2

Parkvale Village Owners" Committee
C om m en ts on th e  Second Further Information Submitted in Support of 
Section  12A Application N um ber Y/l-D B/2 to  am end Discovery Bay Outline 
Zoning Plan for rezoning th e  perm issible u se from  staff quarters to  flats at 
Area 6f, D iscovery Bay.

INTRODUCTION

In April, July and December 2016 we, the Parkvale Village Owner's Committee (PVOC), a 
body of owners in Parkvale Village in Discovery Bay (DB) elected to represent the interests 
of the owners of the 606 flats in the village, submitted our comments on Hong Kong Resort 
Com pany Limited's (HKR) Section 12A Application aTo Am end Discovery Bay Outline Zoning 
Plan fo r rezoning the permissible use from  staff quarters to flats at Area 6f, Discovery BayH. 
Our com m ents were assigned numbers 1512 (April), 2787 (July) and 5297 (December) by 
the Town Planning Board (TPB).

This docum ent includes our comments on the Further Information (made available by the 
TPB on 9 Decem ber 2016) submitted by HKR on 28 November 2016.

FURTHER INFORMATION

The Further Information submitted by HKR comprises:

1. Masterplan Limited's covering letter.
2. Revised Environmental Study (Executive Summary, Chapters 6, 7 and 8).
3. .Revised Technical Note on W ater Quality.

No substantive change has been made to the Further Information submitted in June and 
October.

in Its covering letter, Masterplan Limited, on behalf of HKR, states that "In  summary, the 
Further Information relates to the following issues:

1. The receiving water quality o f the effluent discharge of the proposed on-site Sewage 
Treatment Works (STW) to ensure increase in Total Inorganic Nitrogen (TIN) is 

minimised.
2. The contingency measure fo r the proposed on-site STW, by providing an emergency 

overflow pipe from the proposed S T W  at Area 6f to existing sewage pumping station no. 
1 (5PS1) located at the Junction of Discovery Bay Road and Discovery Valley Road). •

3. The modelling scenarios o f effluent dispersion.

The additional 440  m3 per day sew age generated by the proposed residential development 
is n ow  proposed to be catered by on-site sewage treatmentfadlities.t,

The reality, however, which the TPB and relevant departments, such as the EPD and DSD, 
w ill see w hen they review this latest subm ission, is that this Further Information provides 
no new  and substantial Further Inform ation. As Masterplan Limited states, uThis 
information clarifies and  supplements the application, and does not constitute a material 

change identified In the TPB Guideline No. 32".
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Furthermore, as we have pointed out, HKR has no alternative but to build a standalone STW 
in Area 6f as the Siu Ho Wan sewage treatment facilities are not available. So a STW cannot 
be simply a proposal, it has to be a commitment, one which would be sub optimal, defective
in many ways and not acceptable to both government andthe DB community,
ft is clear that HKR, through the penultinr^ate paragraph of Masterplan Limited*s covering 
letter, is making yet another attempt in its repeated appeal to government not to forget DB 
when, at some time in the future, government reviews sewage and water infrastructure for 
Lantau.

It is Imperative that the TPB and all government bureaux and departments are not misled 
by the HKR statement in Masterplan Limited’s letter that drfdrtfon, the proposa/ /or 
A r e a  6 f  is  m o d e r a t e  in  sca le , th e  d e m a n d  o n  th e  o v e ra ll G o v e r n m e n t  In fra stru ctu re  w o u ld  

b e  in s ig n i f ic a n t 1. This is irrelevant as government facilities are not available, and wiH not 
be available in the potential timeline of both the Area 6f and Area 10b projects. Public 
comments have to be submitted in accordance with TPB GuideHne No. 30B wGuidetines -  
for submission of comments.on various applications under the Town Planning Ordinance". 
The PVOC considers that this fourth submission from ihe PVOC has again properly 
complied with TPB Guideline No. 30B# whereas the Submission of Further Information 
from HKR does not

PRINCIPAL CONCERNS WITH THE APPLICATION
In our previous submission, which was assigned number 5297 (December) by the TPB, we 
noted the following principal concerns which we have with HKR's proposed development of 
two 18 storey buildings, including 476 flats, of 21,600 m2 GFA on a platform created to 
accommodate a 170m2 GFA three storey Building:

A. Inadequate and unreliable information has been provided by HKR. E.g. HKR has 
submitted studies and papers and not impact assessments, thereby avoiding having to 
study the impact on the community and people most affected by its proposal.

B. Public Consultation is inadequate and non-transparent.
C. Consultation with all relevant government departments and bureaux has been 

inadequate and incomplete.
D. A Risk Assessment has not been undertaken.
E. HKR's responses to government department comments have been inadequate and 

evasive. It cannot be acceptable in a public consultation exercise for the applicant alone 
to decide what is commercially sensitive (re ownership of Passageway and allocation of 
undivided shares) and to keep that 丨nformation from being publicly commented upon. 
All information provided by the applicant must be placed in the public domain so the 
public can comment on it. The table setting out these responses cannot be considered 
to be comprehensive.

F. Despite Annex C of the October Further Information stating in paragraph 2.1.1.4 that a 
key element of the development is the ^access roadH, there is no information provided 
as to its construction through, Parkvale village. There are many issues arising from 
unsuitable access to the site such as: the part of Parkvale Drive which is designed as a 
pedestrian pavement under BD regulations and the effect of additional construction and 
operational traffic on it; width constraints of Parkvale Drive which limit the ability of 
larger vehicles, including buses and construction vehicles, to pass one another; potential
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lack of emergency access to Parkvale Drive in the event of an accident; safety, as the 
proposed access to the site is a pedestrian area used by residents and the public; and 
HKR's lack of consideration of alternative access to the site. As pointed out above, HKR 
continues to not submit, in its Further Information, a Traffic Impact Assessment on 
Pedestrians which is listed under the Reports to be submitted.

6. A sewage treatment works (STW) is to be included in Area 6f with discharge directly into 
the sea next to the ferry pier using either a gravity pipe or the open nullah which is 
adjacent to Hillgrove Village. However, it is clear from HKR#s comments that the latter is 
the intended approach. Also, HKT tries to minimise the pollution impact of discharge of 
sewage into the sea whereas it will increase the TIN and TPs, thereby increasing the 
probability of, e.gv red tide in Discovery Bay waters. Not surprisingly HKR's consultants 
say that the sewage proposal ais considered not an efficient sewage planning strategy1*.

H. HKR is misleading the TPB by saying there are two options re water supply but# as
previously pointed out (since government has confirmed that its facilities at the Siu Ho 
Wan Water Treatment Works (SHWWTW) and the SHW Fresh Water Pumping Station 
are not available for the foreseeable future), there is only one, which is a potable water 
supply to be provided by re-opening# after 16 years, the DB water treatment plant and 
using water from the DB reservoir. •

I. No information is provided regarding the provision of other utilities to Area 6f and how 
it will affect Parkvale Village, despite the October Further Information Annex C 
paragraph 2.1.1.4 stating that a key element of the development is the provision of 
utilities. Furthermore, there is no reference to the DB LPG gas system which has 
recently suffered an explosion which isihe  subject of investigations by EMSD and FSD.

J. Slope safety of the area, where the two proposed 18 story buildings will be built, is 
ignored, despite Annex C paragraph 2.1:1.4 stating that a key element of the 
development is site formation. HKR continues to ignore CEDD's request for HKR to 
assess the geotechnical feasibility of the proposed development and to submit a 
Geotechnical Planning Review Report (GPRR).

K. Ownership issues - HKR's right to use Parkvale Drive as access to Area 6f is still disputed.
L. Planning controls of Discovery Bay are ignored in respect of the Master Plan (MP) and 

Outline Zone Plan (OZP) relationship, the 25,000 population ceiling and the allocation of 
undivided shares and management units under the Deed of Mutual Covenant (DMC). 
Furthermore, HKR has a conflict of interest regarding population data, in that current 
figures are provided by its wholly owned subsidiary, DB Services Management Limited.

M. Diagrams and photomontages are often misleading, inaccurate and of poor quality.

We provided further details of these concerns in our previous submission. Readers of this
submission should also read our previous submissions if they have not already done so.

In this submission we address concerns arising from HKR#s latest submission and from
H K^s intention to build a standalone sewage treatment works in Area 6f.

SEWAGE TREATMENT

All the concerns and comments submitted to the TPB in respect of sewage treatment
processing and discharge continue to be ignored.
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We have, again, set out and expanded our concerns and comments in the following
sections:

A. Sewage Master Plans,
B. Standalone Sewage Treatment Works.
C. Application for Discharge Licence.
D. Discharge of Sewage by Open Nullah.
E. Effluent to be Discharged into the Sea.
F. Theoretical Modelling Scenarios of Sewage Processing and Effluent Discharge.
G. Inefficient Sewage Planning Strategy Confirmed by HKR's Consultants and no 

Environmental Impact Assessment.
H. Emergency Arrangements for when the STW Breaks Down Including Access to Pumping 

Station No 1.
I. Sewage from the Workforce during Construction. •
J. Management of the STW. t
K. Capital and Operating Costs.
L. Consultation.

A. SEW AGE MASTER PLANS

1. In 1989, a sewage disposal strategy was formulated by the Government. Since then EPD 
has produced 16 Sewage Master Plans (SMPs) and DSD has had the role of works agent 
to implement the recommended projects to cater for the needs of the SMPs. The 16 
SMPs have been re-grouped into 8 areas for conducting the SMP Review Studies. 8 SMP 
Reviews have been completed and these include the "Review of Outlying Islands SMP", 
which includes DB.

2. All the HKR submissions consistently make no mention of the Outlying Islands SMP, 
which would appear to be because their sewage strategy for DBf as illustrated by the 
proposals for both Areas 6f and 10b, is inconsistent with that plan. Therefore EPD and 
DSD have no alternative but to reject the HKR proposal and advise the TPB  
accordingly.

B. STANDALONE SEWAGE TREATM ENT WORKS

1. Since government facilities are not available in the foreseeable future, HKR has no 
alternative but to build a separate sewage treatment works (STW) in Area 6f, if the 
proposed change in use is approved and if the proposed development is in fact built. 
This means that people living in Parkvale Village would have a STW adjacent to them. 
HKR is not providing details of the design, its exact location and how it will be managed 
and maintained. As HKR will want to minimize costs, we are concerned how adequate 
such a facility will be and the risk of its breaking down. If the TPB approves the change 
of use of Area 6f# the residents of Parkvale Village, who at no stage have been consulted 
by HKR, will be forced by HKR to live next door to a STW with all its negative aspects, 
including strong foul odours. And of course the future 1190 residents of Area 6f will also 
suffer from the same negative aspects of a STW integrated into their development.

2. It is indicative of the inadequacies of this submission, and all the previous HKR 
submissions, that there is no reference whatsoever to the DSD ^Guidelines for the

. Design of Small Sewage Treatment Plants^ for private developments up to 2,000 
population equivalent. In preparing these guidelines DSD placed special emphasis on
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the problems usually found with small plants and included appropriate design safety 
considerations. These guidelines cover: general design considerations; design 
parameters; practical design and installation; operation and maintenance; and 
environmental considerations. Following these guidelines would have enabled HKR to 
provide a design submission In this latest Further Information which could, according 
to paragraph 2.9 of the guidelines, have included for example: key plan showing location 
of development and effluent discharge location; plan and section showing the location 
of STW within the development in relation to residential units and surrounding facilities; 
process and instrumentation diagrams; hydraulic profile together with supporting 
calculations; detailed process design calculations; detailed drawings with plan and 
elevation showing plant room layout including pipe work and equipment; route of 
'access to the plant room and access within the STW; ventilation and lighting details; 
equipment schedule showing number of duty and standby units, make, model number, 
capacity etc. (the schedule should be shown on the drawing)； equipment catalogues and 
operation/maintenance manual.

3. Although the OSD has built and operates a number of small sewage treatment facilities 
on Lantau Island and Outlying Islands, HKR has not stated the type or explained the
design of STW it proposes to build in Area 6f, nor has it demonstrated that any of the 
three sewage treatment processes commonly adopted by the DSD on lantau Island is 
suitable for a site located on a steep slope and far from the sea, with a discharge point 
so close to a residential area.

4. Due to its proximity to our village, we consider that it is inappropriate to locate a STW 
in Area 6f, due to the potential smell and health hazard, especially as the effluent 

.seems highly likely to be discharged into an open nullah and flow under the balconies 
of a residential building and, subsequently, into the sea adjacent to an occupied area. In 
view of the serious inadequacies and shortfall of the STW proposal we believe that the 
DSD and EPD have no alternative but to reject the HKR proposal and advise the TPB to 
not approve the application.

C. APPLICATION FOR DISCHARGE LICENCE

1. Paragraph 6.3.1.6 of the Revised Environmental Study glibly states that ''Moreover, the 
operotion of the STW  shall also apply for a discharge licence from the relevant authority 
before the operation of the STW.,f This is a too vague a statement. Are the consultants 
referring to the submission of Application Form A (EPD 117); who will be responsible
for submitting the application; w h o  will p a y  the licence fee; and what are the
consequences if the application is rejected?

2. This aspect of the STW requires comprehensively explaining to the TPB and, of course, 
the public since this Further Information is supposed to be subject to public 
consultation.

D. DISCHARGE OF SEWAGE BY OPEN NULLAH ■

1. HKR is still saying, as it did in its previous submissions, that discharging the treated 
sewage directly into an open nullah is still an option to be considered at the design 
stage. This open nullah is parallel to Discovery Valley Road and proceeds directly in front 
of Hillgrove Village. Therefore, every day 440 m3 per day of sewage will be flowing
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alongside approximately 200 metres of footpath/road and directly under the balconies 
of around 200 apartments In this village. This is illustrated In the following photographs.

View of the open nullah looking upstream Viewof the open nullah looking downstream 
past Hillgrove Village____________________ 1 towards Hi丨丨grove Village_________________

2. The nullah serves the dual purpose of a storm water channel and as an overflow relief 
for the reservoir at the top of Discovery Valley Road. Normally it is virtually empty, but 
during periods of rainstorm and/or reservoir discharge this nullah is full to the top. The 
addition of the sewage effluent to the storm water flow may cause the nullah to 
overflow or the effluent to back-up into the STW, both with serious health implications. 
This option would appear to be cheaper than building a gravity sewage pipe and it is 
considered that HKR will adopt this option whilst giving the impression to the TPB, EPD, 
etc. that it will build a gravity pipe, which would presumably put the sewage flow 
underground.

E. EFFLUENT TO BE DISCHARGED INTO THE SEA

1. HKR is proposing to discharge treated sewage from Area 6f into the marine waters 
adjacent to the ferry pier without the need of a marine outfall. The outlet is adjacent to 
a pedestrian walkway, residential buildings and a shopping centre, which HKR is about to 
build, and is located only 280 metres from a public bathing beach. This is an artificially 
made beach fronting the very shallow and silted Tai Pak Wan. The proposal for the 
discharge of effluent into a shallow seabed, adjacent to a pedestrian walkway, 
residential buildings and a shopping centre and 280m from a bathing beach, boardwalk 
restaurants and ferry pier is environmentally unacceptable and will encourage toxic red 
tides as well as concentrations of E. coli.

2. We are extremely concerned about the effluent being discharged into the sea in DB. 
Although the effluent will have been treated, it will have a high concentration of 
nutrients which has been scientifically proven to encourage growth of harmful algae 
("red tides"), particularly in shaltow coastal areas (see page 170 of MHarmful Algae",
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volume 9, Issue 10, 2010 of 'Elsevier') and, as the prevailing winds come from the east, 
blowing onto DO, such harmful algae would not dissipate easily.

3. The water quality assessment notes that for the whole of Hong Kong waters adjacent to 
the Pearl River Delta and including the waters around DB that the Total Inorganic 
Nitrogen (TIN) already exceeds the WQO. We would not dispute this, but this does not 
Justify HKR's Intention to Increase the suspended solids and E-Coli content of the 
sewage plume In the very publicly exposed waters and beaches of Tai Pak Wan.

4. In previous submissions, HKR tried to downplay the occurrence of red tides despite the 
discharge of more TINs and TPs which will increase the probability of more red tides. 
The latest Further Information has omitted references in the previous version to TP 
(referred to as Total Particulates in the Executive Summary of the Environmental Study 
and as Total Phosphorous In the Technical Note) and to red tides.

5. The Further Information submitted by HKR in October Included the following:
a. Executive Summary -  MThe discharge concentration has therefore been reduced as 

much as practicable to ensure that the Increase in TIN and Total Parttculates (TP) are 
minimized  ̂ With the discharge standard, the Nitrogen (N) to Phosphorus (P) ratio is 
maintained greater than 18.1. Hence the occurrence of red tides will be unlikely/1

b. 6.3.1.5 -  HThe computed N: P ratio concluded that the possibility of having red tide 
isstUIlow/1

c. 6.4.1.1; 7.3.1.4; 8,1.2.1 -  HThe discharge concentration has therefore been reduced 
as much as practicable to ensure that the Increase in TIN and TP are minimized. With 
the discharge standard, the N to P ratio h  maintained greater than 18.1, Hence the 
occurrence of red tides will be unlikely

6. The text in bold does not appear in the latest version of the Environmental Study 
submitted by HKR on 28 November 2016. Why would HKR delete this text if the 
^occurrence of red tides will be unHkelyH? Thus the previous version tried to downplay 
the likely occurrence of red tides, whilst the omission of the references to red tides In 
the latest version Implies that what was stated In the previous version was Incorrect, 
and that wc# and government, should be concerned about the discharge of the sewage 
Into the sea Increasing the likelihood of red tides occurring.

7. The conclusions In the Technical Note that Hthe water quality In the vicinity of marine- 
based WSRs would be In compliance with WQOs In SS, B. coll and UIA^ are based on 
modelled measurements at WSR 07 (Tai Pak Peninsula CPA), 270 metres from the 
sewage discharge point. This Ignores the fact that the area of the sea into which the 
sewage would be discharged should also be considered to be a WSR. This area Is 
adjacent to a pedestrian walkway, residential buildings and a shopping centre which HKR 
Is about to build, as the following picture demonstrates:
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Would HKR's conclusions have been the same if it had modelled measurements at the 
sewage discharge outlet Instead of 270 metres from it?

F. THEORETICAL MODELLING SCENARIOS OF SEWAGE PROCESSING AND EFFLUENT 
DISCHARGE

1. The consultants have not undertaken a sensitivity analysis regarding their various 
calculations, nor a risk assessment as to environmental aspects, dally operations and 
emergency arrangements of a STW. In addition, there is no mention of the assumptions 
and limitations as to their approach to modelling. In a public consultation exercise there 
should be a layman's guide to the scientific and mathematical acceptability of their 
approach (and its quality), since, without this, the vast majority of the public are unlikely 
to understand and to be able to comment on the approach.

2. The modelling scenario is described in section 4.3 of the Revised Technical Note on 
Water Quality submitted in the latest Further Information. The effluent dispersion 
scenarios are stimulated by a near»field model, CORMIX, The key inputs to CORMIX 
Include outfall configuration, ambient current speed, vertical density profile and effluent 
flow rate. As this latest Further Information merely repeats the same scenarios, with the 
same key inputs and assumptions, as In the October Further Information, the results are 
naturally the samel (Appendix D CORMIX model is same as in October), However, HKR 
has deleted references to the likelihood of red tide which was mentioned In the October 
Further Information, with no explanation as to why. This Is unprofessional and 
misleading. Furthermore, there is no mention by the consultants as to why this type of 
model was used and its reliability.

3. Paragraph 4.3.1.2 of the Technical Note on Water Quality states MThe exit of the gravity 
sewage pipe into sea is near surf ace.M However, In each of the CORMIX scenarios, under
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"Buoyancy assessment,rt it is stated that uThe effluent density is less than the 
surrounding ambient water" density at the discharge level. Therefore, the effluent is 
POSITIVELY BUOYANT and  will tend to rise towards the surface：^ This means that the 
sewage effluent will be very visible near and on the sea surface, as illustrated in the 

-above photograph. It is essential that EPD investigates this finding and concludes that it 
is not acceptable.

4. The results of the modelling scenario are set out in Appendix D uCORM IX model outpuf* 
to the Revised Technical Note on W ater Quality and, as mentioned in paragraph F2 
above, are exactly the same as in the October Further Information. To the layman, the 
results are probably difficult to understand. However, what is not difficult to understand 
is the standard statement at the end of each of the CORMIX reports, which Is the 
uREM iNDBR : The user m ust take note that HYDRO DYN AM IC  M ODELLING by any known  
technique is N O T A N  EX A C T SaEN C Bn.

5. The full name of the model is uCORM !X M IX IN G  ZONE EXPERT SYSTEM Version 5.0GT 
H YDROl: Version-5.0.1.0 December, 2Q 0T .  It is difficult to understand why a 9 year old 
version of this model was used and this aspect should be investigated by EPD. With 
modelling science, it is normal for there to be at least some updates, over a period of 9 
years, as a result of its usage, empirical testing and improvements of software. In this 
context it is noted that CORMIX versions 9 and 10 were released in September 2014 and 
July 2016 respectively. EPD m ust investigate why the Consultants have not used up to 
date modelling software which should be a standard requirem ent for any study.

G. INEFnCIEN T SEWAGE PLANNING STRATEGY CONFIRM ED BY HKR'S CONSULTANTS AND 
NO ENVIRONMENTAL IM PACT ASSESSM ENT

1. In its Application and Further Information of June and October, HKR's consultants have 
said:

a. In paragraph 6.2.iii of its original application, that ''alternative on-site sewage 
treatment plant could be provided, either at Area 6f or Area 10b. This is not 
preferred, having numerous ST W  in the area is considered to be ineffective in 
achieving economies for scale fo r the infrastructure and land area,\  Furthermore,

* paragraph 5.6.2.2 of HKR's Study on Drainage, Sewerage and W ater Supply Systems 
for Area 6f notes that uThis S T W  will treat sew age only from  2  single residential 
towers fo r 476 units at A rea 6f so  it is considered not an efficient sew age planning 
strateg/1. Paragraph 5.6.4.1 also notes that a local STW  may cause "an  offensive 
smell and  is health hazard".

b. uThis additional effluent would have impacts on both water quality and marine 
ecology. All these would require a quantitative water quality model to be established 

fo r  assessment os part o f  the subsequent EIA**, (June Revised Environmental Study,
6.3.1.3). Furthermore, in the October Further Information there is no reference to a 
subsequent Environmental Im pact Assessm ent (EIA), which likely means that the 
subject of an EIA has been dropped. Logically there should be a full scale EIA as part 
of this Section 12A application.

c. Building a STW  in Area 6f is still sub-optimum in its October submission. Since the
• consultant has again in the October Further Information Annex G ''Revised Study on 

Drainage, Sewage and Water Supply,ft paragraph 5.6.1.4, stated that NA s  this new  
D B ST W  will only treat sew age from  2 single residential towers fo r 476  units at Area
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6 f  s o  t h is  d e c e n t r a l iz e d  s c h e m e  Is  c o n s id e r e d  n o t  a n  e f f ic ie n t  s e w a g e  p la n n in g  
5troteg//.

H. EMERGENCY ARRANGEMENTS FOR WHEN THE STW BREAKS DOWN INCLUDING  
ACCESS TO PUMPING STATION NO. 1

I .  No mention was made in HKR*s first and second submissions of what would happen to 
the sewage in the event that the STW broke down. Only in its third and fourth 
submissions was the subject of emergency arrangements addressed. These 丨nclude: 
dual feed power su叩丨y for the STW; "suitable backup" of the STW treatment process 
(but no information as to what is suitable); and connecting the gravity sewage pipe to 
the existing sewage system at Pumping Station No 1 (to be only used during 
emergencies), which would feed the sewage to the existing system (i.e. to Siu Ho Wan 
STW), and, as backup, the movement of sewage by 36 sewage tanker vehicles per day to 
the Siu Ho Wan STW.

2. Connection to the existing sewage system is clearly most likely to be used once and then 
left on permanently, since there is no description of how this action would be managed 
(hence making unapproved use of the government Siu Ho Wan facilities) as the existing 
DB Services Management Limited (as illustrated by its day to day performance) is both 
management and engineering severely challenged.

S. Government cannot allow such a connection since it would be an open invitation to 
abuse and illegally use the SHW STW .

4. Also the only access to Pumping Station No. 1 (and especially relevant during 
emergencies) is currently blocked by the area around the pumping station being illegally 
used for vehicular parking. The Lands Department has recently requested HKR to stop 
the parking as this area should only be used for the purposes related to the operation of 
the pump house. HKR should have advised its consultants about this situation when 
issuing its instructions. Therefore it is necessary that this issue of access be addressed 
by HKR and the Lands Department.

5. Movement of sewage by truck is clearly unacceptable in a modern city environment, 
especially as it would require 36 sewage tanker vehicles a day to remove the sewage to 
the Siu Ho Wan STW, and is. inconsistent with governm ents efforts to modernise sewage 
treatment and disposal in Hong Kong. The 36 truck calculation is considered to be more 
representative than the calculation in paragraph 6.3.2.1 of the latest Further 
Information which implies that sewage will only be moved on the basis of a quarter of a 
day's sewage being moved in 6 hours. Furthermore, HKR has been told that it cannot 
feed the sewage to the* Siu Ho Wan STW.

6. In addition, HKR has not mentioned anything about emergency arrangements in the 
event of the open nullah discharge approach being taken. This would probably involve 
the B6 trucks per day travelling through Parkvale village and Discovery Bay going to the 
Siu Ho Wan STW, which HKR does not have approval to use for this sewage.

1. SEW AGE FROM W ORKFORCE DURING CONSTRUCTION

1. All of Parkvale Village will be affected by the proposed method of sewage generated 
from the workforce during the development of Area 6f. Paragraph 6.2.1.3 of the latest 
Further Information states that portable chemical toilets will be used by the

10
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construction workforce. This is dismissed as a minor issue, but is expected to persist for 
some two to two and a half years. Those who have experience with construction sites 
will know that, firstly, never enough portable toilets are provided and that construction 
workers urinate all over the site and, secondly, and more importantly, .that, when 
pumping the sewage from the toilets into tanker trucks, a substantial release of 
pollutant fumes and very unpleasant and pervasive odours are released into the local 
atmosphere. These will create both a health hazard and a serious despoliation of the 
quality of life of the residents in the adjacent Parkvale Village.

J. MANAGEMENT OF THE STW

1. There is no explanation as to how the STW will be managed in respect of both day to 
day operations and emergency situations, in the DSO guidelines (referred to in section 
B above) it is stated in paragraphs 5.1/2 that uln selecting the type of treatment process, 
the designers should take due consideration of the availability of competent operators. 
Only competent technicians should be assigned to operate the STP, The operator should 
be fully conversant with the recommended operating procedures as stipulated in the 
operation and maintenance manuar.

2. Would Discovery Bay Services Management Limited, the wholly owned subsidiary of HKR 
which manages DBX employ additional staff capable of managing a STW or would it use 
existing staff which have no relevant experience? HKR should be required to state how 
It will ensure that the STW In Area 6f7 and that in Area 10b, would be operated safely 
and efficiently.

K. CAPITAL AND OPERATING COSTS

1. HKR makes no reference in its Further Information that all the capital and operating 
costs arising from the proposed STW in Area 6f together with the gravity sewage pipe to 
the sea at the Piaza will be met by either HKR and/or the undivided shareholders of the 
Area 6f proposed development. HKR should be required to confirm that all capital and 
operating costs arising from the proposed STW in Area 6f and the gravity sewage pipe 
or use of the nullah will be borne by HKR and/or the undivided shareholders of Area 6f 
proposed development.

2. Also the residents of Parkvale Village and other villages in Discovery Bay should not 
have to suffer the disturbance of laying the gravity sewage pipe or the connection to 
the open nullah.

L  CONSULTATION

1. The above approach to sewage treatment and discharge has not been explained by HKR 
to the wider community of DB. In view of this deficient and sub-optimum approach 
(and the same approach Is to be adopted for Area 10b with sewage to be directly 
discharged into the sea at Nim Shue Wan), HKR is guilty of abusing the so called public 
consultation process and displaying a complete disregard for modern sewage treatment 
and discharge practices and DSD guidelines as developed so diligently over the last 30 
years by government, namely EPD, WSD and DSD and their respective policy bureaux.

CONCLUSION

We (the Parkvale Village Owners Committee representing the Owners of Parkvale Village,
which is adjacent to Area 6f and through which all traffic to Area 6f would pass) continue to

11
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be surprised and disappointed that no Government Department, nor HKR, appears to have 

considered the adverse impact of the proposed development on the owners and residents 

of Parkvale Village, especially the totally unacceptable and sub optimal commitment to 

build a standalone S T W  with discharge by open nullah directly past apartments and into 

the sea. In view of the serious inadequacies and shortfall of the S T W  and discharge 

proposal w e  believe that the DSD and EPD have no alternative but to reject the H K R  

proposal and advise the TPB to not approve the application.

As dearly demonstrated in not only this submission but in all our submissions, HKR's 

application continues to be deficient in many ways. So again, w e  consider that the T o w n  

Planning Board is in no other position than to reject HKR's application to rezone Area 6f.

W e  again encourage the Town Planning Board to visit the site and meet residents. In doing 

so； many of the issues highlighted in this report would be evident.

Signed on behalf of the PVOC: Date:

29 December 2016

Mr. Kenneth J. Bradley J.P.

Parkvale Village Owners Committee Chairman

12



Edwin RainbowGmail

For info Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

Thomas Gebauer

---- F o r w a r d e d  M e s s a g e  -

From:]
To: Tpt^a ̂ pD^a^pIand.gov.hK> '
S e n t :  W e d n e s d a y ,  2 8  D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 6 ,  1 6 : 3 2  

S u b j e c t :  F w :  A P P L I C A T I O N  Y / 1 - D B / 3  A r e a  1 0 b

Further comments:

Subject: A P P L I C A T I O N  Y / 1 - D B / 3  A r e a  1 0 b

T h e  T o w n  Planning 巳oard: 
Application Y/l-DB/3 Area 10b

I strongly object to the planned development as presented by the HongKong Resort Company , 
who with thousands of owners are bound together by a Deed of Mutual Covenant.

2 .
Discovery Bay (DB) is a U N I Q U E  development in HongKong . quasi an enclave , isolated from 

HongKong proper and only accessible through one tunnel and by ferry.
Special rules apply in/for the area, as laid down in a D M C  . Owners in Discovery Bay and to a 
certain extent also residents in D B  must therefore get a recognised voice and special attention 
from the Town Planning Board (TPB) when major changes which will affect the environment and 
the way of life are proposed for this special enclave/environment as done by the "registered 
owner" the Hongkong Resort Co. Ltd, ( HKR).
The T P B  must also seriously consider that the small owners in D B  (roughly 8.000 houses/flats 
are co门cerned) are not permitted to form an Owners Corporatlo门 which could give a clear voice 

to the T P B  as what are the wishes of the many D B  owners, leaving aside the various large, 
mainly commercial entities and spaces owned by the developer, the H K R  .

3.
Due to this unique situation, any changes must be judged by the T P B  / P L A N D  with a holistic 
view in mind ; this proposed development as well as the application Y/l-DB/2 Area 6f cannot be 
judged solely on their own but how it also will affect the whole environment in Discovery Bay 
and whether all the D B  service facilities are sufficient to support such developments. So it is 
IMPERATIVE ( besides looking at each application separately the T P B  must also look at



both application/ ̂ lkthe H K R  together to make a good judgement what they ask D B  
owners and resi，t  to "bear” .

4

In area 10b - same as it is proposed in area 6f - to built a sewage treatment plant quasi 'on 
site" in the midst of a residential development and the effluent is planned to be discharged into 
the W A T E R  BASIN O F  N I M  S H U E  W A N  Bay must be considered as highly " sensitive" in the 
least.
W e  are living in the 21st century and Town Planning must be a forward looking endeavour.
To m e  it is outrageous to even consider inM Asia's World City" to put nowadays a sewage 
treatment plant into a new residential development. (There was an old sewage-treatment plant 
at this proposed location, however built decades ago when this area was a large service area , 
bus station, repair shops, waste handling and the like ....quasi commercial activities )
It should be demanded that this application / development as well as Y/l-DB/2 area 6f to be 
deferred already on the grounds of the sewage-treatment and disposal. For this matter the 
applicant should wait till the Government Sewage Treatment Facilities of Lantau Island can 
receive all the sewage from D 巳.
By no means should affluent be directed into the sea in and around Discovery Bay. The H K  
Waters cannot take more of this pollution and this does not concern only TIN !
It would be really a great step back for the environment of D B  and HKl

The effluent is planned to be discharged through a pipe into the shoreline, the bay of Nim Shue 
Wan, which should be considered •’ quasi typographically confined basin with limited dispersive

capacity" the planned outfall point will not be far from the housing development, in the vicinity 
there is also recreational activity from the D B  Marina and Club. It is not far from Peng Chau 
which apparently has received or will receive a h ig h  t e c h n o lo g y  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  p l a n t  J h \ s  

effluent is in addition to the already polluted waters in the South of Hongkong.
It would be quite self-defeating : Peng Chau with a most m o d e m  water treatment pla门t and then

the effluents from
DB.
The reference of the applicant regarding Fish Culture Zones , in M a W a n  and Cheung Sha , 
V E R Y  FAR away from Nim Shue W a n  can only "pull wool over the I P B " .
There are quasi daily fishermen/-boats seen in around DB, mostly from Peng Chau, an 
examination of the catch in regard to toxics should be highly recommended . Effluent-discharge 
to the close -by shores , to the sea should not take place !! but also :

6.

To blame pollution of Southern Waters on the Pearl River Delta is not a point to make as facts 
of the ̂ as is situation" must be clearly addressed. There are more pollutants than TIN . In H K  
one must get away from the view" it is only little pollutionM; beside the pollution of HK-waters 
and around, we  are facing already many types of pollution; in regard to forward-looking planning 
,it is important to consider" the straw which breaks the camel's back \

7.
A s  for the "sensitive receivers M the waters of N i m  S h u e  W a n  a n d  those close to P e n g  C h a u  

effluent mu s t  b e  considered as "potentially polluting". Not e v e n  to mention the matter of storm - 

surge , back-flow a n d  the like.

All of the tables and calculations of the applicant should be taken with a 丨arge pinch of salt 
as simply : effluent to the sea - generally considered is "water -pollution '*.
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F r o m  P L A N D  A N D  M Y  C O M M E N T S  IN R E G A R D  T O  T H I S  A P P L I C A T I O N :

Aims of Environmental Planning

2.1.1
To achieve a better environment through planning....



N O  B E T T E R  E N V I R O N M E N T ,  D E F I N I T E L Y  O N  A L L  C O U N T S  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T  W I L L  B E  

W O R S E .

(a)

"to avoid creating n e w  environmental problems....

T H E R E  A R E  A D D I T I O N A L  P R O B L E M S  ( AIR, N O I S E ,  L E S S  T R E E S ,  R E D U C E D  W A S T E  

H A N D L I N G  C A P A C I T Y .  A L L  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  IN P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S )

⑼

"to seize opportunities for environmental i m p r o v e m e n t ....

N O  O P P O R T U N I T Y  F O R  I M P R O V E M E N T  S E I Z E D  IN T H I S  D E V E L O P M E N T

Prop e r  land u s e  planning,

(b) p r o p o s e d  land us e s  in the s a m e  d e v e l o p m e n t  area are compatible with e a c h

other… T H E R E  IS N O  N E C E S S I T Y  F O R  T H I S  D E V E L O P M E N T  A S  P L A N N E D .  IT H A S  N O  

C O N N E C T I O N  W I T H  H O U S I N G  S H O R T A G E  IN H O N G  K O N G  , A N D  A S  F O R  " O P T I M I S I N G  

L A N D  U S E  " 丁H E  A P P L I C A N T  J N  C A S E  H A S  L A R G E  丁R A C T S  O F  L A N D  A V A I L A B L E  IN D B  

W I T H O U T  C R E A T I N G  A D D I T I O N A L  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  P R O B L E M S .

IN C A S E ,  T H E  P L A N N E D  D E V E L O P M E N T  Y/l-DB/3 A R E A  1 0 b  M U S T  巳E  S C A L E D  B A C K  IN 

S I Z E  T O  B E  S O M E W H A T  C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  C U R R E N T  E N V I R O N M E N T  IN D B  .

T H E  D E V E L O P M E N T  IT IS A L S O  N O T . _ C O / W / W / S L E "  A S  W I T H  T H E  O B V I O U S  

P O L L U T I N G  A C T I V I T I E S  IN T H E  P O D I U M  , R I G H T  U N D E R  T H E  R E S I D E N T I A L  

D E V E L O P M E N T ,  A N D  A L S O  T H E  C O N N E C T E D  V E H I C L E  T R A F F I C ,  P L U S  T H E  S E W A G E  

T R E A T M E N T  P L A N T  A N D  丁H E  P E T R O L - F I L L I N G  S T A T I O N  .

⑹

a d e q u a t e  a n d  suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to e n s u r e  proper handling a n d  

disposal of all w a s t e s  a n d  w a s t e  w a t e r  arising f r o m  p r o p o s e d  de v e l o p m e n t s ,

T H I S  IS N O T  T H E  C A S E  W I T H  B O T H  T H E  P L A N N E D  D B  D E V E L O P M E N T S  ( T H I S  O N E  

A N D  A L S O  Y/l-DB/2 A R E A  6 F . )

T H E  P L A N N E D  N E W  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B  , T R A N S F E R  A N D  

D I S P O S A L  F A C I L I T I E S  A R E  C O M P L E T E L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  A N D  I L L - P L A C E D  U N D E R  A  

P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E .  A S  M E N T I O N E D  A B O V E  A N D  T H I S  W A S  A L R E A D Y  W R I T T E N  IN 

P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S .

IT IS D E F I N I T E L Y  N O T  IN T H E  C A T E G O R Y  O F  " S U I T A B L Y  S I T E D  E N V IR O N M E N T A L  

F A C I L I T I E S "

2.2.2
(c)

the capacity of the env i r o n m e n t  to receive additional d e v e l o p m e n t s ,  for ex a m p l e ,  the capacity of 

a n  airshed or w a t e r  basin to receive a n d  assimilate residuals or the capacity of the e n vironment 

infrastructure s u c h  as s e w e r a g e  a n d  w a s t e  reception facilities to a c c o m m o d a t e  further 

residuals;

A S  W R I T T E N  A B O V E  f D B  H A S  L I M I T E D  C A P A C I T Y  T O  A C C E P T  

A L R E A D Y  T H E  L I M I T S  R E G A R D I N G  2 5 . 0 0 0  R E S I D E N T S  I N D I C A T E  T H A T .

T H E  T P B  M U S T  N O T  F O R G E T  T H A T  S E R V I C E  F A C I L I T I E S  A R E  A L S O  S T R E S S E D  

B E C A U S E  O F  T H E  O F T E N  L A R G E  I N F L U X  O F  V I S I T O R S  A N D  T O U R I S T S  C R E A T I N G  

E N V I R O N M E N T A L  D E G R A D A T I O N  T O  T H I S  C O N F I N E D  A R E A ,  T H E  N U M B E R S  A R E  IN 

A D D I T I O N  T O  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN T H I S  P L A C E .

Afr Quality Considerations

2,3.2

Air quality is affected by  s u c h  factors as the emission rate of air pollutants, the separation 

distance b e t w e e n  emission sources a n d  receptors, topography, height a n d  width of buildings as 

well a s  m e t e o r o l o g y . ....

A S  F O R  A N  O N - S I T E  S E W A G E  T R E A T M E N T  O D O U R S  O F  D I F F E R E N T  K I N D  M U S T  B E

C O N S I D E R E D  A L S O  W H E N  S L U D G E  W I L L  B E  R E M O V E D .
w h e r e v e r  practicable, ma j o r  air pollution emitters are sited to the w e s t  or so u t h w e s t  of u rban 

a r eas a n d  n e w  t o w n s  to take a d v a n t a g e  of the prevailing north-easterly winds;

D B  IS L O C A T E D  IN A  S E M I C I R C L E  O F  M O U N T A I N S  IN T H E " B A C K "! B E C A U S E  O F  T H I S  

I M P E D I M E N T  t o  a i r -c i r c u l a t i o n  w e  a l r e a d y  f a c e  E X T R A  A I R - P O L L U T I O N  (



M A R I N E / F E R R V  -DIESELS, AIRCRAFT, D I S N E Y  DAILY F I R E W O R K S  , L O C A L  V E H I C L E  
TRAFFIC )

Water Quality Considerations *

2.3.4
It should be noted that there is a general shift of estuarine to oceanic conditions in a west to 
east direction in the coastal waters of Hong Kong. Any major developments which are likely to 
cause significant disruption to water circulation should be either avoided as far as possible or 
subjected to water quality modelling tests prior to the finalisation of site selection.
P L E A S E  T O  K E E P  IN MIN D .

2.3.5
A n y  development which causes either conflict with the constraints or dama g e  of the resources 
a门d amenity areas should be avoided, unless the conflict can be resolved or the Imposition of 

appropriate development controls Is practicable. The water-based developments should be 

located such that bulk water exchange is maximised.
C O N T R A R Y  T O  W H A T  T H E  A P P L I C A N T  C L A I M S  : NIM S H U E  W A T E R S  A R E  C A L M  , 

LITTLE T I D A L - S T R E A M  - ACTIVITIES C A N  B E  S E E N  A N D  T H E R E  IS DEFINITELY LIMITED 

DISPERSIVE CAPACITY.
P O L L U T I O N  F R O M  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN N I M  S H U E  W A N  V I L L A G E  M U S T  A L S O  B E  K E P T  

IN M I N D  A N D  A D D E D  T O  T H E  SITUATION.

Waste Management Considerations

2.3.6
In the preparation of land use plans, effort should be m a d e  to reserve sufficient sites in suitable 
locations for municipal waste reception and transfer facilities.... As s o m e  uses have potential to 
cause nuisances and to give rise to special requirements for waste disposal and effluent 
discharge, due consideration should be given to their location and design to minimise the 

potential impacts.
T H E  P R O P O S E D  N E W  S P A C E  U N D E R  A  P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  , 
T H E  APPLICANT'S R E F U S E  R E C E I V I N G  S T A T I O N  P L A N N E D  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  DB, IS 

T O T A L L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  F O R  T H E  P R E S E N T  A N D  M O R E S O  M U S T  B E  F O R  T H E  F U T U R E .  

IT W A S  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  A B O U T  IT
A L S O  T H E  P L A N N E D  LIMITED S P A C E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  FACILITIES C A N N O T  B E  
C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  P H I L O S O P H Y  O F  2 1 S T  C E N T U R Y  W A S T E  - H A N D L I N G  

S E P A R A T I N G  S O R T I N G  F O R  R E C Y C L I N G  A N D  RE-USE,
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IN C O N C L U S I O N  I S T R O N G L Y  O B J E C T  T O  THIS APPLICATION .

T H O M A S  G E B A U E R
owner/resident

T h o m a s  Gebauer
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Application No. Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - OBJECTION '
APPLICATION Y_1-DB_3 Area 10b.pdf; B. PVOG Fourth Comments on the Section 12A Application further information_finaI.pdf

I am a Peninsula Village owner concerned by the serious implications o f this Application to which I have objected on 
numerous occasions for the previous consultations.

This 4th round consultation confirms the reintroduction of local sewage treatment within Discovery Bay and I 
particularly object to this measure^ with the inevitable environmental deterioration for all DB residents.

I attach the following submissions concerning the above, which as a Peninsula Village Owner I  fully endorse, since they 
express m any of own my concerns:

- Parkvale Village Owners’ Committee submission dated 29th December, which matches m y own concerns with respect 
to sewerage

- Sereiie Village Owner dated 28th December. •

On these grounds， and on those previously lodged by me during the three previous rounds o f consultation, I  STRONGLY 
OBJECT T O  THE ABOVE APPLICATION



Susan Femie 

Owner & Resident



卜1 Gmail Edwin Rainbow

For info Fw: A PPLICA TIO N  Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b
29 December 2016 at 

08:33

* T h o m a s  G e b a u e r

--- Forwarded M e s s a g e .

From:
To： Tpt5p〇"<-ipuputu;pidnu.gov.nK^
Sent: Wednesday, 28 December 2016, 16:32 
Subject: Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-D巳/3 Area 10b

Further c o m m e n t s :

Subject: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

T h e  T o w n  Planning Board: 

Application Y/l-DB/3 A r e a  1 0 b

! strongly object to the p l a n n e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  a s  pres e n t e d  b y  the H o n g K o n g  Resort C o m p a n y  , 

w h o  with t h o u s a n d s  of o w n e r s  are b o u n d  together b y  a D e e d  of Mutual C ovenant.

2.

Disco v e r y  B a y  (D B )  is a  U N I Q U E  d e v e l o p m e n t  in H o n g K o n g  . quasi a n  enclave , isolated from 

H o n g K o n g . p r o p e r  a n d  only accessible through o n e  t u n n e丨 a n d  b y  ferry.

Special rules apply in/for the area, a s  laid d o w n  in a  D M C  . O w n e r s  in Discovery B a y  a n d  to a 

certain extent also residents in D B  m u s t  therefore get a recognised voice a n d  special attention 

f r o m  the T o w n  P lanning B o a r d  ( T P B )  w h e n  m a j o r  c h a n g e s  w h i c h  will affect the environment a n d  

the w a y  of life are p r o p o s e d  for this special e n c lave/environment a s  d o n e  b y  the ^registered 

o w n e r "  the H o n g k o n g  R e s o r t  C o .  Ltd, ( H K R ) .

T h e  T P B  m u s t  also seriously consider that the small o w n e r s  in D B  ( roughly 8.000 houses/flats 

are c o n c e r n e d )  are not permitted to f o r m  a n  O w n e r s  Corporation w h i c h  could give a clear voice 

to the T P B  a s  w h a t  are the w i s h e s  of the m a n y  D B  o w ners, leaving aside the various large, 

m a i n l y  c o m m e r c i a l  entities a n d  s p a c e s  o w n e d  b y  the developer, the H K R  .

3. '

D u e  to this u n i q u e  situation, a n y  c h a n g e s  m u s t  b e  j u d g e d  b y  the T P B  / P L A N D  with a holistic 

v i e w  in m i n d  ; this p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  a s  well a s  the application Y/l-DB/2 A r e a  6f cannot b e  

j u d g e d  solely o n  their o w n  but h o w  it also wil 丨 affectthe w h o l e  e n v i r o n m e n t  in Discovery B a y  

a n d  w h e t h e r  all the D B  service facilities are sufficient to support s u c h  d e v e l opments. S o  it is 

I M P E R A T I V E  , b e s i d e s  l o o k i n g  at e a c h  application s eparately the T P B  m u s t  also loo k  at



bo t h  applicat* the H K R  together to m a k e  a g o o d  j u d g e m e n t  w h a t  they a s k  D B  

o w n e r s  a n d  丨 ■ b n t s  to "bear" •

4

In area 1 0 b  - s a m e  as it is proposed in area 6f - to built a s e w a g e  treatment plant quasi "on 

site" in the midst of a residential d e velopment a n d  the effluent is planned to b e  discharged into 

the W A T E R  B A S I N  O F  N ! M  S H U E  W A N  B a y  m u s t  be considered as highly " sensitive" in the 

least.

W e  are living in the 21st century a n d  T o w n  Planning mus t  b e  a forward looking e n d e a v o u r .

To m e  it is outrageous to e v e n  consider in" Asia's World City" to put n o w a d a y s  a s e w a g e  

treatment plant into a n e w  residential d e v e l o p m e n t . (There w a s  an old sewage-treatment plant 

at this proposed location, h o w e v e r  built d e c a d e s  a g o  w h e n  this area w a s  a large service area , 

b u s  station, repair shops, w a ste handling a n d  the like ....quasi commercial activities)

It should be d e m a n d e d  that this application / d evelopment as well as Y/i-DB/2 area 6f to b e  

deferred already on the grounds of the sewage-treatment a n d  disposal. For this matter the 

applicant should wait till the G o v e r n m e n t  S e w a g e  Treatment Facilities of Lantau Island can 

receive all the s e w a g e  from D B .

B y  n o  m e a n s  should affluent b e  directed into the sea in a n d  around Discovery Bay. T h e  H K  

W a t e r s  cannot take m o r e  of this pollution a n d  this d o e s  not concern only T I M  i 

It w o u l d  b e  really a great step b a c k  for the e n v i r o n m e n t  of D B  a n d  H K !

5.
T h e  effluent is planned to b e  discharged through a pipe into the shoreline, the b a y  of N i m  S h u e  

W a n ,  which should b e  considered " quasi typographically confined basin with limited dispersive 

capacity” the planned outfall point will not b e  far from the housing d e v e l o p m e n t丨 in the vicinity 

there is also recreational activity from the D B  Marina a n d  Club. It is not far from P e n g  C h a u  

which apparently has received or will receive a h ig h  t e c h n o lo g y  s e w a g e  treatm ent p la n t  T h is  

effluent is in addition to the already polluted waters in the South of H o n g k o n g .

It wou l d  b e  quite self-defeating : P e n g  C h a u  with a m o s t  m o d e m  water treatment plant a n d  then

the effluents from

D B .

T h e  reference of the applicant regarding Fish Culture Z o n e s  , in M a W a n  a n d  C h e u n g  S h a  t 

V E R Y  F A R  a w a y  from N i m  S h u e  W a n  c a n  only "pull wool over the T P B " .

T h e r e  are quasi daily fishermen/-boats s e e n  in around D B ,  mostly from P e n g  Chau, an 

examination of the catch in regard to toxics should b e  highly r e c o m m e n d e d  . Effluent-discharge 

to the close -by shores , to the s e a  should not take place !! but also :

6 .
T o  b l a m e  pollution of Southern W a t e r s  o n  the Pearl River Delta is not a point to m a k e  as facts 

of the "as is situation " m u s t  b e  clearly addressed. The r e  are m o r e  pollutants than TIN . In H K  

o n e  m u s t  get a w a y  from the v i e w H it is only little pollutionw; beside the pollution of HK-waters 

a n d  around, w e  are facing already m a n y  types of pollution; in regard to forward-looking planning 

,it is important to considerH the straw which breaks the camel's back

A s  for the ''sensitive receivers u the waters of N i m  S h u e  W a n  a n d  those close to P e n g  C h a u  

effluent m u s t  b e  considered as “potentially polluting”. Not e v e n  to mention the matter of storm - 

surge , back-flow a n d  the like.

All of the tables a n d  calculations of the applicant should be taken with a large pinch of salt 

as simply : effluent to the s e a  = generally considered is "water -pollution 11.
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F r o m  P L A N D  A N D  M Y  C O M M E N T S  IN R E G A R D  T O  T H I S  A P P L I C A T I O N :

A i m s  of Environmental Planning

2.1.1
T o  achieve a better environment through planning....



N O  B E T T E R  E N V I R O N M E N T ,  D E F I N I T E L Y  O N  A L L  C O U N T S  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T  W I L L  B E  

W O R S E .

(a)

Mto a v o i d  creating n e w  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  problems....

T H E R E  A R E  A D D I T I O N A L  P R O B L E M S  ( AIR ,  N O I S E ,  L E S S  T R E E S ,  R E D U C E D  W A S T E  

H A N D L I N G  C A P A C I T Y .  A L L  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  IN P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S )

(b)

Hto s e i z e  opportunities for e n v i r o n m e n t a l  i m p r o v e m e n t ....

N O  O P P O R T U N I T Y  F O R  I M P R O V E M E N T  S E I Z E D  IN T H I S  D E V E L O P M E N T

P r o p e r  land u s e  planning,

(b) p r o p o s e d  land u s e s  in the s a m e  d e v e l o p m e n t  a r e a  are c o m p a t i b l e  with e a c h  

o t h e r .… .T H E R E  IS N O  N E C E S S I T Y  F O R  T H I S  D E V E L O P M E N T  A S  P L A N N E D .  IT H A S  N O  

C O N N E C T I O N  W I T H  H O U S I N G  S H O R T A G E  IN H O N G  K O N G  , A N D  A S  F O R  " O P T I M I S I N G  

L A N D  U S E  " T H E  A P P L I C A N T  , IN C A S E  H A S  L A R G E  T R A C T S  O F  L A N D  A V A I L A B L E  IN D B  

W I T H O U T  C R E A T I N G  A D D I T I O N A L  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  P R O 巳L E M S .

IN C A S E ,  T H E  P L A N N E D  D E V E L O P M E N T  Y / l - D B / 3  A R E A  1 0 b  M U S T  B E  S C A L E D  B A C K  IN 

S I Z E  T O  B E  S O M E W H A T  C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  C U R R E N T  E N V I R O N M E N T  IN D B  .

T H E  D E V E L O P M E N T  \ t \ S  A L S O  N O T  ,,C O M P A T I B L E n A S  W I T H  T H E  O B V I O U S  

P O L L U T I N G  A C T I V I T I E S  IN T H E  P O D I U M  , R I G H T  U N D E R  T H E  R E S I D E N T I A L  

D E V E L O P M E N T ,  A N D  A L S O  T H E  C O N N E C T E D  V E H I C L E  T R A F F I C ,  P L U S  T H E  S E W A G E  

T R E A T M E N T  P L A N T  A N D  T H E  P E T R O L - F I L L I N G  S T A T I O N  .

⑹

a d e q u a t e  a n d  suitably sited e n v i r o n m e n t a l  facilities are p r o v i d e d  to e n s u r e  p r o p e r  handling a n d  

d i s p o s a l  of all w a s t e s  a n d  w a s t e  w a t e r  arising f r o m  p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t s .

T H I S  IS N O T  T H E  C A S E  W I T H  B O T H  T H E  P L A N N E D  D B  D E V E L O P M E N T S  ( T H I S  O N E  

A N D  A L S O  Y / l - D B / 2  A R E A  6 F . )

T H E  P L A N N E D  N E W  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B  , T R A N S F E R  A N D  

D I S P O S A L  F A C I L I T I E S  A R E  C O M P L E T E L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  A N D  I L L - P L A C E D  U N D E R  A  

P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E .  A S  M E N T I O N E D  A B O V E  A N D  T H I S  W A S  A L R E A D Y  W R I T T E N  IN 

P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S .

IT IS D E F I N I T E L Y  N O T  IN T H E  C A T E G O R Y  O F  " S U I T A B L Y  S I T E D  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  

F A C I L I T I E S M

2.2.2
⑹  . 
t h e  c a p a c i t y  of the e n v i r o n m e n t  to r ec e i v e  additional d e v e l o p m e n t s ,  for e x a m p l e ,  the capacity of 

a n  a i r s h e d  or w a t e r  b a s i n  to r e ceive a n d  assimilate residuals or the capacity of the e n v i r o n m e n t  

infrastructure s u c h  a s  s e w e r a g e  a n d  w a s t e  r eception facilities to a c c o m m o d a t e  further 

re s i d  u  a  I s .

A S  W R I T ’T E N  A B O V E  , D B  H A S  L I M I T E D  C A P A C I T Y  T O  A C C E P T

A L R E A D Y  T H E  L I M I T S  R E G A R D I N G  2 5 . 0 0 0  R E S I D E N T S  I N D I C A T E  T H A T .

T H E  T P B  M U S T  N O T  F O R G E T  T H A T  S E R V I C E  F A C I L I T I E S  A R E  A L S O  S T R E S S E D  

B E C A U S E  O F  T H E  O F T E N  L A R G E  I N F L U X  O F  V I S I T O R S  A N D  T O U R I S T S  C R E A T I N G  

E N V I R O N M E N T A L  D E G R A D A T I O N  T O  T H I S  C O N F I N E D  A R E A ,  T H E  N U M B E R S  A R E  IN 

A D D I T I O N  T O  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN T H I S  P L A C E .

Air Quality C o n s i d e r a t i o n s

2.3.2
Air quality Is affected b y  s u c h  factors a s  t h e  e m i s s i o n  rate of air pollutants, the separation 

d i s t a n c e  b e t w e e n  e m i s s i o n  s o u r c e s  a n d  receptors, t o p o g r a p h y ,  height a n d  wid t h  of buildings as 

well a s  m e t e o r o l o g y . ....

A S  F O R  A N  ON-SITE S E W A G E  T R E A T M E N T  O D O U R S  O F  DIFFERENT KIND M U S T  BE
C O N S ID E R E D  ALSO W HEN SLUDGE WILL BE REM OVED.
w h e r e v e r  practicable, m a j o r  air pollution emitters are sited to the w e s t  or s o u t h w e s t  of u r b a n  

areas and new towns to take advantage of the prevailing north-easterly winds;

D B  IS L O C A T E D  IN A  SEMICIRCLE O F  M O U N T A I N S  IN T H E  " B A C K "! B E C A U S E  O F  THIS 
I M P E D I M E N T  T O  A I R - C I R C U L A T I O N  W E  A L R E A D Y  F A C E  E X T R A  A I R - P O L L U T I O N  (



M A R I N E / F E R R Y  - D I E S E L S ,  A I R C R A F T ,  D I S N E Y  D A I L Y  F I R E W O R K S  , L O C A L  V E H I C L E  

T R A F F I C  )

W a t e r  Quality Considerations '

2.3.4

It s h ould b e  not e d  that there is a general shift of estuarine to oceanic conditions in a  w p s t  to 

east direction in the coastal wate r s  of H o n g  K o n g .  A n y  maj o r  d e v e l o p m e n t s  w h i c h  are likely to 

c a u s e  significant disruption to w a ter circulation should b e  either avoided as far a s  possible or 

subjected to w a t e r  quality modelling tests prior to the finalisation of site selection.

P L E A S E  T O  K E E P  IN M I N D  .

2.3.5

A n y  d e v e l o p m e n t  w h i c h  c a u s e s  either conflict with the constraints or d a m a g e  of the resources 

a n d  a m e 门ity areas s h ould b e  avoided, unless the conflict c a n  b e  resolved or the imposition of + 

appropriate d e v e l o p m e n t  controls is practicable. T h e  w a t e r -based d e v e l o p m e n t s  should b e  

located s u c h  that bulk w a t e r  e x c h a n g e  is m a x i m i s e d .

C O N T R A R Y  T O  W H A T  T H E  A P P L I C A N T  C L A I M S  : N I M  S H U E  W A T E R S  A R E  C A L M  , 

L I T T L E  T I D A L - S T R E A M  - A C T I V I T I E S  C A N  B E  S E E N  A N D  T H E R E  IS D E F I N I T E L Y  L I M I T E D  

D I S P E R S I V E  C A P A C I T Y .

P O L L U T I O N  F R O M  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  丨N  /V//W S H U E  W A A /  W L L A G E  M U S T  A L S O  B E  K E P T  

IN M I N D  A N D  A D D E D  T O  T H E  S I T U A T I O N .

W a s t e  M a n a g e m e n t  Considerations

2.3.6

In the preparation of 丨a n d  u s e  plans, effort shou l d  b e  m a d e  to reserve sufficient sites in suitable 

locations for rmjnicipa丨 w a s t e  reception a n d  transfer facilities..•• A s  s o m e  u s e s  h a v e  potential to 

c a u s e  n u i s a n c e s  a n d  to give rise to special r equi r e m e n t s  for w a s t e  disposal a n d  effluent 

discharge, d u e  consideration shou l d  b e  given to their location a n d  d e sign to m i n i m i s e  the 

p o t e门tia丨 impacts.

T H E  P R O P O S E D  N E W  S P A C E  U N D E R  A  P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  , 

T H E  A P P L I C A N T ' S  R E F U S E  R E C E I V I N G  S T A T IO N  P L A N N E D  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B ,  IS 

T O T A L L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  F O R  T H E  P R E S E N T  A N D  M O R E S O  M U S T  B E  F O R  T H E  F U T U R E .  

IT W A S  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  A B O U T  IT.

A L S O  T H E  P L A N N E D  L I M I T E D  S P A C E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  F A C I L I T I E S  C A N N O T  B E  

C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  P H I L O S O P H Y  O F  21 S T  C E N T U R Y  W A S T E  - H A N D L I N G  

S E P A R A T I N G  S O R T I N G  F O R  R E C Y C L I N G  A N D  R E - U S E .
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IN C O N C L U S I O N  丨 S T R O N G L Y  O B J E C T  T O  T H I S  A P P L I C A T I O N  .

T H O M A S  G E 巳A U E R

owner/resident

T h o m a s  G e b a u e r



P\;OC Com m ents on Application number: Y/ l-DB/2

Parkvale Village Owners' C o m m i t t e e

Comments on the Second Further Information Submitted in Support of 
Section 12A Application Number Y/l-DB/2 to amend Discovery Bay Outline 
Zoning Plan for rezoning the permissible use from staff quarters to flats at 
Area 6f, Discovery Bay.

INTRODUCTION
In April, July and December 2016 we, the Parkvale Village Owner's Committee (PVOC), a 
body of owners in Parkvale Village in Discovery Bay (DB) elected to represent the interests 
of the owners of the 606 flats in the village, submitted our comments on Hong Kong Resort 
Company Limited's (HKR) Section 12A Application #T o  Amend Discovery Bay Outline Zoning 
Plan for rezoning the permissible use from staff quarters to flats at Area 6f, Discovery Bay0, 
Our comments were assigned numbers 1512 (April), 2787 (July) and 5297 (December) by 
the Town Planning Board (TPB).

This document includes our comments on the Further Information (made available by the 
TPB on 9 December 2016) submitted by HKR on 28 November 2016.

FURTHER INFORMATION
The Further Information submitted by HKR comprises:

1. Masterplan Limited's covering letter.
2. Revised Environmental Study (Executive Summary, Chapters 6, 7 and 8).
3. Revised Technical Note on Water Quality.

No substantive change has been made to the Further Information submitted in June and 
October.

In its covering letter* Masterplan Limited, on behalf of HKR, states that summary, the 
Further Information relates to the following issues:

L  The receiving water quality of the effluent discharge of the proposed on-site Sewage 
Treatment Works (STW) to ensure increase in Total Inorganic Nitrogen (TIN) Is 
minimised.

2. The contingency measure for the proposed on-site STW, by providing an emergency 
overflow pipe from the proposed STW  at Area 6fto existing sewage pumping station no. 
1 (SPS1) located at the junction of Discovery Bay Road and Discovery Valley Road).

3. The modelling scenarios of effluent dispersion.

The additional 440  m3 per day sewage generated by the proposed residential development 
Is nowproposed to be catered by on-site sewage treatment facilities/’

The reality, however, which the TPB and relevant departments, such as the EPD and DSD, 
will see when they review this latest submission, is that this Further Information provides 
no new and substantial Further Information. As Masterplan Limited states； HThis 
information clarifies and supplements the application, and does not constitute a material 
change Identified in the TPB Guideline No. 32".



PVOC Comments on Application num ber： Y/l-DB/2

Furthermore, as we have pointed out, HKR has no alternative but to build a standalone STW 
in Area 6f as the Siu Ho Wan sewage treatment facilities are not available. So a STW cannot 
be simply a proposal, it has to be a commitment, one which would be sub optimal, defective 
in many ways and not acceptable to both government and the DB community.

It is clear that HKR, through the penultimate paragraph of Masterplan Limited's covering 
letter, is making yet another attempt in its repeated appeal to government not to forget DB 
when, at some time in the future, government reviews sewage and water infrastructure for 
Lantau.

It is imperative that the TPB and all government bureaux and departments are not misled 
by the HKR statement in Masterplan Limited#s letter that K/n addition, the proposal for 
Area 6fis moderate in scale, the demand on the overall Government Infrastructure would 
be insignificant*. This is irrelevant as government facilities are not available, and will not 
be available in the potential timeline of both the Area 6f and Area 10b projects. Public 
comments have to be submitted in accordance with TPB Guideline No. SOB ^Guidelines -  
for submission of comments on various applications under the Town Planning OrdinanceM. 
The PVOC considers that this fourth submission from the PVOC has again properly 
complied with TPB Guideline No. 30B, whereas the Submission of Further Information 
from HKR does not.

PRIN CIPA L CO N CER N S W ITH TH E APPLICATIO N

In our previous submission, which was assigned number 5297 (December) by the TPB, we 
noted the following principal concerns which we have with HKR#s proposed development of 
two 18 storey buildings, including 476 flats, of 21,600 m2 GFA on a platform created to 
accommodate a 170m2 GFA three storey Building:
A. Inadequate and unreliable information has been provided by HKR. E.g. HKR has 

submitted studies and papers and not impact assessments, thereby avoiding having to 
study the impact on the community and people most affected by its proposal.

B. Public Consultation is inadequate and non-transparent.
C. Consultation with all relevant government departments and bureaux has been 

inadequate and incomplete.
D. A Risk Assessment has not been undertaken.
E. HKR's responses to government department comments have been inadequate and 

evasive. It cannot be acceptable in a public consultation exercise for the applicant alone 
to decide what is commercially sensitive (re ownership of Passageway and allocation of 
undivided shares) and to keep that information from being publicly commented upon. 
All information provided by the applicant must be placed in the public domain so the 
public can comment on it. The table setting out these responses cannot be considered 
to be comprehensive.

F. Despite Annex C of the October Further Information stating in paragraph 2.1.1.4 that a 
key element of the development is the ^access roadw, there is no information provided 
as to its construction through Parkvale village. There are many issues arising from 
unsuitable access to the site such as: the part of Parkvale Drive which is designed as a 
pedestrian pavement under BD regulations and the effect of additional construction and 
operational traffic on it; width constraints of Parkvale Drive which limit the ability of 
larger vehicles, including buses and construction vehicles, to pass one another; potential
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lack of e m e r g e n c y  access to Parkvale Drive in the e v e n t  of a n  accident; safety, as the 

p r o p o s e d  access to t he site is a pedestrian area u s e d  b y  residents a n d  t he public; a n d  

H K R 7s lack of consideration of alternative access to the site. A s  pointed o ut above, H K R  

c o n t i n u e s  to not submit, in its Further Information, a Traffic I m p a c t  A s s e s s m e n t  o n  

Pedestrians w h i c h  is listed u n d e r  t he R e p orts to b e  submitted.

G. A  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  w o r k s  ( S T W )  is to b e  included in A r e a  6f with discharge directly into 

t h e  s e a  next to t h e  ferry pier using either a gravity pipe or t h e  o p e n  nullah w h i c h  is 

a djacent to Hillgrove Village. H o w e v e r ,  it is clear f r o m  HK R ' s  c o m m e n t s  that the latter is 

t h e  in t e n d e d  appro a c h .  Also, H K T  tries to m i n i m i s e  t he pollution i m p a c t  of discharge of 

s e w a g e  into t he sea w h e r e a s  it will increase the T I N  a n d  TPs, t h e r e b y  increasing the 

probability of, e.g., red tide in Discovery B a y  waters. N o t  surprisingly H K R ' s  consultants 

say that t h e  s e w a g e  proposal ^is c o n s id e r e d  n o t  a n  e f f ic ie n t  s e w a g e  p la n n in g  s t r a te g y " .

H. H K R  Is misleading the T P B  b y  saying there are t w o  options re w a t e r  supply but, as 

previously p o i nted out (since g o v e r n m e n t  h as c o n f i r m e d  that its facilities at the Siu H o  

W a n  W a t e r  T r e a t m e n t  W o r k s  ( S H W W T W )  a n d  t h e  S H W  Fresh W a t e r  P u m p i n g  Station 

are n o t  available for t he foreseeable future), the r e  is only one ,  w h i c h  is a potable w a t e r  

su p p l y  to b e  p rovi d e d  b y  re-opening, after 1 6  years, th e  D B  w a t e r  t r e a t m e n t  plant a n d  

using w a t e r  f r o m  the D B  reservoir.

I. N o  information is p r o v i d e d  regarding t h e  provision of o t h e r  utilities to A r e a  6f a n d  h o w  

it will affect Parkvale Village, despite t h e  O c t o b e r  Further Information A n n e x  C  

p a r a g r a p h  2.1.1.4 stating that a k e y  e l e m e n t  of t h e  d e v e l o p m e n t  is t he provision of

. utilities. F u r t h e r m o r e ,  there is n o  reference to t h e  D B  L P G  g a s  s y s t e m  w h i c h  has 

recently suffered a n  explosion w h i c h  is t h e  subject of investigations b y  E M S D  a n d  FSD.

J. S l o p e  safety of t h e  area, w h e r e  t h e  t w o  p r o p o s e d  1 8  story buildings will b e  built, is 

ignored, despite A n n e x  C  p a r a g r a p h  2.1.1.4 stating that a k e y  e l e m e n t  of the 

d e v e l o p m e n t  is site formation. H K R  c o n t i n u e s  to ignore C E D D ' s  request for H K R  to 

assess t h e  geotechnical feasibility of t h e  p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  a n d  to s u b m i t  a 

G e o t e c h n i c a l  Planning R e v i e w  R e p o r t  (GPRR).

K. O w n e r s h i p  issues - H K R ' s  right to us e  Parkvale Drive as access to A r e a  6f is still disputed.

L  Plann i n g  controls of Discovery B a y  are ig n o r e d  in respect of t h e  M a s t e r  Plan ( M P )  a n d

Outline Z o n e  Plan ( OZP) relationship, t h e  2 5 , 0 0 0  p o p u lation ceiling a n d  the allocation of 

u n d i v i d e d  shares a n d  m a n a g e m e n t  units u n d e r  t h e  D e e d  of M u t u a l  C o v e n a n t  ( D M C ) .  

F u r t h e r m o r e ,  H K R  h a s  a conflict of interest regarding population data, in that current 

figures a re p rovided b y  its w h o l l y  o w n e d  subsidiary, D B  Services M a n a g e m e n t  Limited.

M .  D i a g r a m s  a n d  p h o t o m o n t a g e s  are often misleading, inaccurate a n d  of p o o r  quality.

W e  p r o v i d e d  further details of t h e s e  c o n c e r n s  in o u r  p revious submission. R e a d e r s  of this

s u b m i s s i o n  s h o u l d  also rea d  o u r  previous s u b m i s s i o n s  if t h e y  h a v e  not already d o n e  so.

In this s u b m i s s i o n  w e  a d d r e s s  c o n c e r n s  arising f r o m  H K R ' s  latest s u b m i s s i o n  a n d  f r o m

H K ^ s  intention to build a s t a n d a l o n e  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  w o r k s  in A r e a  6f.

SEWAGE TREATMENT

All t h e  c o n c e r n s  a n d  c o m m e n t s  s u b m i t t e d  to the T P B  in respect of s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t

processing a n d  discharge c o n t i n u e  to b e  ignored.
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W e  have, again, set out a n d  e x p a n d e d  our concerns a n d  c o m m e n t s  in the following

sections:

A. S e w a g e  M a s t e r  Plans.

B. Stan d a l o n e  S e w a g e  T r e a t m e n t  W o r k s .

C. Application for Discharge Licence.

D. Discharge of S e w a g e  b y  O p e n  Nullah.

E. Effluent to b e  Discharged into the Sea.

F. Theoretical M o delling Scenarios of S e w a g e  Processing a n d  Effluent Discharge.

G. Inefficient S e w a g e  Planning Strategy C o n f i r m e d  b y  H K R #s Consultants a n d  n o

Enviro n m e n t a l  I m p a c t  A s s e s s m e n t .  ^

H. E m e r g e n c y  A r r a n g e m e n t s  for w h e n  the S T W  B reaks D o w n  Including Access to P u m p i n g  

Station N o  1.

I. S e w a g e  f r o m  t he W o r k f o r c e  during Construction.

J. M a n a g e m e n t  of the S T W .

K. Capital a n d  O p e r a t i n g  Costs.

L  Consultation.

A. SEWAGE MASTER PLANS

1. In 1 989, a s e w a g e  disposal strategy w a s  f o r m u l a t e d  b y  the G o v e r n m e n t .  Since t h e n  E P D  

has p r o d u c e d  1 6  S e w a g e  M a s t e r  Plans ( S M P s )  a n d  D S D  has h a d  the role of w o r k s  age n t  

to i m p l e m e n t  t h e  r e c o m m e n d e d  projects to cater for the n e e d s  of the S M P s .  T h e  1 6  

S M P s  h a v e  b e e n  r e-g r o u p e d  into 8 areas for conducting the S M P  R e v i e w  Studies. 8 S M P  

R e v i e w s  h a v e  b e e n  c o m p l e t e d  a n d  th e s e  include t he " R e v i e w  of Outlying Islands SMP'', 

w h i c h  includes DB.

2. All t h e  H K R  s u b m i s s i o n s  consistently m a k e  n o  m e n t i o n  of the Outlying Islands S M P ； 

w h i c h  w o u l d  a p p e a r  to b e  b e c a u s e  their s e w a g e  strategy for D B ,  as illustrated b y  the 

proposals for b o t h  A r e a s  6f a n d  1 0b, is inconsistent with that plan. Ther e f o r e  E P D  a n d  

D S D  h a v e  n o  alternative b u t  to reject the H K R  proposal a n d  advise the T P B  

accordingly.

B. S T A N D A L O N E  S E W A G E  T R E A T M E N T  W O R K S

1. Since g o v e r n m e n t  facilities are not available' in t he foreseeable future, HKR h as n o  

alternative but to build a separate s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  w o r k s  ( S T W )  in A r e a  6f, if the 

p r o p o s e d  c h a n g e  in u se is a p p r o v e d  a n d  if the p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  is in fact built. 

This m e a n s  that p e o p l e  living in Parkvale Village w o u l d  h a v e  a S T W  adjacent to t h e m .  

HKR is not providing details of the design, its exact location a n d  h o w  it will b e  m a n a g e d  

a n d  maintained. A s  HKR will w a n t  to m inim i z e  costs, w e  are c o n c e r n e d  h o w  a d e q u a t e  

s u c h  a facility will b e  a n d  the risk of its breaking d o w n .  If the T P B  a p p r o v e s  the c h a n g e  

of use of A r e a  6f; the residents of Parkvale Village, w h o  at n o  stage h a v e  b e e n  consulted 

b y  HKR, will b e  forced b y  HKR to live next d o o r  to a S T W  with all its negative aspects, 

including strong foul odours. A n d  of course the future 1 1 9 0  residents of A r e a  6f will also

* suffer f r o m  t he s a m e  negative aspects of a S T W  integrated Into their d e v e l o p m e n t .

2 . It is indicative of the inadequacies of this submission, a n d  all the previous HKR 
submissions, that there is n o  reference w h a t s o e v e r  to the DSD "Guidelines for the
D e s i g n  of Small S e w a g e  T r e a t m e n t  P la n t s 11 for private d e v e l o p m e n t s  u p  to 2,000 

population equivalent. In preparing these guidelines D S D  placed special e m p h a s i s  o n

4
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t h e  p r o b l e m s  usually f o u n d  with small plants a n d  included appropriate design safety 

considerations. T h e s e  guidelines cover: general design considerations; design 

p a r a m e t e r s ;  practical design a n d  installation; operation a n d  m a i n t e n a n c e ;  a n d  

e n v i r o n m e n t a l  considerations. Fol l o w i n g  t h e s e  guidelines w o u l d  h a v e  e n a b l e d  H K R  to 

p r o v i d e  a  d e s i g n  s u b m i s s i o n  in this latest Further I n f o r m a t i o n  w h i c h  could, according 

to p a r a g r a p h  2.9 of the guidelines, h a v e  included for e x a m p l e :  k e y  plan s h o w i n g  location 

o f  d e v e l o p m e n t  a n d  effluent discharge location; plan a n d  section s h o w i n g  t he location 

of S T W  within the d e v e l o p m e n t  in relation to residential units a n d  s u r r o unding facilities; 

p r o c e s s  a n d  instrumentation d i a grams; hydraulic profile together with supporting 

calculations; detailed process design calculations; detailed d r a w i n g s  with plan a n d  

elevation s h o w i n g  plant r o o m  layout including pipe w o r k  a n d  e q u i p m e n t ;  route of 

a c c e s s  to t h e  plant r o o m  a n d  access within t h e  S T W ； ventilation a n d  lighting details; 

e q u i p m e n t  sc h e d u l e  s h o w i n g  n u m b e r  of d u t y  a n d  s t a n d b y  units, m a k e ,  m o d e l  n u m b e r ,  

capacity etc. (the s c h e d u l e  s h o u l d  b e  s h o w n  o n  t h e  drawing); e q u i p m e n t  catalogues a n d  

o p e r a t i o n / m a i n t e n a n c e  m a n u a l .

3. A l t h o u g h  t h e  D S D  h a s  built a n d  o p e r a t e s  a n u m b e r  o f  small s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  facilities 

o n  L a n t a u  Island a n d  O u t l y i n g  Islands, H K R  h a s  n o t  stated t h e  t y p e  o r  explained the 

d e s i g n  o f  S T W  it p r o p o s e s  to build in A r e a  6f, n o r  h a s  it d e m o n s t r a t e d  that a n y  of the 

t h r e e  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  p r o c e s s e s  c o m m o n l y  a d o p t e d  b y  t h e  D S D  o n  L a ntau Island is 

suitable for a site located o n  a s t e e p  slo p e  a n d  far f r o m  t h e  sea, with a discharge point 

s o  close to a residential area.

4. D u e  to  its p r o x i m i t y  t o  o u r  village, w e  c o n s i d e r  t h a t  it is ina p p r o p r i a t e  to locate a S T W  

in A r e a  6f^ d u e  to t h e  potential s m e l l  a n d  h e alth haz a r d ,  especially as t h e  effluent 

s e e m s  h ighly likely to b e  d i s c h a r g e d  into a n  o p e n  nullah a n d  f l o w  u n d e r  t h e  balconies 

of a  residential building and, sub s e q u e n t l y ,  into t h e  s e a  a d j a c e n t  to a n  oc c u p i e d  area. In 

v i e w  of  t h e  serious i n a d e q u a c i e s  a n d  shortfall o f  t h e  S T W  propo s a l  w e  believe that the 

D S D  a n d  E P D  h a v e  n o  alternative b u t  to reject t h e  H K R  p r o p o s a l  a n d  advise the T P B  to 

n o t  a p p r o v e  t h e  application.

C. A P P L I C A T I O N  F O R  D I S C H A R G E  L I C E N C E

1. P a r a g r a p h  6.3.1.6 o f  t h e  R e v i s e d  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S t u d y  glibly states that ^ M o r e o v e r ,  th e  

o p e r a t io n  o f  t h e  S T W  s h a l l  a ls o  a p p ly  f o r  a  d i s c h a r g e  l i c e n c e  f r o m  t h e  r e le v a n t  a u t h o r it y  

b e f o r e  t h e  o p e r a t io n  o f  t h e  S T W . H This is a t o o  v a g u e  a  s t a t e m e n t .  A r e  th e  consultants 

referring t o t h e  s u b m i s s i o n  o f  A p p l i c a t i o n  F o r m  A  ( E P D  117); w h o  will b e  responsible 

for s u b m i t t i n g  t h e  application; w h o  will p a y  t h e  licence fee; a n d  w h a t  are the 

c o n s e q u e n c e s  if t h e  application is rejected?

2. This a s p e c t  o f  t h e  S T W  requires c o m p r e h e n s i v e l y  expla i n i n g  to t h e  T P B  a n d ,  of course, 

t h e  p u blic since this F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  is s u p p o s e d  t o  b e  subject to public 

consultation.

D .  D I S C H A R G E  O F  S E W A G E  B Y  O P E N  N U L U H

1. H K R  is still saying, as it did in its p r e v i o u s  s u b m issions, that discharging t he treated 

s e w a g e  directly into a n  o p e n  nullah is still a n  o p t i o n  to b e  c o n s i d e r e d  at t h e  design 

stage. This o p e n  nullah is parallel to Dis c o v e r y  Valley R o a d  a n d  p r o c e e d s  directly in front 

o f  Hillgrove Village. T h erefore, e v e r y  d a y  4 4 0  m 3  p e r  d a y  of s e w a g e  will b e  flowing
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alongside approximately 200 metres of footpath/road and directly under the balconies 
of around 200 apartments in this village. This is illustrated in the following photographs.

V i e w  of t he o p e n  nullah looking u p s t r e a m  

past Hillgrove Village______________________________

V i e w  o f  t he o p e n  nullah locking d o w n s t r e a m  

t o w a r d s  Hillgrove Village_________________________

2. T h e  nullah s e r v e s  t h e  d u a l  p u r p o s e  o f  a s t o r m  w a t e r  c h a n n e l  a n d  as a n  o v e r f l o w  relief 

for t h e  reservoir at t h e  t o p  o f D i s c o v e r y  Valley R o a d .  N o r m a l l y  it is virtually e m p t y ,  b u t  

d u r i n g  p e r i o d s  o f  r a i n s t o r m  a n d / o r  reservoir d i s c h a r g e  this nuilah is full to t h e  top. T h e  

addition o f  t h e  s e w a g e  effluent t o  t h e  s t o r m  w a t e r  f l o w  m a y  c a u s e  t h e  nullah to 

o v e r f l o w  or  t h e  effluent t o  b a c k - u p  into t h e  S T W ,  b o t h  w i t h  serious health implications. 

This o p t i o n  w o u l d  a p p e a r  t o  b e  c h e a p e r  t h a n  building a  gravity s e w a g e  pipe a n d  rt is 

c o n s i d e r e d  that H K R  will a d o p t  this o p t i o n  whilst giving t h e  i m p r e s s i o n  to t h e  T P B ,  E P D ,  

etc. t h a t  it will build a gravity pipe, w h i c h  w o u l d  p r e s u m a b l y  p u t  t h e  s e w a g e  f l o w  

u n d e r g r o u n d .

E. E F F L U E N T  T O  B E  D I S C H A R G E D  I N T O  T H E  S E A

1. H K R  is p r o p o s i n g  to d i s c h a r g e  t r e a t e d  s e w a g e  f r o m  A r e a  6f into t h e  m a r i n e  w a t e r s  

a d j a c e n t  to t h e  ferry pier w i t h o u t  t h e  n e e d  of a m a r i n e  outfall. T h e  outlet is adjacent to 

a pedes t r i a n  w a l k w a y ,  residential buildings a n d  a s h o p p i n g  centre, w h i c h  H K R  is a b o u t  to 

build, a n d  is located o n l y  2 8 0  m e t r e s  f r o m  a public b a t h i n g  b e a c h .  This is a n  artificially 

m a d e  b e a c h  fronting t h e  v e r y  s h a l l o w  a n d  silted Tai P a k  W a n .  T h e  p r o p o s a l  for t he 

dis c h a r g e  of effluent into a s h a l l o w  s e a b e d ,  a d j a c e n t  to a pedestrian w a l k w a y ,  

residential buildings a n d  a s h o p p i n g  c e ntre a n d  2 8 0 m  f r o m  a b a t h i n g  b e a c h ,  b o a r d w a l k  

restaurants a n d  ferry pier is en v i r o n m e n t a l l y  u n a c c e p t a b l e  a n d  wil! e n c o u r a g e  toxic red 

tides as well as c o n c e n t r a t i o n s  o f  E. coli.

2. W e  a re e x t r e m e l y  c o n c e r n e d  a b o u t  t h e  effluent b e i n g  d i s c h a r g e d  into t h e  s ea in D S .  

A l t h o u g h  t h e  effluent will h a v e  b e e n  treated, it will h a v e  a h i g h  con c e n t r a t i o n  of 

nutrients w h i c h  h a s  b e e n  scientifically p r o v e n  to e n c o u r a g e  g r o w t h  o f  h a r m f u l  a'gae 

("red tides'1), particularly in s h a l l o w  coastal are a s  {see p a g e  1 7 0  o f  " H a r m f u l  Algae",
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volume 9, issue 10, 2010 of 'Elsevier') and, as the prevailing winds come from the east, 
blowing onto DB, such harmful algae would not dissipate easily.

3. The water quality assessment notes that for the whole of Hong Kong waters adjacent to 
the Pearl River Delta and including the waters around DB that the Total Inorganic 
Nitrogen (TIN) already exceeds the WQO. We would not dispute this, but this does not 
justify HKR^ intention to increase the suspended solids and E-Coli content of the 
sewage plume in the very publicly exposed waters and beaches of Tai Pak Wan.

4. In previous submissions, HKR tried to downplay the occurrence of red tides despite the 
discharge of more TINs and TPs which will increase the probability of more red tides. 
The latest Further Information has omitted references in the previous version to TP 
(referred to as Total Particulates in the Executive Summary of the Environmental Study 
and as Total Phosphorous in the Technical Note) and to red tides.

5. The Further Information submitted by HKR in October included the following:

a. Executive Summary -  aThe discharge concentration has therefore been reduced as 
much as practicable to. ensure that the increase in TIN and Total Particulates (TP) are 
minimized. With the discharge standard, the Nitrogen (N) to Phosphorus (P) ratio is 
maintained greater than 18.1. Hence the occurrence of red tides will be unlikely.N

b. 6.3.1.5 -  MThe computed N: P  ratio concluded that the possibility of having red tide 
is sti" low，

c. 6.4.1.1; 7.3.1.4; 8.1.2.1 -  ifThe discharge concentration has therefore been reduced 
as much as practicable to ensure that the increase in TIN and TP are minimized. With 
the discharge standard, the N  to P ratio is maintained greater than X8.1. Hence the 
occurrence of red tides will be unlikely

6. The text in bold does not appear in the latest version of the Environmental Study 
submitted by HKR on 28 November 2016. Why would HKR delete this text if the 
•’occurrence of red tides w川  be unlikely^ Thus the previous version tried to downplay 
the likely occurrence of red tides, whilst the omission of the references to red tides in 
the latest version implies that what was stated in the previous version was incorrect, 
and that we, and government, should be concerned about the discharge of the sewage 
into the sea increasing the likelihood of red tides occurring.

7. The conclusions in the Technical Note that uthe water quality in the vicinity of marine- 
based WSRs would be in compliance with WQOs in SS, E. cofi and UIAf/ are based on 
巾odelled measurements at WSR 07 (Tai Pak Peninsu丨a CPA), 270 metres from the 
sewage discharge point. This ignores the fact that the area of the sea into which the 
sewage would be discharged should also be considered to be a WSR. This area is 
adjacent to a pedestrian walkway, residential buildings and a shopping centre which HKR 
is about to build, as the following picture demonstrates:
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Picture of the redevelopment of the DB bus station published by HKR with the location 
of the sewage discharge outlet added ,

Would HKR's conclusions have been the same if it had modelled measurements at the 
sewage discharge outlet instead of 270 metres from it?

F. THEORETICAL MODELLING SCENARIOS OF SEWAGE PROCESSING AND EFFLUENT 
DISCHARGE

1. The consultants have not undertaken a sensitivity analysis regarding their various 
calculations, nor a risk assessment as to environmental aspects, daily operations and ’ 
emergency arrangements of a STW. In addition, there is no mention of the assumptions 
and limitations as to their approach to modelling. In a public consultation exercise there 
should be a layman's guide to the scientific and mathematical acceptability of their 
approach (and its quality), since, without this, the vast majority of the public are unlikely 
to understand and to be able to comment on the approach.

2. The modelling scenario is described in section 4.3 of the Revised Technical Note on 
Water Quality submitted in the latest Further Information. The effluent dispersion 
scenarios are stimulated by a near-field model, CORMIX. The key inputs to CORMIX 
include outfall configuration, ambient current speed, vertical density profile and effluent 
flow rate. As this latest Further Information merely repeats the same scenarios, with the 
same key inputs and assumptions, as in the October Further Information, the results are 
naturally the same! (Appendix D CORMIX model is same as in October). However, HKR 
has deleted references to the likelihood of red tide which was mentioned in the October 
Further Information, with no explanation as to why. This is unprofessional and
misleading. Furthermore, there is no mention by the consultants as to why th丨s type of

model was used and its reliability.

3. Paragraph 4.3.1.2 of the Technical Note on Water Quality states uThe exit of the gravity 
sewage pipe into sea is neor surface" However, in each of the CORMIX scenarios, under

8
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^Buoyancy assessment1, it is stated that ifThe effluent density is less than the 
surrounding ambient water density at the discharge level. Therefore, the effluent is 
POSITIVELY BUOYANT and will tend to rise towards the surfaced  This means that the 
sewage effluent will be very visible near and on the sea surface, as illustrated in the 
above photograph. It is essential that EPD investigates this finding and concludes that it 
is not acceptable.

4. The results of the modelling scenario are set out in Appendix D MCORMIX model output 
to the Revised Technical Note on Water Quality and, as mentioned in paragraph F2 
above, are exactly the same as in the October Further Information. To the layman, the 
results are probably difficult to understand. Hovyever, what is not difficult to understand 
is the standard statement at the end of each of the CORMIX reports, which is the 
£/REM INDER : The user must take note that HYDRODYNAM IC MODELUNG by any known 
technique is N O T A N  EXACT SC IENCE.

5. The full name of the model is uCORM !X M IXING ZONE EXPERT SYSTEM Version S.OGT 
HYDROl: Version-5.0.1.0 December, 2007". It is difficult to understand why a 9 year old 
version of this model was used and this aspect should be investigated by EPD. With 
modelling science, it is normal for there to be at least some updates, over a period of 9 
years, as a result of its usage, empirical testing and improvements of software. In this 
context it is noted that CORMIX versions 9 and 10 were released in September 2014 and 
July 2016 respectively. EPD must investigate why the Consultants have not used up to 
date modelling software which should be a standard requirement for any study.

G. INEFFICIENT SEWAGE PLANNING STRATEGY CONFIRMED BY H K ^ S  CONSULTANTS AND 
NO ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSM ENT

1. In its Application and Further Information of June and October, HKR's consultants have 
said:

a. In paragraph 6.2.iii of its original application, that ''alternative on-site sewage 
treatment plant could be provided, either at Area 6f or Area 10b. This is not 
preferred, having, numerous STW  in the area is considered to be ineffective in 
achieving economies for scale for the infrastructure and fond area". Furthermore, 
paragraph 5.6.2.2 of HKR's Study on Drainage, Sewerage and Water Supply Systems 

.for Area 6f notes that uThis STW  will treat sewage only from 2 single residential 
towers for 476 units at Area 6f so it is considered not an efficient sewage planning 
strategy>,. Paragraph 5.6.4.1 also notes that a local STW may cause uan offensive 
smell and Is health hazard".

■ b. NThis additional effluent would have impacts on both water quality and marine 

ecology. All these would require a quantitative water quality model to be established 
fo r assessment as part o f the subsequent EIAH. (June Revised Environmental Study,
6.3.1.3). Furthermore, in the October Further Information there is no reference to a 
subsequent Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA), which likely means that the 
subject of an EIA has been dropped. Logically there should be a full scale EIA as part 
of this Section 12A application.

c. Building a STW in Area 6f is still sub-optimum in its October submission. Since the 
■ consultant has again in the October Further Information Annex G ^Revised Study on 
Drainage, Sewage and Water Supply0, paragraph 5.6.1.4, stated that uAs this new  
D B ST W  will only treat sewage from  2 single residential towers for 476 units at Area
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6f so this decentralized scheme is considered not an efficient sewage planning 
strategyf,.

H. EMERGENCY ARRANGEMENTS FOR WHEN THE STW BREAKS DOWN INCLUDING 
ACCESS TO PUMPING STATION NO. 1

I .  No mention was made in HKR's first and second submissions of what would happen to 
the sewage in the event that the STW broke down. Only in its third and fourth 
submissions was the subject of emergency arrangements addressed. These include: 
dual feed power supply for the STW; ^suitable backup*1 of the STW treatment process 
(but no information as to what is suitable); and connecting the gravity sewage pipe to 
the existing sewage system at Pumping Station* No 1 (to be only used during 
emergencies)^ which would feed the sewage to the existing system (i.e. to Siu Ho Wan 
STW), and, as backup, the movement of sewage by 36 sewage tanker vehicles per day to 
the Siu Ho Wan STW.

2. Connection to the existing sewage system is clebrly most likely to be used once and then
left on permanently, since there is no description of how this action would be managed
(hence making unapproved use of the government Siu Ho W a n  facilities) as the existing
DB Services Management Limited (as illustrated by its day to day performance) is both 
management and engineering severely challenged.

3. Government cannot allow such a connection since it would be an open invitation to 
abuse and illegally use the SHWSTW.

4. Also the only access to Pumping Station No, 1 (and especially relevant during 
emergencies) is currently blocked by the area around the pumping station being illegally 
used for vehicular parking. The Lands Department has recently requested HKR to stop 
the parking as this area should only be used for the purposes related to the operation of 
the pump house. HKR should have advised its consultants about this situation when 
issuing its instructions. Therefore it is necessary that this issue of access be addressed 
by HKR and the Lands Department.

5. Movement of sewage by truck is clearly unacceptable in a modern city environment, 
especially as it would require 36 sewage tanker vehicles a day to remove the sewage to 
the Siu Ho Wan STW, and is inconsistent with government's efforts to modernise sewage 
treatment and disposal in Hong Kong. The 36 truck calculation is considered to be more 
representative than the calculation in paragraph 6.3.2.1 of the latest Further 
Information which implies that sewage will only be moved on the basis of a quarter of a 
day's sewage being moved in 6 hours. Furthermore, HKR has been told that it cannot 
feed the sewage to the Siu Ho Wan STW.

6. In addition, HKR has not mentioned anything about emergency arrangements in the 
event of the open nullah-discharge approach being taken. This would probably Involve 
the 36 trucks per day travelling through Parkvale village and Discovery Bay going to the 
Siu Ho Wan STW, which HKR does not have approval to use for this sewage.

I. SEWAGE FROM WORKFORCE DURING CONSTRUCTION
l. All of Parkvale Village wl" be affected by the proposed method of sewage generated 

from the workforce during the development of Area 6f. Paragraph 6.2.13 of the latest 
Further Information states that portable chemical toilets will be used by the

10
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construction workforce. This is dismissed as a minor issue, but is expected to persist for 
some two to two and a half years. Those who have experience with construction 5ites 
will know that, firstly, never enough portable toilets are provided and that construction
workers urinate all over the site and, secondly, and more importantly, that, when
pumping the sewage from the toilets into tanker trucks, a substantial release of 
pollutant fumes and very unpleasant and pervasive odours are released into the local 
atmosphere. These will create both a health hazard and a serious despoliation of the 
quality of life of the residents in the adjacent Parkvale Village.

J. MANAGEMENT OF THE STW

1. There is no explanation as to how the STW will be managed in respect of both day to 
day operations and emergency situations. In the DSD guidelines (referred to in section 
B above) it is stated in paragraphs 5.1/2 that Min selecting the type of treatment process, 
the designers should take due -consideration of the availability of competent operators. 
Only competent technicians should be assigned to operate the STP. The operator should 
be fully conversant with the recommended operating procedures as stipulated in the 
operation and maintenance m anual.

2. WotHd Discovery Bay Services Management Limited, the wholly owned subsidiary of HKR 
which manages DB, employ additional staff capable of managing a STW or would it use 
existing staff which have no relevant experience? HKR should be required to state how 
it will ensure that the STW in Area 6f, and that in Area 10b, would be operated safely 
and efficiently.

K. CAPITALAND OPERATING COSTS

1. HKR makes no reference in its Further Information that all the capital and operating 
costs arising from the proposed STW in Area 6f together with the gravity sewage pipe to 
the sea at the Plaza will be met by either HKR and/or the undivided shareholders of the 
Area 6f proposed development. HKR should be required to confirm that all capital and 
operating costs arising from the proposed STW in Area 6f and the gravity sewage pipe 
or use of the nullah will be borne by HKR and/or the undivided shareholders of Area 6f 
proposed development.

2. Also the residents of Parkvale Village and other villages in Discovery Bay should not 
have to suffer the disturbance of laying the gravity sewage pipe or the connection to 
the open nullah.

L  CONSULTATION

1. The above approach to sewage treatment and discharge has not been explained by HKR 
to the wider community of DB. In view of this deficient and sub-optimum approach 
(and the same approach is to be adopted for Area 10b with sewage to be directly 
discharged into the sea at Nim Shue Wan)# HKR is guilty of abusing the so called public 
consultation process and displaying a complete disregard for modern sewage treatment 
and discharge practices and DSD guidelines as developed so diligently over the last 30 
years by government, namely EPD, WSD and DSD and their respective policy bureaux.

CONCLUSION

We (the Parkvale Village Owners Committee representing the Owners of Parkvale Village,
which is adjacent to Area 6f and through which all traffic to Area 6f would pass) continue to

11
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be surprised and disappointed that no Government Department, nor HKR, appears to have 
considered the adverse impact of the proposed development on the owners and residents 
of Parkvale Village, especially the totally unacceptable and sub optimal commitment to 
build a standalone STW with discharge by open nullah directly past apartments and into 
the sea. In view of the serious inadequacies and shortfall of the STW and discharge 
proposal we believe that the DSD and EPD have no alternative but to reject the HKR 
proposal and advise the TPB to not approve the application.

As clearly demonstrated in not only this submission but in all our submissions, HKR's 
application continues to be deficient in many ways. So again, we consider that the Town 
Planning Board is in no other position than to reject HKR^s application to rezone Area 6f.

We again encourage the Town Planning Board to visit the site and meet residents. In doing 
so, many of the issues highlighted in this report would be evident.

Signed on behalf of the PVOC: Date:

29 December 2016

Mr. Kenneth J. Bradley J.P.
Parkvale Village Owners Committee Chairman

c n

c o

—

CD
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tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
RE: Objection of DB Rezone Plan Yfl DB3 
Objection Letter of DB Rezone Plan.pdf

Town Planning Board 

Dear Sir/Madam

In referring to your notice posted on Dec 9, regarding the application of Discovery Bay Rezone application, pis find 
attached a letter of objection for your consideration and h a n d lin g ..

We as major part of resident of the above area, looking forward for further respond from your board.

Yours sincerely -

MC Lee
R e ^ |p t of Peninsula Village 
Discovery Bay

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


5820

30 December 2016

Town Planning Board

15/F, North Point Government Offices

333 Java Road, Hong Kong

Fmail: tob p d@ D land .g〇V.hk

RE: Application of Discovery Bay Outline Zoning Plan No. S/l-DB/4 or Application No. Y/I-DB3

Dear Sir/madam

I am writing to make my comment and objection on the above application plan in Discovery Bay, Lantau 
Island. As one of the residents in the outline zone area, I strongly object the proposal to wrezone the 
application site” from its current authorized status to "other specified uses", listed on the Planning 
Application Form posted to the public on 9 December 2016.

The area should not be, rezone without consent of the majority of the resident in the outlined area. As a 
long-time resident in the above area, we object this application as the applicant did not provide any 
information to the resident in such rezoning plan- in specification of pollution, public area development 
public transportation limitation and damage of the outshore line due to the changes / rezone to other 
"specific uses". None of these “specific uses〃 for "Rezone the area on the Plan" have ever been provided 
to the resident of the above area by post or by invitation of the Management Company. On this regards, 
as the resident of the concerned area, object the above application plan and seek for further 
information and advises from your Town Planning Board.

Yours sincerely

MCLee

Resident of Discovery Bay, 

Peninsula Village
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tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk

Application No. Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b - am endm ents dated 29th N ovem ber 2016 - O BJE CT IO N 5821
Dear Sirs,

As a resident of a block in Peninsula Village, Discovery Bay, I am writing to express my objection to the numerous 
unsatisfactory and environmentally-damaging aspects of this application.

Most significantly, this latest round of consultation again proposes the reintroduction of sewage treatment within 
Discoveiy Bay. If implemented this move would not only have a severely detrimental affect on the environment for 
Discovery Bay residents, but also for marine life in the waters the treated waste would be discharged into.

Yours faithfully,

John Brennan

Name: John Brennan

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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30曰12月2016年星期五16:49 
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Application No. Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - OBJECTION 
APPLICATION Y_1-DB_3 Area 10b.pdf

A 5 8 2 2

A p p l i c a t i o n  N o .  Y / I - D B / 3  A r e a  1 0 b  - a m e n d m e n t s  d a t e d  2 9 t h  N o v e m b e r  2 0 1 6  -  O B J E C T I O N

I  a m  a  l o n g  t e r m  r e s i d e n t  o f  D i s c o v e r y  B a y ,  c u r r e n t l y  r e n t i n g  i n  P a r k v a l e  V i l l a g e .  I  a m  v e r y  c o n c e r n e d  b y  t h e  

m a n y  b a d  i d e a s  i n  t h i s  A p p l i c a t i o n  w h i c h  h a v e  b e e n  c o v e r e d  b y  e a r l i e r  c o n s u l t a t i o n s .

T h is  4 t h  r o u n d  c o n s u l t a t i o n  c o n f i r m s  t h e  r e i n t r o d u c t i o n  o f  l o c a l  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  w i t h i n  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  a n d  

I  p a r t i c u l a r l y  o b j e c t  t o  t h i s  r e t r o g r a d e  s t e p  a n d  a n  i n e v i t a b l e  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  d e t e r i o r a t i o n  f o r  D B  r e s i d e n t s  

a n d  t h e  m a r i n e  life .  I

I attach the following excellent submissions concerning the above, from neighbouring villages, which, I fully endorse, since they express 
my concerns better than I could myself

- P a r k v a l e  V i l l a g e  O w n e r s *  C o m m i t t e e  s u b m i s s i o n  d a t e d  2 9 t h  D e c e m b e r ,  w h i c h  m a t c h e s  m y  o w n  c o n c e r n s  

i n  a l m o s t  a l l  r e s p e c t s

- S e r e n e  V i l l a g e  O w n e r  d o t e d  2 8 t h  D e c e m b e r .

I  O B J E C T  T O  T H E  A B O V E  A P P L I C A T I O N

B r i a n  L o w e

D i s c o v e r y  B a y  

H o n g  K o n g

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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For info Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

2 9  D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 6  at 

08:33

Thomas Gebauer

--- Forwarded M e s s a a e----
From:
To: Tpbpa <tpcpa^piana govhK> » hbi

Sent: Wednesday, 28 December 2016, 16:32 
Subject: Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

Further comments:

Subject: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

The Town Planning Board: 
Application Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b

I strongly object to the planned development as presented by the HongKong Resort Company , 
who with thousands of owners are bound together by a Deed of Mutual Covenant.

Discovery Bay (DB) is a U N丨Q U E  deve丨叩ment 丨n HongKong . quasi an enclave , isolated from 
HongKong proper and only accessible through one tunnel and by ferry.
Special rules apply in/for the area, as laid down in a DMC . Owners in Discovery Bay and to a 
certain extent also residents in DB must therefore get a recognised voice and special attention 
from the Town Planning Board (TPB) when major changes which will affect the environment and 
(he way of life are proposed for this special enclave/environment as done by the "registered 
owner*' the Hongkong Resort Co. Ltd, (H K R ).
The TPB must also seriously consider that the small owners in DB ( roughly 8.000 houses/flats 
are concerned) are not permitted to form an Owners Corporation which could give a clear voice 
to the TPB as what are the wishes of the many DB owners, leaving aside the various large, 
mainly commercial entities and spaces owned by the developer, the HKR .

Due to this unique situation, any changes must be judged by the TPB I PLAND with a holistic 
view in mind ; this proposed development as well as the application Y/l-DB/2 Area 6f cannot be 
judged solely on their own but how it also will affect the whole environment in Discovery Bay
and whether all the DB service facilities are sufficientto support such deve 丨 opments. So it is
IM PERATIVE ( besides looking at each application separately the TPB must also look at



both application^^kthe HKR together to make a good judgement what they ask DB 
owners and resU •  to "bea r" .

4
In area 10b - same as it is proposed in area 6f - to built a sewage treatment plant quasi "on 
site" in the midst of a residential development and the effluent is planned to be discharged into 
the WATER BASIN OF NIM SH U E WAN Bay must be considered as highly N sensitive" in the 
least.
We are living in the 21st century and Town Planning must be a forward looking endeavour.
To me it is outrageous to even consider in " Asia's World City" to put nowadays a sewage 
treatment plant into a new residential development. (There was an old sewage-treatment plant 
at this proposed location, however built decades ago when this area was a large service area , 
bus station, repair shops, waste handling and the like ....quasi commercial activities)
It should be demanded that this application / development as well as Y/l-DB/2 area 6f to be 
deferred already on the grounds of the sewage-treatment and disposal. For this matter the 
applicant should wait till the Government Sewage Treatment Facilities of Lantau Island can 
receive all the sewage from D巳.
By no means should affluent be directed into the sea in and around Discovery Bay. The HK 
Waters cannot take more of this pollution and this does not concern only TIN !
It would be really a great step back for the environment of DB and HK1

The effluent is planned to be discharged through a pipe into the shoreline, the bay of Nim Shue 
Wan, which should be considered，. quasi typographically confined basin with limited dispersive 
capaciiyw the planned outfall point will not be far from the housing development, in the vicinity 
there is also recreational activity from the DB Marina and Club. It is not far from Peng Chau 
which apparently has received or will receive a high technology sewage treatment plant Jh\3 
effluent 丨s in addition to the already polluted waters in the South of Hongkong.
It would be quite self-defeating : Peng Chau with a most modem water treatment plant and then
the effluents from
DB.
The reference of the applicant regarding Fish Culture Zones , in MaWan and Cheung Sha , 
VERY FAR away from Nim Shue Wan can only "pull wool over the TPB".
There are quasi daily fishermen/-boats seen in around DB, mostly from Peng Chau, an 
examination of the catch in regard to toxics should be highly recommended . Effluent-discharge 
to the close -by shores , to the sea should not take place !! but also :

6.
To blame pollution of Southern Waters on the Pearl River Delta is not a point to make as facts 
of the Mas is situationM must be clearly addressed. There are more pollutants than TIN . In HK 
one must get away from the view ■* it is only little pollution *; beside the pollution of HK-waters 
and around, we are facing already many types of pollution; in regard to forward-looking planning 
, it is important to consider" the straw which breaks the camel's back *.

As for the "sensitive receivers " the waters of Nim Shue Wan and those dose to Peng Chau 
effluent must be considered as "potentially polluting". Not even to mention the matter of storm - 
surge , back-flow and the like.
All of the tables and calculations of the applicant should be taken with a large pinch of salt 
as simply : effluent to the sea = generally considered is "water -pollution *.

8
From PLAND AND MY COMMENTS IN REGARD TO THIS APPLICATION:
Aims of Environmental Planning
2.1.1
To achieve a better environment through planning.…



⑻

"to avoid creating n e w  environmental problems....
T H E R E  A R E  ADDITIONAL P R O B L E M S  (AIR, NOISE, L E S S  TREES, R E D U C E D  W A S T E  
H A N D L I N G  CAPACITY. ALL W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  IN P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S )
⑼

wto seize opportmittes for environmenta丨 Improvement …，
N O  O P P O R T U N I T Y  F O R  I M P R O V E M E N T  SEIZED IN THIS D E V E L O P M E N T

Proper land use planning,
(b) proposed land uses in the same development area are compatible with each 
other"...T H E R E  IS N O  N E C E S S I T Y  F O R  THIS D E V E L O P M E N T  A S  P L A N N E D .  IT H A S  N O  
C O N N E C T I O N  W I T H  H O U S I N G  S H O R T A G E  IN H O N G  K O N G  , A N D  A S  F O R  "OPTIMISING 
L A N D  U S E  M T H E  A P P L I C A N T , IN C A S E  H A S  LARGE T R A C T S  O F  L A N D  AVAILABLE IN D B  
W I T H O U T  C R E A T I N G  A DDITIONAL  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  P R O B L E M S .
IN CASE, T H E  P L A N N E D  D E V E L O P M E N T  Y/l-DB/3 A R E A  10b M U S T  B E  S C A L E D  B A C K  IN 
SIZE T O  B E  S O M E W H A T  C O M P A H B L E  W I T H  T H E  C U R R E N T  E N V I R O N M E N T  IN D B  .
T H E  D E V E L O P M E N T  I丁 IS A L S O  N 〇T HCOMP>A77BLH，f A S  W I T H  T H E  O B V I O U S  
P O L L U T I N G  ACTIVITIES IN T H E  P O D I U M  , R I G H T  U N D E R  T H E  RESIDENTIAL 

D E V E L O P M E N T ,  A N D  A L S O  T H E  C O N N E C T E D  V E H I C L E  TRAFFIC, P L U S  T H E  S E W A G E  
T R E A T M E N T  P L A N T  A N D  T H E  PETROL-FILLING STATION .

⑹

adequate and suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to ensure proper handling and 
disposal of all wastes and waste water arising from proposed developments.

THIS IS N O T  T H E  C A S E  W I T H  B O T H  T H E  P L A N N E D  D B  D E V E L O P M E N T S  (THIS 〇N E  
A N D  A L S O  Y/l-DB/2 A R E A  6F.)

T H E  P L A N N E D  N E W  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B  ( T R A N S F E R  A N D  
D I S P O S A L  FACILITIES A R E  C O M P L E T E L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  A N D  ILL-PLACED U N D E R  A  
P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E .  A S  M E N T I O N E D  A B O V E  A N D  THIS W A S  A L R E A D Y  W R I T T E N  IN 
P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S .

IT IS DEFINITELY N O T  IN T H E  C A T E G O R Y  O F  " SUITABLY SITED ENVIRONMENTAL 
FACILITIESn
22.2 
( 0

the capacity of the environment to receive additlona丨 developments, for example, the capacity of 
an airshed or water basin to receive and assimilate residuals or the capacity of the environment 
Infrastructure such as sewerage and waste reception facilities to accommodate further 

residuals;
A S  W R I T T E N  A B O V E  , D B  H A S  LIMITED C A P A C I T Y  T O  A C C E P T  
A L R E A D Y  T H E  LIMITS R E G A R D I N G  25.000 R E S I D E N T S  INDICATE THAT.

T H E  T P B  M U S T  N O T  F O R G E T  T H A T  S E R V I C E  FACILITIES A R E  A L S O  S T R E S S E D  
B E C A U S E  O F  T H E  O F T E N  L A R G E  INFLUX O F  VISITORS A N D  T O U R I S T S  C R E A T I N G  
E N V I R O N M E N T A L  D E G R A D A T I O N  T O  THIS C O N F I N E D  A R E A ,  T H E  N U M B E R S  A R E  IN 

A D D I T I O N  T O  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN THIS PLACE.

Air Quality Considerations

2.3.2

Air quality Is affected by such factors as the emission rate of air pollutants, the separation 

distance betwee门 emission sources and receptors, topography, height and width of buildings as 
well as meteorology....

A S  FO R  AN O N -S ITE  S EW A G E  T R E A T M E N T  O D O U RS O F D IF F E R E N T  KIND M U S T  B E
C O N SID ER ED  ALSO  W HEN SLUDGE W ILL BE REMOVED.
wherever practicable, major air pollution emitters are sited to the west or southwest of urban 

areas and n e w  towns to take advantage of the prevailing north-easterly winds;.

D B IS  LO C A TED  IN A S E M IC IR C LE  O F M O UN TAINS IN T H E  ” BACK 丨 B E C A U S E  O F T H IS
I M P E D I M E N T  T O  AIR-CIRCULATION W E  A L R E A D Y  F A C E  E X T R A  AIR-POLLUTION (

NO BETTER ENVIRONMENT, DEFINITELY ON ALL COUNTS THE ENVIRONMENT WILL BE
WORSE.



MARINE/FERRY -DIESELS, AIRCRAFT, DISNEY DAILY FIREWORKS , LOCAL VEHICLE
TRAFFIC )

Water Quality Considerations "
2.3.4

It should be noted that there is a general shift of estuarine to oceanic conditions in a west to 
east direction in the coastal waters of Hong Kong. Any major developments which are likely to 
cause significant disruption to water circulation should be either avoided as far as possible or 
subjected to water quality modelling tests prior to the finalisation of site selection.
P L E A S E  T O  K E E P  IN MIND.

2.3.5
Any development which causes either conflict with the constraints or damage of the resources 
and amenity areas should be avoided, unless the conflict can be resolved or the imposition of 
appropriate development controls is practicable. The water-based developments should be 
located such that bulk water exchange is maximised.
C O N T R A R Y  T O  W H A T  T H E  A P P L I C A N T  CLAIMS : NIM S H U E  W A T E R S  A R E  C A L M  ,
LITTLE TIDAL-STREAM - ACTIVITIES C A N  B E  S E E N  A N D  T H E R E  IS DEFINITELY LIMITED 
DISPERSIVE CAPACITY.
P O LLUTION  F R O M  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN NIM SHUE WAN VILLAGE M U S T  A L S O  B E  K E P T  
IN MIN D  A N D  A D D E D  T O  T H E  SITUATION..

Waste Management Considerations
2.3.6
In the preparation of land use plans, effort should be mad e  to reserve sufficient sites in suitable 
locations for municipal waste reception and transfer facilities.... As some uses have potential to 
cause nuisances and to give rise to special requirements for waste disposal and effluent 
discharge, due consideration should be given to their location and design to minimise the 

potential impacts.
T H E  P R O P O S E D  N E W  S P A C E  U N D E R  A  P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  t 
T H E  APPLICANT'S REFUSE RECEIVING STATION P L A N N E D  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  DB, IS 

TOTALLY I N A D E Q U A T E  F O R  T H E  P R E S E N T  A N D  M O R E S O  M U S T  B E  F O R  T H E  FUTURE. 
IT W A S  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  A B O U T  IT.
A L S O  T H E  P L A N N E D  LIMITED S P A C E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  FACILITIES C A N N O T  B E  
C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  P H I L O S O P H Y  O F  21 S T  C E N T U R Y  W A S T E  - H ANDLING  t- 

S E P A R A T I N G  S O R T I N G  F O R  R E C Y C L I N G  A N D  RE-USE.

9

IN C O N C L U S I O N  I S T R O N G L Y  O B J E C T  T O  THIS 
T H O M A S  G E B A U E R
owner/resident

Discovery Bay

e"mail:i H

APPLICATION

Thomas Gebauer

J
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- 5 8 2 3

Subject: Application No. Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b - amendments dated 29th N o v e m b e r  2016 - 

O B J E C T I O N

A p p l i c a t i o n  N o .  Y / I - D B / 3  A r e a  1 0 b  - a m e n d m e n t s  d a t e d  2 9 t h  N o v e m b e r  2 0 1 6  - O B J E C T I O N

I  a m  a  l o n g  t e r m  r e s i d e n t  o f  D i s c o v e r y  B a y ,  c u r r e n t ly  r e n t i n g  in  P a r k v a l e  V i l l a g e .  I  a m  v e r y  

c o n c e r n e d  b y  t h e  m a n y  b a d  i d e a s  in  t h is  A p p l i c a t i o n  w h i c h  h a v e  b e e n  c o v e r e d  b y  e a r l i e r  

c o n s u l t a t i o n s .

T h is  4 t h  r o u n d  c o n s u l t a t i o n  c o n f i r m s  t h e  r e i n t r o d u c t i o n  o f  l o c a l  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  w i t h i n  

D i s c o v e r y  B a y  a n d  I  p a r t i c u la r l y  o b j e c t  t o  t h i s  r e t r o g r a d e  s t e p  a n d  a n  i n e v i t a b l e  

e n v i r o n m e n t a l  d e t e r i o r a t i o n  f o r  D B  r e s id e n t s  a n d  t h e  m a r i n e  life .

I attach the following excellent submissions concerning the above, from neighbouring villages, which, I fu lly  endorse, 
since they express my concerns better than I could myself

- P a r k v a l e  V i l l a g e  O w n e r s T  C o m m i t t e e  s u b m i s s i o n  d a t e d  2 9 t h  D e c e m b e r ,  w h i c h  m a t c h e s  

m y  o w n  c o n c e r n s  i n  a l m o s t  a l l  r e s p e c t s

- S e r e n e  V i l l a g e  O w n e r  d a t e d  2 8 t h  D e c e m b e r .

I  O B J E C T  T O  T H E  A B O V E  A P P L I C A T I O N

K a t r in a  L o w e

D i s c o v e r y  B a y  

H o n g  K o n g

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


M Gmail Edwin Rainbow

For info Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

29 December 2016 at 
08:33

T h o m a s  Gebauer

Sent: Wednesday, 28 December 2016, 16:32 
Subject: Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

Further comments:

Subject: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

The T o w n  Planning Board: 
Application Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b

l strongly object to the planned development as presented by the HongKong Resort Company , 
w h o  with thousands of owners are bound together by a Deed of Mutual Covenant.

Discovery Bay (DB) is a U N I Q U E  development in HongKong . quasi an enclave , isolated from 

H o n g K o n g  proper and only accessible through one tunnel and by ferry.
Special rules apply in/for the area, as laid d o w n  in a D M C  . Owners in Discovery Bay and to a 
certain extent also residents in D B  must therefore get a recognised voice and special attention 
from the T own Planning Board (TPB) w h e n  major changes which will affect the environment and 

the w a y  of life are proposed for this special enclave/environment as done by the "registered 

owner” the Hongkong Resort Co. Ltd, ( H K R ) . ’
Th e  T P B  must also seriously consider that the small owners in D B  (roughly 8.000 houses/flats 

are concerned) are not permitted to form an Owners Corporation which could give a clear voice 

to the T P B  as what are the wishes of the m a n y  D B  owners, leaving aside the various large, 
mainly commercial entities and spaces owned by the developer, the HKfR .

3.
D u e  to this unique situation, any changes must be judged by the T P B  / P L A N D  with a holistic 

view in mind ; this proposed development as well as the application Y/I-DB/2 Area 6f cannot be 
judged solely on their o w n  but h o w  it also will affect the whole environment in Discovery Bay 
and whether all the D B  service facilities are sufficient to support such developments. S o  it is 
I M P E R A T I V E  , besides looking at each application separately the T P B  must also look at



both applications HKR together to make a good judgement what they ask DB
o w n e r s  and resi、 jpt to "bear” .

4

In area 10b - same as it is proposed in area 6f- to built a sewage treatment plant quasi "on 

of a residential development and the effluent is planned to be discharged into 

leasT/ATER BASIN 〇F N I M  S H U E  W A N  Bay must be considered as highlyM sensitive" in the

W e  are living in the 21st century and Town Planning must be a forward looking endeavour.
To m e  it is outrageous to even consider inM Asia's World CityM to put nowadays a sewage 
treatment plant into a new residential development. (There was an old sewage-treatment plant 
at this proposed location, however built decades ago when this area was a large service area , 

bus station, repair sh叩s, waste hand丨ing and the like .".quasi commercial activities)
It should be demanded that this application / development as well as Y/l-DB/2 area 6f to be 
deferred already on the grounds of the sewage-treatment and disposal. For this matter the 
applicant should wait till the Government Sewage Treatment Facilities of Lantau Island can 
receive all the sewage from DB.
By no means should affluent be directed into the sea in and around Discovery Bay. The H K  
Waters cannot take more of this pollution and this does not concern only TIN !
It would be really a great step back for the environment of DB and HK1

5.

The effluent is planned to be discharged through a pipe into the shoreline, the bay of Nim Shue 
Wan, which should be considered " quasi typographically confined basin with limited dispersive 
capacity” the planned outfall point will not be far from the housing development, in the vicinity 

there is also recreational activity from the D B  Marina and Club. It is not far from Peng Chau 
which apparently has received or will receive a h ig h  t e c h n o lo g y  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  p l a n t  T h i s  

effluent is in addition to the already polluted waters in the South of Hongkong.
It would be quite self-defeating : Peng Chau with a most modern water treatment plant and then

the effluents from
DB.
丁he reference of the applicant regarding Fish Culture Zones , in M a W a n  and Cheung Sha , 
V E R Y  F AR away from Nim Shue W a n  can only "pull wool over the T P B " .
There are quasi daily fishermen/-boats seen in around DB, mostly from Peng Chau, an 
examination of the catch in regard to toxics should be highly recommended . Effluent-discharge 
to the close -by shores , to the sea should not take place !! but also :

6.
To blame pollution of Southern Waters on the Pearl River Delta is not a point to make as facts 
of the *'as is situation w must be clearly addressed. There are more pollutants than TIN . In H K  
one must get away from the view" it is only little pollution H; beside the pollution of HK-waters 
and around, w e  are facing already many types of pollution; in regard to forward-looking planning 
,It is important to consider" the straw which.breaks the earners backM.

As for the "sensitive receivers " the waters of Nim Shue W a n  and those close to Peng Chau 
effluent must be considered as "potentially polluting'1. Not even to mention the matter of storm - 

surge , back-flow and the like.
All of the tables and calculations of (he applicant should be taken with a large pinch of salt 
as simply : effluent to the sea = generally considered is "water-pollutionH .
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From P L A N D  A N D  M Y  C O M M E N T S  IN R E G A R D  T O  THIS APPLICATION:
Aims of Environmental Planning

2_1.1
To achieve a better env丨ronment through p丨anning… .



N O  B E T T E R  E N V I R O N M E N T ,  DEFINITELY O N  A L L  C O U N T S  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T  WILL B E  
W O R S E .

⑻
Mto avoid creating n e w  environmental problems...,
T H E R E  A R E  A D D I T I O N A L  P R O B L E M S  (AIR, NOISE, L E S S  T R EES,  R E D U C E D  W A S T E  
H A N D L I N G  CAPACITY. A L L  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  IN P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S )
(b)
"to seize opportunities for environmental improvement....
N O  O P P O R T U N I T Y  F O R  I M P R O V E M E N T  SEIZED IN THIS D E V E L O P M E N T

Proper land use planning,
(b) proposed land uses in the s a m e  development area are compatible with each 
other… T H E R E  IS N O  N E C E S S I T Y  F O R  THIS D E V E L O P M E N T  A S  P L A N N E D .  IT H A S  N O  

C O N N E C T I O N  W I T H  H O U S I N G  S H O R T A G E  IN H O N G  K O N G  , A N D  A S  F O R  "OPTIMISING 
L A N D  U S E  " T H E  A P P L I C A N T  t IN C A S E  H A S  L A R G E  T R A C T S  O F  L A N D  AVAILABLE IN D B  
W I T H O U T  C R E A T I N G  A D D I T I O N A L  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  P R O B L E M S .
IN C A S E ,  T H E  P L A N N E D  D E V E L O P M E N T  Y/l-DB/3 A R E A  10b M U S T  B E  S C A L E D  B A C K  IN 
SIZE T O  B E  S O M E W H A T  C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  C U R R E N T  E N V I R O N M E N T  IN D B  .
T H E  D E V E L O P M E N T  IT IS A L S O  N O T  ̂ COMPATIBLE11 AS W I T H  T H E  O B V I O U S  
P O L L U T I N G  ACTIVITIES IN T H E  P O D I U M  , R I G H T  U N D E R  T H E  RESIDENTIAL 

D E V E L O P M E N T ,  A N D  A L S O  T H E  C O N N E C T E D  V E H I C L E  TRAFFIC, P L U S  T H E  S E W A G E  
T R E A T M E N T  P L A N T  A N D  T H E  PETROL-FILLING S T A T I O N  .

⑹

adequate and suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to ensure proper handling and 
disposal of all wastes and waste water arising from proposed developments.
THIS IS N O T  T H E  C A S E  W I T H  B O T H  T H E  P L A N N E D  D B  D E V E L O P M E N T S  (THIS O N E  
A N D  A L S O  Y/l-DB/2 A R E A  6F.)
T H E  P L A N N E D  N E W  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B  , T R A N S F E R  A N D  
D I S P O S A L  FACILITIES A R E  C O M P L E T E L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  A N D  ILL-PLACED U N D E R  A  
P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E .  A S  M E N T I O N E D  A B O V E  A N D  THIS W A S  A L R E A D Y  W R I T T E N  IN 

P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S .
IT IS DEFINITELY N O T  IN T H E  C A T E G O R Y  O F  " SUITABLY SITED ENVIRONMENTAL 
FACILITIES"
2 .2.2
(c) .
the capacity of the environment to receive additional developments, for example, the capacity of 
an airshed or water basin to receive and assimilate residuals or the capacity of the environment 
infrastructure such as sewerage and waste reception facilities to accommodate further 

residuals*
A S  W R I T T E N  A B O V E  t D B  H A S  LIMITED C A P A C I T Y  T O  A C C E P T  
A L R E A D Y  T H E  LIMITS R E G A R D I N G  25.000 R E S I D E N T S  INDICATE THAT.
T H E  T P B  M U S T  N 〇T  F O R G E T  T H A T  S E R V I C E  FACILITIES A R E  A L S O  S T R E S S E D  

B E C A U S E  O F  T H E  O F T E N  L A R G E  INFLUX O F  VISITORS A N D  T O U R I S T S  C R E A T I N G  
E N V I R O N M E N T A L  D E G R A D A T I O N  T O  THIS C O N F I N E D  A R E A ,  T H E  N U M B E R S  A R E  IN 

A D D I T I O N  T O  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN THIS PLACE.

Air Quality Considerations

2.3.2

Air quality is affected by such factors as the emission rate of air pollutants, the separation 
distance between emission sources and receptors, topography, height and width of buildings as 
well as meteorology....

A S  F O R  AN O N -S ITE  SEW A G E  T R E A T M E N T  O D O U RS O F D IF F E R E N T  KIND M U S T  B E
C O N SID ER ED  ALSO  W HEN SLUDG E W ILL BE REMOVED.
wherever practicable, major air pollution emitters are sited to the west or southwest of urban 
areas and n e w  towns to take advantage of the prevailing north-easterly winds;

D B  IS L O C A T E D  IN A  S E M I C I R C L E  O F  M O U N T A I N S  IN T H E  " B A C K  ! B E C A U S E  O F  THIS 

I M P E D I M E N下 T O  AIR-CIRCULATION W E  A L R E A D Y  F A C E  E X T R A  AIR-P〇LLUTION (



Water Quality Considerations '
2.3.4

It should be noted that there is a general shift of estuarine to oceanic conditions in a west to 
east direction in the coastal waters of Hong Kong. Any major developments which are likely to 
cause significant disruption to water circulation should be either avoided as far as possible or 
subjected to water quality modelling tests prior to the finalisation of site selection.
P L E A S E  T O  K E E P  IN MIND.

2.3.5
Any development which causes either conflict with the constraints or damage of the resources 
and amenity areas should be avoided, unless the conflict can be resolved or the imposition of 
appropriate development controls is practicable. The water-based developments should be 
located such that bulk water exchange is maximised. *
C O N T R A R Y  T O  W H A T  T H E  APPLI C A N T  CLAIMS : NIM S H U E  W A T E R S  A R E  C A L M  ,
LITTLE TIDAL-STREAM - ACTIVITIES C A N  B E  S E E N  A N D  T H E R E  IS DEFINITELY LIMITED 
DISPERSIVE CAPACITY.
P OLLUTION  F R O M  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN NIM SHUE WAN VILLAGE M U S T  A L S O  B E  K E P T  
IN MIND A N D  A D D E D  T O  T H E  SITUATION.

Waste Management Considerations
2.3.6
In the preparation of land use plans, effort should be made to reserve sufficient sites in suitable 
locations for municipal waste reception and transfer facilities.... As some uses have potential to 
cause nuisances and to give rise to special requirements for waste disposal and effluent 
discharge, due consideration should be giyen to their location and design to minimise the 
potential impacts.
T H E  P R O P O S E D  N E W  S P A C E  U N D E R  A  P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  , 
T H E  A P P L I C A N T S  REFUSE RECEIVING STATION P L A N N E D  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  DB, IS 
TOTALLY I N A D E Q U A T E  F O R  T H E  P R E S E N T  A N D  M O R E S O  M U S T  BE F O R  T H E  FUTURE. 
IT W A S  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  A B O U T  IT.
A L S O  T H E  P L A N N E D  LIMITED S P A C E  F O R  W A S T E  HANDL I N G  FACILITIES C A N N O T  BE 
C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  P H I L O S O P H Y  O F  21 S T  C E N T U R Y  W A S T E  -HANDLING 
S E P A R A T I N G  S O R T I N G  F O R  R E C Y C L I N G  A N D  RE-USE.
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IN C O N C L U S I O N !  S T R O N G L Y  O B J E C T  T O  THIS APPLICATION .
T H O M A S  G E B A U E R  
owner/resident

Discovery Bay

MARINE/FERRY -DIESELS, AIRCRAFT, DISNEY DAILY FIREWORKS , LOCAL VEHICLE
TRAFFIC )

Thomas Gebauer
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Please find m y  a t t a c h e d  s u b m i s s i o n  r e g a r d i n g  p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t s  in H o n g  K o n g .

Y o u r s  sincerely,

N i c holas T h o m a s

Dr.Nicholas David THOMAS|
30曰12月2016年星期五17:23 
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
Objection to Planning proposal by HKR 
Area 10b Objection round 4 Template.docx

Disclaimer: This email (including any attachments) is for the use of the intended recipient only and may contain confidential information 
and/or copyright material If you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender immediately and delete this email and all copies 
from your system. Any unauthorized use, disclosure, reproduction, copying, distribution, or other form of unauthorized dissemination of 
the contents is expressly prohibited

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


T h e  Secretariat

T o w n  Planning Board

15/F, North Point Government Offices

333 Java Road, North Point

(Via email: tphnd@r)Iand.g〇v.hk or fax: 2 8 7 7  0245 / 2522 8426)

Dear Sirs,

Section 1 2 A  Application No. Y/I-DB/3

A r e a  10b. L o t  385 R P  &  Ext (Part) in D.D. 352, Discovery B a y  

Objection to the Submission b y  the Applicant on 28.11.2016

I refer to the Response to C o m m e n t s  submitted b y  the consultant for H o n g  K o n g  

Resort (clH K R ,,)5 Masterplan Limited (uMasterplan5,)3 to address the departmental 

c o m m e n t s  regarding the captioned application o n  28.11.2016.

Kindly please note that I strongly object to the submission regarding the 

proposed development of the lot. M y  m a i n  reasons of objection o n  this particular 

submission are listed as follows

1. I reject the claim in the 3 rd submission m a d e  in response to Paragraph # 1 0

c o m m e n t s  f rom the District Lands Office (“D L O ”）that the applicant ( H K R )  has 

the absolute right to develop A r e a  10b.

Masterplan is w r o n g  to a s s u m e  that ownership of undivided shares ipso facto 
gives the applicant the absolute right to develop Ar e a  10b. T h e  right o f  the 

applicant to develop or redevelop any part of the lot is restricted b y  the L a n d  

Grant dated 10 September, 1976; b y  the Master Plan identified at Special 

嫌  Condition #6 of the L a n d  Grant; and b y  the D e e d  of Mutu a l  C o v e n a n t  (4CD M C ,5)

dated 3 0  September, 1982.

U p o n  the execution of the D M C ,  the lot w a s  divided into 250,000 equal 

undivided shares. T o  date, m o r e  than 100,000 of these undivided shares h ave 

been assigned b y  H K R  to other owners a n d  to the Manager. T h e  rights a n d  

obligations of all owners o f  undivided shares in the lot are specified in the D M C .  

H K R  has n o  rights separate fr o m  other o w n e r s  except as specified in the D M C .

Area 10b forms the "Service Area", as defined in the D M C  a n d  s h o w n  o n  the 

Master Plan. A s  per the D M C ,  the. definition of City C o m m o n  Are a s  includes the 

following:

"...such part or parts of the Service Area as shall be used for the benefit of
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the City. These City Common Areas together with those City Retained Areas 
as defined and these City Common Facilities as defined form the entire 
"ReservedPortion'1 and "Minimum Associated Facilities" mentioned in the 
Conditions."

Special Condition 10(a) o f  the L a n d  Grant states that H K R  m a y  not dispose of 

a n y  part of the lot or the buildings thereon unless they h a v e  entered into a D e e d  

of  M u t u a l  Covenant. Furthermore, Special Condition 10(c) states:

"(c) In the Deed of Mutual Covenant referred to in (a) hereof, the Grantee 
shall:

(i) Allocate to the Reserved Portion an appropriate number of 
undivided shares in the lot or, as the case may be, cause the same to be 
carved out from the lot, which Reserved Portion the Grantee shall not 
assign, except, as a whole to the Grantee’s subsidiary company...”

A s  such, the applicant m a y  not assign the R e s e r v e d  Portion -  w h i c h  includes the 

Service A r e a  defined in the D M C  a n d  s h o w n  o n  the M a s t e r  Plan -  except as a 

w h o l e  to the Gra n t e e 2 * * 5s ( H K R ^ )  subsidiary c o m p a n y .  T h u s ,  H K R  h a s  n o  right 

w h a t s o e v e r  to develop t he Service A r e a  ( A r e a  10b )  for residential h o u s i n g  

for sale to third parties.

It will also b e  noted f r o m  the foregoing that H K R  m a y  either allocate a n  

appropriate n u m b e r  of undivided shares to the R e s e r v e d  Portion, or carve s a m e  

out f r o m  the lot. A c c o r d i n g  to the D M C  (Section III, C lause 6), H K R  shall 

allocate Res e r v e  U n d i v i d e d  Shares to the Service Area. H o w e v e r ,  there is n o  

evidence in the L a n d  Registry that H K R  has allocated a n y  R e s e r v e  U n d i v i d e d  

Shares to the Service Area. Thus, it is m o o t  w h e t h e r  H K R  is actually the ctsole 

land o w n e r 55 o f  A r e a  10b. T h e  entire proposal to d e v elop A r e a  1 0 b  for sale or 

lease to third parties is unsound. T h e  T o w n  Planning B o a r d  should reject the 

application forthwith.

2. Pursuant to C lause 7  u n d e r  Section I o f  the D M C ,  every O w n e r  (as defined in the

D M C )  has the right a n d  liberty to g o  pass a n d  repass over a n d  along a n d  use 

A r e a  10 b  for all purposes connected with the p roper use a n d  e n j o y m e n t  o f  the 

s a m e  subject to the City Rules (as defined in the D M C ) .  This has effectively 

granted over time a n  e a s e m e n t  that cannot b e  extinguished. T h e  Applicant has 

failed to consult or seek proper consent f r o m  the c o - o w n e r s  o f  the lot prior to this

unilateral application. T h e  property rights o f  the existing co-owners, i.e. all

property o w n e r s  o f  the lot, should b e  maintained, secured a n d  respected.
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3. In response to D L 0 5 * *s comment #9 in the 3rd submission, w hich advised "The 

Applicant shall prove that there are sufficient undivided shares retained by them 

for allocation to the proposed development", Masterplan stated "The applicant 

has responded to District Lands Office directly via HKR's letter to DLO dated 3 

Aug 2016."

A s the lot is under a DM C, it is unsound for HKR to comm unicate in secret to 

the DLO and withhold information on the allocation o f  undivided shares from  

the other owners. The other owners have a direct interest in the allocation, as any 

misallocation will directly affect their property rights.

The existing allocation o f  undivided shares is far from clear and m ust be 

reviewed carefully. A t page 7 o f  the DMC, only 56,500 undivided shares were 

allocated to the Residential Development. With the com pletion o f  N eo  Horizon  

Village in the year 2000, HKR exhausted all o f  the 56,500 R esidential 

Developm ent undivided shares that it held under the DMC.

HKR has provided no account o f  the source o f  the undivided shares allocated to 

all developments since 2000. In the case o f  the Siena Two A-developm ent, it 

appears jfrom the Greenvale Sub-DMC and Siena Two A  Sub-Sub D M C  that 

Retained Area Undivided Shares were improperly allocated to the Siena Two A  

development. A s such, the owners o f Siena Two A  do not have proper title to  

their units under the DM C.

The Town Planning Board cannot allow HKR to hide behind claim s o f  

繁  “commercial sensitivity” and keep details o f  the allocation o f  undivided shares
r secret. If the applicant is unwilling to release its letter to the DLO  dated 3 August,

2016, for public comment, the Board should reject the application outright.

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

immediate residents and property owners nearby is and w ill b e  substantial. This 

the submission has not addressed this point.

5. The proposed land reclamation and construction o f  over sea decking with a width

o f  9-34m poses environmental hazard to the immediate rural natural'

surroundings. There are possible sea pollution issues posed b y the proposed
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reclamation. The D L 0 5s comment #5 in the 3rd submission advised that the 

proposed reclamation ^partly falls within the water previously gazetted vide G.N. 

.593 on 10.3.1978 for ferry pier and submarine outfall.” As such， the area has not 

been gazetted for reclamation, contrary to the claims made in the Application 

that all proposed reclamation had previously been approved. The Town Planning 

Board should reject the Application unless and until this error is corrected. The 

Town Planning Board should further specify the need for a full Environmental 

Impact Assessment as required under the Foreshore and Seabed (Reclamations) 

Ordinance (Cap. 127).

6. The Town Planning Board should note that the development approved under the 

existing Outline Zoning Plan (S/I-DB/4) would already see the population o f  DB  

rise to 25,000 or more. The current application would increase the population to 

over 30,000. The original stipulated DB population o f  25,000 should be fully 

respected as the underlying infrastructure cannot support the substantial increase 

in population implied by the submission. Water Supplies Department and the 

Environmental Protection Department have raised substantive questions on the 

viability o f  the proposals on fresh water supply and sewage disposal contained in 

the Application, and HKR has not responded adequately to their concerns. The 

proposed sewage treatment in the 4th submission is unacceptable in v iew  o f  its 

design, visual and environmental impact to the immediate surrounding.

7. The proposed felling o f  168 mature trees in Area 10b is an ecological disaster, 

and poses a substantial environmental impact to the immediate natural setting. 

The proposal is unacceptable and the proposed tree preservation plan or the tree 

compensatory proposals are totally unsatisfactory.

8. I disagree with the applicant's statement in item E.6 o f RtC in the 3rd submission 

that the existing buses parks in Area 10b open space are "eyesores". We respect 
that Area 10b has been the backyard o f  Peninsula Village for years and are 

satisfied with the existing use and operation modes o f Area 10b, and would 

prefer there will be no change to the existing land use or operational modes o f  
Area 10b. 9

9. The proposed extensive fully enclosed podium structure to house the bus depot, 

the repair workshops and RCP are unsatisfactory and would cause operational
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health and safety hazard to the workers w ithin a fully  en closed  structure, 

especially in v iew  o f  those polluted air and volatile gases emitted and the 

potential noise generated within the compounds. The proponent should  carry out 

a satisfactory environmental im pact assessm ent to the operational health and 

safety hazard o f  the workers w ith in  the fu lly  enclosed  structure and propose  

suitable m itigation measures to m in im ize their effects to  the workers and the 

residents nearby.

10. The proposed rem oval o f  helipad for em ergency use from  Area 10b is

undesirable in v iew  o f  its possib le urgent use for rescue and transportation o f  the  

patients to the acute hospitals due to the rural and rem ote setting o f  D iscovery  

Bay. This proposal should not be accepted without a proper re-provisioning  

proposal by the applicant to the satisfaction o f  all property owners o f  D B .

11. I disagree w ith  the applicant's response in item  (b) o f  U D & L , PlanD's com m ent 

in Rt(3 that the proposed 4m  w ide waterfront prom enade is an im provem ent to 

the ex istin g  situation o f  Area 10b. The proposed narrow prom enade lack ing o f  

adequate landscaping or shelters is  unsatisfactory in v ie w  o f  its rural and natural 

setting.

- 1 2 .  The A pplication has not shown that the relocation o f  the dangerous good  store to  

another part o f  the lot is viable. A n y  proposal to rem ove the ex istin g  dangerous 

goods store to another part o f  the lot should be accom panied by a fu ll study and 

plan show ing that the relocation is viable.

U nless and until the applicant is able to provide detailed responses to the com m ents 

for further review  and comment, the application for Area 10b should be withdrawn.

Signature : N icholas Thomas_____________________Date: 30 Decem ber 2 0 1 6_

Name o f  Discovery Bay Owner /  Resident: N icholas Thom as_______________

Address:
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D e a r  S i r / M a d a m ,

TANYA KEMPSTOn H H B H H B B  r  n n ^
3 0 0 1 2月 2016 年里期 i x lV :j9  ■■ 5825
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Area 10b Discovery Bay Objection from DB resident 
Area 10b Objection round 4 Template TK.docx

P l e a s e  find a t t a c h e d  m y  letter o f  o b j e c t i o n  to  t h e  p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  o f  A r e a  1 0 b ,  D i s c o v e r y  B a y ,  L a n t a u  

Island. I str o n g l y  o b j e c t  to  t h e  p r o p o s e d  p l a n  f o r  d e v e l o p m e n t .

T a n y a  K e m p s t o n

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


T h e  Secretariat

T o w n  Planning Board

15/F, North Point G o v e r n m e n t  OlTiccs

333 Java Road, North Point

(Via email: fnbnd@i)land.tiov.hk or fax: 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5  / 2 5 2 2  8426) 

Dear Sirs,

Section 12AAr>i)lication N o .  Y / I - D 1 V 3

A r e a  10b, L o t  3 8 5 】U )  &  E x t  ( P a r t U n  t).l). 352, Discovery B a v  

Objection to the S u b m i s s i o n  b y  the Annlicnnt o n  28.11.2016

I refer to the Response to C o m m e n t s  submitted b y  the consultant for H o n g  K o n g  

Resort (“H K R ”)，Masterplan Limited (“Masterplan”)，to address the departmental 

c o m m e n t s  regarding the captioned application o n  28_11.2016.

Kindly please note that I strongly object to the submission regarding the 

proposed development of the lot. M y  m a i n  reasons of objection o n  this particular 

submission are listed as follows:-

1. I reject the claim in the 3 rd submission m a d e  in response to Paragraph # 1 0

c o m m e n t s  f r o m  the District Lands Office (“D L O ”）that the applicant ( H K R )  has 

the absolute right to develop A r e a  10b.

Masterplan is w r o n g  to a s s u m e  that ownership of undivided shares ipso facto 
gives the applicant tlie absolute right to develop A r e a  10b. T h e  right of the 

applicant to develop or redevelop any part of the lot is restricted b y  the L a n d  

Grant dated 10 September, 1976; b y  the Master Plan identified at Special 

Condition #6 of the L a n d  Grant; a n d  b y  the D e e d  of M u t u a l  C o v e n a n t  (“D M C ”） 

^  dated 30 September, 1982.

U p o n  the execution of the D M C ,  the lot w a s  divided into 250,000 equal 

undivided shares. T o  date, m o r e  than 100,000 of these undivided shai*es have 

been assigned b y  H K R  to other o w ners a n d  to the Manager. T h e  rights and 

obligations of all o w ners of undivided shares in the lot are specified in the D M C .  

H K R  has no rights separate from other own e r s  except as specified in the D M C .

A r e a  10b forms the "Service Area", as defined in the D M C  a nd s h o w n  o n  the 

Master Plan. A s  per the D M C ,  the definition of City C o m m o n  A reas includes the 

following:

"...such part or parts of the Service Area as shall be used for the benefit of
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the City. These City Common Areas together with those City Retained Areas 
as defined and these City Common Facilities as defined form the entire 
"Reserved Portion" and "Minimum Associated Facilities" mentioned in the 
Conditions. ”

Special C ondition 10(a) o f  the L a n d  G r a n t  states that H K R  m a y  not dispose of 

a n y  part o f  the lot or the buildings thereon unless they h a v e  entered into a D e e d  

o f  M u t u a l  Covenant. Furthermore, Special C ondition 10(c) states:

“（c) In the Deed of Mutual Covenant referred to in (a) hereof, the Grantee 
shall:

(i) Allocate to the Reserved Portion an appropriate number of 
undivided shares in the lot or, as the case may be, cause the same to be 
carved out from the lot, which Reserved Portion the Grantee shall not 
assign, except as a whole to the Grantee’s subsidiary company•••”

A s  suc h，the applicant m a y  not assign the R e s e r v e d  Portion — w h i c h  includes the

Service A r e a  defined in the D M C  a n d  s h o w n  o n  the M a s t e r  P l a n  -  except as a 

w h o l e  to the G r a n t e e’s ( H K R ’s) subsidiary c o m p a n y .  T h u s ，H K R  h a s  n o  right 

w h a t s o e v e r  to d e v e l o p  the Service A r e a  ( A r e a  1 0 b )  for residential h o u s i n g  

for sale to third parties.

It will also b e  noted f r o m  the foregoing that H K 1 R  m a y  either allocate a n  

appropriate n u m b e r  o f  undivided shares to the R e s e r v e d  Portion, or carve s a m e  

out f r o m  the lot. A c c o r d i n g  to the D M C  (Section III, C lause 6), H K R  shall 

allocate R e s e r v e  U n d i v i d e d  Shares to the Service Area. H o w e v e r ,  there is n o  

evidence in the L a n d  Registry that H K R  has allocated a n y  R e s e r v e  U n d i v i d e d  

Shares to the Service Area. Thus, it is m o o t  w h e t h e r  H K R  is actually the 4<sole 

land o w n e r 55 o f  A r e a  10b. T h e  entire proposal to d e v e l o p  A r e a  1 0 b  for sale or 

lease to third parties is unsound. T h e  T o w n  Planning B o a r d  s h ould reject the 

application forthwith. 2 * *

2. Pursuant to Clause 7  u nder Section I of  the D M C ,  every O w n e r  (as defined in the

D M C )  has the right a n d  liberty to g o  pass a n d  repass over a n d  along a n d  use

A r e a  1 0 b  for all purposes connected with the proper us e  a n d  e n j o y m e n t  o f  the 

s a m e  subject to the City R ules (as defined in the D M C ) .  This has effectively 

granted over time a n  e a s e m e n t  that cannot b e  extinguished. T h e  Applicant has 

failed to consult or seek proper consent f r o m  the c o - o w n e r s  o f  the lot prior to this 

unilateral application. T h e  property rights of the existing co-owners, i.e. all 

property o w n e r s  of the lot, should b e  maintained, secured a n d  respected.
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3. In response to D L 0 5s c o m m e n t  # 9  in the 3 rd submission, w h i c h  advised " T h e  

Applicant shall pr o v e  that there are sufficient undivided shares retained b y  t h e m  

for allocation to the proposed development", Masterplan stated " T h e  applicant 

has responded to District L a n d s  Office directly via H K R ' s  letter to D L O  dated 3 

A u g  2016."

A s  the lot is under a D M C ,  it is u n s o u n d  for H K R  to c o m m u n i c a t e  in secret to 

the D L O  a n d  withhold information o n  the allocation of undivided shares f r o m  

the other owners. T h e  other o w n e r s  h a v e  a  direct interest in the allocation, as a n y  

misallocation will directly affect their property rights.

T h e  existing allocation of undivided shares is far f r o m  clear a n d  m u s t  b e  

reviewed carefully. A t  page 7  o f  the D M C ,  only 5 6 ^ 0 0  undivided shares w e r e  

allocated to the Residential De v e l o p m e n t .  W i t h  the completion o f  N e o  H o r i z o n  

Village in the year 2000, H K R  exhausted all o f  the 56,500 Residential 

D e v e l o p m e n t  undivided shares that it held under the D M C .

H K R  has provided n o  account of the source of  the undivided shares allocated to 

all developments since 2000. In the case of the Siena T w o  A  development, it 

appears f r o m  the Greenvale S u b - D M C  a n d  Siena T w o  A  S u b - S u b  D M C  that 

Retained A r e a  U n d i v i d e d  Shares w e r e  improperly allocated to the Siena T w o  A  

development. A s  such, the ow n e r s  o f  Siena T w o  A  d o  not h a v e  proper title to 

their units under the D M C .

T h e  T o w n  Planning B o a r d  cannot allow H K R  to hide b ehind claims o f  

“commercial sensitivity” and keep details of the allocation of  undivided shares 

secret. If the applicant is unwilling to release its letter to the D L O  dated 3 August, 

2016, for public c o m m e n t ,  the B o a r d  should reject the application outright.

4. T h e  disruption, pollution and nuisance caused b y  the construction to the 

immediate residents a nd property o w n e r s  nearby is and will b e  substantial. This 

the submission has not addressed this point.

5. T h e  proposed land reclamation and construction of over sea decking with a  w i dth 

of 9-3 4 m  poses environmental hazard to the immediate rural natural 

surroundings. T h e r e  are possible sea pollution issues po s e d  b y  the propo s e d
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reclamation. The D L 0 5s comment #5 in the 3rd submission advised that the 

proposed reclamation <cpartly falls within the water previously gazetted vide G.N. 

593 on 10.3.1978 for ferry pier and submarine outfall.” A s such， the area has not 
been gazetted for reclamation, contrary to the claims made in the Application 

that all proposed reclamation had previously been approved. The Town Planning 

Board should reject the Application unless and until this error is corrected. The 

Town Planning Board should further specify the need for a full Environmental 

Impact Assessment as required under the Foreshore and Seabed (Reclamations) 

Ordinance (Cap. 127).

The Town Planning Board should note that tlie development approved under the 

existing Outline Zoning Plan (S/I-DB/4) would already see the population o f  DB  

rise to 25,000 or more. The current application would increase the population to 

over 30,000. The original stipulated DB population o f 25 ,000 should be fully  

respected as the underlying infrastructure cannot support the substantial increase 

in population implied by the submission. Water Supplies Department and the 

Environmental Protection Department have raised substantive questions on the 

viability o f  the proposals on fresh water supply and sewage disposal contained in  

the Application, and HKR has not responded adequately to their concerns. The 

proposed sewage treatment in the 4 th submission is unacceptable in v iew  o f  its 

design, visual and environmental impact to the immediate surrounding.

The proposed felling o f  168 mature trees in Area 10b is an ecological disaster, 

and poses a substantial environmental impact to the imm ediate natural setting. 

The proposal is unacceptable and the proposed tree preservation plan or the tree 

compensatory proposals are totally unsatisfactory.

I disagree with the applicant's statement in item E.6 o f  RtC in the 3rd submission  

that the existing buses parks in Area 10b open space are "eyesores". We respect 

that Area 10b has been the backyard o f  Peninsula Village for years and are 

satisfied with the existing use and operation modes o f  Area 10b, and would  

prefer there w ill be no change to the existing land use or operational m odes o f  

Area 10b.

The proposed extensive fully enclosed podium  structure to house the bus depot, 

the repair workshops and RCP are unsatisfactory and w ou ld cause operational
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health and safety hazard to the workers within a fully enclosed structure, 

especially in v i e w  of those polluted air and volatile gases emitted a n d  the 

potential noise generated witliin the compo u n d s .  T h e  proponent should carry out 

a satisfactory environmental impact assessment to the operational health a n d  

safety hazard of the workers within the fully enclosed structure a n d  propose 

suitable mitigation measures to m i n imize their effects to the workers a n d  the 

residents nearby.

10, T h e  proposed removal of helipad for e m e r g e n c y  use f r o m  A r e a  1 0 b  is

undesirable in v i e w  o f  its possible urgent use for rescue a n d  transportation of the 

patients to the acute hospitals d u e  to the rural an d  r e m o t e  setting o f  D i s c o v e r y  

Bay. This proposal should not b e  accepted without a  proper re-provisioning 

proposal b y  the applicant to the satisfaction of all property o w n e r s  o f  D B .

11. I disagree with the applicant's response in item (b) o f  U D & L ,  PlanD's c o m m e n t  

in R t C  that the p roposed 4 m  w i d e  waterfront p r o m e n a d e  is a n  i m p r o v e m e n t  to 

the existing situation of  A r e a  10b. T h e  proposed n a r r o w  p r o m e n a d e  lacking of 

adequate landscaping or shelters is unsatisfactory in v i e w  o f  its rural a n d  natural 

setting.

12. T h e  Application has not s h o w n  that the relocation o f  the d a n g e r o u s  g o o d  store to 

another part o f  the lot is viable. A n y  proposal to r e m o v e  the existing d a n g e r o u s  

goods store to another part of the lot should be a c c o m p a n i e d  b y  a  full study a n d  

plan s h o w i n g  that the relocation is viable.

Unless and until the applicant is able to provide detailed responses to the c o m m e n t s  

for further revi e w  a n d  c o m m e n t ,  the application for A r e a  1 0 b  should b e  wit h d r a w n .

Signature : M s  T a n y a  K e m p s t o n  Date: 3 0  D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 6

N a m e  of Discovery B a y  O w n e r  / Resident: M s  T a n y a  K e m p s t o n

Address:!
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No.Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - Objection 5826

To  whom it may concern 

Deai* Madam/Sirs,

I'm a Peninsula owner and deeply concerned by the huge developmentsplanned in the Area 10b.
The 4th round consultation confirms the reintroduction of local sewage treatment within DB and I object to this 
retrogradestep and the environmental impact for DB residents and the marine life.

I object to the above application !!!

XeiJ^Rensinghoff

VOC member
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寄件者： R o w丨 r  Q  9  7
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收件者： tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

主旨： Application No_ Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b - amendments dated 29th N o v e m b e r  2016 - O B J E C T I O N

To whom it may concern,

I am a resident of Discovery Bay and I am very concerned about the above named development. Not only is the 
treatment of sewage a major concern but the impact of the increased population in such a small area. M ore  
information is needed.

I object to the above Application

Joanne Rowland

Discovery Bay, Lantau Island
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寄件者• Rainbow C  O O Q
寄件日 k . %  日 12 月 2016 年星期  ii2U:4/ 〇〇C . O

收件者： Town P丨 anning Board
副本： DB.Enviro; DB.Enviro.; DB.Enviro.; DB.Enviro.. riley; DB.Enviro.Dana Winograd; DB.Enviro.Kate; mo388@netvigator.com; Mrs. Baby Hefti

(Chairperson)； tlread@gmail.com; to: 'DB.Enviro.'; Adrienne Loeffler; Thomas Gebauer; ANGIE BUCH 
主旨： Application No. Y/I-DB/3. Area 10b - OBJECTION

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

Date: 30 December, 2016

Application No. Y/I-DB/3. Area 10b -Amendments dated 29th November 2016 -OBJECTION

Dear Sirs

I feel bound to make a submission in lieu of the DB City Owners Committee - Environmental Protection Sub Committee 
(co o ^  with others) of which I am the member representing Hillgrove Village. Nothing has, to my knowledge, emerged 
froA^iiis committee for any of the consultations, which is something I personally regard as difficult to accept.

The latest Application with the consultation period 9 - 30th December made it difficult, if not impossible, for a 
committee meeting to be organised to discuss the inevitable negative environmental impact, although some members, 
including myself, expressed an interest to have such a meeting.

I note that, in the round 3 consultations, the WWF stated its objections with regard to the sewage treatment plant, which 
of course must logically be a matter of great concern to the EPSC due it effect on marine life and even humans.

There is another environmental issue, which on past experience is of the greatest concern to the EPSC ( I have been a 
member for many years) :

The separation of waste 
material
for recycling is taken seriously by the Discovery Bay Community and the waste management company is required 

contract
to do its very best to recycle the materials it collects in Discovery Bay. By many standards 
the waste management company can be said to be performing 
very well
with regard to separating materials and minimising the waste going to the landfill. To do this HKR has made use of the 
space in 10b area on all sides of the covered waste collection point / refuse Recovery Station.

NB. Such is the importance that there is an annual Recycling Day organised in the Plaza to encourage the community to 
treat waste as a potential asset.

Sufficient space is required to sort and store recyclables before pick up, and there appears to be no provision for 
recycling in the redevelopment plan.

It
seems impossible that 
the current 
laudable activities

mailto:mo388@netvigator.com
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can be continued under the proposed podium  
at 10b, and would therefore be 

a serious contradiction to the aims o f 
our EPSD, to the governm ent’s 
EPD
and to the stated pro-environm ent im age o f  HKR.

I am borrow from  and endorse M r. Thom as G ebauer's subm ission to TPB on 28th D ecem ber regarding w aste  
management:

THE PLANNED NEW WASTE HANDLING FOR THE WHOLE OF D B , TRANSFER AND 
DISPOSAL FACILITIES ARE COMPLETELY INADEQUATE AND ILL-PLACED UNDER A 
PODIUM STRUCTURE. AS MENTIONED ABOVE AND THIS WAS ALREADY WRITTEN IN 
PREVIOUS COMMENTS. I T  I S  D E F I N I T E L Y  N O T  I N  T H E  C A T E G O R Y  O F  " S U I T A B L Y  
S I T E D  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  F A C I L I T I E S  "

DB HAS LIMITED CAPACITY TO ACCEPT ALREADY THE LIMITS REGARDING 25.000  
RESIDENTS INDICATE THAT. T H E  T P B  M U S T  N O T  F O R G E T  T H A T  S E R V I C E  
F A C I L I T I E S  A R E  A L S O  S T R E S S E D  B E C A U S E  O F  T H E  O F T E N  L A R G E  I N F L U X  O F  
V I S I T O R S  A N D  T O U R I S T S  CREATING ENVIRONMENTAL DEGRADATION TO THIS 
CONFINED AREA, THE NUMBERS ARE IN ADDITION TO THE RESIDENTS IN THIS 
PLACE.

In the preparation o f land use plans, effort should be made to reserve sufficient sites in 
suitable locations for municipal waste reception and transfer facilities.... A s  som e uses  
have potential to cause nuisances and to g.ive rise to special req^uirejnents for w aste  
disp.osal and effluent discharge, due consideration should be given to their location and  
design to minimise the potential impacts.
THE PROPOSED NEW SPACE UNDER A PODIUM STRUCTURE FOR WASTE 
HANDLING, THE APPLICANTS REFUSE RECEIVING STATION PLANNED FOR THE 
WHOLE OF DB, IS TOTALLY INADEQUATE FOR THE PRESENT AND MORE SO MUST BE 
FOR THE FUTURE. ( WRITTEN ALREADY ABOUT IT). ALSO THE PLANNED LIMITED 
SPACE FOR WASTE HANDLING FACILITIES C A N N O T  B E  C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E

P H I L O S O P H Y  O F  2 1 S T  C E N T U R Y  W A S T E  - H A N D L I N G  S E P A R A T I N G  S O R T I N G  
F O R  R E C Y C L I N G  A N D  R E - U S E .  I

I thank you for your attention

Ed Rainbow

EPSC m em ber
Chairman Hillgrove Village 
VOC member Peninsula Village 
COC member

T he

im ages below  
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The Secretariat

Amy Y u n g L ________
3 0日1 2月2 0丨6年星期£ 2 1 : 2 1  

tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

RE: Re: Section 1 2 A  Application N o .  Y/I-DB/3 - A r e a  10b, Lot 3 85 R P  &  Ext (Part) in D.D. 352, D iscovery B a y

5823

T o w n  Planning Board 

15/F, North Point Government Offices 

333 Java Road, North Point 

(Via email: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk)

Dear Sir,

Section 12A Application No. Y/I-DB/3 
Area 10b, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) in D.D. 352, Discovery Bay

Objection to the Submission by the Applicant

I C^.er to the additional information submitted by the consultant of H o n g  K o n g  Resort (ctH K R ,5), Masterplan 

Limited recently.

Since no attempts have been made to address Discovery Bay residents5 concerns, particularly the water and sewage 

problems, I maintain m y  position and strongly object to the application.

Unless and until the applicant is able to provide detailed responses to the comments for farther review and 

comment, the application for Area 10b should be withdrawn.

Yours sincerely,

A m y Yung
I s la n d s  D i s t r i c t  C o u n c i l  M e m b e r -  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  

2 1 st F lo o r ,  F o r t u n e  H o u s e

61  C o n n a u g h t  R o a d  C e n tr a l  

K〇n g

D ir e c t  L in e :  2 5 4 1 5 1 9 0  

T e le p h o n e :  2 5 4 1 5 1 6 6  

Fax: 2 5 4 1  5 6 6 0 ___________________
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583030曰12月2016年星期五21:29 5 8 3 0tpbpd@pland.gov.hkApplication No. Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - O B JE C T IO NAP P LICA TIO N  Y _1-D B_3 Area 10b.pdf; B. P V O C  Fourth Comments on the Section 12A Application further informatL..pdf
D e a r S irs :

I live in D isc o ve ry  B a y  in P e n in su la  V illage and I am the  o w n e r o f tw o  a p a rtm e n ts .

I am d e e p ly  concerned by the  n u m e ro u s bad a sp e c ts o f the  th is  App lica tion w h ic h  have been covered by 
e a rlie r c o n su lta tio n s.

T h is  4 th  round  consu lta tion  c o n firm s th e  .re introduction o f local sew age tre a tm e n t w ith in  D isc o v e ry  B a y  
and I pa rtic u la rly  object to  th is  re trograde step  and an inevitab le  env iro nm e nta l d e te rio ra tio n  fo r  D B  
re s id e n ts  and the m arine  life .

I attach th e  fo llow ing  exc e lle n t su b m is s io n s  concerning the  above, fro m  n e ig h b o u rin g  v illages, which. 1 
fully endorse, since they express EXA CTLY my concerns:

- Pa rk va ie  V illage O w n e rs ' C o m m itte e  su b m iss io n  dated 2 9 th  D ecem ber, w hich m a tches m y own  
c o nc e rns in a lm o st all re sp e c ts

- S e re n e  V illage O w n e r dated 2 8 th  Decem ber.

I O B JE C T  TO THE ABOVE APPLICATION

Nam e : G IA N F R A N C O  B IG A Z Z 1 ____________ •

A p a rtm e n t

因由 This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software, 

w  J  www.avast.com

r
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M G m a i l  Edwin Rainbow

For info Fw: APPL ICAT IO N  Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

29 December 2016 at 
08:33

Thomas Gebauer

--- Forwarded Messaae ——

From:

Sent: Wednesday, 28 December 2016, 16:32 
Sub ject: Fw; APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

Further comments:

Subject: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

The Town Planning Board: 
Application Y/l-DB/3 Area 10b

I strongly object to the planned development as presented by the HongKong Resort Company , 
who with thousands of owners are bound together by a Deed of Mutual Covenant.

2.
Discovery Bay (DB) is a UNIQUE development in HongKong . quasi an enclave , isolated from 
HongKong proper and only accessible through one tunne丨 and by ferry.
Special rules apply in/for the area, as laid down in a DMC . Owners in Discovery Bay and to a 
certain extent also residents in DB must therefore get a recognised voice and special attention 
from the Town Planning Board (TPB) when major changes which will affect the environment and 
the way of life are proposed for this special enclave/environment as done by the "registered 
owner** the Hongkong Resort Co. Ltd, (HKR).
The TPB must also seriously consider that the small owners in DB ( roughly 8.000 houses/flats 
are concerned) are not permitted to form an Owners Corporation which could give a clear voice 
to the TPB as what are the wishes of the many DB owners, leaving aside the various large, 
mainly commercial entities and spaces owned by the developer, the HKR .

Due to this unique situation, any changes must be judged by the TPB / PLAND with a holistic 
view in mind ; this proposed development as well as the application Y/l-DB/2 Area 6f cannot be 
judged solely on their own but how it also will affect the whole environment in Discovery Bay 
and whether all the DB service facilities are sufficient to support such developments. So it is 
IMPERATIVE , besides looking at each application separately the TPB must also look at



both applicationp^the HKR together to make a good judgement what they ask DB 
owners and res! b to Mb©arH .

4
In area 10b - same as it is proposed in area 6f - to built a sewage treatment plant quasi Mon 
site" in the midst of a residential development and the effluent is planned to be discharged into 
the WATER BASIN OF NIM SH U E WAN Bay must be considered as highly " sensitive" in the 
least.
We are living in the 21st century and Town Planning must be a forward looking endeavour.
To me it is outrageous to even consider in M Asia's World City ** to put nowadays a sewage 
treatment plant into a new residential development. (There was an old sewage-treatment plant 
at this proposed location, however built decades ago when this area was a large service area , 
bus station, repair shops, waste handling and the like ....quasi commercial activities)
It should be demanded that this application / devel叩 ment as well as Y/丨-DB/2 area 6Ho be 
deferred already on the grounds of the sewage-treatment and disposal. For this matter the 
applicant should wait 训 the Government Sewage Treatment Fac川ties of Lantau Island can 
receive all the sewage from DB.
By no means should affluent be directed into the sea in and around Discovery Bay. The HK 
Waters cannot take more of this pollution and this does not concern only TIN [
It would be really a great step back for the environment of DB and HK!

The effluent is planned to be discharged through a pipe into the shoreline, the bay of Nim Shue 
Wan, which should be considered N quasi typographically confined basin with limited dispersive 
capacity" the planned outfall point will not be far from the housing development, in the vicinity 
there is also recreational activity from the DB Marina and Club. It is not far from Peng Chau
which apparently has received or will receive a /i/grt fec/7no/ogy sewage 汁eafmenfp/anf This
effluent is in addition to the already polluted waters in the South of Hongkong.
It would be quite self-defeating : Peng Chau with a most modem water treatment plant and then
the effluents from
DB.
The reference of the applicant regarding Fish Culture Zones , in MaWan and Cheung Sha , 
VERY FAR away from Nim Shue Wan can only "pull wool over the TPB".
There are quasi daily fishermen/-boats seen in around DB, mostly from Peng Chau, an 
examination of the catch in regard to toxics should be highly recommended . Effluent-discharge 
to the close -by shores , to the sea should not take place !! but also :

6 .
To blame pollution of Southern Waters on the Pearl River Delta is not a point to make as facts 
of the "as is situationH must be clearly addressed. There are more pollutants than TIN . In HK 
one must get away from the viewM it is only little pollution beside the pollution of HK-waters 
and around, we are facing already many types of pollution; in regard to forward-looking planning 
, it is important to considerM the straw which breaks the camel's back **.

7.
As for the "sensitive receivers 11 the waters of Nim Shue Wan and those close to Peng Chau 
effluent must be considered as "potentially polluting". Not even to mention the matter of storm - 
surge , back-flow and the like.
All of the tables and calculations of the applicant should be taken with a large pinch of salt 
as simply : effluent to the sea = generally considered is "water -pollution". 8
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From PLAND AND MY COMMENTS IN REGARD TO THIS APPLICATION:
Aims of Environmental Planning
2.1.1
丁o achieve a better environment through planning.,..



⑻
to avoid creating n e w  environmental problems....
T H E R E  A R E  A D D I T I O N A L  P R O B L E M S  (AIR. NOISE, L E S S  T R E E S ,  R E D U C E D  W A S T E  
H A N D L I N G  CAPACITY. A L L  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  IN P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S )

(b)
**to seize opportunities for environmental improvement....
N O  O P P O R T U N I T Y  F O R  I M P R O V E M E N T  S EIZED IN THIS D E V E L O P M E N T

Proper land use planning,
(b) proposed land uses in the s a m e  development area are compatible with each 
other"…T H E R E  IS N O  N E C E S S I T Y  F O R  THIS D E V E L O P M E N T  A S  P L A N N E D .  IT H A S  N O  

C O N N E C T I O N  W I T H  H O U S I N G  S H O R T A G E  IN H O N G  K O N G  , A N D  A S  F O R  ''OPTIMISING 

L A N D  U S E  " T H E  A P P L I C A N T  (IN C A S E  H A S  L A R G E  T R A C T S  O F  L A N D  A V A I LABLE  IN D B  

W I T H O U T  C R E A T I N G  A D D I T I O N A L  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  P R O B L E M S .

IN C A S E ,  T H E  P L A N N E D  D E V E L O P M E N T  Y/i-DB/3 A R E A  10b M U S T  B E  S C A L E D  B A C K  IN 
SIZE T O  B E  S O M E W H A T  C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  C U R R E N T  E N V I R O N M E N T  IN D B  .

T H E  D E V E L O P M E N T  \T \S ALSO NOT •'COMPATIBLE11 AS W I T H  T H E  O B V I O U S  

P O L L U T I N G  ACTIVITIES IN T H E  P O D I U M  , R I G H T  U N D E R  T H E  R E S I D E N T I A L  

D E V E L O P M E N T ,  A N D  A L S O  T H E  C O N N E C T E D  V E H I C L E  TRAFFIC, P L U S  T H E  S E W A G E  
T R E A T M E N T  P L A N T  A N D  T H E  PETROL-FILLING S T A T I O N  .

⑹

adequate and suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to ensure proper handling and 
disposal of all wastes and waste water arising from proposed developments.
THIS IS N O T  T H E  C A S E  W I T H  B O T H  T H E  P L A N N E D  D B  D E V E L O P M E N T S  (THIS O N E  
A N D  A L S O  Y/l-DB/2 A R E A  6F.)

T H E  P L A N N E D  N E W  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B  , T R A N S F E R  A N D  
D I S P O S A L  FACILITIES A R E  C O M P L E T E L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  A N D  ILL-PLACED U N D E R  A  

P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E .  A S  M E N T I O N E D  A B O V E  A N D  THIS W A S  A L R E A D Y  W R I T T E N  IN 

P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S .
IT IS DEFINITELY N O T  IN T H E  C A T E G O R Y  O F  " SUITABLY SITED ENVIRONMENTAL 
FACILITIES"
2.2.2
⑹

the capacity of the environment to receive additional developments, for example, the capacity of 
an airshed or water basin to receive and assimilate residuals or the capacity of the environment 
infrastructure such as sewerage and waste reception facilities to accommodate further 

residuals*
A S  W R I T T E N  A B O V E  , D B  H A S  LIMITED C A P A C I T Y  T O  A C C E P T  

A L R E A D Y  T H E  LIMITS R E G A R D I N G  25.000 R E S I D E N T S  INDICATE THAT.

T H E  T P B  M U S T  N O T  F O R G E T  T H A T  S E R V I C E  FACILITIES A R E  A L S O  S T R E S S E D  

B E C A U S E  O F  T H E  O F T E N  L A R G E  INFLUX O F  V I S I T O R S  A N D  T O U R I S T S  C R E A T I N G  
E N V I R O N M E N T A L  D E G R A D A T I O N  T O  THIS C O N F I N E D  A R E A ,  T H E  N U M B E R S  A R E  IN 

A D D I T I O N  T O  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN THIS PLACE.

Air Quality Considerations

2.3.2

Air quality is affected by such factory as the emission rate of air pollutants, the 彡eparation 
distance between emission sources and receptors, topography, height and width of buildings as 
well as meteorology....

AS FOR AN ON-SITE SEWAGE TREATMENT ODOURS OF DIFFERENT KIND MUST BE
C O N S ID E R E D  A LSO  W HEN SLUDG E W ILL BE REM O VED.
wherever practicable, major air pollution e m 丨 tters are sltedto the west or southwest of urban 
areas and n e w  towns to take advantage of the prevailing north-easterly winds;

D B  IS L O C A T E D  IN A  S E M I C I R C L E  O F  M O U N T A I N S  IN T H E " B A C K "! B E C A U S E  O F  THIS 

I M P E D I M E N T  T O  AIR-CIRCULATION W E  A L R E A D Y  F A C E  E X T R A  A I R - P O L L U T I O N  (

NO B ETTER  ENVIRONMENT, DEFINITELY ON ALL CO UN TS TH E  ENVIRONMENT W ILL BE
W ORSE.



Water Quality Considerations '
2.3.4

It should be noted that there is a general shift of estuarine to oceanic conditions in a west to 
east direction in the coastal waters of Hong Kong. Any major developments which are likely to 

cause significant disruption to water circulation should be either avoided as far as possible or 

subjected to water quality modelling tests prior to the finalisalion of site selection.
P L E A S E  T O  K E E P  IN M I N D .

2.3.5

Any development which causes either conflict with the constraints or da m a g e  of the resources 
and amenity areas should be avoided, unless the conflict can be resolved or the imposition of 
appropriate development controls is practicable. The water-based developments should be 

located such that bulk water exchange is maximised. '
C O N T R A R Y  T O  W H A T  T H E  A P P L I C A N T  C L A I M S  : NIM S H U E  W A T E R S  A R E  C A L M  . 

LITTLE T I D A L - S T R E A M  - ACTIVITIES C A N  B E  S E E N  A N D  T H E R E  IS DEFINITELY LIMITED 
D I S PERSIVE  CAPACITY.
P O L L U T I O N  F R O M  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN NIM SHUE WAN VILLAGE M U S T  A L S O  B E  K E P T  

IN M I N D  A N D  A D D E D  T O  T H E  SITUATION.

MARINE/FERRY -D IESELS , AIRCRAFT, DISN EY DAILY FIREW ORKS , LO CA L V EH IC LE
TRA FFIC  )

Waste Management Considerations
2.3.6
In the preparation of land use plans, effort should be m a d e  to reserve sufficient sites in suitable 
locations for municipal waste reception and transfer facilities.... As s o m e  uses have potential to 
cause nuisances and to give rise to special requirements for waste disposal and effluent 
discharge, due consideration should be given to their location and design to minimise the 

potential impacts.
T H E  P R O P O S E D  N E W  S P A C E  U N D E R  A  P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  . 

T H E  APPLICANT'S REFUSE RECEIVING STATION P L A N N E D  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  DB, IS 

T O T A L L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  F O R  T H E  P R E S E N T  A N D  M O R E S O  M U S T  B E  F O R  T H E  F U T U R E .  
IT W A S  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  A B O U T  IT.

A L S O  T H E  P L A N N E D  LIMITED S P A C E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  FACILITIES C A N N O T  B E  

C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  P H I L O S O P H Y  O F  2 1 S T  C E N T U R Y  W A S T E  - H A N D L I N G  

S E P A R A T I N G  S O R T I N G  F O R  R E C Y C L I N G  A N D  RE-USE.
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e-mail:
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PVOC Com m ents on Application num ber： Y/l-DB/2

Parkvale Village Owners' Committee

Comments on the Second Further Information Submitted in Support of 
Section 12A Application Number Y/l-OB/2 to amend Discovery Bay Outline 
Zoning Plan for rezoning the permissible use from staff quarters to flats at 
Area 6f, Discovery Bay.

INTRODUCTION

In April, July and December 2016 we# the Parkvale Village Owners Committee (PVOC), a 
body of owners in Parkvale Village in Discovery Bay (DB) elected to represent the interests 
of the owners of the 606 flats in the village, submitted our comments on Hong Kong Resort 
Company Limited's (HKR) Section 12A Application aTo Am end Discovery Boy Outline Zoning 
Plan fo r  rezoning the permissible use from  staff quarters to flats at Area 6f, Discovery B o /\  
Our comments were assigned numbers 1512 (April), 2787 (July) and 5297 (December) by 
the Town Planning Board (TPB).

This document includes our comments on the Further Information (made available by the 
TPB on 9 December 2016) submitted by HKR on 28 November 2016.

FURTHER INFORMATION

The Further Information submitted by HKR comprises:

1. Masterplan Limited's covering letter.
2. Revised Environmental Study (Executive Summary, Chapters 6, 7 and 8).
3. Revised Technical Note on Water Quality.

No substantive change has been made to the Farther Information submitted in June and 
October.

In its covering letter, Masterplan Limited, on behalf of HKR, states that ^In summary, the 
Further Information relates to the following issues:

1. The receiving water quality o f the effluent discharge o f the proposed on-site Sewage 
Treatment Works (5TW) to ensure Increase in Total Inorganic Nitrogen (TIN) is 
minimised.

2. The contingency measure fo r the proposed on-site STW, by providing an emergency 
overflow pipe from  the proposed STW  at Area 6 fto  existing sewage pumping station no. 
1 (S P S lj located at the junction o f Discovery Bay Road and Discovery Valley Road).

3. The modelling scenarios o f effluent dispersion.

The additional 440 m3 per day sewage generated by the proposed residential development 
is now proposed to be catered by on-site sewage treatment facilities f*

The reality, however, which the TPB and relevant departments, such as the EPD and DSD, 
w ill see when they review this latest submission, Is that this Further Information provides 
no new and substantial Further Information. As Masterplan Limited states, "This 
information clarifies and supplements the application, and does not constitute a material 
change identified in the TPB Guideline No. 32“.



Furthermore, as we have pointed out, HKR has no alternative but to build a standalone STW 
in Area 6f as the Siu Ho Wan sewage treatment facilities are not available. So a STW cannot 
be simply a proposal, it has to be a commitment, one which would be sub optimal, defective 
in many ways and not acceptable to both government and the DB community.

It is clear that HKR, through the penultimate paragraph of Masterplan Limiters covering 
letter, is making yet another attempt In its repeated appeal to government not to forget DB 
when, at some time in the future, government reviews sewage and water infrastructure for 
Lantau.

It is imperative that the TPB and all government bureaux and departments are not misled 
by the HKR statement in Masterplan Limited^ letter that uln addition, the proposal for  
Area 6 fis  moderate in scale, the demand on the overall Government Infrastructure would 
be insig n ifica n f. This is irrelevant as government facilities are not available, and will not 
be available in the potential timeline of both the Area 6f and Area 10b projects. Public 
comments have to be submitted in accordance with TPB Guideline No. 30B "'Guidelines -  
for submission of comments on various applications under the Town Planning Ordinance". 
The PVOC considers that this fourth submission from the PVOC has again properly 
complied with TPB Guideline No. 30B# whereas the Submission of Further Information 
from HKR does not,

PRINCIPAL C O N C E R N S  W I T H  T H E  APPLICATION

In our previous submission； which was assigned number 5297 (December) by the TPB, we 
noted the following principal concerns which we have with HKR's proposed development of 
two 18 storey buildings, including 476 flats, of 21,600 m2 GFA on a platform created to 
accommodate a 170m2 GFA three storey Building:

A. Inadequate and unreliable information has been provided by HKR. E.g. HKR has 
submitted studies and papers and not impact assessments； thereby avoiding having to 
study the impact on the community and people most affected by its proposal.

B. Public Consultation Is Inadequate and non-transparent.
C. Consultation with all relevant government departments and bureaux has been 

inadequate and incomplete.
D. A Risk Assessment has not been undertaken.

E. HKR's responses to .government department comments have been inadequate and 
evasive. It cannot be acceptable in a public consultation exercise for the applicant alone 
to decide what Is commercially sensitive (re ownership of Passageway and allocation of 
undivided shares) and to keep that information from being publicly commented upon. 
All information provided by the applicant must be placed in the public domain so the 
public can comment on it. The table setting out these responses cannot be considered 
to be comprehensive.

F. Despite Annex C of the October Further Information stating in paragraph 2.1.1.4 that a 
key element of the development is the ^access road\ there is no information provided 
as to its construction through Parkvale village. There are many issues arising from 
unsuitable access to the site such as: the part of Parkvale Drive which is designed as a 
pedestrian pavement under BD regulations and the effect of additional construrtion and 
operational traffic on It; width constraints of Parkvale Drive which limit the ability of 
larger vehicles, including buses and construction vehicles, to pass one another; potential
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lack of emergency access to Parkvale Drive in the event of an accident; safety, as the 

proposed access to the site is a pedestrian area used by residents and the public; and 

HKR's lack of consideration of alternative access to the site. As pointed out above, H K R  

continues to not submit, in its Further Information, a Traffic Impact Assessment on 

Pedestrians which is listed under the Reports to be submitted.

G. A  sewage treatment works (STW) is to be included in Area 6f with discharge directly into 

the sea next to the ferry pier using either a gravity pipe or the open nullah which is 

adjacent to Hillgrove Village. However, it is clear from HKR's c o m m e n t s  that the latter is 

the intended approach. Also, HK T  tries to minimise the pollution impact of discharge of 

sewage into the sea whereas it will increase the TIN and T P s ,  thereby increasing the 

probability of, e.gv red tide in Discovery Bay waters. Not surprisingly HKR's consultants 

say that the sewage proposal w/s c o n s i d e r e d  n o t  a n  e f f i c i e n t  s e w a g e  p l a n n i n g  s t r a t e g y * ' .

H. H K R  is misleading the TPB by saying there are t w o  options re water supply but, as 

previously pointed out (since government has confirmed that its facilities at the Siu Ho 

W a n  Water Treatment Works ( S H W W T W )  and the S H W  Fresh Water Pumping Station 

are not available for the foreseeable future), there is only one, which is a potable water 

supply to be provided by re-opening# after 16 years, the D B  water treatment plant and 

using water from the D B  reservoir.

I. N o  information is provided regarding the provision of other utilities to Area 6f and h o w  

it will, affect Parkvale Village, despite the October Further Information Annex C 

paragraph 2.1.1.4 stating that a key element of the development is the provision of 

utilities. Furthermore, there is no reference to the D B  LPG gas system which has 

recently suffered an explosion which is the subject of investigations by E M S D  and FSD.

J. Slope safety of the area, where the t w o  proposed 18 story buildings will be built, is 

ignored, despite Annex C paragraph 2.1.1.4 stating that a key element of the 

development is site formation. H K R  continues to ignore CEDD's request for HK R  to 

assess the geotechnical feasibility of the proposed development and to submit a 

Geotechnical Planning Review Report (GPRR).

K. Ownership issues - HKR's right to use Parkvale Drive as access to Area 6f is still disputed.

L. Planning controls of Discovery Bay are ignored in respect of the Master Plan (MP) and 

. Outline Zone Plan (OZP) relationship, the 25,000 population ceiling and the allocation of

undivided shares and m a n a g e m e n t  units under the Deed of Mutual Covenant (DMC), 

Furthermore, H K R  has a conflict of interest regarding population data, in that current 

figures are provided by its wholly o w n e d  subsidiary, D B  Services M a n a g e m e n t  Limited.

M .  Diagrams and photomontages are often misleading, inaccurate and of poor quality.

W e  provided further details of these concerns in our previous submission. Readers of this

submission should also read our previous submissions if they have not already done so.

In this submission w e  address concerns arising from HKR^s latest submission and from

HKR^s intention to build a standalone sewage treatment works in Area 6f.

SEWAGE TREATMENT

All the concerns and c o m m e n t s  submitted to the TPB in respect of sewage treatment

processing*and discharge continue to be ignored.
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W e  have, again, set out and expanded our concerns and comments in the following

sections:

A. Sewage Master Plans.

B. Standalone Sewage Treatment Works.

C. Application for Discharge Licence.

D. Discharge of Sewage by O p e n  Nullah.

E. Effluent to be Discharged into the Sea.

F. Theoretical Modelling Scenarios of Sewage Processing and Effluent Discharge.

G. Inefficient Sewage Planning Strategy Confirmed by HKR's Consultants and no 

Environmental Impact Assessment.

H. Emergency Arrangements for w h e n  the S T W  Breaks D o w n  Including Access to Pumping 

Station N o  1.

I. Sewage from the Workforce during Construction.

J. M a n a g e m e n t  of the STW.

K. Capital and Operating Costs.

L. Consultation.

A. SEWAGE MASTER PLANS

1 . In 1989, a sewage disposal strategy was formulated by the Government. Since then EPD 

has produced 16 Sewage Master Plans (SMPs) and D S D  has had the role of works agent 

to implement the re c o m m e n d e d  projects to cater for the needs of the SMPs. The 16 

S M P s  have been re-grouped into 8 areas for conducting the S M P  Review Studies. 8 S M P  

Reviews have been completed and these include the "Review of Outlying Islands S M P W, 

which includes DB.

2. All the HKR submissions consistently make no mention of the Outlying Islands SMP, 
which would appear to be because their sewgge strategy for DB, as illustrated by the 
proposals for both Areas 6f and 10b, is inconsistent with that plan. Therefore EPD and 
DSD have ho alternative but to reject the HKR proposal and advise the TPB 
accordingly.

B. S T A N D A L O N E  S E W A G E  T R E A T M E N T  W O R K S

1. Since government facilities are not available in the foreseeable future, HKR has no 

alternative but to build a separate sewage treatment works (STW) in Area 6 f t if the 

proposed change in use is approved and if the proposed development is in fact built. 

This-means that pe叩 le living in Parkvale Village would have a S T W  adjacent to them. 

HKR is not providing details of the design, its exact location and h o w  it will be managed 

and maintained. As H K R  will want to minimize costs, w e  are concerned h o w  adequate 

such a facility will be and the risk of its breaking down. If the TPB approves the change 

of use of Area 6f, the residents of Parkvale Village, w h o  at no stage have been consulted 

by HKR, will be forced by HK R  to live next door to a S T W  with all its negative aspects, 

including strong foul odours. And of course the future 1190 residents of Area 6f will also 

suffer from the same negative aspects of a S T W  integrated into their development.

2. It is indicative of the inadequacies of this submission, and all the previous HKR 

submissions, that there is no reference whatsoever to the DS D  ^Guidelines for the 

Design of Small Sewage Treatment Plants^ for private developments up to 2 , 0 0 0  

population equivalent. In preparing these guidelines DSD placed special emphasis on
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the problems usually found with small plants and included appropriate design safety 

considerations. These guidelines cover: general design considerations; design 

parameters; practical design and installation; operation and maintenance; and 

environmental considerations. Following these guidelines would have enabled H K R  to 

provide a design submission in this latest Further Information which could, according 

to paragraph 2.9 of the guidelines, have included for example: key plan showing location 

of development and effluent discharge location; plan and section showing the location 

of S T W  within the development in relation to residential units and surrounding facilities; 

process and instrumentation diagrams; hydraulic profile together with supporting 

calculations; detailed process design calculations; detailed drawings with plan and 

elevation showing plant r o o m  layout including pipe work and equipment; route of 

access to the plant r oom and access within the STW; ventilation and lighting details; 

equipment schedule showing num b e r  of duty and standby units, make, model number, 

capacity etc. (the schedule should be shown on the drawing); equipment catalogues and 

operation/maintenance manual.

B. Although the D S D  has built and operates a n u m b e r  of small sewage treatment facilities 

on Lantau Island and Outlying Islands, H K R  has not stated the type or explained the 

design of S T W  it proposes to build in Area 6f, nor has it demonstrated that any of the 

three sewage treatment processes c o m m o n l y  adopted by the DSD on Lantau Island is 

suitable for a site located on a steep slope and far from the sea, with a discharge point 

so close to a residential area.

4. D ue to Its proximity to our village, w e  consider that it is inappropriate to locate a S T W  

in Area 6f, due to the potential smell and health hazard, especially as the effluent 

seems highly likely to be discharged into an open nullah and flow under the balconies 

of a residential building and, subsequently, into the sea adjacent to an occupied area. In 

view of the serious inadequacies and shortfall of the S T W  proposal w e  believe that the 

D S D  and EPD have no alternative but to reject the H K R  proposal and advise the TPB to 

not approve the application.

C. APPLICATION F O R  DISCHARGE LICENCE

1. Paragraph 6.3.1.6 of the Revised Environmenta丨 Study glibly states that "Moreover, the

o p e r a t i o n  o f  t h e  S T W  s h a l l  a l s o  a p p l y  f o r  a  d i s c h a r g e  l ic e n c e  f r o m  t h e  r e l e v a n t  a u t h o r i t y  

b e f o r e  t h e  o p e r a t i o n  o f  t h e  S T W / 1 This is a too vague a statement. Are the consultants 

referring to the submission of Application Form A  (EPD 117); w h o  will be responsible 

for submitting the application; w h o  will pay the licence fee; and what are the 

consequences if the application is rejected?

2. This aspect of the S T W  requires comprehensively explaining to the TPB and, of course； 

the public since this Further Information is supposed to be subject to public 

consultation.

D. D I S C H A R G E  O F  S E W A G E  BY O P E N  N U L L A H

1. H K R  is still saying, as it did in its previous submissions, that discharging the treated 

sewage directly into an open nullah is still an option to be considered at the design 

stage. This open nullah is parallel to Discovery Valley Road and proceeds directly In front 

of Hillgrove Village. Therefore, every day 440 m 3  per day of sewage will be flowing
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alongside approximately 200 metres of footpath/road and directly under the balconies 

of around 200 apartments in this village. This is illustrated in the following photographs-

View of the open nullah looking upstream View of the open nullah looking downstream 

past Hillgrove Village _____________________  towards Hillgrove Village__________________

2. The nullah serves the dual purpose of a storm water channel and as an overflow relief 

for the reservoir at the top of Discovery Valley Road. Normally it is virtually empty, but 

during periods of rainstorm and/or reservoir discharge this nullah is full to the top. The 

addition of the sewage effluent to the storm water flow may cause the nullah to 

overflow or the effluent to back-up into the STW, both with serious health implications. 

This option would appear to be cheaper than building a gravity sewage pipe and it is 

considered that HKR will adopt this option whilst giving the impression to the TPB, EPD, 

etc. that it will build a gravity pipe, which would presumably put the sewage flow 

underground.

E. EFFLUENT T O  BE DISCHARGED INTO THE SEA

1. HKR is proposing to discharge treated sewage from Area 6f into the marine waters 

adjacent to the ferry pier without the need of a marine outfall. The outlet is adjacent to 

a pedestrian walkway, residential buildings and a shopping centre, which HKR is about to 

build, and is located only 280 metres from a public bathing beach. This is an artificially 

m a d e  beach fronting the very shallow and silted Tai Pak Wan. The proposal for the 

discharge of effluent into a shallow seabed, adjacent to a pedestrian walkway, 

residential buildings and a shopping centre and 2 80m from a bathing beach, boardwalk 

restaurants and ferry pier is environmentally unacceptable and will encourage toxic red 

tides as well as concentrations of E. coli.

2. W e  are extremely concerned about the effluent being discharged into the sea in DB. 

Although the effluent will have been treated, it will have a high concentration of 

nutrients which has been scientifically proven to encourage growth of harmful algae 

("red tides"), particularly in shallow coastal areas (see page 170 of harmful Algae",
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volume 9, issue 10, 2010 of 'Elsevier') and, as the prevailing winds c o m e  from the east, 

blowing onto DB^ such harmful algae would not dissipate easily.

3. T h e  water quality assessment notes that for the whole of Hong Kong waters adjacent to 

the Pearl River Delta and including the waters around D B  that the Total Inorganic 

Nitrogen (TIN) already exceeds the W Q O .  W e  would not dispute this, but this does not 

justify H K R ^  intention to increase the suspended solids and E-Coli content of the 

sewage plume in the very publicly exposed waters and beaches of Tai Pak W a n .

4. In previous submissions, H KR tried to downplay the occurrence of red tides despite the 

discharge of more TINS and TPs which will increase the probability of more red tides. 

The latest Further Information has omitted references in the previous version to TP 

(referred to as Total Particulates in the Executive S u m m a r y  of the Environmental Study 

and as Total Phosphorous in the Technical Note) and to red tides.

5. The Further Information submitted by H K R  in October included the following:

a. Executive S u m m a r y  -  n T h e  d i s c h a r g e  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  h a s  t h e r e f o r e  b e e n  r e d u c e d  a s  

m u c h  a s  p r a c t i c a b l e  t o  e n s u r e  t h a t  t h e  i n c r e a s e  i n  T I N  a n d  T o t a l  P a r t i c u l a t e s  ( T P )  a r e  

m i n i m i z e d .  W i t h  t h e  d i s c h a r g e  s t a n d a r d ,  t h e  N i t r o g e n  ( N )  t o  P h o s p h o r u s  ( P )  r a t i o  i s  

m a i n t a i n e d  g r e a t e r  t h a n  1 8 . 1 .  H e n c e  t h e  o c c u r r e n c e  o f  r e d  t i d e s  w i l l  b e  u n l i k e l y / 1

b. 6.3.1.5 -  " T h e  c o m p u t e d  N :  P  r a t i o  c o n c l u d e d  t h a t  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  h a v i n g  r e d  t i d e  

i s  s t U !

c. 6.4.1.1； 7.3.1.4; 8.1.2.1 -  H T h e  d i s c h a r g e  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  h a s  t h e r e f o r e  b e e n  r e d u c e d  

a s  m u c h  a s  p r a c t i c a b l e  t o  e n s u r e  t h a t  t h e  i n c r e a s e  i n  T I N  a n d  T P  o r e  m i n i m i z e d .  W i t h  

t h e  d i s c h a r g e  s t a n d a r d ,  t h e  N t o P  r a t i o  i s  m a i n t a i n e d  g r e a t e r  t h a n  1 8 . 1 ,  H e n c e  t h e  

o c c u r r e n c e  o f  r e d  t i d e s  w i l l  b e  u n l i k e l y / *

6. The text in bold does not appear in the latest version of the Environmental Study 

submitted by H K R  on 28 Nove m b e r  2016. W h y  would H K R  delete this text if the 

a o c c u r r e n c e  o f  r e d  t i d e s  w i l l  b e  u n l i k e l / r ? Thus the previous version tried to downplay 

the likely occurrence of red tides, whilst the omission of the references to red tides in 

the latest version implies that w hat wa s  stated in the previous version w as incorrect, 

and that we, and government, should be concerned about the discharge of the sewage 

into th6 sea increasing the likelihood of red tides occurring.

7. The conclusions in the Technical Note that Mt h e  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  i n  t h e  v i c i n i t y  o f  m a r i n e -  

b a s e d  W S R s  w o u l d  b e  i n  c o m p l i a n c e  w i t h  W Q O s  i n  S S , £  c o l i  a n d  U I A , f are based on 

modelled measurements at W S R  07 (Tai Pak Peninsula CPA), 270 metres from the 

sewage discharge point. This ignores the fact that the area of the sea into which the 

sewage would be discharged should also be considered to be a WSR. This area is 

adjacent to a pedestrian walkway, residential buildings and a shopping centre which HKR 

is about to build, as the following picture demonstrates:
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Would HKR's conclusions have been the same if it had modelled measurements at the 

sewage discharge outlet instead of 270 metres from it?

F. THEORETICAL M O D E L L I N G  SCENARIOS O F  S E W A G E  PROCESSING A N D  EFFLUENT 

DISCHARGE

1. The consultants have not undertaken a sensitivity analysis regarding their various 

calculations, nor a risk assessment as to environmental aspects, daily operations and 

emergency arrangements of a STW. In addition, there is no mention of the assumptions 

and limitations as to their approach to modelling. In a public consultation exercise there 

should be a layman's guide to the scientific and mathematical acceptability of their 

approach (and its quality), since, without this, the vast majority of the public are unlikely 

to understand and to be able to c o m m e n t  on the approach.

2. The modelling scenario is described in section 4.3 of the Revised Technical Note on 

Water Quality submitted in the Jatest Further Information. The effluent dispersion 

scenarios are stimulated by a near-field model, CORMIX. The key inputs to CORM I X  

include outfall configuration, ambient current speed, vertical density profile and effluent 

flow rate. As this latest Further Information merely repeats the same scenarios, with the 

same key inputs and assumptions, as in the October Furthe「丨oformation, the resu丨ts are 

naturally the same! (Appendix D C O R M I X  model is same as in October). However, HKR 

has deleted references to the likelihood of red tide which was mentioned in the October 

Further Information, with no explanation as to why. This is unprofessional and 

misleading. Furthermore, there is no mention by the consultants as to w h y  this type of 

model was used and its reliability.

3. Paragraph 4.3.1.2 of the Technical Note on Water Quality states MT h e  e x i t  o f  t h e  g r a v i t y  

s e w a g e  p i p e  i n t o  s e a  i s  n e a r  s u r f a c e . 1* However, in each of the C O R M I X  scenarios, under

8
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^ B u o y a n c y  a s s e s s m e n t , it is stated that H T h e  e f f l u e n t  d e n s i t y  i s  l e s s  t h a n  t h e  

s u r r o u n d i n g  a m b i e n t  w a t e r  d e n s i t y  a t  t h e  d is c h a r g e  le v e l .  T h e r e f o r e ,  t h e  e f f l u e n t  i s  

P O S I T I V E L Y  B U O Y A N T  a n d  w i l t  t e n d  t o  r i s e  t o w a r d s  t h e  s u r f a c e . f , This means that the 

sewage effluent will be very visible near and on the sea surface, as illustrated in the 

above photograph. It is essential that EPD investigates this finding and concludes that it 

is not acceptable.

4. The results of the modelling scenario are set out in Appendix D morfe/ oi/tput"’

to the Revised Technical Note on Water Quality and,, as mentioned in paragraph F2 

above, are exaaly the same as in the October Further Information. To the layman, the 

results are probably difficult to understand. However, what is not difficult to understand 

is the standard statement at the end of each of the C O R M I X  reports, which is the 

^ R E M I N D E R :  T h e  u s e r  m u s t  t a k e  n o t e  t h a t  H Y D R O D Y N A M I C  M O D E L L I N G  b y  a n y  k n o w n  

t e c h n i q u e  i s  N O T A N  E X A C T  S C I E N C E .

5. The full n a m e  of the model is ^ C O R M I X  M I X I N G  Z O N E  E X P E R T  S Y S T E M  V e r s i o n  5 . 0 G T  

H Y D R O l :  V e r s i o n - 5 . 0 . 1 . 0  D e c e m b e r ,  2 0 0 7 * . It is difficult to understand w h y  a 9 year old 

version of this model was used and this aspect should be investigated by EPD. With 

modelling science, it is normal for there to be at least some updates, over a period of 9 

years, as a result of its usage, empirical testing and improvements of software. In this 

context it is noted that C O RMIX versions 9 and 10 were released in September 2014 and 

July 2016 respectively. EPD must investigate w h y  the Consultants have not used up to 

date modelling software which should be a standard requirement for any study.

G. INEFFICIENT S E W A G E  PLANNING STRATEGY C O N F I R M E D  BY H K R ;S CONSULTANTS A N D  

N O  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  IMPACT A S S ESSMENT

1. In its Application and Further Information of June and October, HKR's consultants have 

said:

a. In paragraph 6.2.iii of its original application, that ^ a l t e r n a t i v e  o n - s i t e  s e w a g e  ^  

t r e a t m e n t  p l a n t  c o u l d  b e  p r o v i d e d ,  e i t h e r  a t  A r e a  6 f  o r  A r e a  1 0 b .  T h i s  i s  n o t  

p r e f e r r e d ,  h a v i n g  n u m e r o u s  S T W  i n  t h e  a r e a  i s  c o n s i d e r e d  t o  b e  i n e f f e c t i v e  in  

a c h ie v in g  e c o n o m i e s  f o r  s c a l e  f o r  t h e  i n f r a s t r u c t u r e  a n d  l a n d  a r e a , t . Furthermore,

paragraph 5.6.2.2 of HKR's Study on Drainage, Sewerage and Water Supply Systems

for Area 6f notes that " T h i s  S T W  w i l l  t r e a t  s e w a g e  o n l y  f r o m  2  s i n g l e  r e s i d e n t i a l  

t o w e r s  f o r  4 7 6  u n i t s  a t  A r e a  6 f  s o  i t  i s  c o n s i d e r e d  n o t  a n  e f f i c i e n t  s e w a g e  p l a n n i n g  

s t r a t e g y , , t Paragraph 5.6.4.1 also notes that a local S T W  m a y  cause u a n  o f f e n s i v e  

s m e l l  a n d  i s  h e a l t h  h a z a r d ' 1.

b. " T h i s  a d d i t i o n a l  e f f l u e n t  w o u l d  h a v e  i m p a c t s  o n  b o t h  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  a n d  m a r i n e  

e c o lo g y .  A l l  t h e s e  w o u l d  r e q u i r e  a  q u a n t i t a t i v e  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  m o d e l  t o  b e  e s t a b l i s h e d

• f o r  a s s e s s m e n t  a s  p a r t  o f  t h e  s u b s e q u e n t f/Aw. (June Revised Environmental Study,

. 6.3.1.3}. Furthermorejn the October Further Information there is no reference to a 

subsequent Environmental Impact Assessment {EIA), which likely means that the 

subject of an EIA has been dropped. Logically there should be a full scale EIA as part 

of this Section 12A application.

c. Building a S T W  in Area 6f is still sub-optimum in its October submission. Since the 

consultant has again in the October Further Information Annex G R e v i s e d  S t u d y  o n  

D r a i n a g e ,  S e w a g e  a n d  W a t e r  S u p p I / \  paragraph 5.6.1.4, stated that u A s  t h i s  n e w  

D B S T W  w i l l  o n l y  t r e a t  s e w a g e  f r o m  2  s i n g l e  r e s i d e n t i a l  t o w e r s  f o r  4 7 6  u n i t s  a t  A r e a
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6 f  s o  t h i s  d e c e n t r a l i z e d  s c h e m e  i s  c o n s id e r e d  n o t  a n  e f f i c i e n t  s e w a g e  p l a n n i n g  

strategy.

H. EME R G E N C Y  A R R A N G E M E N T S  FOR W H E N  THE S T W  BREAKS D O W N  INCLUDING 

ACCESS T O  PUMPING STATION NO. 1

I. No mention was made in HKR's first and second submissions of what would happen to 

the sewage in the event that the S T W  broke down. Only in its third and fourth 

submissions was the subject of emergency arrangements addressed. These include: 

dual feed power supply for the STW; ̂ suitable backup" of the S T W  treatment process 

(but no information as to what is suitable); and connecting the gravity sewage pipe to 

the existing sewage system at Pumping Station No 1 (to be only used during 

emergencies), which would feed the sewage to the existing system (i.e. to Siu Ho W a n  

STW)# and, as backup, the movement of sewage by 36 sewage tanker vehicles per day to 

the Siu Ho W a n  STW.

2. Connection to the existing sewage system is clearly most likely to be used once and then 

left on permanently, since there is no description of h ow this action would be managed 

(hence making unapproved use of the government Siu Ho W a n  facilities) as the existing 

DB Services Management Limited (as illustrated by its day to day performance) is both 

management and engineering severely challenged.

3. Government cannot allow such a connection since it would be an open invitation to 

abuse and illegally use the 5 H W S T W .

4. Also the only access to Pumping Station No. 1 (and especially relevant during 

emergencies) is currently blocked by the area around the pumping station being illegally 

used for vehicular parking. The Lands Department has recently requested HKR to stop 

the parking as this area should only be used for the purposes related to the operation of 

the p u m p  house. HKR should have advised its consultants about this situation when 

issuing its instructions. Therefore it is necessary that this issue of access be addressed 

by HKR and the Lands Department.

5. Movement of sewage by truck is clearly unacceptable in a modern city environment, 

especially as it would require 36 sewage tanker vehicles a day to remove the sev/age to 

the Siu Ho W a n  STW, and is inconsistent with government's efforts to modernise sewage 

treatment and disposal in Hong Kong. The 36 truck calculation is considered to be more 

representative than the calculation in paragraph 63.2.1 of the latest Further 

Information which implies that sewage will only be moved on the basis of a quarter of a 

day's sewage being moved in 6 hours. Furthermore, HKR has been told that it cannot 

feed the sewage to the Siu Ho W a n  STW.

6. In addition, HKR has not mentioned anything about, emergency arrangements in the 

event of the open nullah discharge approach being taken. This would probably involve 

the 36 trucks per day travelling through Parkvale village and Discovery Bay going to the 

Siu Ho W a n  STW, whfch HKR does not have approval to use for this sewage.

I, S E W A G E  F R O M  W O R K F O R C E  DURING CONSTRUCTION

1 . All of Parkvale Village will be affected by the proposed method of sewage generated 

from the workforce during the development of Area 6f. Paragraph 6.2.1.3 of the latest 

Further Information states that portable chemical toilets will be used by the

10
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construction workforce. This is dismissed as a minor issue, but is expected to persist for 

some two to two and a half years. Those w h o  have experience with construction sites 

will kno w  that, firstly, never enough portable toilets are provided and that construction 

workers urinate all over the site and, secondly, and more importantly, that, when 

pumping the sewage from the toilets into tanker trucks, a substantial release of 

pollutant fumes and very unpleasant and pervasive odours are released into the local 

atmosphere. These will create both a health hazard and a serious despoliation of the 

quality of life of the residents in the adjacent Parkvale Village.

J. M A N A G E M E N T  OF THE S T W

1. There is no explanation as to h o w  the S T W  will be managed in respect of both day to 

day operations and emergency situations. In the DSD guidelines (referred to in section 

B above) it is stated in paragraphs 5.1/2 that N l n  s e l e c t i n g  t h e  t y p e  o f  t r e a t m e n t  p r o c e s s ,  

t h e  d e s i g n e r s  s h o u l d  t a k e  d u e  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  t h e  a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  c o m p e t e n t  o p e r a t o r s .  

O n l y  c o m p e t e n t  t e c h n i c i a n s  s h o u l d  b e  a s s i g n e d  t o  o p e r a t e  t h e  S T P ,  T h e  o p e r a t o r  s h o u l d  

b e  f u l l y  c o n v e r s a n t  w i t h  t h e  r e c o m m e n d e d  o p e r a t i n g  p r o c e d u r e s  a s  s t i p u l a t e d  i n  t h e  

o p e r a t i o n  a n d  m a i n t e n a n c e  m o n u a r .

2 . Would Discovery Bay Services M a nagement Limited, the wholly owned subsidiary of HKR 

which manages DB, employ additional staff capable of managing a S T W  or would it use 

existing staff which have no relevant experience? H K R  should be required to state h o w  

it will ensure that the S T W  in Area 6 f , and that in Area 10b, would be operated safely 

and efficiently.

K. CAPITAL A M D  OPERATING COSTS

1. HKR makes no reference in its Further Information that all the capital and operating 

costs arising from the proposed S T W  in Area 6f together with the gravity sewage pipe to 

the sea at the Plaza will be met by either H K R  and/or the undivided shareholders of the 

Area 6f proposed development. H K R  should be required to confirm that all capital and 

operating costs arising from the proposed S T W  in Area 6f and the gravity sewage pipe 

or use of the nullah will be borne by H K R  and/or the undivided shareholders of Area 6f 

proposed development.

2. Also the residents of Parkvale Village and other villages in Discovery Bay should not 

have to suffer the disturbance of laying the gravity sewage pipe or the connection to 

the open nullah.

L. C O N S U LTATION

1. The above approach to sewage treatment and discharge has not been explained by HKR 

to the wider community of DB. In view of this deficient and sub-optimum approach 

(and the same approach is to be adopted for Area 10b with sewage to be directly 

discharged into the sea at Nim Shue Wan), HK R  is guilty of abusing the so called public 

consultation process and displaying a complete disregard for modern sewage treatment 

and discharge practices and DSD guidelines as developed so diligently over the last 30 

years by government, namely EPD, W S D  and DS D  and their respective policy bureaux.

C O N C L U S IO N

W e  (the Parkvale Village Owners Committee representing the Owners of Parkvale Village,

which is adjacent to Area 6f and through which all traffic to Area 6f would pass) continue to

11



be surprised and disappointed that no Government Department, nor HKR, appears to have 

considered the adverse impact of the proposed development on the owners and residents 

of Parkvale Village, especially the totally unacceptable and sub optimal commitment to 

build a standalone S T W  with discharge by open nullah directly past apartments and into 

the sea. In view of the serious inadequacies and shortfall of the S T W  and discharge 

proposal w e  believe that the DSD and EPD have no alternative but to reject the HKR 

proposal and advise the TPB to not approve the application.

As clearly demonstrated in not only this submission but in all our submissions, HKR's 

application continues to be deficient in many ways. So again, w e  consider that the T o w n  

Planning Board is in no other position than to reject HKR's application to rezone Area 6f.

W e  again encourage the T o w n  Planning Board to visit the site and meet residents* In doing 

so, man y  of the issues highlighted in this report would be evident.

S i g n e d  o n  b e h a l f  o f  t h e  P V O C :  D a t e :

PVOC Comments on Application number: Y/I-DB/2

29 December 2016

Mr. Kenneth J. Bradley J.P.

Parkvale Village Owners Committee Chairman
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Dear Sirs,

I live in Discovery Bay in Peninsula Village and i am the owner of one apartment.

I am deeply concerned by t h e  numerous bad aspects of the this Application which have been covered by 
earlier consultations.

This 4th round consultation confirms the reintroduction of iocal sewage treatment within Discovery Bay 
and i particularly object to this retrograde step and an inevitable environmental deterioration for D B  
residents and the marine life.

I attach the following excellent subm issions concerning the above, from neighbouring villages, which, 1 
fully endorse, since they express EXA CTLY mv concerns:

- Parkvale Village Owners' Committee submission dated 29th December, which matches my own 
concerns in almost all respects

- Serene Village Owner dated 28th December.

I O B JEC T TO THE ABOVE APPLICATION

Name: Mrs. N ICO LETTA  NUNZIAT! 
Owner of Apartment: I

This em ail has been checked for v iruses by A va st  antivirus softw are . 
w ww .avast.com
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Gmail Edw in Rainbow iM M iliE E
For info Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

_____
To. E d w i n  R a m  6 w

2 9  D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 6  at 

0 8 : 3 3

T h o m a s  G e b a u e r

---- F o r w a r d e d  M e s s a

S e n t :  W e d n e s d a y ,  2 8  D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 6 ,  1 6 : 3 2  

S u b j e c t :  F w :  A P P L I C A T I O N  Y / 1 - D B / 3  A r e a  1 0 b

Further c o m m e n t s :

S u bject: A P P L I C A T I O N  Y / 1 - D B / 3  A r e a  1 0 b

T h e  T o w n  Planning Board: 

Application Y/l-DB/3 A r e a  1 0 b

I strongly object to the p l a n n e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  as presented b y  the H o n g K o n g  Resort C o m p a n y  , 

w h o  with t h o u s a n d s  of o w n e r s  are b o u n d  together b y  a D e e d  of Mutual Covenant.

2.

D i scovery B a y  (DB) is a U N I Q U E  d e v e l o p m e n t  in H o n g K o n g  . quasi a n  enclave , isolated from 

H o n g K o n g  proper a n d  only accessible through o n e  t u n n e丨 a n d  b y  ferry.

Special rules apply in/for the area, as laid d o w n  in a  D M C  . O w n e r s  in Discovery B a y  a n d  to a 

certain extent also residents in D B  m u s t  therefore get a recognised voice a n d  special attention 

f r o m  the T o w n  Planning B o a r d  ( T P B )  w h e n  m a j o r  c h a n g e s  w h i c h  will affect the environment a n d  

the w a y  of life are p r o p o s e d  for this special enclave/environment as d o n e  b y  the ''registered 

o w n e r "  the H o n g k o n g  Resort Co. Ltd, ( H K R ) .

T h e  T P B  m u s t  also seriously consider that the small o w n e r s  in D B  ( roughly 8.000 houses/flats 

are c o n c e r n e d )  are not permitted to for m  a n  O w n e r s  Corporation w h i c h  could give a clear voice 

to the T P B  as w h a t  are the w i s h e s  of the m a n y  D 巳 owners, leaving aside the various large, 

main l y  c o m m e r c i a l  entities a n d  s p a c e s  o w n e d  b y  the developer, the H K R  .

3.

D u e  to this un i q u e  situation, a n y  c h a n g e s  m u s t  b e  j u d g e d  b y  the T P B  / P L A N D  with a holistic 

v i e w  in m i n d  ; this p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  as well as the application Y/I-DB/2 A r e a  6f cannot be 

j u d g e d  solely o n  their o w n  but h o w  it also will affect the w h o l e  e n v i r o n m e n t  in Discovery B a y  

a n d  w h e t h e r  all the D B  service facilities are sufficient to support s u c h  d evelopments. S o  it is 

I M P E R A T I V E  , b e s i d e s  l o oking at e a c h  application separately the T P B  m u s t  also look at



both a p p 丨丨cations ' t h e  H K R  together to m a k e  a g o o d  j u d g e m e n t  w h a t  they a s k  D B  
o w n e r s  a n d  resi >  to " b e a r " .

4
In ayea 10b - same as it is proposed in area 6f- to built a sewage treatment plant quasi **on 
site" in the midst of a residential development and the effluent is planned to be discharged into 
the WATER BASIN  OF N IM  S H U E  W A N  Bay must be considered as highly" sensitive" in the 
least.
We are living in the 21st century and Town Planning must be a forward looking endeavour.
To me it is outrageous to even consider in " Asia's World City" to put nowadays a sewage 
treatment plant into a new-residential development. (There was an old seyvage-treatment plant 
at this proposed location, however built decades ago when this area was a large service area , 
bus station, repair shops, waste handling and the like ....quasi commercial activities )
It should be demanded that this application / development as well as Y/l-DB/2 area 6f to be 
deferred already on the grounds of the sewage-treatment and disposal. For this matter the 
applicant should wait till the Government Sewage Treatment Facilities of Lantau Island can 
receive all the sewage from DB.
By no means should affluent be directed into the sea in and around Discovery Bay. The HK 
Waters cannot take more of this pollution and this does not concern only TIN !
It w o u l d  b e  really a great step b a c k  for the e n v i r o n m e n t  of D B  a n d  H K l

5.
The effluent is planned to be discharged through a pipe into the shoreline, the bay of Nim Shue 

Wan, which should be considered " quasi typographically confined basin with limited dispersive 
capacity" the planned outfall point will not be far from the housing development, in the vicinity 
there is also recreational activity from the DB Marina and Club. It is not far from Peng Chau 
which apparently has received or will receive a high technology sewage treatment plant This 
effluent is in addition to the already polluted waters in the South of Hongkong.
It would be quite self-defeating : Peng Chau with a most modem water treatment plant and then
the effluents from
DB.
The reference of the applicant regarding Fish Culture Zones , in MaWan and Cheung Sha t 
V E R Y  F A R  away from Nim Shue Wan can only "pull wool over the T P B " .
There are quasi daily fishermen/-boats seen in around DB, most丨y from Peng Chau, an 
examination of the catch in regard to toxics should be highly recommended . Effluent-discharge 
to the close -by shores , to the sea should not take place !! but also :

6 .

To blame pollution of Southern Waters on the Pearl River Delta is not a point to make as facts 
of the "as is situation" must be clearly addressed. There are more pollutants than TIN . In HK 
one must.get away from the viewH it is only little pollution beside the pollution of HK-waters 
and around, we are facing already many types of pollution; in regard to forward-looking planning 
, it is important to consider" the straw which breaks the camel's backM.

A s  for the "sensitive receivers 11 the waters of N i m  S h u e  W a n  a n d  those close to P e n g  C h a u  

effluent m u s t  b e  considered as "potentially polluting”. Mot e v e n  to mention the matter of storm - 

surge , back-flow a n d  the like.

All of the tables and calculations of the applicant should be taken with a large pinch of salt 
as simply : effluent to the sea = generally considered is "water -pollution ".
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F r o m  P L A N D  A N D  M Y  C O M M E N T S  IN R E G A R D  T O  T H I S  A P P L I C A T I O N ：

A i m s  of Environmental Planning

2 .1.1
T o  achieve a better environment through planning....



⑻

wto avoid creating new  environmental problems....
T H E R E  A R E  A D D I T I O N A L  P R O B L E M S  (AIR, NOISE, L E S S  T R E E S ,  R E D U C E D  W A S T E  
H A N D L I N G  CAPACITY. A L L  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  IN P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S )

(b)
Mto se ize  opportunities for environmental 丨mprovement •…
N O  O P P O R T U N I T Y  F O R  I M P R O V E M E N T  S E IZED  IN THIS D E V E L O P M E N T

Proper land u se  planning,
(b) proposed land uses in the s a m e  development area are compatible with each 
other•.…T H E R E  IS N O  N E C E S S I T Y  F O R  THIS D E V E L O P M E N T  A S  P L A N N E D .  IT H A S  N O  

C O N N E C T I O N  W I T H  H O U S I N G  S H O R T A G E  IN H O N G  K O N G  , A N D  A S  F O R  "OPTIMISING 
L A N D  U S E  " T H E  A P P L I C A N T  , IN C A S E  H A S  L A R G E  T R A C T S  O F  L A N D  AVAILABLE IN D B  

W I T H O U T  C R E A T I N G  A D D I T I O N A L  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  P R O B L E M S .
IN C A S E ,  T H E  P L A N N E D  D E V E L O P M E N T  Y/l-DB/3 A R E A  10b M U S T  B E  S C A L E D  B A C K  IN 
SIZE T O  B E  S O M E W H A T  C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  C U R R E N T  E N V I R O N M E N T  丨N  D 巳.
T H E  D E V E L O P M E N T  IT IS A L S O  N O T  "COMP/\77SL£M A S  W I T H  T H E  O B V I O U S  

P O L L U T I N G  ACTIVITIES IN T H E  P O D I U M  , R I G H T  U N D E R  T H E  R E S I D E N T I A L  

D E V E L O P M E N T ,  A N D  A L S O  T H E  C O N N E C T E D  V E H I C L E  TRAFFIC, P L U S  T H E  S E W A G E  
T R E A T M E N T - P L A N T  A N D  T H E  PETROL-FILLING S T A T I O N  .

⑹

adequate  and  suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to ensure  proper handling and 
d isp o sa l of all w astes and waste water arising from proposed  developm ents.
T H I S  丨S  N O T  T H E  C A S E  W I T H  B O T H  T H E  P L A N N E D  D B  D E V E L O P M E N T S  (THIS O N E  
A N D  A L S O  Y/I-DB/2 A R E A  6F.)

T H E  P L A N N E D  N E W  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B  t T R A N S F E R  A N D  
DISPOSAL FACILITIES A R E  C O M P L E T E L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  A N D  ILL-PLACED U N D E R  A  

P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E  A S  M E N T I O N E D  A B O V E  A N D  THIS W A S  A L R E A D Y  W R I T T E N  IN 

P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S .

IT IS D E FINITELY  N O T  IN T H E  C A T E G O R Y  O F  M SUITABLY SITED ENVIRONMENTAL 
FACILITIESn
2.2.2
⑹  * …  
the capacity of the environm ent to receive additional developm ents, for example, the capacity of
an airshed or water basin to receive and assimilate residuals or the capacity of the environment

infrastructure su ch  a s  sew erage  and w aste  reception facilities to accom m odate  further
residuals.
A S  W R I T T E N  A B O V E  ( D B  H A S  LIMITED C A P A C I T Y  T O  A C C E P T  

A L R E A D Y  T H E  LIMITS R E G A R D I N G  25.000 R E S I D E N T S  INDIC A T E  THAT.

T H E  T P B  M U S T  N O T  F O R G E T  T H A T  S E R V I C E  FACILITIES A R E  A L S O  S T R E S S E D  

B E C A U S E  O F  T H E  O F T E N  L A R G E  I N F L U X  O F  V I S I T O R S  A N D  T O U R I S T S  C R E A T I N G  
E N V I R O N M E N T A L  D E G R A D A T I O N  T O  THIS C O N F I N E D  A R E A ,  T H E  N U M B E R S  A R E  IN 

A D D I T I O N  T O  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN THIS P L ACE.

A ir Quality Considerations

2.3.2
A ir  quality is affected by su ch  factors a$ the em ission  rate of air pollutants, the separation 
d istance  between em ission  sou rce s  and receptors, topography, height and width of buildings as 
well a s  m eteo ro logy .......
A S FOR AN ON-SITE SEWAGE TREATMENT ODOURS OF DIFFERENT KIND MUST BE
C O N S ID E R E D  A L S O  W H EN  S LU D G E  W ILL BE  R E M O V ED .
w herever practicable, major air pollution emitters are sited to the w est or southw est of urban 
a rea s and  n ew  tow ns to take advantage  of the prevailing north-easterly w inds;
D B  IS L O C A T E D  IN A  S E M I C I R C L E  O F  M O U N T A I N S  IN T H E  " B A C K "! B E C A U S E  O F  THIS 

I M P E D I M E N T  T O  A I R - C I R C U L A T I O N  W E  A L R E A D Y  F A C E  E X T R A  A I R - P O L L U T I O N  (

NO B ETTER  ENVIRONMENT, DEFIN ITELY ON A LL COUN TS TH E  ENVIRONMENT WILL BE
W ORSE.



Water Quality Considerations _
2.3.4

It should be noted that there is a general shift of estuarine to oceanic conditions in a west to 
east direction in the coastal waters of H o叩 Kong, Any major developments which are likely to 
cause significant disruption to water circulation should be either avoided as far as possible or 
subjected to water quality modelling tests prior to the finalisalion of site selection.
P L E A S E  T O  K E E P  IN M I N D  .
2.3.5
Any development which causes either conflict with the constraints or damage of the resources 
and amenity areas should be avoided, unless the conflict can be resolved or Uie 丨mposUion of 
appropriate development controls is practicable. The water-based developments should be 

located such that bulk water exchange is maximised. *
C O N T R A R Y  T O  W H A T  T H E  A P P L I C A N T  C L A I M S  : NIM S H U E  W A T E R S  A R E  C A L M  , 

LITTLE T I D A L - S T R E A M  - ACTIVITIES C A N  B E  S E E N  A N D  T H E R E  IS DEFINITELY LIMITED 
DISPERSIVE CAPACITY.
P O L L U T I O N  F R O M  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN NIM SHUE WAN VILLAGE M U S T  A L S O  B E  K E P T  

IN M I N D  A N D  A D D E D  T O  T H E  SITUATION.

MARINE/FERRY -D IESELS, AIRCRAFT, DISNEY DAILY FIREW ORKS , LOCAL VEH ICLE
TRAFFIC )

Waste Management Considerations

2.3.6
In the preparation of land use plans, effort should be m a d e  to reserve sufficient sites in suitable 
locations for municipal waste reception and transfer facilities.... As s o m e  uses have potential to 
cause nuisances and to give rise to special requirements for waste disposal and effluent 
discharge, due consideration should be given to their location and design to minimise the 

potential impacts.
T H E  P R O P O S E D  N E W  S P A C E  U N D E R  A  P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  , 

T H E  A P P L I C A N T S  R E C E / W A / G  STA770A/ P L A N N E D  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D 巳，IS
T O T A L L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  F O R  T H E  P R E S E N T  A N D  M O R E S O  M U S T  B E  F O R  T H B F U T U R E .  

IT W A S  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  A B O U T  IT.

A L S O  T H E  P L A N N E D  LIMITED S P A C E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  FACILITIES C A N N O T  B E  

C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  P H I L O S O P H Y  O F  2 1 S T  C E N T U R Y  W A S T E  - H A N D L I N G  t- 

S E P A R A T I N G  S O R T I N G  F O R  R E C Y C L I N G  A N D  RE-USE.

9

IN C O N C L U S I O N  I S T R O N G L Y  O B J E C T  T O  THIS APPLICATION .
T H O M A S  G E B A U E R  
owner/resident

T h o m a s  Gebauer



f^-'OC Comments on Application number： Y/I-DB/2

Parkvale Village Owners' Committee
Comments on the Second Further Information Submitted in Support of 
Section 12A Application Number Y/l-DB/2 to amend Discovery Bay Outline 
Zoning Plan for rezoning the permissible use from staff quarters to flats at 
Area 6f, Discovery Bay.

INTRODUCTION

In April, July a n d  D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 6  w e ,  t h e  Parkvale Village O w n e r ' s  C o m m i t t e e  (PVOC), a 

b o d y  of o w n e r s  in Parkvale Village in Disc o v e r y  B a y  (DB) elected t o  r e p resent t h e  interests 

of t h e  o w n e r s  of t h e  6 0 6  flats in t h e  village, s u b m i t t e d  o u r  c o m m e n t s  o n  H o n g  K o n g  Resort 

C o m p a n y  Limited's ( H K R )  Section 1 2 A  Application u T o A m e n d  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  O u t l in e  Z o n i n g  

P la n  f o r  r e z o n i n g  t h e  p e r m is s ib le  u s e  f r o m  s t a f f  q u a r t e r s  t o  f l a t s  a t  A r e a  6f, D i s c o v e r y  B a / \  

O u r  c o m m e n t s  w e r e  ass i g n e d  n u m b e r s  1 5 1 2  (April), 2 7 8 7  (July) a n d  5 2 9 7  ( D e c e m b e r )  b y  

t h e  T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d  (TPB).

This d o c u m e n t  includes o u r  c o m m e n t s  o n  t h e  Furt h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  ( m a d e  available b y  the

T P B  o n  9  D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 6 )  s u b m i t t e d  b y  H K R  o n  2 8  N o v e m b e r  2 0 16.

FURTHER INFORMATION

T h e  Furt h e r  Inf o r m a t i o n  s u b m i t t e d  b y  H K R  c o m p r i s e s :

1. M a s t e r p l a n  Limited's cov e r i n g  letter.

2. R e v i s e d  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S t u d y  (Executive S u m m a r y ,  C h a p t e r s  6, 7  a n d  8).

3. R e v i s e d  Technical N o t e  o n  W a t e r  Quality.

N o  substantive c h a n g e  h a s  b e e n  m a d e  to t h e  Fur t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  s u b m i t t e d  in J u n e  a n d  

Octo b e r .

In its cov e r i n g  letter, M a s t e r p l a n  Limited, o n  behalf of H K R ,  states that u!n  s u m m a r y ,  t h e  

F u r t h e r  In f o r m a t io n  r e la t e s  to  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  i s s u e s :

1. T h e  r e c e iv in g  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  o f  t h e  e f f lu e n t  d i s c h a r g e  o f  t h e  p r o p o s e d  o n - s i t e  S e w a g e  

T r e a t m e n t  W o r k s  ( S T W )  t o  e n s u r e  i n c r e a s e  in  T o t a l  I n o r g a n i c  N i t r o g e n  (T IN )  is  

m in im is e d .

2 . T h e  c o n t i n g e n c y  m e a s u r e  f o r  t h e  p r o p o s e d  o n - s i t e  S T W ,  b y  p r o v id in g  a n  e m e r g e n c y  

o v e r f l o w  p ip e  f r o m  t h e  p r o p o s e d  S T W  a t  A r e a  6 f  to  e x is t in g  s e w a g e  p u m p i n g  s t a t io n  n o .  

1  ( S P S 1 )  l o c a t e d  a t  t h e  j u n c t io n  o f  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  R o a d  a n d  D i s c o v e r y  V a lle y  R o a d ) ,

3 . T h e  m o d e l l i n g  s c e n a r i o s  o f  e f f l u e n t  d is p e r s io n .

T h e  a d d i t i o n a l  4 4 0  m 3  p e r  d a y  s e w a g e  g e n e r a t e d  b y  t h e  p r o p o s e d  r e s id e n t ia l  d e v e lo p m e n t  

i s  n o w  p r o p o s e d  to  b e  c a t e r e d  b y  o n - s i t e  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  f a c i l i t ie s  J1

T h e  reality, h o w e v e r ,  w h i c h  t h e  T P B  a n d  r elevant d e p a r t m e n t s ,  s u c h  as t h e  E P D  a n d  D S D ,  

will s e e  w h e n  t h e y  r e v i e w  this latest s u b m i s s i o n ,  is that this F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  p rov i d e s  

n o  n e w  a n d  substantial F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n -  A s  M a s t e r p l a n  Limited states, 4,T h is  

i n f o r m a t io n  c la r if ie s  a n d  s u p p l e m e n t s  t h e  a p p lic a t io n ,  a n d  d o e s  n o t  c o n s t i t u t e  a  m a t e r ia l  

c h a n g e  id e n t i f i e d  in  t h e  T P B  G u i d e l i n e  N o .  3 2 f,.



PVOC Comments on Application number； Y/l-DB/2

F u r t h e r m o r e ,  as w e  h a v e  pointed out, H K R  h a s  n o  alternative but to build a s t a n d a l o n e  S T W  

in A r e a  6f as t h e  Siu H o  W a n  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  facilities are not available. S o  a S T W  c a n n o t  

b e  simply a proposal, it has to b e  a c o m m i t m e n t ,  o n e  w h i c h  w o u l d  b e  s u b  optimal, defective 

in m a n y  w a y s  a n d  not acceptable to b o t h  g o v e r n m e n t  a n d  t h e  D B  c o m m u n i t y .

It is clear that H K R ,  t h r o u g h  t h e  p e n u l t i m a t e  p a r a g r a p h  of M a s t e r p l a n  Limited's covering 

letter, is m a k i n g  yet a n o t h e r  a t t e m p t  in its r e p e a t e d  appeal to g o v e r n m e n t  not to forget D B  

w h e n ,  at s o m e  t i m e  in the future, g o v e r n m e n t  reviews s e w a g e  a n d  w a t e r  infrastructure for 

Lantau.

It is i m p e r a t i v e  that t h e  T P B  a n d  all g o v e r n m e n t  b u r e a u x  a n d  d e p a r t m e n t s  are n o t  m i s l e d  

b y  t h e  H K R  s t a t e m e n t  in M a s t e r p l a n  L i m i t e d ^  letter t hat " I n  a d d it io n ,  t h e  p r o p o s a l  f o r  

A r e a  6 f i s  m o d e r a t e  i n  s c a le ,  t h e  d e m a n d  o n  t h e  o v e r a l l  G o v e r n m e n t  In f r a s t r u c t u r e  w o u l d  

b e  in s ig n i f ic a n t f 1. This is irrelevant as g o v e r n m e n t  facilities are n o t  available, a n d  will n o t  

b e  available in t h e  potential timeline of b o t h  t h e  A r e a  6f a n d  A r e a  1 0 b  projects. Public 

c o m m e n t s  h a v e  to b e  s u b m i t t e d  in a c c o r d a n c e  w i t h  T P B  G u i deline N o .  3 0 B  ^ G u i d elines -  

for s u b m i s s i o n  o f  c o m m e n t s  o n  v arious applications u n d e r  t h e  T o w n  P l a n n i n g  O r d i n a n c e”. 

T h e  P V O C  considers that this f o u r t h  s u b m i s s i o n  f r o m  t h e  P V O C  h a s  a g ain p r o p e r l y  

c o m p l i e d  w i t h  T P B  Gui d e l i n e  N o .  3 0 B # w h e r e a s  t h e  S u b m i s s i o n  of Furt h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  

f r o m  H K R  d o e s  not.

PR IN C IPAL  C O N C E R N S  W IT H  TH E  A PP L IC A T IO N

In o u r  previous s ubmission, w h i c h  w a s  assigned n u m b e r  5 2 9 7  ( D e c e m b e r )  b y  t h e  T P B ,  w e  

n o t e d  t h e  following principal c o n c e r n s  w h i c h  w e  h a v e  with H K R ' s  p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  of 

t w o  1 8  storey buildings, including 4 7 6  flats, of 2 1 , 6 0 0  m 2  G F A  o n  a platform c r e a t e d  to 

a c c o m m o d a t e  a 1 7 0 m 2 G F A  t h r e e  storey Building:

A. I n a d e q u a t e  a n d  unreliable inf o r m a t i o n  h a s  b e e n  pro v i d e d  b y  H K R .  E.g. H K R  h a s  

s u b m i t t e d  studies a n d  p a p e r s  a n d  n o t  i m p a c t  ass e s s m e n t s ,  t h e r e b y  avoiding h a v i n g  to 

s t u d y  t h e  i m p a c t  o n  t h e  c o m m u n i t y  a n d  p e o p l e  m o s t  affected b y  its proposal.

B. Public Consultation is i n a d e q u a t e  a n d  n o n - t r a n s p a r e n t .

C. Consultation with all relevant g o v e r n m e n t  d e p a r t m e n t s  a n d  b u r e a u x  h a s  b e e n  

i n a d e q u a t e  a n d  i n c o m plete.

D. A  Risk A s s e s s m e n t  h a s  n o t  b e e n  u n d e r t a k e n .

E. H K R ' s  r e s p o n s e s  to g o v e r n m e n t  d e p a r t m e n t  c o m m e n t s  h a v e  b e e n  i n a d e q u a t e  a n d  

evasive. It c a n n o t  b e  a c c e p t a b l e  in a public consultation exercise for t h e  applicant a l one 

to d e c i d e  w h a t  is c o m m e r c i a l l y  sensitive (re o w n e r s h i p  of P a s s a g e w a y  a n d  allocation of 

u n d i v i d e d  shares) a n d  to k e e p  that inf o r m a t i o n  f r o m  b e i n g  publicly c o m m e n t e d  u p o n .  

All inf o r m a t i o n  p r o v i d e d  b y  t h e  applicant m u s t  b e  placed in t h e  public d o m a i n  s o  t h e  

public c a n  c o m m e n t  o n  it. T h e  table setting o u t  t h e s e  r e s p o n s e s  c a n n o t  b e  c o n s i d e r e d  

to b e  c o m p r e h e n s i v e .

F. Des p i t e  A n n e x  C  of t h e  O c t o b e r  F urther Inf o r m a t i o n  stating in p a r a g r a p h  2.1.1.4 that a 

k e y  e l e m e n t  of t h e  d e v e l o p m e n t  is t h e  ^access r o a d ^  t h ere is n o  i n f o r m a t i o n  p r o v i d e d  

as to its construction t h r o u g h  Parkvale village. T h e r e  are m a n y  issues arising f r o m  

unsuitable access to t h e  site s u c h  as: t h e  part of Parkvale Drive w h i c h  is d e s i g n e d  as a 

pedestrian p a v e m e n t  u n d e r  B D  regulations a n d  t h e  effect of additional construction a n d  

operational traffic o n  it; w i d t h  constraints of Parkvale Drive w h i c h  limit t h e  ability of 

larger vehicles, including b u s e s  a n d  construction vehicles, to p a s s  o n e  a not h e r ;  potential
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lack of e m e r g e n c y  access to Parkvale Drive in t h e  e v e n t  of a n  accident; safety, as t h e  

p r o p o s e d  access to t h e  site is a pedestrian a rea u s e d  b y  residents a n d  t h e  public; a n d  

H K R ' s  lack of consideration o f  alternative acce s s  to t h e  site. A s  p o i n t e d  o u t  a b o v e ,  H K R  

c o n t i n u e s  t o  n o t  submit, in its F urther Information, a  Traffic I m p a c t  A s s e s s m e n t  o n  

P edestrians w h i c h  is listed u n d e r  t h e  Reports'to b e  s u b m i t t e d .

G. A  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  w o r k s  ( S T W )  is to b e  i ncluded in A r e a  6f w i t h  disc h a r g e  directly into 

t h e  s e a  n e x t  to t h e  ferry pier using either a gravity p ipe o r  the* o p e n  nullah w h i c h  is 

a djacent to Hillgrove Village. H o w e v e r ,  it is clear f r o m  H K R ' s  c o m m e n t s  that t h e  latter is 

t h e  i n t e n d e d  a p p r o a c h .  Also, H K T  tries to m i n i m i s e  t h e  pollution i m p a c t  of d i scharge of 

s e w a g e  into the sea w h e r e a s  it will increase t h e  T I N  a n d  TPs, t h e r e b y  increasing the 

probability of, e.g., red tide in D i s covery B a y  waters. N o t  surprisingly H K R ' s  consultants 

say that t h e  s e w a g e  proposal uis  c o n s i d e r e d  n o t  a n  e f f ic ie n t  s e w a g e  p l a n n i n g  s t r a t e g y " .

H. H K R  is misleading the T P B  b y  saying t h e r e  are t w o  o p t i o n s  re w a t e r  s u p p l y  but, as 

previously p oin t e d  o u t  (since g o v e r n m e n t  h a s  c o n f i r m e d  that its facilities at t h e  Siu H o  

W a n  W a t e r  T r e a t m e n t  W o r k s  ( S H W W T W )  a n d  t h e  S H W  F r esh W a t e r  P u m p i n g  Station 

are n o t  available for t h e  for e s e e a b l e  future), t h e r e  is only o n e ,  w h i c h  is a p o t a b l e  w a t e r  

s u p p l y  to b e  p r o v i d e d  b y  re-opening, after 1 6  years, t h e  D B  w a t e r  t r e a t m e n t  plant a n d  

using w a t e r  f r o m  t h e  D B  reservoir.

. I. N o  i n formation is p r o v i d e d  r e g arding t h e  provision of o t h e r  utilities to A r e a  6f a n d  h o w  

it will affect Parkvale Village, despite t h e  O c t o b e r  F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  A n n e x  C  

p a r a g r a p h  2.1.1.4 stating that a k e y  e l e m e n t  o f  t h e  d e v e l o p m e n t  is t h e  provision of 

utilities. F u r t h e r m o r e ,  t h e r e  is n o  r e f e r e n c e  to t h e  D B  L P G  g a s  s y s t e m  w h i c h  has 

recently suffered a n  explosion w h i c h  is t h e  subject of investigations b y  E M S D  a n d  FSD.

J. S l o p e  safety of t h e  area, w h e r e  t h e  t w o  p r o p o s e d  1 8  story buildings will b e  built, is 

ignored, despite A n n e x  C  p a r a g r a p h  2.1.1.4 stating that a k e y  e l e m e n t  of the 

d e v e l o p m e n t  is site for m a t i o n .  H K R  c o n t i n u e s  t o  ign o r e  C E D D ' s  r e q u e s t  for H K R  to 

assess t h e  geotechnical feasibility o f  t h e  p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  a n d  to s u b m i t  a 

G e o t e c h n i c a l  Pla n n i n g  R e v i e w  R e p o r t  ( G P R R ) .

K. O w n e r s h i p  issues - H K R ' s  right to u s e  P a rkvale Drive as a c c e s s  to A r e a  6f is still disputed.

L. P l a n n i n g  controls of D isc o v e r y  B a y  are i g n o r e d  in r espect o f  t h e  M a s t e r  Plan ( M P )  a n d  

O utline Z o n e  Plan ( O ZP) relationship, t h e  2 5 , 0 0 0  p o p u l a t i o n  ceiling a n d  t h e  allocation of 

u n d i v i d e d  shar e s  a n d  m a n a g e m e n t  units u n d e r  t h e  D e e d  of M u t u a l  C o v e n a n t  ( D M C ) .  

F u r t h e r m o r e ,  H K R  h a s  a conflict of interest rega r d i n g  p o p u l a t i o n  data, in that current 

figures are p r o v i d e d  b y  its w h o l l y  o w n e d  subsidiary, D B  Services M a n a g e m e n t  Limited.

M .  D i a g r a m s  a n d  p h o t o m o n t a g e s  are often misleading, inaccurate a n d  of p o o r  quality.

W e  p r o v i d e d  further details of t h e s e  c o n c e r n s  in o u r  p r e v i o u s  sub m i s s i o n .  R e a d e r s  of this

s u b m i s s i o n  s h o u l d  also r e a d  o u r  pre v i o u s  s u b m i s s i o n s  if t h e y  h a v e  n o t  alre a d y  d o n e  so.

In this s u b m i s s i o n  w e  a d d r e s s  c o n c e r n s  arising f r o m  H K R ' s  latest s u b m i s s i o n  a n d  f r o m

H K R ^  intention t o  build a s t a n d a l o n e  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  w o r k s  in A r e a  6f.

SEWAGE TREATMENT

A N  t h e  c o n c e r n s  a n d  c o m m e n t s  s u b m i t t e d  to t h e  T P B  in respect o f  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t

p r o c e s s i n g  a n d  discharge c o n t i n u e  to b e  ignored.

3
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W e  have, again, set out and expanded our concerns and c o m m e n t s  in the following

sections:

A. Sewa g e  Master Plans. •

B. Standalone Sewa g e  Treatment Works.

C. Application for Discharge Licence.

D. Discharge of S e w a g e  by O p e n  Nullah.

E. Effluent to be Discharged into the Sea.

F. Theoretical Modelling Scenarios of Sewa g e  Processing and Effluent Discharge.

G. Inefficient Sewa g e  Planning Strategy Confirmed by HKR's Consultants and no 

Environmental Impact Assessment.

H. Emergency Arrangements for w h e n  the S.TW Breaks D o w n  Including Access to Pumping 

Station N o  1.

I. Sewage from the Workforce during Construction.

J. M a n a g e m e n t  of the STW.

K. Capital and Operating Costs.

L. Consultation.

A. S E W A G E  M A S T E R  P L A N S

1 . In 1989, a sewage disposal strategy w a s  formulated by the Government. Since then EPD 

has produced 16 S e w a g e  Master Plans (SMPs) and D S D  has had the role of works agent 

.to implement the r e c o m m e n d e d  projects to cater for the needs of the SMPs. The 16 

S M P s  have been re-grouped into 8 areas for conducting the S M P  Review Studies. 8 S M P  

Reviews have been completed and these include the "Review of Outlying Islands S M P W, 

which includes DB.

2. All the H K R  submissions consistently m a k e  no mention of the Outlying Islands S M P ,  

which wou l d  appear to be because their sewa g e  strategy for DB, as illustrated by the 

proposals for both Areas 6f and 10b, is inconsistent with that plan. Therefore E P D  and 

D S D  have no alternative but to reject the H K R  proposal and advise the TPB 

accordingly.

B. S T A N D A L O N E  S E W A G E  T R E A T M E N T  W O R K S

1. Since government facilities are not available in the foreseeable future, H K R  has no 

alternative but to build a separate sewage treatment works (STW) in Area 6f, if the 

proposed change in use is approved and if the proposed development is in fact built. 

This m e a n s  that people living in Parkvale Village would have a S T W  adjacent to them. 

H K R  is not providing details of the design, its exact location and h o w  it will be ma n a g e d  

and maintained. As H K R  will want to minimize costs, w e  are concerned h o w  adequate 

such a facility will be and the risk of its breaking down. If the TPB approves the change 

of use of Area 6f, the residents of Parkvale Village, w h o  at no stage have been consulted 

by HKR, will be forced by HK R  to live next door to a S T W  with all its negative aspects, 

including strong foul odours. A n d  of course the future 1190 residents of Area 6f will also 

suffer from the s a m e  negative aspects of a S T W  integrated into their development.

2. It is indicative of the inadequacies of this submission, and all the previous H K R  

submissions, that there is no reference whatsoever to the D S D  ^Guidelines for the 

Design of Small S e w a g e  Treatment Plants^ for private developments up to 2,000 

population equivalent. In preparing these guidelines D S D  placed special emphasis on

4



PVOC Comments on Application number: Y/I-DB/2

the problems usually found with small plants and included appropriate design safety 

considerations. These guidelines cover: general design considerations; design 

parameters; * practical design and installation; operation and maintenanee; and 

environmental considerations. Following these guidelines would have enabled HK R  to 

provide a design submission in this latest Further Information which could, according 

to paragraph 2.9 of the guidelines, have included for example: key plan showing location 

of development and effluent discharge location; plan and section showing the location 

of S T W  within the development in relation to residential units and surrounding facilities; 

process and instrumentation diagrams; hydraulic profile together with supporting 

calculations; detailed process design calculations; detailed drawings with plan and 

elevation showing plant r oom layout including pipe work and equipment; route of 

access to the plant room and access within the STW; ventilation and lighting details; 

equipment schedule showing n umber of duty and standby units, make, mode! number, 

capacity etc. (the schedule should be shown on the drawing); equipment catalogues and 

operation/maintenance manual.

3. Although the D S D  has built and operates a n u m b e r  of small sewage treatment facilities 

on Lantau Island and Outlying Islands, H K R  has not stated the type or explained the 

design of S T W  it proposes to build in Area 6f, nor has it demonstrated that any of the 

three sewage treatment processes co m m o n l y  adopted by the DSD on Lantau Island is 

suitable for a site located on a steep slope and far from the sea, with a discharge point 

so close to a residential area.

4. Du e  to its proximity to our village^ w e  consider that it is inappropriate to locate a S T W  

in Area 6f, due to the potential smell and health hazard, especially as the effluent 

seems highly likely to be discharged into an open nullah and flow under the balconies 

of a residential building and, subsequently, into the sea adjacent to an occupied area. In 

view of the serious inadequacies and shortfall of the S T W  proposal w e  believe that the 

D S D  and EPD have no alternative but to reject the HK R  proposal and advise the TPB to 

not approve the application.

C  APPLICATION F O R  DISCHARGE LICENCE

1. Paragraph 6.3.1.6 of the Revised Environmental Study glibly states that ̂ M o r e o v e r ,  t h e  

o p e r a t i o n  o f  t h e  S T W  s h a l l  a l s o  a p p l y  f o r  a  d i s c h a r g e  l i c e n c e  f r o m  t h e  r e l e v a n t  a u t h o r i t y  

b e f o r e  t h e  o p e r a t i o n  o f  t h e  S T W . , f This is a too vague a statement. Are the consultants 

referring to the submission of Application Form A  (EPD 117); w h o  will be responsible 

for submitting the application; w h o  will pay the licence fee; and what are the 

consequences if the application is rejected?

2. This aspect of the S T W  requires comprehensively explaining to the TPB and, of course, 

the public since this Further Information is supposed to be subject to public 

consultation.

D. D I S C H A R G E  O F  S E W A G E  BY O P E N  N U L U H

1. H K R  is still saying, as it did in its previous submissions, that discharging the treated 

sewage directly into an open nullah is still an option to be considered at the design 

stage. This open nullah is parallel to Discovery Valley Road and proceeds directly in front 

of Hillgrove Village. Therefore, every day 440 m 3  per day of sewage will be flowing
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alongside approximately 200 metres of footpath/road and directly under the balconies 

of around 200 apartments in this village. This is illustrated in the following photographs.

View of the open nullah looking upstream View of the open nuUah looking downstream 

past Hillgrove Village______________________ towards Hillgrove Village__________________

2 . The nullah serves the dual purpose of a storm water channel and as an overflow relief 

for the reservoir at the top of Discovery Valley Road. Normally it is virtually empty, but 

during periods of rainstorm and/or reservoir discharge this nullah is full to the top. The 

addition of the sewage effluent to the storm water flow ma y  cause the nullah to 

overflow or the effluent to back-up into the STW, both with serious health implications. 

This option would appear to be cheaper than building a gravity sewage pipe and it is 

considered that HKR will adopt this option whilst giving the impression to the TPB, EPD, 

etc. that it will build a gravity pipe, which would presumably put the sewage flow 

underground.

E. EFFLUENT T O  BE DISCHARGED INTO THE SEA

1. HKR is proposing to discharge treated sewage from Area 6f into the marine waters 

adjacent to the ferry pier without the need of a marine outfall. The outlet is adjacent to 

a pedestrian walkway, residential buildings and a shopping centre, which HKR is about to 

build, and is located only 280 metres from a public bathing beach. This is an artificially 

m a d e  beach fronting the very shallow and silted Tai Pak Wan. The proposal for the 

discharge of effluent into a shallow seabed, adjacent to a pedestrian walkway, 

residential buildings and a shopping centre and 2 8 0 m  from a bathing beach, boardwalk 

restaurants and ferry pier is environmentally unacceptable and will encourage toxic red 

tides as well as concentrations of E. coli.

2. W e  are extremely concerned about the effluent being discharged into the sea 丨n DB. 

Although the effluent will have been treated, it will have a high concentration of 

nutrients which has been scientifically proven to encourage growth of harmful algae 

("red tides，，)，particularly in shallow coastal areas (see page 170 of "Harmful Algae",



volume 9 , issue 10, 2010 of 'Elsevier') and, as the prevailing winds c o m e  from the east, 

blowing onto DB, such harmful algae would not dissipate easily.

3. The water quality assessment notes that for the whole of H o n g  Kong waters adjacent to 

the Pearl River Delta and including the waters around D B  that the Total Inorganic 

Nitrogen (TIN) already exceeds the W Q O .  W e  would not dispute this, but this does not 

justify HKR^s intention to increase the suspended solids and H-Coli content of the 

sewage plume in the very publicly exposed waters and beaches of Tai Pak W a n .

4. In previous submissions, H K R  tried to downplay the occurrence of red tides despite the 

discharge of more TINS and TPs which will increase the probability of more red tides. 

The latest Further Information has omitted references in the previous version to TP 

(referred to as Total Particulates in the Executive Summary, of the Environmental Study 

and as Total Phosphorous in the Technical Note) and to red tides.

5. The Further Information submitted by H K R  in October included the following:

a. Executive S u m m a r y  -  a T h e  d i s c h a r g e  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  h a s  t h e r e f o r e  b e e n  r e d u c e d  o s  

m u c h  o s  p r a c t i c a b l e  t o  e n s u r e  t h a t  t h e  i n c r e a s e  i n  T I N  a n d  T o t a l  P a r t i c u l a t e s  ( T P )  a r e  

m i n i m i z e d .  W i t h  t h e  d i s c h a r g e  s t a n d a r d ,  t h e  N i t r o g e n  ( N )  t o  P h o s p h o r u s  ( P )  r a t i o  i s  

m a i n t a i n e d  g r e a t e r  t h a n  1 8 . 1 .  H e n c e  t h e  o c c u r r e n c e  o f  r e d  t i d e s  w i l l  b e  u n l i k e l y . l ,

b. 6.3.1.5 -  n T h e  c o m p u t e d  N :  P  r a t i o  c o n c l u d e d  t h a t  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  h a v i n g  r e d  t i d e  

i s  s W H o w . ”

c. 6.4.1.1; 7.3.1.4; 8.1.2.1 -  i f T h e  d i s c h a r g e  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  h a s  t h e r e f o r e  b e e n  r e d u c e d  

a s  m u c h  o s  p r a c t i c a b l e  t o  e n s u r e  t h a t  t h e  i n c r e a s e  i n  T I N  a n d  T P  a r e  m i n i m i z e d .  W i t h  

t h e  d i s c h a r g e  s t a n d a r d ,  t h e  N  t o  P  r a t i o  i s  m a i n t a i n e d  g r e a t e r  t h a n  1 8 . 1 .  H e n c e  t h e  

o c c u r r e n c e  o f  r e d  t i d e s  w i l l  b e  u n l i k e l y / '

6. The text in bold does not appear In the latest version of the Environmental Study . 

submitted by H K R  on 28 N o v e m b e r  2016. W h y  would H K R  delete this text if the 

" o c c u r r e n c e  o f  r e d  t i d e s  w i l l  b e  u n l i k e l y 11?  Thus the previous version tried to downplay 

the likely occurrence of red tides, whilst the omission of the references to red tides in 

the latest version implies that w h a t  w a s  stated in the previous version w a s  incorrect, 

and that we> and g o v e r n m e n t  should be concerned about the discharge of the sewage 

into the sea increasing the likelihood of red tides occurring.

7. The conclusions in the Technical Note that ^ t h e  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  i n  t h e  v i c i n i t y  o f  m a r i n e -  

b a s e d  W S R s  w o u l d  b e  i n  c o m p l i a n c e  w i t h  W Q O s  i n  S S , £  c o l i  a n d  U I A "  are based on 

modelled measurements at W S R  0 ?  (Tai Pak Peninsula CPA)# 270 metres from the 

sewage discharge point. This ignores the fact that the area of the sea into which the 

sewage would be discharged should also be considered to be a WSR. This area is 

adjacent to a pedestrian walkway, residential buildings and a shopping centre which H K R  

is about to build, as the following picture demonstrates:

. PVOC Comments on Application number: Y/l-DB/2
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W o uld HKR's conclusions have been the s a m e  if it had modelled measurements at the 

sewage discharge outlet instead of 270 metres from it?

F. THEORETICAL M O D E L L I N G  S C E N A R I O S  O F  S E W A G E  PROCESSING A N D  EFFLUENT 

D I S C H A R G E

1. The consultants have not undertaken a sensitivity analysis regarding their various 

calculations, nor a risk assessment as to environmental aspects, daily operations and 

emergency arrangements of a STW. In addition, there is no mention of the assumptions 

and limitations as to their approach to modelling. In a public consultation exercise there 

should be a layman's guide to the scientific and mathematical acceptability of their 

approach (and its quality), since, without this, the vast majority of the public are unlikely 

to understand and to be able to c o m m e n t  on the approach.

2. The modelling scenario is described in section 4.3 of the Revised Technical Note on 

Water Quality submitted in the latest Further Information. The effluent dispersion 

scenarios are stimulated by a near-field-model, CORMIX. The key inputs to C O R M I X  

include outfall configuration, ambient current speed, vertical density profile and effluent 

flow rate. As this latest Further Information merely repeats the same scenarios, with the 

s a m e  key inputs and assumptions, as in the October Further Information, the results are 

naturally the samel (Appendix D  C O R M I X  model is s a m e  as in October). However, HK R  

has deleted references to the likelihood of red tide which was mentioned in the October 

Further Information, with no explanation as to why. This is unprofessional and 

misleading. Furthermore, there is no mention by the consultants as to w h y  this type of 

model was used and its reliability.

3. Paragraph 4.3.1.2 of the Technical Note on Water Quality states u T h e  e x i t  o f  t h e  g r a v i t y  

s e w a g e  p i p e  i n t o  s e a  i s  n e a r  s u r f a c e d  However, in each of the C O R M I X  scenarios, under
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" B u o y a n c y  a s s e s s m e n t , it is stated that H T h e  e f f l u e n t  d e n s i t y  i s  l e s s  t h a n  t h e  

s u r r o u n d i n g  a m b i e n t  w a t e r  d e n s i t y  a t  t h e  d i s c h a r g e  l e v e l .  T h e r e f o r e ,  t h e  e f f l u e n t  i s  

POSITIVELY BU O YANT a n d  w i l l  t e n d  t o  r i s e  t o w a r d s  t h e  s u r f a c e / ' This m eans that the 

sewage effluent will be very visible near and on the sea surface, as illustrated in the 

above photograph. It is essential that EPD investigates this finding and concludes that it 

is not acceptable.

4. The results of the modelling scenario are set out in Appendix D H C O R M i X  m o d e l  o u t p u f  

to the Revised Technical Note on Water Quality and, as mentioned in paragraph F2 

above, are exactly the same as in the October Further Information. To the layman, the 

results are probably difficult to understand. However, what is not difficult to understand 

is the standard statement at the end of each of the C O R M I X  reports, which is the 

^ R E M I N D E R :  T h e  u s e r  m u s t  t a k e  n o t e  t h a t  H Y D R O D Y N A M I C  M O D E L L I N G  b y  a n y  k n o w n  

t e c h n i q u e  i s  N O T A N  E X A C T S C t E N C e \

5. The full n a m e  of the model is n C O R M I X  M I X I N G  Z O N E  E X P E R T  S Y S T E M  V e r s i o n  5 . 0 G T  

H Y D R O l :  V e r s i o n - 5 . 0 . 1 . 0  D e c e m b e r ,  2 0 Q T , . It is difficult to understand w h y  a 9 year old 

version of this m odel wa s  used and this aspect should be investigated by EPD. With 

modelling science, it is normal for there to be at least s o m e  updates, over a period of 9 

years, as a result of its usage, empirical testing and improvements of software. In this 

context it is noted that C O R M I X  versions 9 and 10 were released in September 2014 and 

July 2016 respectively. E P D  must investigate w h y  the Consultants have not used up to 

date modelling software which should be a standard requirement for any study.

G. INEFFICIENT S E W A G E  P L A N N I N G  S T R A T E G Y  C O N F I R M E D  BY H K ^ S  C O N S U L T A N T S  A N D  

N O  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  I M P A C T  A S S E S S M E N T

1. In its Application and Further Information of June and October, HKR's consultants have 

said:

a. In paragraph 6.2.iii of its original application, that ' ' a l t e r n a t i v e  o n - s i t e  s e w a g e  

t r e a t m e n t  p l a n t  c o u l d  b e  p r o v i d e d ,  e i t h e r  a t  A r e a  6 f  o r  A r e a  1 0 b .  T h i s  i s  n o t

' p r e f e r r e d ,  h a v i n g  n u m e r o u s  S T W  i n  t h e  a r e a  i s  c o n s i d e r e d  t o  b e  i n e f f e c t i v e  i n  

a c h i e v i n g  e c o n o m i e s  f o r  s c a l e  f o r  t h e  i n f r a s t r u c t u r e  a n d  l a n d  a r e a 11. Furthermore, 

paragraph 5.6.2.2 of HKR's Study on Drainage, Sewerage and Water Supply Systems 

for Area 6f notes that " T h i s  S T W  w i l l  t r e a t  s e w a g e  o n l y  f r o m  2  s i n g l e  r e s i d e n t i a l  

t o w e r s  f o r  4 7 6  u n i t s  a t  A r e a  S f  s o  i t  i s  c o n s i d e r e d  n o t  a n  e f f i c i e n t  s e w a g e  p l a n n i n g  

s t r a t e g / \  Paragraph 5.6.4.1 also notes that a local S T W  m a y  cause u a n  o f f e n s i v e  

s m e l l  a n d  i s  h e a l t h  h a z a r d ” •

b. i f T h l s  a d d i t i o n a l  e f f l u e n t  w o u l d  h a v e  i m p a c t s  o n  b o t h  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  a n d  m a r i n e  

e c o l o g y .  A l l  t h e s e  w o u l d  r e q u i r e  a  q u a n t i t a t i v e  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  m o d e l  t o  b e  e s t a b l i s h e d  

f o r  a s s e s s m e n t  a s  p a r t  o f  t h e  s u b s e q u e n t  E I A U . (June Revised Environmental Study,

6.3.1.3). Furthermore, in the October Further Information there is no reference to a 

subsequent Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA), which likely me a n s  that the 

subject of an EIA has been dropped. Logically there should be a full scale EIA as part 

of this Section 12 A  application.

c. Building a S T W  in Area 6f is still sub-optimum in its October submission. Since the 

consultant has again in the October Further Information Annex G  ^ R e v i s e d  S t u d y  o n  

D r a i n a g e ,  S e w a g e  a n d  W a t e r  S u p p l y ,  paragraph 5.6.1.4, stated that f tA s  t h i s  n e w  

D B S T W  w i l l  o n l y  t r e a t  s e w a g e  f r o m  2  s i n g l e  r e s i d e n t i a l  t o w e r s  f o r  4 7 6  u n i t s  a t  A r e a



6 f  s o  t h i s  d e c e n t r a l i z e d  s c h e m e  i s  c o n s i d e r e d  n o t  a n  e f f i c i e n t  s e w a g e  p l a n n i n g  

s t r a t e g y * ’ ,

H. E M E R G E N C Y  A R R A N G E M E N T S  F O R  W H E N  THE S T W  BREAKS D O W N  INCLUDING 

ACCESS T O  P U M P I N G  STATION NO. 1

I. N o  mention was m a d e  in HKR's first and second submissions of what would happen to 

the sewage in the event that the S T W  broke down. Only in its third and fourth 

submissions w a s  the subject of emergency arrangements addressed. These include: 

dual feed power supply for the STW; ’’suitable backup" of the S T W  treatment process 

(but no information as to what is suitable); and connecting the gravity sewage pipe to 

the existing sewage system at Pumping Station N o  1 (to be only used during 

emergencies), which would feed the sewage to the existing system (i.e. to Siu H o  W a n  

STW), and, as backup, the m o v e m e n t  of sewage by 36 sewage tanker vehicles per day to 

the Siu H o  W a n  STW.

2. Connection to the existing sewage system is clearly most likely to be used once and then 

left on permanently, since there is no description of h o w  this action would be mana g e d  

(hence making unapproved use of the government Siu H o  W a n  facilities) as the existing 

D B  Services M a n a g e m e n t  Limited (as illustrated by its day to day performance) is both 

m a n a g e m e n t  and engineering severely challenged. ■

3. Government cannot allow such a connection since it would be an open invitation to 

abuse and illegally use the S H W S T W .

4. Also the only access to Pumping Station No. 1 (and especially relevant during 

emergencies) is currently blocked by the area around the pumping station being illegally 

used for vehicular parking. The Lands Department has recently requested H K R  to stop 

the parking as this area should only be used for the purposes related to the operation of 

the p u m p  house. H K R  should have advised its consultants about this situation w h e n  

issuing its instructions. Therefore it is necessary that this issue of access be addressed 

by H K R  and the Lands Department.

5. M o v e m e n t  of sewage by truck is clearly unacceptable in a modern city environment, 

especially as it would require 36 sewage tanker vehicles a day to remove the sewage to 

the Siu H o  W a n  STW, and is inconsistent with government's efforts to modernise sewage 

treatment and disposal in H o n g  Kong. The 36 truck calculation is considered to be more 

representative than the calculation in paragraph 6.3.2.1 of the latest Further 

Information which implies that sewage will only be m o v e d  on the basis of a quarter of a 

day's sewage being m o v e d  in 6 hours. Furthermore, HK R  has been told that it cannot 

feed the sewage to the Siu H o  W a n  STW.

6. In addition, H K R  has not mentioned anything about emergency arrangements in the 

event of the open nullah discharge approach being taken. This would probably involve 

the 36 trucks per day travelling through Parkvale village and Discovery Bay going to the 

Siu H o  W a n  STW, which H K R  does not have approval to use for this sewage.

I- S E W A G E  F R O M  W O R K F O R C E  D U R I N G  C O N S T R U C T I O N

1. All of Parkvale Village will be affected by the proposed met h o d  of sewage generated 

from the workforce during the development of Area 6f. Paragraph 6.2.1.3 of the latest 

Further Information states that portable chemical toilets will be used by the

PVOC Comments on Applicaticin number： Y/l-DB/2
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construction workforce. This is dismissed as a minor issue, but is expected to persist for 

s o m e  two to two and a half years. Those w h o  have experience with construction sites 

will k n o w  that, firstly, never.enough portable toilets are provided and that construction 

workers urinate all over the site and, secondly, and more importantly, that, w h e n  

pumping the sewage from the toilets into tanker trucks, a substantial release of 

pollutant fumes and very unpleasant and pervasive odours are released into the local 

atmosphere. These will create both a health hazard and a serious despoliation of the 

quality of life of the residents in the adjacent Parkvale Village.

J. M A N A G E M E N T  O F  THE S T W

1. There is no explanation as to h o w  the S T W  will be m a n a g e d  in respect of both day to 

day operations and emergency situations. In the D S D  guidelines (referred to in section 

B above) it is stated in paragraphs 5.1/2 that ̂ I n  s e l e c t i n g  t h e  t y p e  o f  t r e a t m e n t  p r o c e s s ,  

t h e  d e s i g n e r s  s h o u l d  t a k e  d u e  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  t h e  a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  c o m p e t e n t  o p e r a t o r s .  

O n l y  c o m p e t e n t  t e c h n i c i a n s  s h o u l d  b e  a s s i g n e d  t o  o p e r a t e  t h e  S T P .  T h e  o p e r a t o r  s h o u l d  

b e  f u l l y  c o n v e r s a n t  w i t h  t h e  r e c o m m e n d e d  o p e r a t i n g  p r o c e d u r e s  o s  s t i p u l a t e d  i n  t h e  

o p e r a t i o n  a n d  m a i n t e n a n c e  m a n u a l '

2 . Would Discovery Bay Services M a n a g e m e n t  Limited, the wholly o w n e d  subsidiary of HKR 

which manages DB, employ additional staff capable of managing a S T W  or would it use 

existing staff which have no relevant experience? H K R  should be required to state h o w  

it will ensure that the S T W  in Area 6f, and that In Area 10b, would be operated safely 

and efficiently.

K. CAPITAL A N D  O P E R A T I N G  COSTS

1. H K R  makes no reference in its Further Information that all the capital and operating 

costs arising from the proposed S T W  in Area 6f together with the gravity sewage pipe to 

the sea at the Plaza will be m e t  by either H K R  and/or the undivided shareholders of the 

Area 6f proposed development. H K R  should be required to confirm that all capital and 

operating costs arising from the proposed S T W  in Area 6f and the gravity sewage pipe 

or use of the nullah will be borne by H K R  and/or the undivided shareholders of Area 6f 

proposed development.

2. Also the residents of Parkvale Village and other villages in Discovery Bay should not 

have to suffer the disturbance of laying the gravity sewage pipe or the connection to 

the open nullah.

L. C O N S U L T A T I O N

1. The above approach to sewage treatment and discharge has not been explained by HKR 

to the wider community of DB. In view of this deficient and sub-optimum approach 

(and the s a m e  approach is to be adopted for Area 10b with sewage to be directly 

discharged into the sea at N i m  Shue Wan), H K R  is guilty of abusing the so called public 

consultation process and displaying a complete disregard for modern sewage treatment 

and discharge practices and D S D  guidelines as developed so diligently over the last 30 

years by government, namely EPD, W S D  and D S D  and their respective policy bureaux.

CONCLUSION

W e  (the Parkvale Village O w n e r s  C o m m i t t e e  representing t h e  O w n e r s  of P arkvale Village,

which is adjacent to Area 6f and through which all traffic to Area 6f would pass) continue to
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be surprised and disappointed that no Government Department, nor HKR, appears to have 

considered the adverse impact of the proposed development on the owners and residents 

of Parkvale Village, especially the totally unacceptable and sub optimal commitment to 

build a standalone S T W  with discharge by open nullah directly past apartments and into 

the sea. In view of the serious inadequacies and shortfall of the S T W  and discharge 

proposal w e  believe that the D S D  and EPD have no alternative but to reject the H K R  

proposal and advise the TPB to not approve the application.

As clearly demonstrated in not only this submission but in all our submissions, HKR's 

application continues to be deficient in ma n y  ways. So again, w e  consider that the T o w n  

Planning Board is in no other position than to reject HKR's application to rezone Area 6f.

W e  again encourage the T o w n  Planning Board to visit the site and meet residents. In doing 

so, m a n y  of the issues highlighted in this report would be evident.

S i g n e d  o n  b e h a l f  o f  t h e  P V O C :  D a t e :

29 December 2016

Mr. Kenneth J. Bradley J.P.

Parkvale Village Owners Committee Chairman

c n

c〇

c o

J
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Application No. y /i-d b /3 Arca i〇b- amendments dated 29tih November 2016 - 
OBJECTION

I, POTUKUCHIVENKA TA VAMSIKRISHNA, am a resident owner 〇A
m

I  am deeply concerned b y  the numerous bad aspects o f the this Application which ha ve been covered b y  earlier 
consultations. I  am particularly concerned b y thereintroduction o f  local sewage treatm ent within D iscovery Bay.



In this respecU m y concerns are shared by other residents o f D iscovery B a y.I attach asubm issioil concerning the above, from
neighbouringvillages, which, as a Peninsula Village Owner, I  fu lly  endorse. This attached subm ission expresses 
excellently m y concerns better than I  could m yself

I  OBJECT TO THE ABOVE APPLICATION

PENINSULA VOC mem ber



卜1 Gmail Edwin Rainbow

For info Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b
2 9  D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 6  at 

0 8 : 3 3

Thomas Gebauer

F o r w a r d e d  M e s s a g e ----

S e n t :  W e d n e s d a y ,  2 8  D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 6 ,  1 6 : 3 2  

S u b j e c t :  F w :  A P P L I C A T I O N  Y / 1 - D B / 3  A r e a  1 0 b

Further comments:

Subject: A P P L I C A T I O N  Y / 1 - D B / 3  A r e a  1 0 b

The Town Planning Board: 
Application Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b

I strongly object to the planned development as presented by the HongKong Resort Company , 
wh o with thousands of owners are bound together by a Deed of Mutual Covenant.

Discovery Bay (DB) is a U N I Q U E  development in HongKong . quasi an enclave , isolated from 

HongKong proper and only accessible through one tunnel and by ferry.
Special rules apply in/for the area, as laid down in a D M C  . Owners in Discovery Bay and to a 
certain extent also residents In D B  must therefore get a recognised voice and special attention 
f r o m  the Town Planning Board (TPB) when major changes which will affect the environment and 
the way of life are proposed for this special enclave/environment as done by the Registered 
owner" the Hongkong Resort Co. Ltd, ( H K R ) .
The T P B  must also seriously consider that the small owners in D B  (roughly 8.000 houses/flats 
are concerned) are not permitted to form an Owners Corporation which could give a clear voice 

to the T P B  as what are the wishes of the many D B  owners, leaving aside the various large, 
mainly commercial entities and spaces owned by the developer, the H K R  .

Due to this unique situation, any changes must be judged by the T P B  / P L A N D  with a holistic 
view in mind ; this proposed development as well as the application Y/l-DB/2 Area 6f cannot be 
judged solely on their own but h ow it also will affect the whole environment in Discovery Bay 

and whether all the D B  service facilities are sufficient to support such developments. So It is 
/O P E R A T I V E  , besides looking at each application separately the T P B  must also look at



both appllcatlor*s^f the H K R  together to make a good judgement what they ask D B  
owners and re » y s  to "bear".

4

In area 10b - same as it is proposed in area 6f - to built a sewage treatmont plant quasi "on 
site" in the midst of a residential development and the effluent is planned to be discharged into 
the W A T E R  BASIN O F  A///W _ A /  Bay must be considered as highly •，sensitive*，in the
least.
W e  are living in the 21st century and Town Planning must be a forward looking endeavour.
To m e  it is outrageous to even consider inl( Asia's World City" to put nowadays a sewage 
treatment plant into a new residential development. (There was an old sewage-treatment plant 
at this proposed location, however built decades ago when this area was a large service area , 
bus station, repair shops, waste handling and the like ....quasi commercial activities)

It should be demanded that this application / development as well as Y/l-DB/2 area 6f to be 
deferred already on the grounds of the sewage-treatment and disposal. For this matter the 
applicant should wait till the Government Sewage Treatment Facilities of Lantau Island can 

receive all the sewage from DB.
By no means should affluent be directed into the sea in and around Discovery Bay. The H K  
Waters cannot take more of this pollution and this does not concern only TIN I 
it would be really a great step back for the environment of D B  and HK!

The effluent is planned to be discharged through a pipe into the shoreline, the bay of Nim Shue 
Wan, which should be considered M quasi typographically confined basin with limited dispersive 
capacity" the planned outfall point will not be far from the housing development, in the vicinity 

there is also recreational activity from the D B  Marina and Club. It is not far from Peng Chau 
which apparently has received or will receive a h i g h  t e c h n o lo g y  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  p l a n t  T h i s  

effluent is in addition to the already polluted waters in the South of Hongkong.
It would be quite self-defeating : Peng Chau with a most modern water treatment plant and then

the efflue门ts from
DB.
The reference of the applicant regarding Fish Culture Zones , in M a W a n  and Cheung Sha , 
V E R Y  FAR away from Nim Shue W a n  can only "puli wool over the T P B " .
There are quasi daily fishermen/-boats seen in around DB, mostly from Peng Chau, an 
examination of the catch in regard to toxics should be highly recommended . Effluent-discharge 
to the close -by shores , to the sea should not take place !! but also :

6‘

To blame pollution of Southern Waters on the Pearl River Delta is not a point to make as facts 
of the Has is situationH must be clearly addressed. There are more pollutants than TIN . In H K  
one must get away from the view" it is only little pollution H; beside the pollution of HK-waters 
and around, we  are facing already many types of pollution; in regard to forward-looking.planning 
,it is important to consider" the straw which breaks the camel's back

As for the "sensitive receivers " the waters of Nim Shue W a n  and those close to Peng Chau 
effluent must be considered as "potentially pollutingM . Not even to mention the matter of storm - 
surge , back-flow and the like.
All of the tables and calculations of the applicant should be taken with a large pinch of sail 
as simply : effluent to the sea = generally considered is "water -pollution ".

8
From P L A N D  A N D  M Y  C O M M E N T S  IN R E G A R D  T O  THIS APPLICATION：
Aims of Environmental Planning
2.1.1
To achieve a better environment through planning....



N O  B E T T E R  E N V I R O N M E N T ,  DEFINITEL丫 O N  A L L  C O U N T S  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T  WILL B E  
W O R S E .

⑻

Hto avoid creating n e w  environmental problems....
T H E R E  A R E  A D D I T I O N A L  P R O B L E M S  (AIR, NOISE, L E S S  TREE S ,  R E D U C E D  W A S T E  
H A N D L I N G  CAPACITY. A L L  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  IN P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S )
(b)
"to seize opportunities for environmental Improvement....
N O  O P P O R T U N I T Y  F O R  I M P R O V E M E N T  SEIZED IN THIS D E V E L O P M E N T

Proper land use planning,
(b) proposed (and uses in the s a m e  development area are compatible with each 
o t h e r T H E R E  IS N O  N E C E S S I T Y  F O R  THIS D E V E L O P M E N T  A S  P L A N N E D .  IT H A S  N O  

C O N N E C T I O N  W I T H  H O U S I N G  S H O R T A G E  IN H O N G  K O N G  , A N D  A S  F O R  "OPTIMISING 
L A N D  U S E ，• T H E  A P P L I C A N T，IN C A S E  H A S  U \ R G E  T R A C T S  O F  L A N D  AVAILABLE 丨N  D B  

W I T H O U T  C R E A T I N G  ADD I T I O N A L  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  P R O B L E M S .
IN CASE, T H E  P L A N N E D  D E V E L O P M E N T  Y/l-DB/3 A R E A  10b M U S T  B E  S C A L E D  B A C K  IN 
SIZE T O  B E  S O M E W H A T  C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  C U R R E N T  E N V I R O N M E N T  IN D B  .
T H E  D E V E L O P M E N T  \ T '\ S  A L S O  H O T  , ,C O M P A T I B L E n A S  W I T H  T H E  O B V I O U S  

P O L L U T I N G  ACTIVITIES IN T H E  P O D I U M  , R I G H T  U N D E R  T H E  RESIDE N T I A L  

D E V E L O P M E N T ,  *AND A L S O  T H E  C O N N E C T E D  V E H I C L E  TRAFFIC, P L U S  T H E  S E W A G E  
T R E A T M E N T  P L A N T  A N D  T H E  PETROL-FILLING STA T I O N  .

⑹

adequate and suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to ensure proper handling and 
cfisposa丨 of all wastes and waste water arising from proposed developments.
THIS IS N O T  T H E  C A S E  W I T H  B O T H  T H E  P L A N N E D  D B  D E V E L O P M E N T S  (THIS O N E  
A N D  A L S O  Y/l-DB/2 A R E A  6F.)
T H E  P L A N N E D  N E W  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B  , T R A N S F E R  A N D  

• D I S P O S A L  FACILITIES A R E  C O M P L E T E L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  A N D  ILL-PLACED U N D E R  A  
P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E .  A S  M E N T I O N E D  A B O V E  A N D  THIS W A S  A L R E A D Y  W R I T T E N  IN 

P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S .
IT IS DEFINITELY N O T  IN T H E  C A T E G O R Y  O F  H S U I T A B L Y  S I T E D  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  

F A C I L I T I E S "

2 .2.2 '

⑹
the capacity of the environment to receive additional developments, for example, the capacity of 
an airshed or water basin to receive and assimilate residuals or the capacity of the environment 
infrastructure such as sewerage and waste reception facilities to accommodate further 

residuals*
A S  W R I T T E N  A B O V E  , D B  H A S  LIMITED C A P A C I T Y  T O  A C C E P T  
A L R E A D Y  T H E  LIMITS R E G A R D I N G  25.000 R E S I D E N T S  INDICATE T H A T  
T H E  T P B  M U S T  N O T  F O R G E T  T H A T  S E R V I C E  FACILITIES A R E  A L S O  S T R E S S E D  
B E C A U S E  O F  T H E  O F T E N  L A R G E  INFLUX O F  V I SITORS A N D  T O U R I S T S  C R E A T I N G  
E N V I R O N M E N T A L  D E G R A D A T I O N  T O  THIS C O N F I N E D  A R E A ,  T H E . N U M B E R S  A R E  IN 

A D D I T I O N  T O  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN THIS PLACE.

Air Quality Considerations

2.3.2 '
Air quality is affected by such factors as the emission rate of air pollutants, the separation 
distance between emission sources and receptors, topography, height and width of buildings as 
well as meteorology....

A S  F O R  A N  ON-SITE S E W A G E  TREATMENT O D O U R S  OF DIFFERENT KIND M U S T  BE
C O N S ID E R E D  ALSO  W HEN SLUDG E W ILL BE REM O VED.
wherever practicable, major air pollution emitters are sited to the west or southwest of urban 

areas and n e w  towns to take advantage of the prevailing north-easterly winds;

D B  IS L O C A T E D  IN A  S E M I C I R C L E  O F  M O U N T A I N S  IN T H E  M B A C K "! B E C A U S E  O F  THIS 

I M P E D I M E N T  T O  AIR-CIRCULATION W E  A L R E A D Y  F A C E  E X T R A  A I R - P O L L U T I O N  (



M A R I N E / F E R R Y  -DIESELS, AIRCRAFT, DISNEY DAILY F I R E W O R K S  , L O C A L  V EHICLE 
TRAFFIC )

Water Quality Considerations '
2.3.4
It should be noted that there is a general shift of estuarine to oceanic conditions in a west to 
east direction in the coastal waters of Hong Kong. Any major developments which are likely to 
cause significant disruption to water circulation should be either avoided as far as possible or 
subjected to water quality modelling tests prior to the finalisation of site selection.
P L E A S E  T O  K E E P  IN M I N D  .

2.3.5
Any development which causes either conflict with the constraints or damage of the resources 
and amenity areas should be avoided, unless the conflict can be resolved or the imposition of 
appropriate development controls is practicable. The water-based developments should be 
located such that bulk water exchange is maximised. '
C O N T R A R Y  T O  W H A T  T H E  A P P L I C A N T  CLA I M S  ： NIM S H U E  W A T E R S  A R E  C A L M  .
LITTLE TIDAL- S T R E A M  - ACTIVITIES C A N  B E  S E E N  A N D  T H E R E  IS DEFINITELY LIMITED 
DISPERSIVE CAPACITY.
P O L L U T I O N  F R O M  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN N I M  S H U E  W A N  V I L L A G E  M U S T  A L S O  B E  K E P T  

IN M I N D  A N D  A D D E D  T O  T H E  SITUATION. .

Waste Management Considerations
2.3.6
In the preparation of land use plans, effort should be m ade to reserve sufficient sites in suitable 
locations for municipal waste reception and transfer facilities.... As some uses have potential to 
cause nuisances and to give rise to special requirements for waste disposal and effluent 
discharge, due consideration should be given to their location and design to minimise the 

potential impacts.
T H E  P R O P O S E D  N E W  S P A C E  U N D E R  A  P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  , 
T H E  A P P L I C A N T S  R E F U S E  R E C E I V I N G  S T A T I O N  P L A N N E D  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B t IS 
T O T A L L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  F O R  T H E  P R E S E N T  A N D  M O R E S O  M U S T  B E  F O R  T H E  F U T U R E .  

IT W A S  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  A B O U T  IT.
A L S O  T H E  P L A N N E D  LIMITED S P A C E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  FACILITIES C A N N O T  B E  
C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  P H I L O S O P H Y  O F  21 S T  C E N T U R Y  W A S T E  - H A N D L I N G  

S E P A R A T I N G  p- S O R T I N G  F O R  R E C Y C L I N G  A N D  RE-USE.
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IN C O N C L U S I O N  I S T R O N G L Y  O B J E C T  T O  THIS APPLICATION .
T H O M A S  G E B A U E R  
owner/resident

Th omas Gebauer
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Application No. Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b - A m e n d m e n t s  dated 29/11/2016

5833

Dear Sir,

I refer to the captioned application, and write to raise my objection to such proposed new 
development, as the amendments submitted on 29/11/2016 do not address and provide any concrete 
solution to the sewerage treatment problem created by the proposed new development.

Therefore I consider that the submitted applicaion should be rejected. Thank you for your attention.

Lam Che Chung, Francis 
Owner

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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Vamsi Potukuchfl
3 0日12月2016年星期五22:00

tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Application No. Y/I-DB/3 Area 6f - amendments dated 29th Novem ber 2016 OBJECTION 
APPLICATION Y_1-DB_3 Area 10b.pdf

5 8 3 4

AppHcationNo. Y/r-DB/3 Area6f- amendments dated 29th November 2016OBJECTION

I, POTUKUCHI VENKATA VAM SI KRISH NA, am a residen t ow ner o l\ 

in
Peninsula V  
illage.

Iam  deep ly concerned b y  the num erous bad aspects o f  the th is A pplication  which have been covered  b y  earlier 
consultations. Iam  particularly concerned b y  thereintroduction o f  lo c a l sew age treatm ent w ithin D iscovery Bay.

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


PENINSULA VOC m em ber



M Gmai! Edwin Rainbow |

For info Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

^  ’ '
Kepjy-ic

To: Edwin

Thomas Qebauer

29 D ecember 2016 at 

08:33

- Forwarded M e s s a g e ---

Fro!
To: m : 豳

Tpopa 'tpDpG(2^pian(
Sent: Wednesday, 28 D e c e m b e r  2016, 16:32 

Subject: Fw: A P P L I C A T I O N  Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

Further comments:

Subject: A P P L I C A T I O N  Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

The Town Planning Board: 
Application Y/l-DB/3 Area 10b

I strongly object to the planned development as presented by the HongKong Resort Company , 
who with thousands of owners are bound together by a Deed of Mutual Covenant.

2.

Discovery Bay (DB) is a U N I Q U E  development in HongKong . quasi an enclave , isolated from 
HongKong proper and only accessible through one tunnel and by ferTy.
Special rnles apply in/for the area, as laid down in a D M C  . Owners in Discovery Bay and to a 
certain extent also residents in D B  must therefore get a recognised voice and special attention 
from the Town Planning Board (TPB) when major changes which will affect the environment and 
the way of life are proposed for this special enclave/environment as done by the "registered 
owner" the Hongkong Resort Co. Ltd, (HKR).
The T P B  must also seriously consider that the small owners in D B  (roughly 8.000 houses/flats 
are concerned) are not permitted to form an Owners Corporation which could give a clear voice 
to the T P B  as what are the wishes of the many D B  owners, leaving aside the various large, 
mainly commercial entities and spaces owned by the developer, the H K R  .

3.
Due to this unique situation, any changes must be judged by the T P巳 / P L A N D  with a holistic 
view in mind ; this proposed development as well as the application Y/l-DB/2 Area 6f cannot be 
judged solely on their own but how it also will affect the whole environment in Discovery Bay 
and whether all the D B  service facilities are sufficient to support such developments. So it is 
IMPERATIVE , besides looking at each application separately the T P B  must also look at



both applicatiop^f the H K R  together to make a good judgement what they ask D 3  
owners and re^ A t s  to "bear .

4

In area 10b - same as it is proposed in area 6f- to bum a sewage treatment plant qi：2si -cn 
site" in the midst of a residential development and the effluent is planned to be discharged into 
the W A T E R  BASIN O F  N IM  S H U E  W A N  Bay must be considered as highly * sensit^/e" in t*-.e 
least.
W e  are living in the 21st century and Tov/n Planning must be a forv/ard looking endeavour.
To m e  it is outrageous to even consider in" Asia's World City" to put nowadays a sev/sge 
treatment plant into a new residential development. (There was an c!d sewage-t^eatrr.ent plant 
at this proposed location, however built decades ago when this area was a large service area , 
bus station, repair shops, waste handling and \ h e like ....quasi cornrr.erca： activiti-es )
It should be demanded that this application / development as we!! as Y/l-DB/2 area 6f to be 
deferred already on the grounds of the sev/age-treatment and disposal. For this na^er the 
applicant should wait till the Government Sev/age Treatment Fadiities of Lar.tau IsSartd can 
receive all the sewage from DB.
By no means should affluent be directed into the sea in and around Discovery Bay. The H K  
Waters cannot-take more of this pollution and this does not concern only TIN !
It would be really a great step back for the environment of D B  and HK!

5.
The effluent is planned to be discharged through a pipe into LK,e shorelire, the bay cf NLm 
Wan, which should be considered " quasi typographically confined basin v̂ rth ^ s z e r〇\^e

capacity* the planned outfall point will not be far from the housing devs：cprr:sp.r, in the v-:cfrrty 
there is also recreational activity from the D B  Marina and Club. It is r.ct far fro^ P e r ? g  Chau 
which apparently has received or will receive a
effluent is in addition to the already polluted waters in the Soirth of Hcngkong.
It would be quite self-defeating : Peng Chau with a mcst m c d s m  water trestn^en: p!a，l and

the effluents from
DB. '
The reference of the applicant regarding Fish Culture Zones , in .VsViten and C^eirig S K.a . 
V E R Y  FAR away from Nim Shue W a n  can onJy "pd! woo! over the T P 3 " .
There are quasi daily fishermen/-boats seen in around D3, mos*Jy from Peng Cha-jT an 
examination of the catch in regard to toxics should be highly recoTL^e^xied . E ^ T . c e n l - c l s z h a ^ e  

to the close -by shores f to the sea should not take place !! but a：sc :

6.
To blame pollution of Southern Waters on the Pearl Rrver De!:a is nat s pc:n: :〇 as fHD：s
of the "as is situationM must be clearly addressed. There 2re rrrcre pcnut2r.*s T：N  . *n r：K  
one must get away from the view" it Is only Utile pollution *; beside t^e pc"L^cn of HK-*3：er3 
and around, we are facing already many types of pollution： in recard to p'anr'irg
.it is important to consider" the straw which breaks the earners back *.

As for the "sensitive receivers * the waters of Nim Shue W a n  tKcse cicse :c 
effluent must be considered as "potentially polluting*. Not e\^n tc ^  r^r.er ̂  -
surge , back-flow and the !ike.
All of the tables and calculations of the applicant should fce taken w *  a ；arcs s a :
as simply : effluent to the sea = generally cor.sicerec is Vate- cn *.
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F r o m  P L A N D  A N D  M Y  C O M M E N T S  IN R E G A R D  T O  T H I S  A P P U C A n C N ：

Aims of Environmental Planning
2.1,1
To achieve a better environment through planning.…



⑻
"to a v o i d  creating n e w  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  problems....

THERE ARE ADDITIONAL PROBLEMS ( A!Rt NOISE, LESS TREES, REDUCED WASTE 
HANDLING CAPACITY. ALL WRITTEN ALREADY IN PREVIOUS COMMENTS)
(b)

"to seize opportunities for e n v i r o n m e n t a l  i m p r o v e m e n t ....

NO OPPORTUNITY FOR IMPROVEMENT SEIZED IN THIS DEVELOPMENT

P r o p e r  land u s e  planning,

(b) proposed land uses in the same development area are compatible with each 
other… THERE IS NO NECESSITY FOR THIS DEVELOPMENT AS PLANNED. IT HAS NO 
CONNECTION WITH HOUSING SHORTAGE IN HONG KONG , AND AS FOR OPTIMISING  
LAND USE M THE APPLICANT , IN CASE HAS LARGE TRACTS OF LAND AVAILABLE IN DB 
WITHOUT CREATING ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL PROBLEMS.
IN CASE, THE PLANNED DEVELOPMENT Y/I-DB/3 AREA 10b MUST BE SCALED BACK IN 
SIZE TO BE SOMEWHAT COMPATIBLE WITH THE CURRENT ENVIRONMENT IN DB .
THE DEVELOPMENT \ t \S A L S O N O T ,,COMPATIBLE"AS WITH THE OBVIOUS 
POLLUTING ACTIVITIES IN THE PODIUM , RIGHT UNDER THE RESIDENTIAL 
DEVELOPMENT, .AND ALSO THE CONNECTED VEHICLE TRAFFIC, PLUS THE SEWAGE 
TREATMENT PLANT AND THE PETROL-FILLING STATION .
(C) .
a d e q u a t e  a n d  suitably sited e n v i r o n m e n t a l  facilities are p r o v i d e d  to e n s u r e  p r o p e r  handling a n d  

dis p o s a l  of all w a s t e s  a n d  w a s t e  w a t e r  arising f r o m  p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t s .

THIS IS NOT THE CASE WITH BOTH THE PLANNED DB DEVELOPMENTS (THIS ONE 
AND ALSO Y/l-DB/2 AREA 6F.)
THE PLANNED NEW WASTE HANDLING FOR THE WHOLE OF DB f TRANSFER AND 
DISPOSAL FACILITIES ARE COMPLETELY INADEQUATE AND ILL-PLACED UNDER A 
PODIUM STRUCTURE. AS MENTIONED ABOVE AND THIS WAS ALREADY WRITTENIN 
PREVIOUS COMMENTS.
IT IS DEFINITELY NOT IN THE CATEGORY OF " SUITABLY SITED ENVIRONMENTAL 
FAC IL IT IESn
2.2.2
⑹  . 
t h e  c a pacity of the e n v i r o n m e n t  to receive additional d e v e l o p m e n t s ,  for e x a m p l e ,  the capacity of 

a n  ai r s h e d  br w a t e r  b a sin to receive a n d  assimilate residuals or the capacity of the e n v i r o n m e n t  

infrastructure s u c h  a s  s e w e r a g e  a n d  w a s t e  reception facilities to a c c o m m o d a t e  further 

residuals;

AS WRITTEN ABOVE t DB HAS LIMITED CAPACITY TO ACCEPT  
ALREADY'THE LIMITS REGARDING 25.000 RESIDENTS INDICATE THAT.
THE TPB MUST NOT FORGET THAT SERVICE FACILITIES ARE ALSO STRESSED  
BECAUSE OF THE OFTEN LARGE INFLUX OF VISITORS AND TOURISTS CREATING 
ENVIRONMENTAL DEGRADATION TO THIS CONFINED AREA, THE NUMBERS ARE IN 
ADDITION TO THE RESIDENTS IN THIS PLACE.

Air Quality C o n s i d e r a t i o n s

2.3.2
Air quality Is affected b y  s u c h  factors a s  the e m i s s i o n  rate of air pollutants, the s eparation 

d i s t a n c e  b e t w e e n  e m i s s i o n  s o u r c e s  a n d  receptors, t o p o g r a p h y ,  height a n d  wid t h  of b u 丨Idings as

well a s  m e t e o r o l o g y . ....

A S  F O R  A N  ON-SITE S E W A G E  T R E A T M E N T  O D O U R S  O F  DIFFERENT KIND M U S T  BE
C O N S ID E R E D  A L S O  W H E N  S L U D G E  W IL L  BE R E M O V E D .
v W i e r e v e r  practicable, m a j o r  air pollution emitters are sited to the w e s t  or s o u t h w e s t  of u r b a n  

a r e a s  a n d  n e w  t o w n s  to take a d v a n t a g e  of the prevailing north-easterly w i n d s ;

DB IS LOCATED IN A SEMICIRCLE OF MOUNTAINS IN T H E" BA CKM! BECAUSE OF THIS 
IMPEDIMENT TO AIR-CIRCULATION WE ALREADY FACE EXTRA AIR-POLLUTION (

NO BETTER  ENVIRONMENT, DEFIN ITELY ON ALL CO U N TS TH E ENV IRONM ENT WIUL BE
W O RSE .



W a t e r  Quality Considerations

2.3.4

It s h o u l d  b e  n o t e d  that there is a general shift of estuarine to o c e a n i c  conditions in a  w e s t  to 

east direction in the coastal w a t e r s  of H o n g  K o n g .  A n y  m a j o r  d e v e l o p m e n t s  w h i c h  are likely to 

c a u s e  significant disruption to w a t e r  circulation should b e  either a v o i d e d  a s  far a s  possible or 

subjected to w a t e r  quality modelling tests prior to the finalisation of site selection.

P L E A S E  T O  K E E P  IN M I N D  .

2.3.5

A n y  d e v e l o p m e n t  w h i c h  c a u s e s  either conflict with the constraints or d a m a g e  of the r e s o u r c e s  

a n d  a m e n i t y  a r e a s  s h o u l d  b e  avoided, unless the conflict c a n  b e  resolved or the Imposilion of 

appropriate d e v e l o p m e n t  controls is practicable. T h e  w a t e r - b a s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t s  s h o u l d  b e  

located s u c h  that bulk w a t e r  e x c h a n g e  is m a x i m i s e d .

C O N T R A R Y  T O  W H A T  T H E  A P P L I C A N T  C L A I M S  : N I M  S H U E  W A T E R S  A R E  C A L M  , 

L I T T L E  T I D A L - S T R E A M  - A C T I V I T I E S  C A N  B E  S E E N  A N D  T H E R E  IS D E F I N I T E L Y  L I M I T E D  

D I S P E R S I V E  C A P A C I T Y .

P O L L U T I O N  F R O M  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN N I M  S H U E  W A N  V I L L A G E  M U S T  A L S O  B E  K E P T  

IN M I N D  A N D  A D D E D  T O  T H E  S I T U A T I O N .

MARINE/FERRY -D IESELS, AIRCRAFT, D ISNEY DAILY F IREW ORKS , LOCAL VEH ICLE
TRAFFIC )

W a s t e  M a n a g e m e n t  Cons i d e r a t i o n s

2.3,6

In the preparation of land u s e  plans, effort sh o u l d  b e  m a d e  to reserve sufficient sites in suitable 

locations for municipal w a s t e  reception a n d  transfer facilities.... A s  s o m e  u s e s  h a v e  potential to 

c a u s e  n u i s a n c e s  a n d  to give rise to special r e q u i r e m e n t s  for w a s t e  disposal a n d  effluent 

discharge, d u e  consideration s h o u l d  b e  giv e n  to their location a n d  d e s i g n  to m i n i m i s e  the 

potential impacts.

T H E  P R O P O S E D  N E W  S P A C E  U N D E R  A  P O D I U M  S T R U C T U R E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  , 

T H E  A P P L I C A N T ' S  R E F U S E  R E C E I V I N G  S T A T IO N  P L A N N E D  F O R  T H E  W H O L E  O F  D B ,  IS 

T O T A L L Y  I N A D E Q U A T E  F O R  T H E  P R E S E N T  A N D  M O R E S O  M U S T  B E  F O R  T H E  F U T U R E .  

IT W A S  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D 丫 A B O U 丁 IT.

A L S O  T H E  P L A N N E D  L I M I T E D  S P A C E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D L I N G  F A C I L I T I E S  C A N N O T  B E  

C O M P A T I B L E  W I T H  T H E  P H I L O S O P H Y  O F  2 1 S T  C E N T U R Y  W A S T E  - H A N D L I N G  f- 

S E P A R A T I N G  S O R T I N G  F O R  R E C Y C L I N G  A N D  R E - U S E .

9

IN C O N C L U S I O N  I S T R O N G L Y  O B J E C T  T O  T H I S  A P P L I C A T I O N  .

T H O M A S  G E B A U E R

owner/resident

T h o m a s  G e b a u e r
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To: Secretary, Town Planning Board 

Date: 30 December, 2016

Application No. Y/I-DB/3. Area l 〇b -Amendments dated 29th November 2016 -OBJECTION

Dear Sirs . . .

I am writing as a home owner and long time (18 years) resident of Discovery Bay.

The main purpose of the above amendment is to better explain the STW,. This would not be necessary if we all stick to 

the planned population of 25,000, as I sincerely hope the TPB will agree is the right way to treat this case.

e

Thereis a complete absence of a site plans for the 10b S T W  and there is no attempt to describe its visual impact on what 

is now a very green and attractive wooded slope.

Is the removal of mature trees included in the 168 trees noted earlier?

I could go on more about the environmental impact, for which the is S T W  must be considered a "no no", but I can see 
that many important points have already been made by others.

However, I do wish to take this opportunity to say that 10b is zoned as an 

area designated as the service area for Discovery Bay,

which I have looked down at with some affection since arriving in Discovery Bay. It is interesting to watch the 

movement.

It 二

should and must remain

a s ^ i

is

and what it

was always intended for. There should be no question of zoning to include residential development.

But just in case the TPB finds that HKR's land optimisation scheme has some appeal in order free land for residential 

building, (which we agree is necessary for HK.- but this I assume is not aimed at low cost housing ?), I take this 

opportunity to explain my fears for the scheme. I have been looking down on this site for many years!

I am not impressed at all by the H K R  artists impressions of the future of this site, which appear to be traffic free, but 

there will be traffic, lots of it.

10b has always had a needlessly derelict appearance, which was always difficult to understand. For example inexpensive 

improvements to appearance were asked for at the entrance to Marina Drive. W e  now understand why H K R  was already

creating a negative illusion against which their eventual ••improvements11 could later be projected.



This was their right.

The podium cannot possibly contain everything that is needed and the narrow M arina Drive cannot possibly handle all its 
projected traffic safely and in keeping with a residential area. Pedestrians will certainly not be at ease on the single 
footpath as indicated in one of the artists impressions - they will indeed be take the promenade for their own safety.

What is of great concern now is how the developer believes it can continue to provide adequate services to serve a DB
population now moving towards 30,000 plus ?

Everything is 
a seriously degraded 

- services - logistics - resident lifestyle 
: for what ?

10b - Imagine if this area was zoned for residential purposes only and looked like this ....

.... and



then
a developer came to the TPB with the idea of LAND OPTIMISATION

th t̂
require

s

zoning permission to 

add
the following utilities and a tourist hub with toilets and shops:

e = exists x = impossible due to insufficient space s = squeezed onto 
restricted

open spaces p = demolish and rebuild 
the

low rise dwellings over 
over a new 

podium

(east to west - utilities catering for a population of growing towards 

30

,000 people and beyond)

x sp^for 

leisure activities 

x heliport, which 

in the past also served as a 

sports ground

x boatyard for repair and storage of 40 small to medium boats together with container storage and a boat lift, 

x container yard for 16 containers and outdoor storage of materials, brand new golf carts, spare bus tyres, pallets and 

large amounts of bottled water in crates 

x dangerous goods storage

s refueling station for golf carts, a fleet of buses (DB ferry and marine refueling will not riot possible) 

s ferry and vehicle interchange for the Kaito Ferry

s busy dockside disembarking and embarking if not daily, very regularly L PG trucks, LPG gas cylinders, other gas 

cylinders, bottled water, tyres, building materials, 

s mporing for the Bounty with an interchange for tour buses 

e fc^tipal telecommunications exchange for discovery bay

p principal waste separation centre for recycling waste consisting of open air parking for up to 6 trucks, up to 20 skips, 

numerous scrap collection bins, and indoor area, 

p bus depot with bus cleaning and bus repair facilities 

p various offices and storage rooms 

p day and overnight parking for H K R  delivery vehicles, 

p golf cart repair area with parking for up to 20 golf carts

e sewage pumping station transformed into a sewage treatment system to handle excess capacity 

x - the residents of the marina

have to lose the benefit and H K R  needs to relocate the contents of t 

he container yard

s - with the exception of the refuelling station none of these can work as intended due to restricted space.

However t

he very visible refueling station at the gateway to the new development and Peninsula Village 

is a needless



intrusion for residents

who are limited to golf carts as personal transport by the DMC _ it should remai correctly placed as now in the utility 
area.
p - the introduction of the podium

to try to camouflage all the services currently being partly provided in the open air so that the residents will not think 
they exist is not credible
-the people living above and opposite will be affected by eveiy kind of pollution - noise: traffic pollution, air 

conditioning compressors and other noises, air pollution from H V A C  systems, vehicles, various engineering activities and 

the

refuse reception

-the naixow street passing south of the podium will caiTy an unbearable amount of traffic.

Marina Drive will be

a narrow street and the sound will be reflected 

off

the podium wall. It will not be the pleasant experience

fantasised

in the

H K R

brochures. It will be dangerous 

due to:

-frequent buses, deliveries and golf carts to the Marina Club 

-frequent buses, deliveries and golf carts to the residential development 

-frequent buses, deliveries and golf carts to the Kaito feny 

-frequent buses, deliveries to the new tourist hub with shops 

-deliveries, and pickup from the dockside, including dangerous materials 

-all the traffic entering and exiting the podium.

Government departments need to consider normal conditions on the site and 

may

have witnessed a level of activity on 10b, which'was
M

abnormally
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Application No. Y/I-DB/3. Area 10b, Discovery B a y  
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To: Se c r e t a r y ,  T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d  

D a t e :  3 0  D e c e m b e r ,  2 0 1 6

D e a r  Sirs,

Re: A p p l i c a t i o n  N o .  Y / I - D B / 3 .  A r e a  1 0 b ,  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  -  P o t a b l e  W a t e r  a n d  S e w a g e  F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n

I t a k e  p l e a s u r e  in f o r w a r d i n g  t h e  a t t a c h e d  s u b m i s s i o n  t o  t h e  T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d  in r e s p e c t  o f  t h e  s u b j e c t  

A p p l i c a t i o n .

Y o u r s  sincerely,

A n d r e w  B u r n s



To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
cc: District Lands Office, Islands; LACO
Date: 30 December, 2016

Dear Sirs,

Re: Application No. Y/l-DB/3. Area 10b. Discovery Bay 
Further Information dated 30 November. 2016

I note that the comments that I submitted previously in respect of Application No. Y/l-DB/3 
have not been addressed by the Applicant, Hong Kong Resort Company Limited (HKR). 
Many of the points that I raised deal with the fact that the Lot, including the Application Site, 
is held under a Deed of Mutual Covenant (DMC). The Applicant's rights over the land are 
strictly limited by the DMC. Meanwhile, all the assigns of the Applicant are co-owners of the 
Lot and have property rights that must be respected.

As part of the public consultation process, the Applicant should address the issues raised 
by the co-owners of the Lot. The Town Planning Board should then allow the co-owners of 
the Lot a reasonable time to respond before it considers the Application further. Should the 
Applicant refuse to engage with the co-owners of the Lot on the substantive issues raised 
during the course of the public consultation, the Town Planning Board should reject the 
Application.

Here, I wish to comment on the letter submitted on 30 November, 2016 by Masterplan 
Limited on behalf of the Applicant. According to the letter:

The Applicant believes that, should W SD  and E P D  plans for infrastructure 
expansion, all proposed future developments in the vicinity areas, including those in 
the Discovery Bay, should be considered on equal and fair basis.

This statement ignores the fact that, under the New Grant for Discovery Bay dated 10 
September, 1976 (IS 6122 in the Land Registry), it is specifically stated that the Grantee is 
responsible for providing all potable water and sewage services to the Lot.

Regarding potable water supply, at Special Condition 36(a) the New Grant states:

Government does not undertake to supply water to the lot

Regarding sewage treatment, at Special Condition 31 the New Grant states:

The drainage of any building erected on the lot shall be effected a s  m ay be required 
by the said Director and the Grantee shall not discharge or cause  or permit or suffer 
to be discharged into any sewer, storm-water drain, channel, storm-course or sea, 
any sewage, foul or contaminated water, or noxious or harmful liquids without the 
prior written consent of the said Director who shall as a condition of granting his 
consent require the Grantee to provide, operate and maintain throughout the term 
hereby granted at his own expense and to the satisfaction of the sa id  Director
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s u i t a b l e  w o r k s  a t  t h e  p o s i t i o n s  s h o w n  o n  t h e  a p p r o v e d  M a s t e r  L a y o u t  P l a n  f o r  t h e  

t r e a t m e n t  a n d  d i s p o s a l  o f  s e w a g e  o r  f o u l  o r  c o n t a m i n a t e d  w a t e r .

On the current Master Plan (the Master Plan is defined at Condition 10 and Specia l 
Condition 6 of the New  Grant), the Minimum Assoc ia ted  Facilities (a s  defiend in the New  
Grant) are listed. These  still include a Sew age  Treatment Plant and a  Dam/Reservoir.

Therefore, provision of potable water and sew age  services is not a  sim ple matter of 
considering a request on an "equal and fair basis." Provision of potable water and sew age  
services will require formal modification of the New  Grant and M aste r Plan, to rem ove the 
requirement that the Grantee is responsible for such  services.

The Town Planning Board and relevant Governm ent departments shou ld  take note that the 
present arrangements for the supply of potable water and sew age  se rv ice s  to the Lot are 
unsatisfactory. The plans were drawn up and executed in secret and in haste, in a  m anner 
that is incompatible with the D M C  and the New  Grant.

The agreement w as negotiated between 1995 and 1997, som e  15  ye a rs  after the D M C  w as 
executed. In contravention of the DM C, the Applicant negotiated direct with the 
Government. According to the D M C , only the Manager, not the Applicant, shall " r e p r e s e n t  

t h e  O w n e r s  i n  a l l  m a t t e r s  a n d  d e a l i n g s  w i t h  G o v e r n m e n t  o r  a n y  u t i l i t y  o r  o t h e r  c o m p e t e n t  

a u t h o r i t y  o r  a n y  o t h e r  p e r s o n  w h o m s o e v e r  i n  a n y  w a y  t o u c h i n g  o r  c o n c e r n i n g  t h e  d u e  

m a n a g e m e n t  o f  t h e  C i t y . "  T h i s  must include supp ly of all services. T h e  term ■ •Owners" is 
defined in the D M C  to include the Applicant.

Under the deal reached in secret between the Applicant and the Governm ent, and unlike 
other lots in Hong Kong, services are not provided to the Lot bounday. T h e  App licant 
entered into short-term tenancies (STTs) with the Governm ent to connect to the pre-existing 
faciliites of the Water Supp lie s Department and Drainage Se rv ice s Department, located 
several kilometres from the Lot. The STTs were only revealed to the City O w n e rs '
Committee six years after the fact. Although the Governm ent sends-the  invoice for the S T T s  
to the Applicant, the Applicant does not pay -  the invoice is p a sse d  to the M a n a g e r  for 
payment from the Managem ent Funds.

If the Government is to provide potable water and sew age  se rv ices to the Lot, the injustice 
perpetrated in 1997 must be addressed. Potable water and se w a ge  se rv ice s  shou ld  be 
provided to the Lot boundary on the sam e terms and conditions a s  potable water and 
sewage services are supplied to all other residential and commercial a rea s in H ong  Kong. 
Furthermore, the agreement must be negotiated transparently with the M anager, not in 
secret with the Applicant.

Yours sincerely,

Andrew Burns
Owner and resident, D iscovery Bay
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for DB
. The cart will be modernised and likely 
be
battery powered.

The 10b proposal is clearly not addressing the problem of the parking for the inevitable golf carts. A round AS p a rk in g  
spaces needed in various locations on the site and this needs to be provided.

- around 20 spaces required at the golf cart service centre 
- up to 15 spaces requii-ed at the Kaito Pier 
- there are cmiently 3 new carts parked in the container yard
- the Marina Club and boatyard has around 10 golf carts and it not clear if they can stay in their presen t lo ca tio n , 
which would be at the base of one of the proposed tower blocks ’



g o lf carts  due fo r  de livery  
^T-

m ost no t on 10b

but cou ld  interfere w ith the
m ovem ents around the  p ro p o sed  to w er b locks



In addition to golf cart parking spaces there is a shortage of spaces for the

(apparent excessive n u m b e r s  of)

H K R  registered delivery vehicles in Discovery B a y  (often around 17 delivery vehicles 

parked in the 10b area

- nearly all the hire cars n e e d  to park overnight

There are also around 4 0  containers in use for storage a n d  the waste m a n a g e m e n t  c o m p a n y  has u p  to 18 skips a n d  

other containers around the

separation for recycling area, w h i c h  will b e

b e c o m e  only

a refuse -

receiving 

s ■

tation

.There can b e  as m a n y  as 6  trucks ( m e d i u m  and large) around this area at o n e  time



T h e  buses appear to have enough space allowed for the overnight parking under the foreseen podium, but the 

Application does 

not provide adequate

^'yarkiiig for the current n u mbers of golf carts, delivery vehicles

, service trucks 

and storage containers.

T h e  pcxiium solution for creating space to build houses 

appears to be unworkable

T h e

traffic
passing along Marina Drive will be intolerable for the residents 

living o

^  .pposite the podium

Th a n k  you for your kind attention 

Iza Rainbow

O w n e r  ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■  

Peninsula V O C  m e m b e r
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29日12月2016年星期四 15:15 5838
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
Application No.Y/1-08/3 Area 10b in Discovery Bay

D e a r  S i r / M a d a m ,

Please accept this email as my objection to the proposed development of Area 10b in Discovery Bay near Nim 
Shue Wan because our community cannot sustain another development with the current infrastructure problems 
that exist... in particular sewage, and therefore, my objection to this proposal is directly linked to my objections to 
the proposed development of a Sewage Treatment Facility in Discovery Bay on the basis that it is an unhealthy 
proposal and not suitable for being in our environment.

Even without all the research, it is just completely wrong to have treated sewage being dumped into the bay near 
operating restaurants and an active beach area. The bacteria and toxins released from sewage discharge will 
breed an unhealthy environment that exposes us, the community, e-coli as well as other illnesses Iv m sure. Not 
to mention the disgusting smell from the discharge being so close to restaurants and our every day living 
environment. How is one to enjoy a meal out or a walk along the boardwalk with the stench of discharged sewage 
Just go stand at the ferry pier in Central … it smells horrible. It 's  completely unacceptable and unhealthy and the 
prc^.-.al should be rejected, and TPB should not approve the application.

'W  *

Contrary to other submissions supporting the project as a positive development for our community, HKR cannot 
and/or does not maintain and support its current responsibilities. Our grass and gardens are not well kept - 
often times the reason cited is because of budget restraints. Our internal transportation system is extremely 
taxed - between the buses being overflowing at times, and the lack of hire car availability, there are times where 
our transportation needs cannot be met. Earlier this year, there are two occasions where another village had 
burst pipes and residents were without flushing water for several days. HKR should look after its existing 
infrastructure problems first before being given permission to build more to add to the current problems we have.

To say that new development will bring in more money to share the costs of maintenance expenses of communal 
facilities and will benefit all owners is rubbish since the new development will cost an abundance of money, and it 
will take time before HKR will be in a position to say they now have the funds.

To do land reclamation and negatively affect our marine ecosystems, and to remove existing mountainside, 
greenery, bushes, etc. to build not only the towers, but the Sewage Treatment Facility does not benefit the 
community in any way. To say that the new development will beautify and bring in new leisure facilities is also 
r u ^  sh since nothing is better than the natural setting that currently exists. There will be NO new park for the 
barking deer, the birds and butterflies, and for our dogs and children to run freely, or for us to enjoy the natural 
beauty and nature of NOT HAVING monstrous towers in our backyard.

Please reject the proposal and not approve the applications being requested.

Many thanks and kind regards, 
Vera Giovannitti

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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2 9日12月2 0 1碎星期四15:16 

tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

Application No.Y/1-08/3 - A r e a  10b in Discovery B a y
5838

Dear Sir/Madam,

Please accept this email as my objection to the proposed development of Area 10b in Discovery Bay near Nim Shue Wan because our 
community cannot sustain another development with the current infrastructure problems that exist... in particular sewage, and therefore, my 
objection to this proposal is directly linked to my objections to the proposed development of a Sewage Treatment Facility in Discovery Bay 
on the basis that it is an unhealthy proposal and not suitable for being in our environment.

Even without all the research, it is just completely wrong to have treated sewage being dumped into the bay near operating restaurants and 
an active beach area. The bacteria and toxins released from sewage discharge will breed an unhealthy environment that exposes us, the 
community, e-coli as well as other illnesses I'm sure. Not to mention the disgusting smell from the discharge being so close to restaurants 
and our every day living environment. How is one to enjoy a meal out or a walk along the boardwalk with the stench of discharged 
sewage? Just go stand at the ferry pier in Central... it smells horrible. Ifs completely unacceptable and unhealthy and the proposal should 
be rejected, and TPB should not approve the application.

Contrary to other submissions supporting the project as a positive development for our community, HKR cannot and/or does not maintain 
and support its current responsibilities. Our grass and gardens are not well kept - often times the reason cited is because of budget 
restraints. Our internal transportation system is extremely taxed - between the buses being overflowing at times, and the lack of hire car 
availability, there are times where our transportation needs cannot be met. Earlier this year, there are two occasions where another village 
had burst pipes and residents were without flushing water for several days. HKR should look after its existing infrastructure problems first 
befc^eing given permission to build more to add to the current problems we have.

To say that new development will bring in more money to share the costs of maintenance expenses of communal facilities and will benefit 
all owners is rubbish since the new development will cost an abundance of money, and it will take time before HKR will be in a position to 
say they now have the funds.

To do land reclamation and negatively affect our marine ecosystems, and to remove existing mountainside, greenery, bushes, etc. to build 
not only the towers, but the Sewage Treatment Facility does not benefit the community in any way. To say that the new development will 
beautify and bring in new leisure facilities is also rubbish since nothing is better than the natural setting that currently exists. There will be 
NO new park for the barking deer, the birds and butterflies, and for, our dogs and children to run freely, or for us to enjoy the natural beauty 
and nature of NOT HAVING monstrous towers in our backyard.

Please reject the proposal and not approve the applications being requested.

Many thanks and kind regards,
Vera Giovannitti

❿

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
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Doris Chan

5839

Application No. Y/l-DB/2 Area 6f - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - OBJECTION

Application No. Y/l-DB/3 Area 10b - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - OBJECTION

I am a Hillgrove Village owner of Glamour Court. I am deeply concerned by the numerous bad aspects of the this 
Application which have been covered by earlier consultations.

This 4th round consultation confirms the reintroduction of local sewage treatment within Discovery Bay and I 
particularly object to this retrograde step and an inevitable environmental deterioration for DB residents and the 
marine life.

HKR didn't finish and report all the assessments of sewerage impact, drainage impact, traffic impact on vehicles 
and pedestrians. Trees protection didn't mention in details as well. Those development will affect Discovery Bay 
ref . nts directly. DB residents have to supper all air, sound and water pollution.

Once again, I object to the above application.

Your sincerely,



寄件者： 

寄件曰期 : 
收件者： 

主旨：

tpbpd

J月 2016年 星 期 五 20:29
tom chan 
3〇日m  
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Objection to Y/I-DB/2 Area 6 f and Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b

5840

Application No. Y/I-DB/2 Ai'ea 6f - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - OBJECTION 

Application

I am a Hillgrove Village owner of Glamour Court. I am deeply concerned by the numerous bad aspects of 
the this Application which have been covered by eai'lier consultations.

Area 10b - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - OBJECTION

This 4th round consultation confmns the reintroduction of local sewage treatment within Discovery Bay 
and I particularly object to this retrograde step and an inevitable environmental deterioration for DB 

广 i  residents and the marine life.

HKR didn't finish and report all the assessments of sewerage impact, drainage impact, teffic impact on 
vehicles and pedestrians. Trees protection didn't mention in details as well. Those development will affect 
Discovery Bay residents dii'ectly. DB residents have to supper all air, sound and water pollution.

Once again, I object to the above application.

Your sincerely, 
Chan Sin Kong

G r

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


寄件者： Doris C h a i f B I H M I B I
寄件日期： 30日12月2016年星期五20:24
收件者： tpbpd@pland.gov.hk '
全旨： Objection to Y/I-DB/2, Area 6f and YI/-DB/3, Area 10b 5841

A pplication  N o. Y /I-D B /2 A rea 6 f  - am endm ents dated  29th N ovem ber 
2016 - O B JEC T IO N

A pplication  N o( Y /I-DB/3) A rea 10b - am endm ents dated 29th 
N ovem ber 2016 ^ 0 B J E C T IO N

I am  a H illgrove V illage ow ner o f  G lam our Court. I am  deeply 
concerned by the  num erous bad aspects o f  the this A pplication w h ich  
have  been  covered  by earlier consultations.

I TI^ls 4 th  round  consultation  confirm s the reintroduction o f  local sew age 
trea tm ent w ith in  D iscovery  Bay and I particularly object to this 
retrograde step and an inevitable environm ental deterioration for D B  
residents and th e  m arine life.

H K R  didn 't fin ish  and report all the assessments o f sew erage im pact, 
drainage im pact， traffic  im pact on vehicles and pedesM ans. Trees 
pro tec tion  d idn?t  m ention  in  details as well. Those developm ent w ill 
affect D iscovery  B ay residents directly. DB residents have to supper all 
air, sound and w ater pollution.

C ^ce  again, I object to the above application.

Y our sincerely,
Chan Suk C hing D oris

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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副本： 
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附件：

B h a v n a  Shivpuri —

3 0日1 2月2 0 1 6年星期五15:36 D O ^ d
t p b pd@pland.gov.hk 

B h a v n a  Shivpuri - personal

Applications nos Y / I - D B / 2  related to A r e a  6f  and^(/I - D B / 3  /elated to A r e a  10b - f e e d b a c k  o n  a m e n d m e n t s  dated 29th N o v e m b e r  2 0 1 6  

Are a  1 0b letter 3 0  Dec.pdf; A r e a  6f letter 3 0  Dec.i

Dear Sir

Please note m y  objection to the submission by the Applicant of amendments on 29th November 2016 in 

relation to the captioned. Attached are two separate letters for Areas 6b and 1 Of.

Unless and until the applicant is able to provide detailed responses to m y  comments per the attached for 

further review and comment, both these applications should be withdrawn.

Sincerely 

Bhavna Shivpuri

H o n g  K o n g

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Bhavna S. Shivpuri
w-. ~ v：v一二《■£■、/ t' w.hv-^ > 一 i,>,^"-~,"̂ ;r~—   

3 0 th D e c e m b e r ,  2 0 1 6

5842
T h e  Secretariat

T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d

1 5/F, N o r t h  P o i n t  G o v e r n m e n t  Offices

3 3 3  J a v a  R o a d ,  N o r t h  Point

( V i a  email: t ; i  b  f k ! ：̂ ! d  h m  d . g o  h  k )

D e a r  Sirs,

S e c t i o n  1 2 A  A p p l i c a t i o n  N o .  Y / I - D B / 3  

A r e a  1 0 b ,  L o t  3 8 5  R P  &  E x t  (Part) in D . D .  3 5 2 .  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  

O b j e c t i o n  to t h e  A m e n d m e n t s  d a t e d  2 9 th N o v e m b e r  2 0 1 6

I refer to t h e  a b o v e  a n d  w o u l d  like to p u t  f o r w a r d  m y  co n c e r n s  as follows r e g a rding the p r o p o s e d  

S t a n d a l o n e  S e w a g e  T r e a t m e n t  W o r k s '  ( S T W )  to b e  built for the p r o p o s e d  e x p a n s i o n  b y  H K R  o f  A r e a  

1 0 b  a b o v e .  M y  objections a n d  c o n c e r n s  are as follows -

«

1. T h e  capital a n d  operational costs b o t h  current a n d  future for the p r o p o s e d  S T W  h a v e  n o t  b e e n  

clearly identified w h i c h  places a n  unfair b u r d e n  o n  o w n e r s  a n d  residents o f  D B .

2. T h e  effluents d i s c h a r g e d  f r o m  t he S T W  are n ot be i n g  folly treated as p e r  acce p t e d  current 

g l o b a l  n o r m s .  In the current scenario w h e r e  there is' a n  increased e m p h a s i s  o n  pollution 

control s u c h  cavalier disregard isn’t acceptable.

3. T h e  effluents are also b e i n g  transported b y  o p e n  nullah a n d  put directly into the sea w aters 

a r o u n d  D B .  T h i s  is h a z a r d o u s  to health a n d  also h a s  a v e r y  a d v e r s e  effect o n  the living 

e n v i r o n m e n t  for residents n o t  just a r o u n d  the S T W ,  but also the nullali a n d  t±Le sea / b a y  w h e r e  

its eventu a l l y  b e i n g  discharged.

4. T h e  p r o p o s e d  e x p a n s i o n  also requires that a  b a c k u p  b e  p r o v i d e d  to the S T W  in case o f  

b r e a k d o w n  or  accidents a n d  this h a s  not b e e n  included in the plan.

i)

U n l e s s  a n d  until the applicant is able to p r o v i d e  detailed responses to the c o m m e n t s  for further r e v i e w  

a n d  c o m m e n t ,  the application for A r e a  1 0 b  s h o u l d  b e  w i t h d r a w n .

Signature : Date:

I i w

N a m e  o f  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  O w n e r  / R esident: B h a v n a  Shivpuri 

A d d r e s s  J

l o f 5
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sea, next to the D i s c o v e r  F e n y  Pier and next to the existing housing development of L A  C O S T A  

V I L L A G E .

5. . W e  are living in the 21st centuiy and T o w n  Planning m u s t  b e  a foi*ward looking endeavour. T o

m e  it is outrageous e ven consider in "Asia* s W o r l d  City" to put n o w a d a y s  a s e w a g e  treatment plant into 

a housing development.

6. T h e  effluent is planned to be discharged into the shoreline next to a housing development and 

to a c o m m u n a l  beach w h i c h  is u sed b y  D B  residents and others for recreational purposes, this effluent is 

in addition to the already polluted waters in the South of H o n g  K ong.

7. T o  bl ame pollution o n  the Pearl River Delta is hot a point to m a k e  as facts as it is situation must 

be clearly addressed. In H K  o n e  m u s t  get a w a y  f r o m  the view “it is. only little

poEution beside the pollution of H K  waters and around, w e  ai*e facing already m a n y  types of pollution, 

it is important to consider “the straw w h i c h  breaks the cam e l’ s back".

8 T h e  "sensitive receivers" the sea at the Discovery B a y  w o u l d  be "typographically confined basin with 

limited dispersive capacity" thus effluent mu s t  be  considered as “potentially polluting” . N o t  e v e n  to 

mention the matter of stomi surge, backflow and the like. .

All of the tables and calculations of the applicant should be taken with a large pinch of salt as simply: 

effluent to the sea =  generally considered is “water pollution

9. F r o m  P L A N D  A N D  M Y  C O M M E N T S  I N  R E G A R D  T O  TfflS A P P L I C A T I O N :

A i m s  of Environmental Planning

2.1.1 T o  achieve a better environment through planning..' 

N O  B E T T E R  E N V I R O N M E N T

(a) "to avoid creating n e w  environmental problems … .



THERE ARE ADDITIONAL PROBLEMS

(b) "to seize opportunities for environmental improvement •••.

NO OPPORTUNITY SEIZED IN TfflS DEVELOPMENT

Proper land use planning,

(a) proposed land uses in particular development areas are environmentally suitable;

(b) proposed land uses in the same development area ai*e compatible with each other-? • ..THERE IS NO 
NECESSITY FOR TfflS DEVELOPMENT AS PLANNED. THE HKR COMPANY HAS OTHER 
ALTERNATIVES IN DB THAN TO CONVERT GREEN AREAS INTO CONCRETE. IT IS ALSO 
NOT COMPATIBLE, ALONE FOR THE SEWAGE TREATMENT PLANT.

c

(c) adequate and suitably sited envii"〇nmental facilities are provided to ensure proper handling and 
disposal of all wastes and waste water arising from proposed developments.

TfflS IS NOT THE CASE WITH BOTH THE PLANNED DB DEVELOPMENTS AS ALSO THE 
PLANNED NEW WASTE HANDLING FOR THE WHOLE OF DB, TRANSFER AND DISPOSAL 
FACILITIES ARE COMPLETELY INADEQUATE AND ILLPLACED UNDER A PODIUM 
STRUCTURE. TfflS WAS ALREADY WRITTEN IN PREVIOUS COMMENTS.

2.2.2

(c) the capacity of the environment to receive additional developments, for example, the capacity of an 
airshed or water basin to receive and assimilate residuals or the capacity of the environment infrastructure 
such as sewerage and waste reception facilities to accommodate further residuals ；

AS WRITTEN ABOVE, DB HAS LIMITED CAPACITY TO ACCEPT ALREADY THE LIMITS 
REGARDING'25.000 RESIDENTS INDICATE THAT. THE TPB MUST NOT FORGET THAT 
SERVICE FACILITIES ARE ALSO STRESSED BECAUSE OF THE OFTEN LARGE INFLUX OF 
VISITORS AND TOURISTS CREATING ENVIRONMENTAL DEGRADATION TO TfflS 
CONFINED AREA, THE NUMBERS ARE IN ADDITION TO THE RESIDENTS IN THIS PLACE.

Air Quality Considerations



2.3.2 Ail" quality is affected by such factors as the emission rate of aii* pollutants, the separation'distance 
between emission sources and receptors, topography, height and width of buildings as well as 
meteorology........

AS FOR AN ONSITE SEWAGE TREATMENT ODOURS OF DIFFERENT KIND MUST BE 
CONSIDERED ALSO WHEN SLUDGE WILL BE REMOVED.

wherever practicable, major air pollution emitters are sited to the west or southwest of urban areas and 
new towns to take advantage of the prevailing northeasterly winds ；

DB IS ENCLOSED BY MOUNTAINS !

Water Quality Considerations

2.3.4 It should be noted that there is a general shift of estuarine to oceanic conditions in a west to east 
dii'ection in the coastal waters of Hong Kong. Any major developments which are likely , to cause 
significant disruption to water circulation should be either avoided as far as possible or subjected to water 
quality modelling tests prior to the finalisation of site selection.

PLEASE TO KEEP IN MIND.

2.3.5 Any development which causes either conflict with the consfraints or damage of the resources and 
amenity areas should be avoided, unless the conflict can be resolved or the imposition of appropriate 
development controls is practicable. The water based developments should be located such that bulk

.water exchange is maximised. AS SAID，DB_ IS A TOPOGRAPHICALLY CONFINED BASIN WITH 
LIMITED DISPERSIVE CAPACITY.

Waste Management Considerations

2.3.6 In the preparation of land use plans, effort should be made to reserve sufficient sites in suitable 
locations for municipal waste reception and transfer facilities-•*. As some uses have potential to cause 
nuisances and to give rise to special requirements for waste disposal and effluent discharge, due 
consideration should be given to their location and design to minimise the potential impacts.



THE PROPOSED NEW SPACE UNDER A PODIUM STRUCTURE FOR WASTE HANDLING (THE
a p p l ic a n t  n o w  c a l l s  it  r e f u s e  r e c e iv in g  s t a t io n  p l a n n e d  f o r  t h e  v/ h o l e  o f

DB , IS TOTALLY INADEQUATE FOR THE PRESENT AND MUST BE MORESO FOR THE 
FUTURE. IT WAS WRITTEN ALREADY ABOUT IT.

ALSO THE PLANNED SPACE FOR WASTE HANDLING FACILITIES CANNOT BE 
COMPATIBLE WITH THE PHILOSOPHY OF WASTE HANDLING SEPARATING, SORTING FOR 
RECYCLING AND REUSE.

IN CONCLUSION I STRONGLY OBJECT TO THE TWO APPLICATIONS.
5843

CH AO ,H U IH U A  

^  )wner/resident

m m m
Discovery Bay



tpbpd

寄件者： Lingyi Zou
寄件日期： 29日12月2016年星期四18:30
收件者： tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
主旨： Section 12^SppH,cation No. Y/I-DB/3
附件： 6 fL Z .p d f;l(Jb l^ x if

>

> H i ,

>
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> Kindly find our comments attached. We have same concerns as we previously mentioned. Please let us know  if 
anything is unclear.
>

> Regards,
>

> Lingyi Zou Berthou
>

.Owner & resident (>f— D— H M — iscovery Bay

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


T h e  Secretariat

Town Planning Board

15/F, North Point Government Offices

333 Java Road, North Point

(Via email: tpbDd@pland.gov.hk or fax: 2877 0245 / 2522 8426)

Dear Sirs,

Section 1 2 A  Application No. Y/I-PB/3 

A r e a  10b, L o t  385 R F  &  E x t  (Tart) in D.D. 352, Discovery B a y  

Objection to the Submission b y  the Applicant o n  27.10.2016

I refer to the Response to Comments submitted by the consultant for Hong Kong 

Resort ('UKR"), Masterplan Limited (Masterplan55), to address the departmental 

comments regarding the captioned application on 27.10.2016.

Kindly please note that I strongly object to the submission regarding the proposed 

development of the lot. M y  main reasons of objection on this particular submission are 

listed as follows:-

1. I reject the claim made in response to Paragraph #10 in the comments from the 

District Lands Office (lcD L O ,5) that the applicant (HKR) has the absolute right to 

develop Area 10b.

Masterplan is wrong to assume that ownership ofundivided shares i p s o  f a c t o  gives 

the applicant the absolute right to develop Area 10b. The right of the applicant to 

develop or redevelop any part of the lot is restricted by the Land Grant dated 10 

September, 1976; by the Master Plan identified at Special Condition #6 of the Land 

Grant; and by the Deed of Mutual Covenant (£tD M C 5) dated 30 September, 1982.

Upon the execution of the D M C ,  the lot was notionally divided into 250,000 equal 

undivided shares. To date, more than 100,000 of these undivided shares have been 

assigned by H K R  to other owners and to the Manager. The rights and obligations 

of all owners ofundivided shares in the lot are specified in the D M C .  H K R  has no 

rights separate from other owners except as specified in the D M C .

Area 10b forms the "Service Area", as defined in the D M C  and shown on the 

Master Plan. As per the D M C ,  the definition of City C o m m o n  Areas includes the 

following:

" …su c h  p a r t  o r  p a r t s  o f  th e  S e r v i c e  A r e a  a s  s h a l l  b e  u s e d  f o r  th e  b e n e f it  o f  

th e  C ity . T h e s e  C ity  C o m m o n  A r e a s  t o g e th e r  w ith  th o s e  C i t y  R e ta in e d  A r e a s

mailto:tpbDd@pland.gov.hk


as defined and these City Common Facilities as defined form the entire 
"Reserved Portion" and "Minimum Associated Facilities" mentioned in the 
Conditions."

Special Condition 10(a) o f  the L a n d  G r a n t  states that H K R .  m a y  not dispose o f  a n y  

part o f  the lot or the buildings thereon unless they h a v e  entered into a D e e d  o f  

M u t u a l  Covenant. Furthermore, Special Condition 10(c) states:

"(c) In the Deed of Mutual Covenant referred to in (a) hereof, the Grantee 
shall:

(i) Allocate to the Reserved Portion an appropriate number of undivided 
shares in the lot or, as the case may be, cause the same to be carved out 
from the lot, which Reserved Portion the Grantee shall not assign, 
except as a whole to the Grantee’s subsidiary company...”

A s  such，the applicant m a y  not assign the Reserved Portion — w h i c h  includes the 

Service A r e a  defined in the D M C  a n d  s h o w n  o n  the M a s t e r  Plan — except as a  

w h o l e  to the G r a n t e e ^  ( H K R 5s) subsidiary c o m p a n y .  Thus, H K R  has n o  right 

w hatsoever to develop the Service A r e a  (Area 10b) for residential h o u s i n g  for sale 

to third parties.

It will also b e  noted f r o m  the foregoing that H K R  m a y  either allocate a n  

appropriate n u m b e r  o f  undivided shares to the Reserved Portion, or carve s a m e  

out f r o m  the lot! Acc o r d i n g  to the D M C  (Section III, Clause 6), H K R  shall allocate 

Reserve Un d i v i d e d  Shares to the Service Area. H o w e v e r ,  there is n o  evidence in 

the L a n d  Registry that H K R  has allocated a n y  Reserve U n d i v i d e d  Shares to the 

Service A r e a； Thus, it is m o o t  w h e ther H K R  is actually the usole land o w n e r 15 o f  

A r e a  10b. T h e  entire proposal to develop A r e a  1 0 b  for sale or lease to third parties 

is unsound. T h e  T o w n  Plarming B o a r d  should reject the application forthwith.

2. Pursuant to Clause 7  under Section I o f  the D M C ,  every O w n e r  (as defined in the 

D M C )  has the right and liberty to g o  pass a nd repass over a n d  along a n d  u se A r e a  

10b for all purposes connected with the proper use a n d  e n j o y m e n t  o f  the s a m e  

subject to the City Rules (as defined in the D M C ) .  This has effectively granted 

over time an easem e n t  that cannot b e  extinguished. T h e  Applicant has failed to 

consult or seek proper consent f r o m  the co-owners o f  the lot prior to this unilateral 

application. T h e  property rights o f  the existing co-owners, i.e. all property o w n e r s  

o f  the lot, should b e  maintained, secured a nd respected.



In response to D L 0 5s c o m m e n t  #9, w h i c h  advised " T h e  Applicant shall p r o v e  that 

there are sufficient undivided shares retained b y  t h e m  for allocation to the 

proposed development", Masterplan stated " T h e  applicant has r e s p o n d e d  to 

District L a n d s  Office directly via PIKR's letter to D L O  dated 3 A u g  2 0 1 6.n

A s  the lot is under a D M C ,  it is u n s o u n d  for H K R  to c o m m u n i c a t e  in secret to the 

D L O  a n d  withhold information o n  the allocation o f  undivided shares f r o m  the 

other owners. T h e  other o w n e r s  h a v e  a direct interest in the allocation, as an y  

misallocation will directly affect their property rights.

T h e  existing allocation of undivided shares is far f r o m  clear a n d  m u s t  b e  reviewed 

carefiilly. A t  p a g e  7 o f  the D M C ,  only 56,500 undivided shares w e r e  allocated to 

the Residential Development. W i t h  the completion o f  N e o  H o r i z o n  Village in the 

year 2000, H G K R  exhausted all o f  the 56,500 Residential D e v e l o p m e n t  undivided 

shares that it held un d e r  the D M C .

H K R  has p rovided n o  account o f  the source of  the undivided shares allocated to 

all d e v e l o p m e n t s  since 2000. In the case o f  the Siena T w o  A  development, it 

appears f r o m  the Greenvale S u b - D M C  a n d  Siena T w o  A  S u b - S u b  D M C  that 

Retained A r e a  Undi v i d e d  Shares w e r e  improperly allocated to the Siena T w o  A  

development. A s  such, the o w n e r s  o f  Siena T w o  A  d o  not h a v e  proper title to their 

units u n d e r  the D M C .

T h e  T o w n  Planning B o a r d  cannot allow H K R  to hide behi n d  claims of 

^ c o m m e r c i a l  sensitivity59 and keep details o f  the allocation o f  undivided shares 

secret. If the applicant is unwilling to release its letter to the D L O  dated 3 August, 

2016, for public c o m m e n t ,  the B o a r d  should reject the application outright.

T h e  disruption, pollution and nuisance caused b y  the construction to the i m mediate 

residents and property owne r s  nearby is a nd will b e  substantial. This submission 

has not addressed this point.

T h e  proposed land reclamation and construction o f  over sea decking with a width 

o f  9 - 3 4 m  poses environmental hazard to the i m m e d i a t e  rural natural surroundings. 

There are possible sea pollution issues posed b y  the p r o p o s e d  reclamation. T h e  

D L 0 5s c o m m e n t  # 5  advised that the proposed reclamation partly falls within the 

waterpreviously gazetted vide G.N .  593 o n  10.3.1978 forferrypier a n d  submarine 

outfall.” A s  such, the area lias not "been gazetted for reclamation, contrary to the



claims m a d e  in the Application that all proposed reclamation h a d  previously been 

approved. T h e  T o w n  Planning B o a r d  should reject the Application unless a nd until 

this error is corrected. T h e  T o w n  Plamiing B o a r d  should iurther specify the need 

for a foil E nvironmental Impact A s sessment as required under the Foreshore and 

Seabed (Reclamations) Ordinance (Cap. 127).

6. T h e  T o w n  Planning B o a r d  should note that the development approved under the 

existing Outline Z o n i n g  Plan (S/I-DB/4) w o u l d  already see the population of D B  

rise to 25,000 or more. T h e  current application w o u l d  increase the population to 

over 30,000. T h e  original stipulated D B  population o f  25,000 should b e  fully 

respected as the underlying infrastructure cannot support the substantial increase 

in population implied b y  the submission. Wa t e r  Supplies D e p a r t m e n t  and the 

E nvironmental Protection Department have raised substantive questions o n  the 

viability o f  the proposals o n  fresh water supply and s e w a g e  disposal contained in 

the Application, a nd H K R  has not responded adequately to their concerns.

7, T h e  proposed felling o f  168 mature trees in A r e a  10 b  is an ecological disaster, a nd

poses a substantial environmental impact to the i m m ediate natural setting. T h e  

proposal is unacceptable and the proposed tree preservation plan or the tree 

compensatory proposals are totally unsatisfactory.

8. W e  disagree with the applicant's statement in item E.6 o f  R t C  that the existing 

buses parks in A r e a  10b o p e n  space are "eyesores1'. W e  respect that A r e a  10b has 

b e e n  the backyard o f  Peninsula Village for years a nd are satisfied with the existing 

use a n d  operation m o d e s  o f  Ar e a  10b, an d  w o u l d  prefer there will b e  n o  change to 

the existing land use or operational m o d e s  o f  A r e a  10b.

9. T h e  proposed extensive fully enclosed p o d i u m  structure to hou s e  the bus depot, 

the repair w o r k s h o p s  and R C P  are unsatisfactory and w o u l d  cause operational 

health a nd safety hazard to the workers within a fully enclosed structure, especially 

in v i e w  o f  those polluted air a nd volatile gases emitted and the potential noise 

generated within the compounds. T h e  proponent should carry out a satisfactory 

environmental impact assessment to the operational health and safety hazard o f  

the workers within the folly enclosed structure and propose suitable mitigation 

measures to minimize their ejffects to the workers and the residents nearby.
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10. T h e  p r o p o s e d  r e m o v a l  o f  helipad for e m e r g e n c y  u s e  f r o m  A r e a  1 O b  is undesii'able

in v i e w  o f  its possible u r g e n t  u s e  for r e s c u e  a n d  transportation o f  t h e  patients to

the acute hospitals d u e  to the rural a n d  r e m o t e  setting o f  D i s c o v e r y  B a y .  T h i s  

proposal s h o u l d  not b e  a c c e p t e d  w i t h o u t  a p r o p e r  r e - p r o v i s i o n i n g  p r o p o s a l  b y  the 

applicant to the satisfaction o f  all p r o p e r t y  o w n e r s  o f  D B .

11. W e  d isagree w i t h  the applicant's r e s p o n s e  in i t e m  (b) o f  U D & L ,  P l a n D ' s  c o m m e n t  

in R t C  tha t t h e  p r o p o s e d  4 m  w i d e  w a terfront p r o m e n a d e  is a n  i m p r o v e m e n t  to the 

existing situation o f  A r e a  10b. T h e  p r o p o s e d  n a r r o w  p r o m e n a d e  l a c k i n g  o f  

a d e q u a t e  l a n d s c a p i n g  o r  shelters is unsatisfactory in v i e w  o f  its rural a n d  natural 

setting.

12. T h e  A p p l i c a t i o n  h a s  n o t  s h o w n  that the relocation o f  t h e  d a n g e r o u s  g o o d  store to 

a n o t h e r  part o f  the lot is viable. A n y  p r o p o s a l  to r e m o v e  t h e  existing d a n g e r o u s  

g o o d s  store to a n o t h e r  part o f  the lot sho u l d  b e  a c c o m p a n i e d  b y  a  foil s t u d y  a n d  

p l a n  s h o w i n g  that the relocation is viable.

U n l e s s  a n d  until the a pplicant is able to p r o v i d e  detailed r e s p o n s e s  to t h e  c o m m e n t s  for

further r e v i e w  a n d  c o m m e n t ,  t h e  application for A r e a  1 O b  s h o u l d  b e  w i t h d r a w n .

€ ；



寄件日期：• 29E112月2016年M 期四17:07

收件者： tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

主 旨 ： _ iD" 丫 / H ) ? / 3  5 8 4 5

Dear Sir

丨 am a Hillgrove V i丨丨age ow ner ms M e i Chun  丨 arr> deep ly

concerned by the num erous bad aspects o f  the th is App lication  w hich  have been covered by earlier consu ltations.

This 4th round  consultation confirm s the reintroduction o f local sew age  treatm ent w ith in  D iscovery Bay and  I 

particularly object to  this retrograde step and an inevitable env ironm enta l deterio ration  fo r DB  residents and the  

marine life.

I attach [ B .P V O C fo r both and pick either 6 f or 10b as appropriate ] the fo llow ing  excellent su b m iss io n s  

concerning the above, from ne ighbou ring  villages, which, as a H illgrove Owner, I fully endorse , since  they express 

my concerns better than I could myself.

I OBJECT TO  THE A B O V E  APPLICAT ION

Regards 

M ei Chun W o o

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


tpbpd
寄件者： 

寄件日期 : 

收件者： 

主旨：

Janice Fungi 
30012^20
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk ，

Applications No. Y/I-DB/2 Area 6f and N(5rY/I-DB/3j Area 10b 584£：

Dear Sir,

I am writing to raise our concern that numerous City Management (CM) staff'who work for the Hong Kong Resort 
International Company, not owning or residing in Discovery 巳ay, giving their written supports to the subject applications of 
land development. They have serious conflicts of interest. Could you please look into this matter and advise what measures 
should be applied to tackle the problem.

Look forward to hearing from you.

Best regards, 
Fung Ka Po 
Owner

Discovery Bay

Notr^ Someone with the same name as our C M  Manager, supported the HKR application in 
roiAfl 3.
(In my view City Management staff not owning, or residing, in DB should remain neutral to 
avoid any question of conflict of interest).

C .m .m c n l «i» l M a i m i n U  A j i p U c a t i o n  / R e v ie w  

]61 120-225619-23380
K iT c rc n c c  (Vuinltcr：
提 交 限 期

J J m c  for submission:
09/ 12/2016

提 交 日 期 及 時 間 •
Date and time of submission: 20/ 11/2016 22:56:19

有 關 的 規 刺 申 諌 编 號
The application no. to which the  com incnt relnt«»: Y /,*DB/2

「 提 意 見 人 」 姓 名 /名 稱
^  N5.SK cf person reakir^ ；fc；8 comment： 先 生  Mr. G H K o o

親 詳 情
D etails of tb e  C om m ent:

>̂ Ĉ Hy^upP〇 rtntS ^ lscovcry Bay surely create employment opportunity in property

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


PEMS Commeni Submission W  1 / J

4479
獻 母 剠 申 請 /沒 该 提 出 意 見  IVfakiiig C o m m e n t  ⑽  n ⑽ n i n g  A p p t i e a f i o n  / R e v i e w

参 考 編 號  1 6 U 2 0 - 2 2 5 8 3 0 - 7 0 5 6 3

Reference Number:

提交限期 |
Deadline for submission:

提交曰期及時間
Datcandtim eofsubm issian: ,

有關的規刺申請編號
T h e  application no. to w h i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates:

「提意1 A 」姓名/名稱
Natr.c of person m=y^?g comment:

意見詳清
Details o f  t h e  C o m m e n t :

0 9 / 1 2 / 2 0 1 6

2 0 / 1 1 / 2 0 1 6 2 2 : 5 8 : 3 0

Y / I - D B / 3

先 生  M r .  G H K o o

N e w  developments in Discovery B a y  surely create e m p l o y m e n t  opportimity in property industr 

y. FuJJy support______________________ _______________________________________________ -____________________
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5847
就 規 劃 申 請 /覆 核 提 出 意 見 M a k i n g  C o 丨rnn e n t  o n

Planning A p t 产 N o n  / R e v i e w

參 考 編 號

R e f e r e n c e  N u m b e r :

1 6 1 2 3 0 - 1 4 1 3 1 9 - 6 1 0 3 5

較 圆

D e a d l i n e  for submission:

30/12/2016

提 交 日 期 及 時 間

D a t e  a n d  t i m e  of submission:

3 0 /12/2016 14:13:19

有 關 的 規 劃 申 請 編 號  Y/I_D B / 3  

T h e  application no. to w h i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates:

厂 提 意 見 人 j 姓 名 /名 稱  

N a m e  of p e r s o n  m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t :
女 士  M s .  W i n n i e  L e u n g

意 見 詳 情  .

Details of the C o m m e n t :

Proper m a k i n g  use o f  lands should b e  adpated to H o n g  K o n g  for building a better future. 

H o n g  K o n g  needs m o r e  residential &  recreational area，stop w a sting lands a n d  resources



5848

就規劃申請/覆 1  出意見 Making Comment on Planning Application / Review

參考編號 〇 161230-141505-60911
Reference Number:

丨艮期f h . • 30/12/2016Deadline for submission:

提交日期及時間

Date and time of submission:
30/12/2016 14:15:05

有關的規劃申請編號 Y/I_DB/3
The application no. to which the comment relates:

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

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:

增加土地，改善房屋供應



5849
Making Comment on Planning Application / Review

Refcantnc  ̂Number; 161230-173428-6577S

IVeadUne for submission: 30A2/2016

Date and time af submi^sioii: 30fl2C016 17;34i2S

有 爾 主 窘 缰 號
T h e  applicatioii new to which the comment relates: m D B S

Xame €if person maldng diis cammeat: 小逍 \fiss Tammy Mui

D em is of die Commament:
s r sr^rc^csri=.gr3e 

：■>' c f  ；3  p rc o c ss l I 
±i? c^rec£>' c f  Sr^]

p ^ e r ^ i r s e  gox^zrntect 

> v'2 ^ -  S i d  r s s m ;

opticrx tlio^gh H ER  d^sionsim ed the feasibil 
1 b^ssd cm e q ^  snd feir principle, expand
这 rs a m e a i plants xakiES csre o f  ̂  n ^ d s  o f Dis



5850
就規刺申請/覆核提出意見Maki叩 Comment on Planning App丨icaflon/Rcvicw
參 考 觀
Reference Number:

Deadline for submission:

較 曰 期 及 時 間

Date and time of submission:

有 寐 的 規 割 申 請 缰 號  ’

The application no. to whidx the comment relates:

厂 提 意 見 人 j 姓 名 / 名 稱

Name of person making this comment:

Details of Ae Comment:

161230 - 1 7 1 5 4 7 - 5 2 5 4 6

30/12/2016

3 〇n m 〇l6 17:15:47

Y/T-DBQ

T f c ^ M r .  Y a u W n g

A s  realized f r o m  the additional information provided, the impact o f  the n e w  development to the 

£2d s n n g  utilities a n d  surrounding area Is minimal, if not none. T h e  development can bring m o r e  
residential units to H o n g  K o n a  people a n d  it is desirable. I support the development definitely.



0 0  J  JL

就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 M a k i n g  Comment on Planning App厂、〇n / Review

161230-173145-87383參考編號
Reference Number:

駿 _

Deadline for submission:

駿 日 期 及 時 間

Date and time of submission:

有關的規劃申請編號
The application no. to which the comment relates:

提意見人」姓 名 /名 稱  

Name of person maldng this comment:

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:

30/12/2016

30/12/2016 17:31:45

Y/I-DB/3

先生 Mr. Andrew Lam

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and services thi*oug 
li suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought out planning, consultation an 
d impact assessments.
Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated the feasibil 
ity of his proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and fair principle, expand t 
he capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment plants taking care of the needs of Disc 
overy Bay.________________________________________________________ '_________
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