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就規劃申請/覆核提出意見  M aking Comment on P丨aujoing AppU.c3.fion. /  Review

參考編號

R eference Number:
161221-150405-18264

較 限 期
Deadline for submission:

30/12/2016

提交曰期及時間
D ate and  time of submission:

21/12/2016 15:04:05

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

Y/I-DB/2

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 

N am e o f person making this comment:
先 生 Mr. Yau

意見詳情  • 
Details of the C om m ent:

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 higlily desired. I support tlie development.



M  A / i

5425

就規剴申請/覆核提出意見  M aking Cormnent on Pianning Application / Reviev 

参考編號

Reference Number: 161221-151351-00574

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
T he application no. to w.hich the comment relates:

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 *
Name of person m aking this comment:

意見詳情
Details of the C om m ent:

30/12/2016

21/12/2016 15:13:51

Y/I-DB/2

小姐 Miss Wong

It can be seen that sewage treatment and water supply have been well considered and described. 
Environment will face minimaLimpact as realised jGrom the information provided in this consulta 
tion. I don't see any problem. The development has my support.__________________________



rmvio comment ouomissxon 貝 l / i

5426

gfc規劃申請/M核提出意見 Making Comment on Plamiing Application / Revie、v 
參考編號
Reference Number: 161221-151925-60536

提交限期
Deadline for submission: 30/12/2016

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission: 21/12/2016 15:19:25

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

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

先生Mr. Jun

意見詳情
Details of the C om m ent:
Further provided infomiation has clarified the adverse rumour in the community. I don't* see why 
I am not going to support tlie development.



rjc,mo ounrniem £>uoraission 貝 1 / 1
5427

就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 Making Comment ou Planning Application / Review 

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;

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

「提意見人 j 姓名/名襌
Name of person making this comment:

意見詳情
Details of the C om m ent:
圖固在私人王地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及展泛的規■ 、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。

161221-205112-80411 

30/12/2016 

21/12/2016 20:51:12 

Y/I-DB/2

先生 Mr. Peter Tsang



5428
就規S I申請廢核提出意見 M aking Con皿 ent on Piaiming Application / Review

161222-134228-39079

30/12/2016

22/12/201613:42:28

Y/I-DB/2

先生 Mr. Hugo Cheung

意見詳情
Details of the C om m ent:
這個在私人王通的工程項目進_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:

駿 _
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j 姓名/名稱
Name of person making this comment:

iIe:/A\pld-e£ns2\Online ComTnent\16177.9.-1^4^?R-^〇n70 Pomm^nt v  T.nR o v*frwi oo/io/om/:



5429

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:

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

厂提意見人」姓名/名稱
Name of person making this comment:

161223-124439-29320 

30/12/2016 

23/12^016 12:44:39 

Y/I-DB/2

先牛 Mr. Samuel Ip

意見詳情
Details of the C om m ent:
蘧個在私人土地的工程項目逼行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和影響靜估，以低密言 

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藍處理能力至覆蓋整i i 憧 

景灣 ° .

file:/A\pld-egis2\Online_Comment\l 61223-124439-29320_Comment__Y_I-DB_2Jitml 23/12^2016



5430
j 現董I主 i l  覆孩提土意見 M ating Comment on Planning Applicatioa / Review

? Reference Number:
161223-124S40-S9711

Date and time of submission:

有 現 I ? 串讀缢號
The application no. to which the comment relates:

r 提意見人j 蛀名/名稱 
Name of person miking this comment:

意罗

30/12/2016

23/12/2016 12:48:40

Y/I-DB/2

這•_!三 項 5 遑行了十分詳盡及廣2 的規《 、諮詢和影響評估•以低密度 
發畏改善=二區設宠乾娶務• 提供更多沐憩空間• 本人十分支持•

至於误木祀污水龙淳方案•鏟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Z E I E ，在 #展大嗔山诗■考 S 3!大小》灣水務及污水處理廠龙理连力至覆蓋整個谕 

拽 .



5431
就規JS申請/覆核提岀意見 M aking Comment on Planning Application /  Review

參考缇號
Reference Number: 161223-125116-80173

較 隨
Deadline for submission: 30/12/2016

提交曰期及時間
Date and time of submission: 23/12/2016 12:51:16

有關的規劃申請编號
The application no. te which the comment relates:

Y/I-DB/2

「髓 見 人 j 姓名/名稱 
Name of person making this comment:

小姐 Miss May Ip

意見詳情
Details of the Comm ent:
這( i在私人土地的工程項目遙行了十分结盡及廣泛的規®  '諮詢和影響評估，以低密度 
發展改善社區設施和服務' 提供更多休患空間• 本人十分支持• ■

至於供水和污水處理方案• 雄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*在發展大填山時，考慮擴大小择海水務及污水處理寂處理能力至覆蓋整渥馀 

景灣 - _________________________________________________________________



5432

就規E 申請廣核提出意見 Making Comment on Planning Application /  Review 

參考編载
Reference Number:

161223-125256-95454

敷 關
Deadline for submission:

30/12/2016

提交曰期及時間
Date and time of submission:

23/12/2016 12:52:56

有麗的規£申請缰號
The application no. to which the comment relates: Y/I-DB/2

「提意見人」蛀 名 稱
Name of person making this comment:

触 Mr.

意見斧
Details of the Com m ent:
岸 5 任私人工程項目進行了十分詳盡及演泛的規进、 

登g 改善社區設笼和蛋務、提撰更多休憩空間■本人十分3
諮詢和影響評估•以低密度

水f t 污水處理方案，莛然發展商展示了建議的可行注，但我認為政府惠該以公平
公正原則，在發展大填山時，考宠擴大小蠔灣水務及污水處理g 理能力至覆蓋整(1 愉
景；！•



5433

^ ^ 4 1  申 請 覆 M aking Comment on Planning AppMcatioa / Review

Reference Number:

駿 關
Deadline for submission:

数曰期及時間
Date and time of subnussion:

有窺的規申請編號
The application no. to which the comment relates:

r 提意見人」控名/名稱 
Name of person 】

意 雖 倩
Details of the C om m ent:

161223-1:4

50122016

21122016 12:46:45

Y W )B :

這t l在私\± fc的工程項目進行了丁亡詳盡天資泛3 現S 、S S K i饗F S  
發展改善社區設宠钇菠務'提择更多汴碧>本 、十土支持•

至於供水和污水處理方案，鞋6 發展耷_ 示了建議的可厅竺•佳我IS為穴夸
公正原則、在發畏大联山诗》考寒淡大 >蠔灣太 i?叉:亏乂笔里I 老要監7 至 哐 喻

景莺.  ______________________
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5434
就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 M aking Comment on Planning Application /  Review 

參考編號
Reference Number:

提交限期
Deadline for submission:

提交曰期及時間
D ate 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 j 姓名/名稱 
Name of person making this comment:

意見詳情
Details of the C om m ent:

161223-125438-40227

30/12/2016

23/12/2016 12:54:38

Y/I-DB/2

先生 Mr. Ricky 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，考慮擴大小蠔潘水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉 

景灣。 ____________________________



5437
就規劃申請/覆核提出意見  M aking Com m ent on Planning A pplication / Review

參考編號
Reference Num ber:

161223-131714-38335

提交限期

Deadline fo r submission:
30/12/2016

提交日期及時間

Date and time of submission: 23/12/2016 13:17:14

有關的規劃申請編號

The application no. to which the comment relates: Y/I-DB/2

S S M A j  小姐  Miss GRACE MAK
Name of person m aking this comment:

意見詳情

DetaUs of the C om m en 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永處理廠處理能士至覆蓋整個“  
景 灣 。



5435
就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 M aking Comment on Planning Application /  Review

161223-130957-70588

30/12/2016

23/12/2016 13:09:57

The application no. to which the comment relates: A，1

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 小姐Miss TRACEY LHJHG
Name of person making 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拧了十分詳盡及廣2 的規劊、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能力至覆蓋整個愉  

景^ ___________________________________________________________________

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



5436
就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 M aking Comment on Planning A pplication /  Review

161223-125544-10025
Reference Number:

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 12:55:44

有關的規劃申請編號 Y M )B /2
The application no. to which the comment relates:

「提意見人j 姓名/名稱 先 生 Luk 
Name ：of person making 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1 4 ，但我認為政府應該以公平 
公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔讀水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉 

景灣。



5441
就規劃申請/覆核提出意見Making Comment 〇] 

參考編號
Reference Number:

a Planning Application / Review 

161223-130448-06200

提交限期
Deadline for submission: 30/12/2016

提交曰期及時間
Date and time of submission: 23/12/2016 13:04:48

有關的規劃申請編號
Y/T DR/9The application no. to which the comment relates: ^

「提意見人j 姓名/名稱 
Name of person making this comment: 女士 Ms. Yip .

意見詳情
Details of the C om m ent:

坦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 
公正原則，在發展大喚山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣水務及污氽處理廠處理能力g 奋蓋整個愉 

景灣 - •



5438
就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 Making Comment on Planning Application / Review 
參考編號
Reference Number: 161223-131107-37871

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 13:11:07

The application no. to which the comment relates:

「提意見人」姓名/名稱
Name of person making tliis comment: 女士 Ms. Leung

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V雖然發展商展示了建讁的可行性•但我認為政府應該以公平 
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廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉 
景灣 •



5440
就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 Making Comment on Planning Application / Review

161223-125715-07946Reference Number:

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 12:57:15

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

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

小姐 Miss Zhang

意見詳情
Details of the Com m ent:
這锢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_R務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉



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:

161223-131818-09477

30/12/2016

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission: 23/12/2016 13-18:18

有關的規®i申請編號
The application no. to which the conunent relates:

M「提意f ■人」姓名/名稱 先生M r.LeoL。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 

景濟。___________________________________________________



5442
就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 Making Comment on Hanning Application / Review

參考編號
Reference Number:

161223-131934-72146

30/12/2016

23/12/2016 13:19:34

提交限期
Deadline for submission:

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission:

有關的規劃申誚®號
The application no. to which the comment relates;

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

意見蛘情
Details of the Comment:
這個在私人土地的工程項目迆行了十分詳雔及H i 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*雖然發展商展示了連辙的可行性，但我認為政府應該以公平 
公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小嫌灣水務及污水虛理廠處理能力至棵蓋整個愉 
景灣。 _ _

Y/I-DB/2

小姐 Miss Choy



5445
就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 Making Comment on Piaoning 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:

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 Com m ent:

161223-132050-22789

30/12/2016

23/12/2016 13:20:50

Y/I-DB/2

先生Mr. Chu

-0 }

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理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉

景灣。



5443
就規劃串請/稷核提出意見  M aking Comment on Planning Application / Review

參考編號
Reference Number:

161223-131241-86351

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 13:12:41

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

Y/I-DB/2

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

先生 Mr. Edmund Lai

意見詳情
Details of the C om m ent:
遣 她 默 土 ％ 的 工 _ 目進行了十分詳鼐从廣泛的規劃、諮 詢 和 影 辦 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識的可行性’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 

思：; » - _____________________________________________ ____________________



____________________________________ _______________5444
就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 Making Comment oa Hanning Application / Review

161223-130629-72916

30/12/2016

23/12/2016 13:06:29

Y/r-De/2

先生 Mr. GARY LEE

意見詳情
Details of the Com m ent:
iiT固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，以低密反 
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彳生，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:

有關的規剡申請編號

The application no. to which the comment relates:

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 

Name of person making this comment:



5449
就規劃申請/覆核提出意見  M aking Com m ent on Planning A pplication / Review

參考編號

Reference N um ber:

提交限期

Deadline for submission:

提交日期及時間
Date and tim e of submission:

有關的規劃申請編號

The application no. to which the comment relates:

厂提意見人」姓名/名稱 

Nam e of person m aking this comment:

意見詳情
Details of the C o m m en t:

161223-132223-80638

30/12/2016

23/12/2016 13:22:23

Y/I-DB/2

先生  Mr. KEITH HO

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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❹ 5446
就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 M aking Comm ent on P丨aiming Application / Review 

參考編號

Reference Number: 161223-125941-07873

提交限期
Deadline for submission: 30/12/2016

提交日期及時間
D ate and time of submission: 23/12/2016 12:59:41

有關的規ffl申請編號

The application no. to which the comment relates; Y/I-DB/2

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 

Name of person making this comment:
小姐 Miss Jacky Ip

意見詳情
Details of the C om m ent:
這個在私人土地的工桓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，考慮擴大小蠔海水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉

景灣。



5448

就規劃申請，覆核提出意見  M aking Com m ent on P lam dng A pplication /  Review

參考編號

Reference Num ber:
161223-130045-12657

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 13:00:45

有關的規劃申請編號

The application no. to which the comment relates:
Y/I-DB/2

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 
Name of person m aldng this comment:

女士  Ms. Ip

意見詳情

Details of the C om m en t:

s 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。



5447
就規劃申請/覆核提出意見  M aking Com m ent on Planning Application / Review 
參考編號
Reference Num ber: 161223-131416-44435

提交限期 i
Deadline for submission: j 0/12/2016

提交曰期及時間
Date and time of submission: 23/12/201613:14:16

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

J ■提意見人」姓名/名稱 女士 Ms. Lam
Name of person making this comment:

意單詳情
Details of the C om m ent:
遣個在私人i 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，考慮擴大小蠔潸水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉

景灣。________________________________________________________



%
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就規® 申請/覆核提出意見 Making Comment on Planning AppUcation / Review

161223-130818-46992
Reference Number:

提 交 關  30/12/2016
Deadline for submission:

提交曰期及時間 U/12/2016 13:08:18
Date and time of submission:

有關的規劃申請编號 Yfi-m /2
The application no. to which the comment relates:

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

意見詳情
Details of tlie Comment:
I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、諮詢和彩锻評估，以低® s  
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 . ______ _________________________________________ _____________



5453
就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 M aking Comment on Planning Application / Review 
龄 編 號
Reference Number: 161223-142824-62902

提 交 圆
Deadline for submission: 30/12/2016

提交曰期及時間
Date and time of submission: 23/12/2016 14:28:24

有關的規劃申請編號

The application no. to which the comment relates: '  ▲

「提意見人J 姓名/名稱 vmrMP
Name of person making tliis comment: r'

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i f 箱 響 評 估 ，以炫由度 
發展改普社區設施和服務、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，考慮擴大小蠔海水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆薏整個偷

贵灣。



5451
就規劃申請/覆核提出意見Making Comment on Planning Application / Review

參考編號
Reference Number: 161223-131556-44300

m m m
Deadline for submission: 30/12/2016

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission:

23/12^016 13:15:56

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

• Y a -m a

r 提意見人」姓名/名稱 
Name of person making this comment:

先牛 Mr. Tsang

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r 十分評恧及貭之的現屋i 、拍荆和形w s t i s  *以1s m 既 

發展改普社區設施和服務、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*考廉擴大小蠔灣水務及污水處理廠處理能力至® 蓋整個愉



5452
就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 Making Comment on Planning Application / Review

161223-132342-84688

30/12/2016

23/12/2016 13:23:42

Y/I-DB/2

女士 Ms. SALLY KO

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+ 分詳盡及廣泛的規_ 、諮詢和影® 評 估 • 以低密A  
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 關
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j 姓名/名稱
Name of person making this comment:
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就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 Making Com m ent on P lanning A pplication / Review

參考編號. 
Reference Num ber:

161223-142615-67056

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 14:26:15

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

YA-DB/2

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 
Name of person m aking this comment:

女士 Ms. Anka Lee

意見詳情
Details of the C o m m en t:
逭個吞私人i 地的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規Bty、詒詢和影_ 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。

至於供水和污水皰理方案，雖然發展商展示了迪識的可行性，但我認為政府應該以公平 
公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考應、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 °_________________________________________________________________________



5454
就規劃申請 /覆核提出意見  M aking Com m ent on Planning Application / Review 
參考編號

Reference N um ber:

提交限期
Deadline for submission:

提交曰期及時間 

Date and tim e of submission:

161223-142252-84160

30/12/2016

23/12/2016 14:22:52

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 
N am e of person m aking this comment:

意見詳情
D etails of the C om m en t:

Y/I-DB/2

先生 Mr. Terry Ko

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識的可行性，但我認為政府應該以公平
公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考廉、擴大小蠔滞水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉

景 灣 。 ______________________________________



5456

就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 M a k i Q g c o m m e t t t  011 

參考編號
Reference N u m b e r :

P l a n n i n g  Application / R e v i e w  

1 6 1 2 2 3 - 1 4 2 5 1 9 - 5 6 6 0 0

提交限期
Deadline for submission:

30/12/2016

提交曰期及時間
D a t e  a n d  time of submission:

23/12/201 6 14:25:19

有關的規劃申請編號 Y / I _ D D / 2  

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 pers o n  m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t :

先生 M r .  Stanley N g

意見詳情
Details of the C o m m e n t :

這個在私人土地的工桓瑣目迤行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規删、諮詢和龄擗評估’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諏的可行性，但我認為政府應該以公平 
公正原則，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔潍水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉 

景灣。



5455

就規剌申請/覆核提出意見 M aking Comment on Planning Application / Review 
參考編號
Reference Number: 161223-142342-90107

齩 限 期
Deadline for submission: 30/12/2016

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission: 23/12^01614:23:42

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:

Y/I-DB/2

女士 Ms. Amy Ko

意見詳情
Details of the C om m ent:
逼個在払人土地的工桎項白進仃/ 十分評盡及展泛的現劚、諮詞和彩譽評估，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，考慮擴大小蠔潸水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉

景灣，



5458

! 讀 核提{ii意見 Making Comment on Planning Application / Review

161223-142717-64655

30/12/2016

23/12/2016 14:27:17

Y/I-DB/2

小粗 M i s s  M i c k e y  L e e

餘 盖 情
Details of the C o m m e n t :

這 酿 私 人 土 过 的 工 程 項 目 進 行 了 十 分 泛 的 規 劃 、諮詢和影響評估，以 讎 度  
發畏改善社區設族和驢、提俟更多休碧空間，本人十分支持。

至於误水和污水處理方案，鑒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，在發展大暌山時，考慮擴大小矮灣水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉

景灣 • _____________________________ _____________________________

I r
Refex«aic« N u m b e r :

| 數 麟

| D e a d l i n e  for s u b m i s d o n :

提交曰窮及時梵
D a t e  a n d  t i m e  of submission:

有駿的規拓申謓編號
T h e  application no. to Avtucli the c o m m e n t  relates: 

蛀 ■ 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 :
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iJbMbi Comment Submission W  J / 2

5 4 5 9

就規劃申請 /覆核提出意見  M a k i n g  C o m m e n t  o n  P l a i m k g  A p p l i c a t i o n  / R e v i e w

參 考 編 號 1 

R e f e r e n c e  N u m b e r :
1 6 1 2 2 3 - 1 6 0 3 0 7 - 1 5 0 5 2

提交限期
D e a d l i n e  for subm i s s i o n :

3 0 / 1 2 / 2 0 1 6

提交日期及時間

D a t e  a n d  t i m e  o f  submission :
2 3 / 1 2 / 2 0 1 6  16:03:07

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 / I - D B / 2

「提意見人」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 :
夫人  M r s .  D a v i d  G r a n t

意見詳情

Details of t h e  C o m m e n t :

T H E  D E L I B E R A T I O N  P R O C E S S

T his is the T H I R D  time I h a v e  b e e n  a s ked to m a k e  a sub m i s s i o n  o n  this matter.

W H Y ?

Is it b e c a u s e  the developers k e e p  cha n g i n g  the plans to offset the objections? W e r e  there too i 

n y  objections previously? H o w  m a n y  m o r e  times will w e  b e  a s k e d  to m a k e  submissions?

It is also e x t r e m e l y  interesting to note the timings o f  these submissions a l w a y s  fall during holida 

y periods w h e n  m a n y  residents are out o f  t o w n  o n  holiday a n d  therefore not in a position to m a k  

e a n  submissions. T h e  previous call for submissions w a s  in either July or A u g u s t ,  during the su 

m m e r  holidays, a n d  this o n e  falls during the Christmas holiday period. Is that just a co-incidenc 

e? I d o n’t think so.

A n o t h e r  indication that the sub m i s s i o n  process m a y  b e  f l awed is the v e r y  nature o f  those s u b m i s  

sions I N  S U P P O R T  o f  the d e velopment .

It d o e s  not n e e d  a  detective to e x a m i n e  t h e m  a n d  notice the v e r y  similar, a n d  in s o m e  cases, I D E  

N T I C A L  features o f  the submissions, possibly indicating they are written b y  the S A M E  p e r s o n  

or person.

L o o k i n g  at those submissions purporting to S U P P O R T  the d e v e l o p m e n t ,  m o s t  o f  them:- 

Consist o f  O N E  single line or sentence

U s e  similar or identical phrases s u c h  a s I  support the d e v e l o p m e n t  b e c a u s e  there is a shortage 

>f h o u s i n g” or “I support the d e v e l o p m e n t  b e c a u s e  it is g o o d  for the e c o n o m y ”

T h e  n a m e s  u s e d  b y  those m a k i n g  the Support s u bmissions are n a m e s  that are easy to fabricate 

or difficult to identify the pe r s o n  s u c h  as A n n i e  L A M ,  W i n n i e  W O N G ,  Carrie L E U N G ,  S t e v e n  

M A K  etc etc. V e r y  f e w  submissions h a v e  F U L L  C h i n e s e  n a m e s  s u c h  as L E E  Kit Y e e ,  C H A N  C  

hi F a i  etc etc.

It w o u l d  ap p e a r  that A N Y O N E  c a n  m a k e  a submission; it s e e m s  regardless o f  w h e t h e r  they h a v e  

a g e n u i n e  interest in the issue.

In contrast to this, those submissions O B J E C T I N G  to the d e v e l o p m e n t  are D E T A I L E D  a n d  C O
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M P R E H E N S I V E  a n d  almost certainly, G E N U I N E .  I

I w o u l d  therefore u r g e  the T P B  to p a y  attention to the C O N T E N T  o f  A L L  submissions a n d  not j 

ust deliberate o n  the matter in terms o f  the N U M B E R  o f  submissions either supporting or object 

ing to the development .

to b e  continued...

M Y  O B J E C T I O N S

I h a v e  twice previously f o r w a r d e d  m y  objections to the proposal. In s u m ,  the p r o p o s e d  site is si 

m p l y  inappropriate for the d e v e l o p m e n t  because:-

• T h e  p r o p o s e d  site is T O O  S M A L L  to a c c o m m o d a t e  a d e v e l o p m e n t  o f  this size

• A n y  e x p ansion o f  the area w o u l d  I M P A C T  S E V E R E L Y  o n  the surrounding countryside. A  lar 

g e  area of  green land a n d  rock w o u l d  h a v e  to r e m o v e d ,  n u m e r o u s  ( 2 0 0 + )  trees w o u l d  b e  destroy 

e d  a n d  wildlife including barking deer, porcupines, wild pigs,snakes etc w o u l d  b e  affected.

• T h e  p r o p o s e d  building size a n d  design do e s  not blend in with the landscape. It w o u l d  b e  a  M O  

N S T R O S I T Y  a n d  a n  E Y E S O R E .

• T h e r e  is a  P U B L I C  R I G H T .  O F  W A Y  through the p r o p o s e d  site. This m e a n s  that the public h a  

ve enjoyed u n c h a llenged access through this area to the sun*ounding hillside for m o r e  than 2 0  y e  

ars. I T  IS O N L Y  I N  R E C E N T  M O N T H S  T H A T  H K R  h a v e  sought to i m p o s e  o w n e r s h i p  o n  the 

area t h r ough placing w a r n i n g  signs at the entrance to the site. T h e s e  signs are n e w .  T H I S  IS A  

M A T T E R  O F  C O M M O N  L A W .

• TJiere is O N E  A C C E S S  R O A D  to the site. T h a t  road is 2 0 ’ w i d e  a n d  passes directly beside thr 

ee buildings, W o o d b u r y ，W o o d g r e e n  a n d  W o o d l a n d .  It is a P R I V A T E  R O A D  w h i c h  has a n  E X  

T R E M E L Y  S T E E P  S L O P E  w h i c h  already presents a problem, for buses, g o o d s  vehicles a n d  E  

M E R G E N C Y  S E R V I C E  vehicles. O n  several occasions recently buses a n d  fire engines h a v e  h a  

d  difficulties accessing this stretch o f  road. H a s  the F I R E  S E R V I C E S  b e e n  consulted o n  the suit 

ability o f  E M E R G E N C Y  A C C E S S  to the p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t ?  A s  said, the r o a d  passes direct 

ly beside W o o d b u r y ,  W o o d g r e e n  a n d  W o o d l a n d .  T h e r e  is N O  P A V E M E N T  a n d  e v e n  n o w  child 

ren playing in this area, people w a l k i n g  or w a l k i n g  dog s  are at risk f r o m  vehicles o n  this C O N G  

E S T E l S  stretch of road. This has necessitated the installation o f  a s p eed b u m p  outside W o o d b u r  

y. If tliere w a s  not a n  E X I S T I N G  D A N G E R  T O  P E D E S T R I A N S  there w o u l d  b e  n o  n e e d  for a s 

p e e d  b u m p .  T H I S  R O A D  IS T O O  S M A L L  T O  A C C O M M O D A T E  A N Y  I N C R E A S E  I N  T R A F  

F I C  W I T H O U T  P R E S E N T I N G  A  R E A L  D A N G E R  T O  P E D E S T R I A N S .  T h e  road,is in fact, a 

ii E X T E N S I O N  O F  T H E  C H I L D R E N S '  P L A Y G R O U N D .

• Still dealing with A C C E S S ,  a n y  increase in vehicular traffic w o u l d  result in a  S I G N I F I C A N T  I 

N C R E A S E  I N  N O I S E  A N D  A T M O S P H E R I C  P O L L U T I O N  tliat w o u l d  affect tlie existing resid 

ents.

• Finally, the population o f  Dis c o v e r y  B a y  is already at capacity. T h e  transport, w a t e r  a n d  s e w a g  

e systems are struggling to k e e p  pace. T his proposal is b a dly conceived a n d  s h o w s  tlie 'profit at 

a n y  cosf philosophy o f  the developer.

T h e  T P B  is \irged to visit the prop o s e d  sire for d e v e l o p m e n t  to see for tliemselves that the p r o p o  

sed site is N O T  S U I T A B L E  F O R  A  D E V E L O P M E N T  O F  T H I S  M A G N I T U D E .
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就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 M a k i n g  C o n m i e n t  o n  Plarmiiig Applieaticm / 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 :
161225-202757-26035

提交限期
30/12/2016

D e a d l i n e  for submissioja:

提交日期及時間
D a t e  a n d  t i m e  of submission:

• 25/12/2016 20:27:57

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 / I -DB/2

「提意見人」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 :
先生 Mr. W O N G  Sai H o

意見詳情
Details of the C o m m e n t :

R e :  H o n g  K o n g  Resort C o  L t d 5s Application to De v e l o p  A r eas 6 f  (behind Parkvale) and 10 b  ( W  

aterfiront near Peninsula Village)

B e i n g  a Disco v e r y  B a y  resident for m a n y  years, I w o u l d  like to express m y  request to preserve 

Di s c o v e r y  B a y  as a natural, l o w  density and private car free residential area, w h i c h  w a s  the origi 

nal philosophy o f  living style a n d  t o w n  planning of this area. N e w  plans to further develop this p 

lace with substantial increase o f  buildings, population and traffic w h i c h  exce e d  the existing M a s  

ter P l a n  a n d  O Z P  are not to the benefits of the residence a n d  I w o u l d  object to the above-mentio 

n e d  de v e l o p m e n t  application.

A t  present, the total n u m b e r  of units in the w h o l e  Parkvale Village is 606. H o w e v e r ,  the 6 f  proje 

ct a i m s  to build 4 7 6  units m ore. It represents tliat there will b e  a n  increase of 7 8 . 5 %  density of th 

e small Village. T h e  pr o p o s e d  buildings are closely opposite to the Crystal a n d  Coral Court. T h e  

Crystal an d  Coral court are m a i n l y  facing east a n d  west. If tlie 6 f  project is approved, the side fa 

cing we s t  (half o f  the v i ew) will b e  entirely blocked. Therefore, the proposal is absolutely u n a c c  

eptable.

E v e n  worse,, the project 1 0  plans to drastically increase the total n u m b e r  of units in the Peninsula 

Village w h i c h  represents that the population density will b e  highly increased. T h e  natural enviro 

n m e n t  will b e  seriously d a m a g e d .

P e o p l e  choosing Di s c o v e r y  B a y  as h o m e  are fo n d  o f  tlie natural, quiet a n d  l o w  dense envir o m n e  

nt. F o r  enjoying the environment, they p a y  for the long Raveling t i m e  a n d  the high traveling exp 

enses. T h e y  also disregard the l o w  investment value. If the project is approved, they will b e  betr 

ayed. Besides, all the pledges o f  the H o n g  K o n g  G o v e r n m e n t  previously m a d e  are overturned.

In tlie M e e t i n g  o f  the Parkvale Village O w n e r s  C o m m i t t e e  o n  5 M a r c h  2016, the Presentations o 

f the L a n t a u  Overall D e v e l o p m e n t  Plan b y  representatives f r o m  the D e v e l o p m e n t  Bureau, Planni 

n g  D e p a r t m e n t  a n d  Civil Engineering and D e v e l o p m e n t  D e p a r t m e n t  o n  2  April 2 0 1 6  and the H o  

n g  K o n g  Resort's application to the T o w n  Planning B o a r d  for the d e v e l o p m e n t  o f  6f and 10b hel 

d  at the D B  C o m m u n i t y  Hall o n  3 April 2016, the project o f  6f a n d  10b w e r e  strongly oppo s e d  b  

y  m o s t  of the participants against the projects. It reflects that D B  residents regard the projects as

f i l e : / A \ p l d - e gis2\OnIine_Comment\161225-202757-26035_Commeiit_Y_I-DB_2.html 28/12/2016
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u n w e l c o m e .

In v i e w  o f  the aforesaid, I strongly o p p o s e  the a b o v e  projects.

T o  ensure that m y  opinions are received pro p e r  attention, please a c k n o w l e d g e  the receipt o f  this 

e-mail.
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就規劃申請 /覆核提出意見 M a k i n g  C o m n i e n t  o n  F k i m i n g  A_pplication / Revieiv

參考編號
R e f e r e n c e  N u m b e r :

1 6 1 2 2 6 - 0 0  2  203-62700

提交限期
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:

26/12/2016 00:22:03

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 / I - D B / 2

「提意見人」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 :

小姐 M i s s  W O N G  M i r a n d a

意見詳情

Details of the C o m m e n t :

R e :  H o n g  K o n g  Resort C o  L t d Js Application to D e v e l o p  A r e a s  6 f  (behind Parkvale) and 1 0 b  ( W  

aterfront near Peninsula Village) .

B e i n g  a resident o f  D iscovery B a y  for m a n y  years, I w o u l d  like to express m y  request to preserv 

e. D i s c o v e r y  B a y  as a natural, l o w  density a n d  private car free residential area, w h i c h  w a s  the ori 

ginal philosophy o f  living style a n d  t o w n  planning o f  this area. N e w  plans to further develop this 

p l a c e  with substantial increase o f  buildings, population a n d  traffic w h i c h  e x c e e d  the existing.Ma 

ster Plan a n d  O Z P  are not to the benefits of  the residence a n d  I w o u l d  object to the above-menti 

o n e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  application.

A t  present, the total n u m b e r  of  units in the w h o l e  Parkvale Village is 606. H o w e v e r ,  the 6f proje 

ct a i m s  to build 4 7 6  units more. It represents that there will b e  an  increase o f  7 8 . 5 %  density of  th 

e s mall Village. T h e  pro p o s e d  buildings are closely opposite to the Crystal a n d  C oral Court. T h e  

Crystal a n d  Coral court are m a i n l y  facing east a n d  west. If the 6f project is a pproved, the side fa 

c i n g  west (half o f  the view) will b e  entirely blocked. Therefore, the proposal is absolutely u n a c c  

eptable.

E v e n  worse, the project 10  plans to drastically increase the total n u m b e r  of  units in the Peninsula 

Village w h i c h  represents that the population density will b e  highly increased. T h e  natural enviro 

n m e n t  will b e  seriously d a m a g e d .

P e o p l e  c h o o s i n g  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  as h o m e  are f o n d  o f  the natural, quiet a n d  l o w  d e n s e  e n v i r o m n e  

nt. F o r  enjoying the environment, they p a y  for the long traveling t i m e  a n d  the liigh traveling exp 

e n s e s  as well as l o w  investment value. If the project is approved, they will b e  betrayed. Besides, 

all the pledges o f  the H o n g  K o n g  G o v e r n m e n t  previously m a d e  are overturned.

In t h e  M e e t i n g  o f  the Parkvale Village O w n e r s  C o m m i t t e e  o n  5 M a r c h  2016, the Presentations o 

f t h e  L a n t a u  Overall D e v e l o p m e n t  Pla n  b y  representatives f r o m  the D e v e l o p m e n t  Bureau, Planni 

n g  D e p a r t m e n t  a n d  Civil Engineering a n d  D e v e l o p m e n t  D e p a r t m e n t  o n  2  April 2 0 1 6  and the H o  

n g  K o n g  R e s o r t 5s application to the T o w n  Planning B o a r d  for tlie d e v e l o p m e n t  o f  6 f  an d  1 0 b  hel 

d  at the D B  C o m m u n i t y  Hall o n  3 April 2016, the project o f  6f a n d  10b w e r e  strongly op p o s e d  b  

y  m o s t  of the participants against the projects. It reflects that D B  residents regard the projects as

file:/A\pld-egis2\OnIiiie_Comment\l 6 1 2 2 6 - 0 0 2 2 0 3 - 6 2 7 0 0 _ C o m m e n t _ Y _ I - D B _ 2  .html 28/12/2016
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unwelcome.

In v i e w  of the aforesaid, I strongly oppose the above projects.

T o  ensure that m y  opinions are received proper attention, please a c k nowledge the receipt o f  this 

e-mail.



就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 M •沾包 C c m i m e n t  o n  F l m n i n g  App i k a t i o i i  / R e v i e w

參考編虛

R e f e r e n c e  N u m b e r :
1 6 1 2 2 6 - 0 0 1 8 1 9 - 6 0 8 3 1

提交限期
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:

26/12/2016 00:18:19

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 / I - D B / 2

「提意見人」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 .  T S A N G M o n i t a

意見詳》
Details of t h e  C o m m e n t :

Re: H o n g  K o n g  Resort C o  Ltd's Application to D e v e l o p  A r e a s  6f (behind Parkvale) an d  1 0 b  ( W  

aterfront n e a r  Peninsula Village)

B e i n g  a resident o f  Discovery B a y  for m a n y  years, I w o u l d  like to express m y  request to preserv 

e Dis c o v e r y  B a y  as a natural, l o w  density a n d  private car free residential area, w h i c h  w a s  the ori 

ginal philosophy o f  living style and t o w n  planning o f  this area. N e w  plans to further develop this 

place w it iL  substantial increase o f  buildings, population a n d  traffic w h i c h  e x c e e d  the existing M a  

ster Plan a n d  O Z P  are not to the benefits of tiie residence a n d  I w o u l d  object to the a bove-menti 

o n e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  application.

A t  present, the total n u m b e r  o f  units in the w h o l e  Parkvale Village is 606. H owever,, the 6 f  proje 

ct ai m s  to build 4 7 6  units more. It represents that there will b e  a n  increase of  7 8 . 5 %  density o f  tli 

e small Village. T h e  p roposed buildings are closely opposite to the Crystal a n d  C oral Court. T h e  

Crystal a nd Coral court are ma i n l y  facing east a n d  west. If the 6 f  project is approved, tlie side fa 

cing west (half o f  the view) will b e  entirely blocked. Therefore, the proposal is absolutely u n a c c  

eptable. '

E v e n  worse, the project 10 plans to drastically increase the total n u m b e r  of units in the Peninsula 

Village w h i c h  represents that the population density will b e  highly increased. T h e  natural-enviro 

ninent will b e  seriously d a m a g e d .

Pe o p l e  choosing Dis c o v e r y  B a y  as h o m e  are fond o f  the natural, quiet a n d  l o w  de n s e  e n v i r o n m e  

nt. F o r  enjoying the environment, they p a y  for the long traveling time a n d  the hi g h  traveling e x p  

enses as well as l o w  investment value. If the project is approved, they will b e  betrayed. Besides, 

all the pledges o f  the H o n g  K o n g  G o v e r n m e n t  previously m a d e  are overturned.

In the M e e t i n g  of the Parkvale Village O v m e r s  C o m m i t t e e  o n  5 "M a r c h  2016, the Presentations o  

f the Lantau Overall D e v e l o p m e n t  Plan b y  representatives f r o m  the D e v e l o p m e n t  Bureau, Plarnii 

n g  D e p a r t m e n t  a n d  Civil Engineering a n d  D e v e l o p m e n t  D e p a r t m e n t  o n  2  April 2 0 1 6  and the H o  

n g  K o n g  R e s o r t ?s application to the T o w n  Planning B o a r d  for the d e v e l o p m e n t  o f  6 f  and 1 0 b  hel 

d  at the D B  C o m m u n i t y  Hall o n  3 April 2016, the project o f  6f  a n d  10 b  w e r e  strongly o p p o s e d  b  

y  m o s t  of the participants against tlie projects. It reflects that D B  residents regard the projects as



unwelcome.

In v iew of the aforesaid, I strongly oppose the above projects.

T o  ensure that m y  opinions are received proper attention, please a c k n o w l e d g e  the receipt o f  this 

e-mail.
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就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 M d c h g  C o m 迅e a t⑽ R a r m i n g  A ^ p l i c a t k m  / R e 讨e w

參考編號 1 6 1 2 2 6 - 1 3 3 9 0 6 - 4 5 8 2 0
R efe re n ce  N um ber:

提交限期
D e a d l i n e  for submission:

30/12/2016

提交曰期及時間
D a t e  a n d  t i m e  of submission:

2 6 /12/2016 13:39:06

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 / I - D B / 2

「提意見人」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 :

先生  M r .  A n d r e a s  Oberecker

意見詳情

Details o f  the C o m m e n t :

T o  the T o w n  Planning B o a r d

Objection against the rezoning o f  A r e a  6f in Parkvale area, D i s c o v e r y  B a y  

T h e  application m u s t  b e  rejected.

T h e  project is not feasible a n d  c o m e s  at h i g h  costs to e n v i r onment a n d  citizens that will have to 

b e  b o m  b y  the public, not the applicant. Tliis is not acceptable. T h e  applicant H K R ，in every res 

ubmission, is still ignoring all valuable c o m m e n t s  m a d e  b y  the public a n d  c o n c e r n e d  citizens.

T h e  s e w a g e  f r o m  this d e v e l o p m e n t  will spill into the S o u t h  plaza b a y  located b e h i n d  the Ferry a 

rea w h i c h  is approx. O N L Y  2 7 0  meters to the B E A C H  a n d  B o a r d w a l k  Restaurants (with this a d  

ditional s e w a g e  will the water quality r e m a i n  safe?).

T o  construct a s e w a g e  plant in area 6f, as pro p o s e d，' will significantly impact the en v i r o n m e n t  an 

d  livng conditions o f  Parkvale.

H K R  has ignored all ti'affic safety concerns for all o f  D B ,  possible traffic blockages to M i d v a l e  

a n d  Parkvale, as well as that fact that there will be  limited e m e r g e n c y  access in these areas.

T h e  pr o p o s e d  co nstmction site access via Parkvale village is violating incorporate o w n e r  rights, 

furthermore the road is not suitable for the additional traffic load. H 〇 L has failed to p ropose alte 

m a t i v e  site access a n d  construction w a ste m a n a g e m e n t  plan.

Et is clear f r o m  the latest sub m i s s i o n  a n d  n e w  masterplan that the population, will b r e e c h  25,000 

residents.

Finally, all currently o n g o i n g  construction projects in D B  are poorly m a n a g e d  wit h  frequent nois 

e  complaints，fire hazards, delays a n d  traffic accidents. H K R  is not capable o f  m a n a g i n g  such lar 

g e  scale projects without significant risks to the people a n d  environment: T h e  application m u s t  b 

e  rejected.

Sincerely,

A n d r e a s  O b e r e c k e r
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參考編號
R e f e r e n c e  N u m b e r :

161226-134133-19767

提交限期
D e a d l i n e  for submission :

30/12/2016

提交曰期及時間
D a t e  a n d  t i m e  o f  s u b m i ssion:

26/12/2016 13:41:33

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 / I - D B / 2

「提意見人」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 :

夫人 Mr s .  A n n a  Putina

意見詳情
Details of t h e  C o m m e n t :

T o  the T o w n  P l a m u n g  B o a r d

O b j e ction against the rezoning o f  A r e a  6 f  in Parkvale area, D i s c o v e r y  B a y  

T h e  application m u s t  b e  rejected.

The project is n o t  feasible a n d  c o m e s  at high costs to envirornnent a n d  citizens that will h a v e  to 
b e  b o m  b y  the public, not the a p p U c a n t  This is not acceptable. T h e  applicant H K R ,  in every res 

ubmission, is still ignoring all valuable c o m m e n t s  ipade b y  tibie public a n d  c o n c e r n e d  citizens.

T h e  s e w a g e  f r o m  this d e v e l o p m e n t  will spill into the S o u t h  plaza b a y  located b e h i n d  the Ferry a 

rea w h i c h  is approx. O N L Y  2 7 0  meters to the B E A C H  a n d  B o a r d w a l k  Restaurants (with this a d  

ditional s e w a g e  will the water quality r e m a i n  safe?).

T o  construct a s e w a g e  plant in area 6f, as proposed, will significantly i m p a c t  the e n v i r o n m e n t  a n  

d  livng conditions o f  Parkvale.

H K R  has igno r e d  all ti-affic. safety concerns for all o f  D B ,  possible traffic b lockages to M i d v a l e  

a n d  Parkvale, as well as that fact that there will b e  limited e m e r g e n c y  access in these areas.

T h e  p r o p o s e d  construction site access via Parkvale village is violating incorporate o w n e r  rights, 

furthermore the r o a d  is not suitable for the additional traffic load. H K R  has failed to propose alte 

m a t i v e  site access a n d  construction waste m a n a g e m e n t  plan.

It is clear jfrom the latest s u b mission an d  n e w  masterplan that the population will b r e e c h  2 5 ,000 

residents.

Finally, all currently o n g o i n g  construction projects in D B  are poorly m a n a g e d  wi t h  frequent nois 

e complaints, fire hazards, delays a n d  traffic accidents. H K R  is not capable o f  m a n a g i n g  such lar 

g e  scale projects without significant risks to the p e ople a n d  environment: T h e  application m u s t  b 

e rejected.

Sincerely,

A n n a  Putina
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就規劃申請 / 覆核提出意見  M a k i a g  c _ in e n t  Gil pl£imi!lg A p p f k a t i 0 1 1  / 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 2 7 - 1 3 0 6 2 2 - 6 9 7 9 8

提交限期  .

D e a d l i n e  for s u b m i s s i o n :

• 3 0 / 1 2 / 2 0 1 6

提交日期及時間
D a t e  a n d  t i m e  o f  submi s s i o n :

2 7 / 1 2 / 2 0 1 6  1 3 : 0 6 : 2 2

有關的規劃申請編號
T h e  application no. to w h i c h  the corimient relates:

Y / I - D B / 2

「提意見人」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 :

意見詳情

Details o f  the C o m m e n t :

先生  M r .  J oe L a u

I s upp o r t  the p l a n  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 o f  l and witli w e l l  th o u g h t  out planning, consultation a n  

d  i m p a c t  assessments._________________________________________________________________________________________
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5 4 6 6

就規劃串請 /覆核提出意見 M s k i H g  c o n m 观 t o a  P i紐 啤 人 卵 細 細 / R e v i e w

參考編號  1 6 1 2 2 8 - 1 6 2 0 5 6 - 4 8 8 1 6

R e f e r e n c e  N u m b e r :

提交限期
D e a d l i n e  for submission:

3 0 / 1 2 / 2 0 1 6

提交日期及時間
D a t e  a n d  t i m e  of submission:

2 8 / 1 2 / 2 0 1 6  16:20:56

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 / I - D B / 2  .

「提意見人」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 :

_.意見詳情

Details of the C o m m e n t :

|l support the plan submitted b y  H K R .

先生 M r .  A n d y L a u



就規割申請廢核提出意見 1via细茗 C G i n m e r ^ a  p!s迎 啤

參考編號  1 6 1 2 2 8 - 1 6 3 9 2 9 - 9 8 7 7 6

R e f e r e n c e  N u m b e r :

提交限期  3 0 / 1 2 / 2 0 1 6

D e a d l i n e  for s u b m i ssion:

提交日 2 8 / 1 2 / 2 0 1 6  16:39:29
D a t e  a n d  time of  sub m i s s i o n :

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 / I - D B / 2

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 先 生 M r .  M a r t h a  K o

N a m e  o f  p e r s o n  m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t :

.意見詳情

Details o f  the C o m m e n t :

I support the plan as'it will i m p rove the comrminity leisure spaces, facilities a n d  services thro n g  

ti suitable develop m e n t s  o n  private plots o f  land with well tho u g h t  out planning, consultation an 

d  i mpact assessments.________________________
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5 4 6 8

就規劃申請/覆核提出意見  Msking Comment Pkmiing Applkatiou / Review

參考編號
R e f e r e n c e  N u m b e r :

提交限期
D e a d l i n e  f or s u b m i s s i o n :

1 6 1 2 2 9 - 0 9 3 6 0 5 - 9 8 6 1 6

3 0 / 1 2 / 2 0 1 6

提交曰期及時間
D a t e  a n d  t i m e  of s u b m i s s i o n :

2 9 / 1 2 / 2 0 1 6  09:36 : 0 5

有關的規劃申請編號
T h e  application no. to  w h i c h  t h e  c o n u n e n t  relates:

Y/I-DB/2

小姐  Miss Olivia Newton
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 :

意見詳情
De t a i l s  o f  t h e  C o m m e n t :

|seems the location is quite good and near the pier and terminus, waiting for it.
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就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 I.kkiiig C o m m s i r t  A p p l i c a d i m  / S e v i e w

參考編號
Reference N u m b e r :

1 6 1 2 2 9 - 0 9 4 7 2 8 - 0 3 3 7 0

齩 画
Deadline for submission:

30/12/2016

提交曰期及時間
Date a n d  time of submission:

29/12/2016 09:47:28

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/I- D B / 2

「提意見人」姓名/名稱
N a m e  o f  pe r s o n  m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t :

夫人 .Mrs. P a n k y

意見詳情
Details: of the C o m m e n t :

I wisli to state m y  opposition/objections to the proposed d e v e l o p m e n t  because the 

proposed site is totally unsuitable and will have a disastrous i m p a c t  o n  the 

environment a n d  those w h o  live there because

1. It is. too small to a c c o m m o d a t e  4 16 flats without expanding the existing area b y  

cutting massively into the surrounding slopes. This w o u l d  involve r e m o v a l  o f  a  h u g e  

a m o u n t  o f  rock; soil，trees etc，This is a n  area of natural beauty frequented b y  

walkers a n d  abundant wildlife. R e m o v a l  o f  this hillside w o u l d  involve a  m a s s i v e  

removal operation using the existing small road beside W o o d b u r y , W o o d g r e e n  a n d  

W o o d l a n d  courts.

2. This road is already very small and dangerous. T h e r e  are s p e e d  b u m p s  in place to

slow d o w n  traffic. E v e n  t w o  small gold carts cannot pass e a c h  other safely. T h e r e  is n o  p a v e m e n  

t and children a n d  the elderly u s e  this area for recreation. This r oad

straggles to a c c o m m o d a t e  the existing traffic. It cannot definitely cannot a c c o m m o d a t e  construct 

ion traffic without impacting o n  the residents in all sorts of w a y s  f r o m  noise a n d  dust pollution t 

o presenting a d a n g e r  to their lives.

3. A n y  attempt to w i d e n  the isjdsting r o a d  w o u l d  h a v e  to involve r e m o v i n g  a large area o f  bedro 

ck w h i c h  abuts the slope outside W o o d g r e e n  Court. T his b e d r o c k  is a natural barrier to erosion a 

nd prevents a hillslide o n  w h a t  is a very large and dangerous

slope. If the existing b edrock is r e m o v e d  the slope w o u l d  b e  e x p o s e d  creating the

very real threat o f  a  h u g e  landslide. A l r e a d y  there are 'Danger' notices posted o n

this slope w a r n i n g  people to k e e p  a w a y  etc etc.Tamper with this a n d  y o u  are tampering w i t h p e o

pie's lives. A s k  the experts.

This is a  p r o p o s e d  P R I V A T E  development. It is not a i m e d  at alleviating the shortage o f  housing 

in H o n g  K o n g .  It is just a n  attempt b y  the greedy d e v e l o p m e n t  to squeeze in m o r e  sellable luxur 

y  properties at w h a t e v e r  cost to the residents. Discovery B a y  is already too b u s y  a n d  c annot cop 

e with further development.

Please take the t i m e  to inspect the area in question to understand the threat that the p r o p o s e d  d e v  

elopment presents.
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頁 1 / 4P E M S  C o m m e n t  Submis s i o n

5 4 7 0

就規劃申請 /覆核提出意見― 尬名 C c m 瓜ent o n

M 編號 '

R e f e r e n c e  N u m b e r :

P l a u i u a g  AppUcafioii / Z.eview

1 6 1 2 2 9 - 0 6 4 8 3 2 - 7 6 4 9 2

提交限期
D e a d l i n e  for submission:

30/12/2016

提交曰期及時間
D a t e  a n d  t i m e  o f  submission:

29/12/2016 06:48:32

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 /I-DB/2

「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 :

先生 M r :  T h o m a s  G e b a u e r

意見詳情
Details o f the C o m m e n t :

T h e  T o w n  Planning Board:

Application Y / I - D B / 2  A r e a  6f

1.1 strongly object to the planned 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 thousands of o w n e r s  are b o i m d  together b y  a D e e d  of  M u t u a l  Covenant.

2.Discovery B a y  ( D B )  is a U N I Q U E  de velopment in H o n g K o n g  . quasi a n  e n c l a v e , isolated fro 

m  H o n g K o n g  proper a n d  only accessible through o n e  tunnel a n d  b y  ferry.

Special rules a p ply 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  c 

ertain extent also residents in D B  m u s t  therefore get a  recognised voice a n d  special attention firo 

m  the T o w n  Planning B o a r d  ( T P B )  w h e n  m a j o r  changes w h i c h  will affect the e n v i r o n m e n t  a n d  t 

h e  w a y  o f  life are propo s e d  for this special enclave/environment as don e  b y  the 

“registered o w n e r ” ̂ ie 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 housejs/flats a 

re concerned) are not permitted to f o r m  an O w n e r s  Corporation w h i c h  could give a clear voice t 

o  the T P B  as w h a t  are the wishes o f  the m a n y  D B  owners, leaving aside the various large, mainl 

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  changes 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 holistic 

v i e w  in m i n d ; this propo s e d  de v e l o p m e n t  as well as the application Y / I - D B / 3  A r e a  1 0 b  ...cann 

ot 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  environment 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 such developments. S o  it i 

s I M P E R A T I V E  to look also at both current applications of  the H K R  together.

4.1n 6f it is p r o p o s e d  to built a s e w a g e  treatment plant uo n  site,J a n d  the effluent is p l a n n e d  to b e  

delivered through a  gravity- s ewerage -pipe . or e v e n  considered to be  delivered thr o u g h  a n u  

llah,

to the sea, next to the D i s c o v e r y  Ferry Pier a n d  next to the existing housing d e v e l o p m e n t  

o f  L A  C O S T A  V I L L A G E .

5 . W e  are living in the 21st century a n d  T o w n  Planning m u 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 “ 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  treat 

m e n t  plant into a  housing d e v e l o p m e n t ,

6. T h e  effluent is planned to b e  discharged into the shoreline nex t  to a h ousing d e v e l o p m e n t  a n d  

to a  c o m m u n a l  b e a c h  w h i c h  is u s e d  b y  D B  residents a n d  others for recreational purposes , 

this effluent is in addition to the already polluted waters in the S o u t h  of Hongkong.

file:/A\pld-egis2\OnIme_Comment\l 6 1 2 2 9 - 0 6 4 8 3 2 - 7 6 4 9 2 _ C o i T i m e n t _ Y _ I - D B _ 2 . h t m I  29/12/2016
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7.To blame pollution on the Pearl River Delta is not a point to make as facts o f the etas is situatio 
q £c must be clearly addressed. In HK one must get away jBrom the v iew ct it is only little pollution

beside the pollution of HK-waters and around, we are facing already many types o f pollution, it 
is important to consider “ the straw which breaks the camel’s back
8 The “sensitive receivers “ the sea at the Discovery Bay would be “ typographically confined b 
a s i n  with limited dispersive capacity” thus effluent must be considered as “potentially pollutin
g” .
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 
a s  simply : effluent to the sea = generally considered is “water -pollution “ .
9
From PLAND AND MY COMMENTS IN REGARD TO THIS APPLICATION:
Aims of Environmental Planning
2 . 1.1
To achieve a better envirormient through planning....
NO BETTER ENVIRONMENT •
⑷
"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,
⑷  、
proposed land uses in particular development areas are environmentally suitable;

(b) proposed land uses in the same development area are compatible with each other..... THERE
IS NO NECESSITY FOR THIS DEVELOPMENT AS PLANNED.
THE HKR COMPANY HAS OTHER ALTERNATIVES IN DB THAN TO CONVERT GREE 
N AREAS INTO CONCRETE. IT IS ALSO NOT COMPATIBLE , ALONE FOR THE SEWA 
GE TREATMENT PLANT.
(c)
adequate and suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to ensure proper handling and d 
isposal of all wastes and waste water arising from proposed developments.
THIS IS NOT THE CASE WITH BOTH THE PLANNED DB DEVELOPMENTS AS ALSO T 
HE PLANNED NEW WASTE HANDLING FOR THE WHOLE OF DB , TRANSFER AND D 
ISPOSAL
FACILITIES ARE COMPLETELY INADEQUATE AND ILL-PLACED UNDER A PODIUM 
STRUCTURE. THIS 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 i 
nfrastructure 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 BE 
CAUSE OF THE OFTEN LARGE INFLUX OF VISITORS AND TOURISTS CREATING EN 
VIRONMENTAL DEGRADATION TO THIS CONFINED AREA, THE NUMBERS ARE IN 
ADDITION TO THE RESIDENTS IN TfflS PLACE.

Air Quality Considerations
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A i r  quality is affected b y  s u c h  factors as the e m i s s i o n  rate o f  air pollutants, the sepai'atiori distan 

c e  b e t w e e n  emission sources a n d  receptors, topography, height a n d  v/idtli o f  buildings as well as

A ^ F O R ^  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  I v t U S T  B  

E  C O N S I D E R E D  A L S O  V 7 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, m a j o r  aii- pollution emitters are sited to the w e s t  or sout h w e s t  o f  u r b a n  ai'e 

as a n d  n e w  t o w n s  to take advantage o f  the prevailing north-easterly winds;

D B  IS S E M I - 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 b e  noted that there is a general shift o f  estuarine to ocea n i c  conditions in a w e s t  to east
dii-ection in the coastal waters o f  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 caus 

e  significant disruption to water circulation s h o u l d  b e  either a v o i d e d  as far as possible or  subject 

e d  to w a t e r  quality m odelling tests prior to the finalisation 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

Any d e v e l o p m e n t  w h i c h  causes either conflict w i t h  tiie constraints or d a m a g e  o f  the resources a  
n d  a m e n i t y  areas should b e  avoided, unless the conflict c a n  b e  resolved or the i m position o f  a p p r  

opriate d e v e l o p m e n t  controls is practicable. T h e  water-based 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 b u l k  water e x c h a n g e  is m a x i m i s e d .  AS SAID : DB IS A TOPOGRAPHICALLY CONFI 
NED BASIN WITH LIMITED DISPERSIVE CAPACITY.

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 us e  plans, effort sho u l d  b e  m a d e  to reserve sufficient sites in suitable 1 

ocations for municipal w a s t e  reception a n d  transfer facilities.... A s  s o m e  uses h a v e  potential to c 

anse 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  d e sign 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  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  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  W A S T E  - H A I 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 .  ，

10

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

T H O M A S  G E B A U E R

owner/resident

file:/A\pld-eg3^\Onlinft ----- 1  n t—ii ................ ..



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號北角政府合署15樓 5 4 ? 1
傳 真 ：2877 0245 或 2522 8426
電郵: tpbpd@pland.gov.hic .

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/2 (9.12.2016¥F.I.> 

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 Name of person/company making this q
簽署 Signature _______  日期 Date \ \  U__________

cSisL. \ r>QSu^p 0 > r \

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


. 就規劃申請提出意見

C o m m e n t s  o n  P l a n n i n g  A p p l i c a t i o n

請勿填寫此欄
檔案編號Reference No.

For Official Use Only 收到日期Date Received

重要提示：

Important Notes:

(1) 意見必須於指定的法定期限屆滿前向城市規劃委員會（委員會）提 出 ；

the c o m m e n t  should be m a d e  to the T o w n  Planning B o a r d  (the B o a r d )  before the expiry of  the 

specified statutory period;

(2) 委員會考慮申請的暫定會議日期已上載於委員會的網頁( w w w . m f〇.g〇v..hk/tpb/) 〇考慮規劃申請而 

舉行的會議(進行商議的部分除外），會向公眾開放。如欲觀看會議，請最遲在會議曰期的一天 

前以電話(2231 5 0 6 1 ) 、傳真(2877 0 2 4 5或2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6 )或電郵( t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k )向委員會秘書 

處預留座位。座位會按先到先得的原則分配；

the tentative date of  the B o a r d  to consider the application has been up l o a d e d  to the B o a r d 5s website 

(www.info.gov.hk/tpb/). T h e  meeting for considering planning applications, except the deliberation 

parts, will be  o p e n  to the public. For observation o f  the meeting, reservation of  seat c a n  be m a d e  

with the Secretariat of  the B o a r d  by  telephone (2231 5061), fax (2877 0 2 4 5  or 2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6 )  or e-mail 

(t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k ) at least one d a y  before the meeting. Seats will b e  allocated o n  a 

first-come-flrst-served basis;

(3) 供委員會在考慮申請時參閱的文件，會在發送給委員會委員後存放於規劃署的規劃資料查詢處 

(查詢熱線 2 2 3 1  5 0 0 0 )，以及在會議當曰存放於會議轉播室，以供公眾查閱；及

the paper for consideration o f  the B o a r d  in relation to the application will b e  available for public 

inspection after issue to the Bo a r d  M e m b e r s  at the Planning Enq u i r y  Coun t e r s  o f  the Planning 

D e p a r t m e n t  (Hotline: 2231 5000) and at the Public V i e w i n g  R o o m  o n  the d a y  o f  m e e t i n g； a n d  

⑷ 在委員會考慮申請後，可致電2 2 3 1  4 8 1 0或2 2 3 1  4 8 3 5査詢有關決定，或是在會議結束後，在委員•
會的網頁上查閱決定摘要。

after the B o a r d  has considered the application, enquiry about the decision m a y  b e  m a d e  at tel. no.

2231. 4810 or 2231 4835 or the gist of the decision can be viewed at the Board’s website after the
meeting.

http://www.info.gov.hk/tpb/
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Parkvale Village Owners7 Committee
C o m m e n t s  o n  t h e  S e c o n d  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  i n  S u p p o r t  o f  

S e c t i o n  1 2 A  A p p l i c a t i o n  N u m b e r  Y / l - D B / 2  t o  a m e n d  D i s c o v e r y  B a 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  a t  

A r e a  6 f ,  D i s c o v e r y  B a y .

I N T R O D U C T I O N

I n  A p r i l ,  J u l y  a n d  D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 6  w e ,  t h e  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  ( P V O C ) ,  a  

b o d y  o f  o w n e r s  i n  P a r k v a i e  V i l l a g e  i n  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  ( D B )  e l e c t e d  t o  r e p r e s e n t  t h e  i n t e r e s t s  

o f  t h e  o w n e r s  o f  t h e  6 0 6  f l a t s  i n  t h e  v i l l a g e ,  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  R e s o r t  

C o m p a n y  L i m i t e d ^  ( H K R )  S e c t i o n  1 2 A  A p p l i c a t i o n  "To Am end Discovery Boy Outline Zoning  
Plan f o r  rezoning the perm issible use from  staff quarters to fla ts  at Area 6f, Discovery Bay". 
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  ( A p r i l ) ,  2 7 8 7  ( J u l y )  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  ( T P B ) .

T h i s  d o c u m e n t  i n c l u d e s  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  a v a i l a b l e  b y  t h e  

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 .

FUR丁HER 丨MFORMATSOM
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  L i m i t e d 7 s  c o v e r i n g  l e t t e r .

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  ( E x e c u t i v e  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 h n i c a l  N o t e  o n  W a t e r  Q u a l i t y .

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  t o  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  i n  J u n e  a n d  

O c t o b e r .

I n  i t s  c o v e r i n g  l e t t e r ,  M a s t e r p l a n  L i m i t e d ,  o n  b e h a l f  o f  H K R ,  s t a t e s  t h a t  H\n sum m ary, the  
Further Inform ation relates to the follow ing issues:

1. The receiving w ater quality o f  the effluent d ischarge o f th e  proposed  on-site Sew a g e  
Treatm ent Works (STW ) to ensure increase in Total Inorga nic N itrogen (T IN ) is 
m inim ised.

2. The contingency m easure  fo r  the proposed o n-site  STW , b y  provid ing an em ergency  
overflo w  pipe from  the proposed STW  at Area 6 f to existing sew age pum ping station no. 
1 (SPS1) located at the junction  o f D iscovery Bay R oa d and D isco very Valley Road).

3. The m odelling scenarios o f  effluent dispersion.

The a d d itio n a l 440  m 3  p e r day sew age generated by the p roposed  residentia l d evelopm ent  
is now p ro p o se d  to be ca tered  by on-site sew age treatm ent fa cilitie s "

T h e  r e a l i t y ,  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  a s  t h e  E P D  a n d  D S D ,  

w i l l  s e e  w h e n  t h e y  r e v i e w  t h i s  l a t e s t  s u b m i s s i o n ,  i s  t h a t  t h i s  i = 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 u b s t a n t i a l  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 i m i t e d  s t a t e s ,  "Th is  
inform ation clarifies an d  supplem ents the application, and does not constitute a m a t e r a l  
change id entified  in the TPB Guideline No. 32".



F u r t h e r m o r e ,  a s  w e  h a v e  p o i n t e d  o u t ,  H K R  h a s  n o  a l t e r n a t i v e  b u t  t o  b u i l d  a  s t a n d a l o n e  S T W  

i n  A r e a  6 f  a s  t h e  S i u  H o  W a n  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  a r e  n o t  a v a i l a b l e .  S o  a  S T W  c a n n o t  

b e  s i m p l y  a  p r o p o s a l ,  i t  h a s  t o  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  o p t i m a l ,  d e f e c t i v e  

i n  m a n y  w a y s  a n d  n o t  a c c e p t a b l e  t o  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 .

I t  t s  c l e a r  t h a t  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  o f  M a s t e r p l a n  L i m i t e d ^  c o v e r i n g  

l e t t e r ,  i s  m a k i n g  y e t  a n o t h e r  a t t e m p t  i n  i t s  r e p e a t e d  a p p e a l  t o  g o v e r n m e n t  n o t  t o  f o r g e t  D B  

w h e n ,  a t  s o m e  t i m e  i n  t h e  f u t u r e ,  g o v e r n m e n t  r e v i e w s  s e w / a g e  a n d  w a t e r  i n f r a s t r u c t u r e  f o r  

L a n t a u .

I t  i s  i m p e r a t i v e  t h a t  t h e  T P B  a n d  a l l  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  i n  M a s t e r p l a n  L i m i t e d ' s  l e t t e r  t h a t  u!n addition, the proposal fo r  
Area 6f is moderate in scale, the demand on the overall Government Infrastructure would 
be insignificanf1. T h i s  i s  i r r e l e v a n t  a s  g o v e r n m e n t  f a c i l i t i e s  a r e  n o t  a v a i l a b l e ,  a n d  w i l l  n o t  

b e  a v a i l a b l e  i n  t h e  p o t e n t i a l  t i m e l i n e  o f  b o t h  t h e  A r e a  6 f  a n d  A r e a  1 0 b  p r o j e c t s .  P u b l i c  

c o m m e n t s  h a v e  t o  b e  s u b m i t t e d  i n  a c c o r d a n c e  w i t h  T P B  G u i d e l i n e  I M o .  3 0 B  " G u i d e l i n e s  -  

f o r  s u b m i s s i o n  o f  c o m m e n t s  o n  v a r i o u s  a p p l i c a t i o n s  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  c o n s i d e r s  t h 3 t  t h i s  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  o f  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  n o t .

PRINCIPAL CONCERNS WITH THE APPUCATfON

I n  o u r  p r e v i o u s  s u b m i s s i o n ,  w h i c h  w a s  a s s i g n e d  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  f o l l o w i n g  p r i n c i p a l  c o n c e r n s  w h i c h  w e  h a v e  w i t h  H K R ' s  p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  o f  

t w o  1 8  s t o r e y  b u i l d i n g s ,  i n c l u d i n g  4 7 6  f l a t s ,  o f  2 1 , 6 0 0  m 2  G F A - o n  a  p l a t f o r m  c r e a t e d  t o  

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  s t o r e y  B u i l d i n g :

A .  I n a d e q u a t e  a n d  u n r e l i a b l e  i n f o r m a t i o n  h a s  b e e n  p r o 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  s t u d i e s  a n d  p a p e r s  a n d  n o t  i m p a c t  a s s e s s m e n t s ,  t h e r e b y  a v o i d i n g  h a v i n g  t o  

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  a f f e c t e d  b y  i t s  p r o p o s a l .

B .  P u b l i c  C o n s u l t a t i o n  i s  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 .  C o n s u l t a t i o n  w i t h  a l l  r e l e v a n t  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  R i s k  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  t o  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  

e v a s i v e .  I t  c a n n o t  b e  a c c e p t a b l e  i n  a  p u b l i c  c o n s u l t a t i o n  e x e r c i s e  f o r  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  a l o n e  

t o  d e c i d e  w h a t  i s  c o m m e r c i a l l y  s e n s i t i v e  ( r e  o w n e r s h i p  o f  P a s s a g e w a y  a n d  a l l o c a t i o n  o f  

u n d i v i d e d  s h a r e s )  a n d  t o  k e e p  t h a t  i n f o r m a t i o n  f r o m  b e i n g  p u b l i c l y  c o m m e n t e d  u p o n .  

A l l  i n f o r m a t i o n  p r o v i d e d  b y  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  m u s t  b e  p l a c e d  i n  t h e  p u b l i c  d o m a i n  s o  t h e  

p u b l i c  c a n  c o m m e n t  o n  i t .  T h e  t a b l e  s e t t i n g  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  

t o  b e  c o m p r e h e n s i v e .

F .  D e s p i t e  A n n e x  C  o f  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  s t a t i n g  i n  p a r a g r a p h  2 . 1 . 1 . 4  t h a t  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  i s  t h e  " a c c e s s  r o a d " ,  t h e r e  i s  n o  i n f o r m a t i o n  p r o v i d e d  

a s  t o  i t s  c o n s t r u c t i o n  t h r o u g h  P a r k v a l e  v i l l a g e .  T h e r e  a r e  m a n y  i s s u e s  a r i s i n g  f r o m  

u n s u i t a b l e  a c c e s s  t o  t h e  s i t e  s u c h  a s :  t h e  p a r t  o f  P a r k v a l e  D r i v e  w h i c h  i s  d e s i g n e d  a s  a  

p e d e s t r i a n  p a v e m e n t  u n d e r  B D  r e g u l a t i o n s  a n d  t h e  e f f e c t  o f  a d d i t i o n a l  c o n s t r u c t i o n  a n d  

o p e r a t i o n a l  t r a f f i c  o n  i t ;  w i d t h  c o n s t r a i n t s  o f  P a r k v a l e  D r i v e  w h i c h  l i m i t  t h e  a b i l i t y  o f  

l a r g e r  v e h i c l e s ,  i n c l u d i n g  b u s e s  a n d  c o n s t r u c t i o n  v e h i c l e s ,  t o  p a s s  o n e  a n o t h e r ;  p o t e n t i a l



l a c k  o f  e m e r g e n c y  a c c e s s  t o  P a r k v a l e  D r i v e  i n  t h e  e v e n t  o f  a n  a c c i d e n t ;  s a f e t y ,  a s  t h e  

p r o p o s e d  a c c e s s  t o  t h e  s i t e  i s  a  p e d e s t r i a n  a r e a  u s e d  b y  r e s i d e n t s  a n d  t h e  p u b l i c ;  a n d  

H K R ' s  l a c k  o f  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  a l t e r n a t i v e  a c c e s s  t o  t h e  s i t e .  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  s u b m i t ,  i n  i t s  F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n ,  a  T r a f f i c  I m p a c t  A s s e s s m e n t  o n  

P e d e s t r i a n s  w h i c h  i s  l i s t e d  u n d e r  t h e  R e p o r t s  t o  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 )  i s  t o  b e  i n c l u d e d  i n  A r e a  6 f  w i t h  d i s c h a r g e  d i r e c t l y  i n t o  

t h e  s e a  n e x t  t o  t h e  f e r r y  p i e r  u s i n g  e i t h e r  a  g r a v i t y  p i p e  o r  t h e  o p e n  n u l l a h  w h i c h  i s  

adjacent to H i l l g r o v e  V i l l a g e .  H o w e v e r ,  i t  i s  c l e a r  f r o m  H K R ’ s  c o m m e n t s  t h a t  t h e  l a t t e r  i s  

t h e  i n t e n d e d  a p p r o a c h .  A l s o ,  H K T  t r i e s  t o  m i n i m i s e  t h e  p o l l u t i o n  i m p a c t  o f  d i s c h a r g e  o f

-  s e w a g e  i n t o  t h e  s e a  w h e r e a s  i t  w i l l  i n c r e a s e  t h e  T I N  a n d  T P s ,  t h e r e b y  i n c r e a s i n g  t h e  

p r o b a b i l i t y  o f ,  e . g . ,  r e d  t i d e  i n  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  w a t e r s .  N o t  s u r p r i s i n g l y  H K R ^  c o n s u l t a n t s  

s a y  t h a t  t h e  s e v ^ a g e  p r o p o s a l  "is co n sid e re d  not on -efficient sew age p la n n in g  stra te g y".

H .  H K R  i s  m i s l e a d i n g  t h e  T P B  b y  s a y i n g  t h e r e  a r e  t w o  o p t i o n s  r e  w a t e r  s u p p l y  b u t ,  a s  

p r e v i o u s l y  p o i n t e d  o u t  ( s i n c e  g o v e r n m e n t  h a s  c o n f i r m e d  t h a t  i t s  f a c i l i t i e s  a t  t h e  S i u  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 e s h  W a t e r  P u m p i n g  S t a t i o n  

a r e  n o t  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  t h e  f o r e s e e a b l e  f u t u r e ) ,  t h e r e  i s  o n l y  o n e ,  w h i c h  i s  a  p o t a b l e  w a t e r  

s u p p l y  t o  b e  p r o v i d e d  b y  r e - o p e n i n g ,  a f t e r  1 6  y e a r s ,  t h e  D B  w a t e r  t r e a t m e n t  p l a n t  a n d  

u s i n g  w a t e r  f r o m  t h e  D B  r e s e r v o i r .

I .  N o  i n f o r m a t i o n  i s  p r o v i d e d  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  p r o v i s i o n  o f  o t h e r  u t i l i t i e s  t o  A r e a  6 f  a n d  h o w  

i t  w i l l  a f f e c t  P a r k v a l e  V i l l a g e ,  d e s p i t e  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  s t a t i n g  t h a t  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  i s  t h e  p r o v i s i o n  o f  

u t i l i t i e s .  F u r t h e r m o r e ,  t h e r e  i s  n o  r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  D B  L P G  g a s  s y s t e m  w h i c h  h a s  

r e c e n t l y  s u f f e r e d  a n  e x p l o s i o n  w h i c h  i s  t h e  s u b j e c t  o f  i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  b y  E M S D  a n d  F S D .

J .  S l o p e  s a f e t y  o f  t h e  a r e a ,  w h e r e  t h e  t w o  p r o p o s e d  1 8  s t o r y  b u i l d i n g s  w i l l  b e  b u i l t ,  i s  

i g n o r e d ,  d e s p i t e  A n n e x  C  p a r a g r a p h  2 . 1 . 1 . 4  s t a t i n g  t h a t  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  i s  s i t e  f o r m a t i o n .  H K R  c o n t i n u e s  t o  i g n o r e  C E D D ' s  r e q u e s t  f o r  H K R  t o  

a s s e s s  t h e  g e o t e c h n i c a l  f e a s i b i l i t y  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  t o  s u b m i t  a  

G e o t e c h n i c a l  P l a 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  i s s u e s  -  H K R ' s  r i g h t  t o  u s e  P a r k v a l e  D r i v e  a s  a c c e s s  t o  A r e a  6 f  i s  s t i l l  d i s p u t e d .

L  P l a n n i n g  c o n t r o l s  o f  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  a r e  i g n o r e d  i n  r e s p e c t  o f  t h e  M a s t e r  P l a n  ( M P )  a n d

O u t l i n e  Z o n e  P l a n  ( O Z P )  r e l a t i o n s h i p ,  t h e  2 5 , 0 0 0  p o p u l a t i o n  c e i l i n g  a n d  t h e  a l l o c a t i o n  o f  

u n d i v i d e d  s h a r e s  a n d  m a n a g e m e n t  u n i t s  u n d e r  t h e  D e e d  o f  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  c o n f l i c t  o f  i n t e r e s t  r e g a r d i n g  p o p u l a t i o n  d a t a ,  i n  t h a t  c u r r e n t  

f i g u r e s  a r e  p r o v i d e d  b y  i t s  w h o l l y  o w n e d  s u b s i d i a r y ,  D B  S e r v i c e s  M a n a g e m e n t  L i m i t e d .

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  a r e  o f t e n  m i s l e a d i n g ,  i n a c c u r a t e  a n d  o f  p o o r  q u a l i t y .

W e  p r o v i d e d  f u r t h e r  d e t a i l s  o f  t h e s e  c o n c e r n s  i n  o u r  p r e v i o u s  s u b m i s s i o n .  R e a d e r s  o f  t h i s

s u b m i s s i o n  s h o u l d  a l s o  r e a d  o u r  p r e v i o u s  s u b m i s s i o n s  i f  t h e y  h a v e  n o t  a l r e a d y  d o n e  s o .

I n  t h i s  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  a r i s i n g  f r o m  H K R ^ s  l a t e s t  s u b m i s s i o n  a n d  f r o m

H K R  s  i n t e n t i o n  t o  b u i l d  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  i n  A r e a  6 f .

SEWAGE TREATMENT

A l l  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  t o  t h e  T P B  i n  r e s p e c t  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  d i s c h a r g e  c o n t i n u e  t o  b e  i g n o r e d .



W e  h a v e ,  a g a i n ,  s e t  o u t  a n d  e x p a n d e d  o u r  c o n c e r n s  a n d  c o m m e n t s  i n  t h e  f o l l o w i n g

s e c t i o n s :

A .  S e w a g e  M a s t e r  P l a n s .

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 .  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 .

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 .

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 .

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 .

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 . .

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 .  S e w a g e  f r o m  t h e  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 .  '

J .  M a n a g e m e n t  o f  t h e  S T W .

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 .

L .  C o n s u l t a t i o n .

A .  S E W A G E  M A S T E R  P L A N S

1 .  I n  1 9 8 9 ,  a  s e w a g e  d i s p o s a l  s t r a t e g y  w a s  f o r m u l a t e d  b y  t h e  G o v e r n m e n t .  S i n c e  t h e n  E P D  

h a s  p r o d u c e d  1 6  S e w a g e  M a s t e r  P l a n s  ( S M P s )  a n d  D S D  h a s  h a d  t h e  r o l e  o f  w o r k s  a g e n t  

t o  i m p l e m e n t  t h e  r e c o m m e n d e d  p r o j e c t s  t o  c a t e r  f o r  t h e  n e e d s  o f  t h e  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  i n t o  8  a r e a s  f o r  c o n d u c t i n g  t h e  S M P  R e v i e w  S t u d i e s .  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  i n c l u d e  t h e  " R e v i e w  o f  O u t l y i n g  I s l a n d s  S M P ”， 

w h i c h  i n c l u d e s  D B .

2 .  A l l  t h e  H K R  s u b m i s s i o n s  c o n s i s t e n t l y  m a k e  n o  m e n t i o n  o f  t h e  O u t l y i n g  I s l a n d s  S M P i  

w h i c h  w o u l d  a p p e a r  t o  b e  b e c a u s e  t h e i r  s e w a g e  s t r a t e g y  f o r  D B ,  a s  i l l u s t r a t e d  b y  t h e  

p r o p o s a l s  f o r  b o t h  A r e a s  6 f  a n d  1 0 b ,  i s  i n c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  t h a t  p l a n .  T h e r e f o r e  E P D  a n d  

D S D  h a v e  n o  a l t e r n a t i v e  b u t  t o  r e j e c t  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 8  

a c c o r d i n g l y .

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 .  S i n c e  g o v e r n m e n t  f a c i l i t i e s  a r e  n o t  a v a i l a b l e  i n  t h e  f o r e s e e a b l e  f u t u r e ,  H K R  h a s  n o  

a l t e r n a t i v e  b u t  t o  b u i l d  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 )  i n  A r e a  6 f ,  i f  t h e  

p r o p o s e d  c h a n g e  i n  u s e  i s  a p p r o v e d  a n d  i f  t h e  p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  i s  i n  f a c t  b u i l t .  

T h i s  m e a n s  t h a t  p e o p l e  l i v i n g  i n  P a r k v a l e  V i l l a g e  w o u l d  h a v e  a  S T W  a d j a c e n t  t o  t h e m .  

H K R  i s  n o t  p r o v i d i n g  d e t a i l s . o f  t h e  d e s i g n ,  i t s  e x a c t  l o c a t i o n  a n d  h o w  i t  w i l l  b e  m a n a g e d  

a n d  m a i n t a i n e d .  A s  H K R  w i l l  w a n t  t o  m i n i m i z e  c o s t s ,  w e  a r e  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  f a c i l i t y  w i l l  b e  a n d  t h e  r i s k  o f  i t s  b r e a k i n g  d o w n .  I f  t h e  T P B  a p p r o v e s  t h e  c h a n g e  

o f  u s e  o f  A r e a  6 f , t h e  r e s i d e n t s  o f  P a r k v a l e  V i l l a g e ,  w h o  a t  n o  s t a g e  h a v e  b e e n  c o n s u l t e d  

b y  H K R ,  w i l l  b e  f o r c e d  b y  H K R  t o  l i v e  n e x t  d o o r  t o  a  S T W  w i t h  a l l  i t s  n e g a t i v e  a s p e c t s ,  

i n c l u d i n g  s t r o n g  f o u l  o d o u r s .  A n d  o f  c o u r s e  t h e  f u t u r e  1 1 9 0  r e s i d e n t s  o f  A r e a  6 f  w i l l  a l s o  

s u f f e r  f r o m  t h e  s a m e  n e g a t i v e  a s p e c t s  o f  a  S T W  i n t e g r a t e d  i n t o  t h e i r  d e v e l o p m e n t .

2 .  I t  i s  i n d i c a t i v e  o f  t h e  i n a d e q u a c i e s  o f  t h i s  s u b m i s s i o n ,  a n d  a l J  t h e  p r e v i o u s  H K R  . 

s u b m i s s i o n s ,  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  n o  r e f e r e n c e  w h a t s o e v e r  t o  t h e  D S D  ' ^ G u i d e l i n e s  f o r  t h e  

D e s i g n  o f  S m a l l  S e w a g e  T r e a t m e n t  P l a n t s "  f o r  p r i v a t e  d e v e l o p m e n t s  u p  t o  2 , 0 0 0  

p o p u l a t i o n  e q u i v a l e n t .  I n  p r e p a r i n g  t h e s e  g u i d e l i n e s  D S D  p l a c e d  s p e c i a l  e m p h a s i s  o n



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  p l a n 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  s a f e 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  d e s i 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 ;  p r a c t i c a l  d e s i g n  a n d  i n s t a l l a t i o n ;  o p e r a t i o n  a n d  m a i n t e n a n c e ;  e 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  i 〇 

p r o v i d e  a  d e s i g n  s u b m i s s i o n  i n  t h i s  l a t e s t  F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  w h i c h  c o u l d ,  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  g u i d e l i n e s ,  h a v e  i n c l u d e d  f o r  e x a m p l e :  k e y  p l a n  s h o w i n g  l o c a t i o n  

o f  d e v e l o p m e n t  a n d  e f f l u e n t  d i s c h a r g e  l o c a t i o n ;  p l a n  a n d  s e c t i o n  s h o w i n g  t h e  l o c a t i o n  

o f  s m  w i t h i n  t h e  d e v e l o p m e n t  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  r e s i d e n t i a l  u n i t s  a n d  s u r r o u n d i n g  f a c i l i t i e s ;  

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  p r o f i l e  t o g e t h e r  V v / i t h  s u p p o r t i n g  

c a l c u l a t i o n s ;  d e t a i l e d  p r o c e s s  d e s i g n  c a l c u l a t i o n s ;  d e t a 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  i n c 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  o f  

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 ;  v e n t i l a t i o n  a n d  l i g h t i n g  d e t a i l s ;  

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  u n i t s ,  m a k e ,  m o d e l  n u m b e r ,  

c a p a c i t y  e t c .  ( 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 v > / 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  b u i l t  a n d  o p e r a t e s  3  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  f a c i l i t i e s  

o n  L a n t a u  i s l a n d  a n d  O u t i l y i n g  I s l a n d s ,  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 i t :  p r o p o s e s  t o  b u i l d  i n  A r e a  6 f ,  n o r  h a s  i t  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  I s l a n d  i s  

s u i t a b l e  f o r  a  s i t e  l o c a t e d  o n  a  s t e e p  s l o p e  a n d  f a r  f r o m  t h e  s e a ,  w i t h  a  d i s c h a r g e  p o i n t ,  

s o  c l o s e  t o  a  r e s i d e n t i a l  a r e a .

4 .  D u e  t o  i t s  p r o x i m i t y  t o  o u r  v i l l a g e ,  w e  c o n s i d e r  t h a t  I t  i s  i n a p p r o p r i a t e  t o  l o c a t e  3 S T W  

i n  d u e  t o  t h e  p o t e 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 c i a l l y  a s  t h e  e f f l u e n t

s e e m s  h i g h l y  l i k e f y  t o  b e  d i s c h a r g e d  i n t o  a n  o p e n  n u i i 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  

o f  a  r e s i d e n t i a l  b u i l d i n g  a n d ,  s u b s e q u e n t l y ,  i n t o  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  a r e a ,  i n  

v i e w  o f  t h e  s e r i o u s  i n a d e q u a c i e s  a n d  s h o r t f a l l  o f  t h e  S T W  p r o p o s a l  w e  b e l i 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  a l t e r n a t i v e  b u t  t o  r e j e c t  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  t o  

n o t  a p p r o v e  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n .

C .  A P P L i C A T f 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  g l i b l y  s t a t e s  t h a t M o reo ver, the  
operation o f  the STW  sh a ll a lso  apply fo r  a d isch a rg e  licence fro m  the re le v a n t  a u th o rity

t h e  o p ⑽ f /如  5 T W _ "  T h i s  i s  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

r e f e r r i n g  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  v / i l l  b e  r e s p o n s i b l e  

f o r  s u b m i t t i n g  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n ;  w h o  w i l l  p a y  t h e  l i c e n c e  f e e ;  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  i f  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  i s  r e j e c t e d ?

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  t o  t h e  T P B  a n d ,  o f  c o u r s e ,  

t h e  p u b h c  s i n c e  t h i s  F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  i s  s u p p o s e d  t o  b e  s u b j e c t  t o  o u b i i c

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  i s  s t i l l  s a y i n g ,  a s  i t  d i d  i n  i t s  p r e v i o u s  s u b m i s s i o n s ,  t h a t  d i s c h a r g i n g  t h e  t r e a t e d  

s e w a g e  d i r e c t l y  i n t o  a n  o p e n  n u l l a h  i s  s t i l i  a n  o p t i o n  t o  b e  c o n s i d e r e d  a t  t h e  d e s i g n

n U i，aTh  ^  Pa；a!le，t〇 DiSC〇 Ven/ V a l ，e Y  R〇 ad a n d  ^ r o c e e d s  d i r e c t f y  W
h i l l g r o v e  V i l l a g e .  T n 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  w i l l  b e  f l o w i n g



alongside approxim ately 200 metres of footpath/road and directly under the balconies
of around 200 apartm ents in th is village. This is illustrated in the following photographs.

1 二 ， 一
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V i e w  o f  t h e  o p e n  n u l l a h  l o o k i n g  u p s t r e a m V i e w  o f  t h e  o p e n  n u l l a h  l o o k i n g  d o w n s t r e a m

p a s t  H i l l g r o v e  V i l l a g e t o w a r d s  H i l l g r o v e  V i l l a g e

2 .  T h e  n u l l a h  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  厂e l i e f  

f o r  t h e  r e s e r v o i r  a t  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  i t  i s  v i r t u a l l y  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  r e s e r v o i r  d i s c h a r g e  t h i s  n u i l a h  i s  f u l l  t o  t h e  t o p .  T h e  

a d d i t i o n  o f  t h e  s e w a g e  e f f l u e n t  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  n u l l a h  t o  

o v e r f l o w  o r  t h e  e f f l u e n t  t o  b a c k - u p  i n t o  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  i m p l i c a t i o n s .  

T h i s  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 i l d i n g  a  g r a v i t y  s e w a g e  p i p e  a n d  i t  i s  

c o n s i d e r e d  t h a t  H K R  w i l l  a d o p t  t h i s  o p t i o n  w h i l s t  g i v i n g  t h e  i m p r e s s i o n  t o  t h e  丁P B ,  E P D ,  

e t c .  t h a t  i t  w i l l  b u i l d  a  g r a v i t y  p i p e ,  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  S N T O  T H E  S E A

1 .  H K R  i s  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  i n t o  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  f e r r y  p i e r  w i t h o u t  t h e  n e e d  o f  a  m a r i n e  o u t f a l l .  T h e  o u t l e t  i s  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 ,  r e s i d e n t i a l  b u i l d i n g s  a n d  a  s h o p p i n g  c e n t r e ,  w h i c h  H K R  i s  a b o u t  t o  

b u i l d ,  a n d  i s  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  p u b l i c  b a t h i n g  b e a c h .  T h i s  i s  a n  a r t i f i c i a l l y  

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  s i l t e d  T a i  P a k  W a n .  T h e  p r o p o s a l  f o r  t h e  

d i s c h a r g e  o f  e f f l u e n t  i n t o  a  s h a l l o w  s e a b e d ,  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 ,  

r e s i d e n t i a l  b u i l d i n g s  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  

r e s t a u r a n t s  a n d  f e r r y  p i e r  i s  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  w i l l  e n c o u r a g e  t o x i c  r e d  

t i d e s  a s  w e l l  a s  c o n c e n t r a t i o n s  o f  E .  c o l i .

2 .  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  e f f l u e n t  b e i n g  d i s c h a r g e d  i n t o  t h e  s e a  i n  D B .  

A l t h o u g h  t h e  e f f l u e n t  w i l l  h a v e . b e e n  t r e a t e d ,  i t  w i l l ,  h a v e  a  h i g h  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  o f  

n u t r i e n t s  w h i c h  h a s  b e e n  s c i e n t i f i c a l l y  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  

( " r e d  t i d e s " ) ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  s h a l l o w  c o a s t a l  a r e a s  ( s e e  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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alongside approxim ately 200 metres of footpath/road and directly under the balconies
of around 200 apartm ents in th is village. This is illustrated in the following photographs.
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volume 9, issue 10, 2G10 of 'Elsevier1) 引id, as the prevailing winds come from the east,
b lo w in g  on to  D3, such harmful a lg a e  w ou id  n o t  d issipate  easily.

3. T h e  w a ter  quaiity a s s e s s m e n t  n o te s  that  fo r  t h e  w h o le  o f  Hong Kong w a te r s  a d ja cen t  t o  

t h e  Pearl Rivsr Delta and  including the  w a t e r s  around DB th a t  t h e  Total Inorganic  
N itrogen (TIN) already e x c e e d s  th e  VVQO. W e  w o u ld  n o t  d is p u te  this, b u t  th is  d o e s  n o t  
ju s t ify  HKR's in ten t io n  to  in crease  th e  s u s p e n d e d  so l id s  a n d  S-Coli c o n t e n t  o f 1:hs 
s e w a g e  p lu m e in th e  v e i7 publicly e x p o s e d  w a t e r s  and b e a c h e s  o f  Tai Pak W a n .

4. In previous su b m iss ion s ,  HKR tried to  d o w n p la y  th e  o ccu rren ce  o f  red t id es  d e sp i te  t h e  

aischarga  of m ore  TIMs and TPs w hich  will increase  t h e  probability  o f  m ore  red t id e s .  
T he latest Further Information has  o m it ted  r e feren ces  in th e  p rev io u s  v e r s io n  to  TP 
(referred to  as Total Particu丨ates in th e  Executive  S um m ary o f  t h e  E nvironm enta l S tu d y  

an d  as Total P h o sp h orou s in the Technical Mote) and to  red t id es .

5. The Further Information subm itted  by HKR in O ctob er  inciuded t h e  fcIlGwingr

a. Executive Sum m ary -  ''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 1S.1. Hence the occurrence o f red tides w ill hs unlikely.r,

b. 6 .3 .1 .5  -  a7he computed N: P ratio concluded that the possibility o f  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 m inim ized W ith 
the discharge standard, the N t o P  ratio is maintained greater than 1B.1. Hence the  
occurrence o f red tides will be unlikely/'

6. The tex t  in bold d o es  n o t  appear in th e  la tes t  version  o f  t h e  E n viron m en ta l S tu d y  
su b m itted  by HKR on  2 8  N ovem ber 2 0 1 6 .  W hy w ou ld  HKR d e le t e  this t e x t  if t h e  
"occurrence of red tides w川 be unlikely”? T hus t h e  p rev io u s  v er s io n  tr ied  t o  d o w n p la y  
t h e  likely occurrence o f  red tides, w hils t  t h e  om iss io n  o f  t h e  r e f e r e n c e s  to  r e d  t id es  in 
t h e  la test  vers ion  im p lies  tSiat w h a t  w as s t a t e d  in th e  p rev io u s  v er s io n  w a s  in co rrec t ,  
an d  th a t  w e ,  and g o v ern m en t /  sh o u ld  be c o n c e r n e d  a b o u t  t h e  d isch a rg e  o f  t h e  s e w a g e  
Into th e  sea  increasing t h e  likelihood of red  t id e s  occurring.

7. The conclusions in th e  Technical N ote  th a t  "t/je w a te厂 gt;c7//fy /V? the  iz/c/n/ty o / m a 厂/Vie- 
based WSRs would be in compliance with WQOs in SSy £  coli and UIA'1 are b a sed  o n  

•m odelled  m ea su rem en ts  at VVSR 0 7  (Tai Pak Peninsula CPA), 2 7 0  m etres  from t h e  
s e w a g e  discharge point. This ignores th e  fa c t  that  th e  area o f  th e  s e a  into w hich  t h e  
s e w a g e  would be discharged should  also be  considered  to  b e  a WSR. This area is 
adjacen t to  a pedestrian v/alkway, residential buildings and a sh o p p in g  centre w hich  HKR 
is a b o u t  to  build, as th e  following picture d em o n stra tes :



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 m ea su rem en ts  at the  
sew a g e  discharge outlet instead of 270  metres from it?

THEORETICAL MGDELLiNG SCENARIOS OF SEWAGE PROCESSSiNSG AND EFFLUENT 
DISCHARGE

The consultants have not undertaken a sensitivity analysis regarding their various 
calculation's, nor a risk assessment as to  environmental aspects, daily operations and 
em ergency  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 exerc ise  there  
should be a layman's guide to the scientific and mathematical acceptability o f  their 
approach (and its quality), since, without this, the  vast majority of th e  public are unlikely 
to understand and to  be abfe to comment on the approach.

The modelling scenario is described in section 4.3 of the Revised Technical iMote on 
Water Quality submitted in the latest Further Information. The effluent dispersion  
scenarios are stimulated by a near-field modei, 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  
sam e 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 th e  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.

Paragraph 4.3.1.2 of the Technical Note on Water Quality states "The exit of the gravity 
sewage pipe into sea is near surface." However, in each of th e  CORMIX scenarios, under
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"Buoyancy a sse ssm e n t", it is s t a t e d  t h a t  "The e ff lu e n t density  is  less th a n  the 
surrounding a m b ie n t w ater density  o t  the d isch a rg e  leve l. Therefore, the e f f lu e n t  is 
P O SIT IV E LY  B U O Y A N T  a n d  w ill ten d  to  rise to w a rd s the s u r f a c e d  T h i s  m e a n s  t h a t  t h e  

s e w a g e  e f f l u e n t  w i l l  b e  v e i 7  v i s i b l e  n e a r  a n d  o n  t h e  s e a  s u r f a c e ,  a s  i l l u s t r a t e d  i n  t h e  

a b o v e  p h o t o g r a p h .  It is e s s e n t i a l  t h a t  E P D  i n v e s t i g a t e s  t h i s  f i n d i n g  a n d  c o n c l u d e s  t h a t  it 

is n o t  a c c e p t a b l e .

4 .  T h e  r e s u l t s  o f  t h e  m o d e l l i n g  s c e n a r i o  a r e  s e t  o u t  i n  A p p e n d i x  D  "CORMIX model output" 
to the 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  d u a l i t y  a n d ,  a s  m e n t i o n e d  i n  p a r a g r a p h  F 2  

above, a r e  e x a c t l y  t h e  s a m e  a s  i n  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 o  t h e  l a y m a n ,  t h e  

r e s u l t s  a r e  p r o b a b l y  d i f f i c u l t  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  d i f f i c u l t  t o  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  a t  t h e  e n d  o f  e a c h  o f  t h e  C O R M I X  r e p o r t s ,  w h i c h  is  t h e  

"REMINDER: The user must take note that HYDRODYNAMIC MODELLING by any known 
technique is NOT AN EXACT SCIENCE” .

5. T h e  f u l l  n a m e  o f  t h e  m o d e l  is ^CORMIX MIXING ZONE EXPERT SYSTEM Version 5.0GT 
HYDROl: Version-5.0.1.0 December, 2007". It is d i f f i c u l t  t o  u n d e r s t a n d  w h y  a  9  y e a r  o l d  

v e r s i o n  o f  t h i s  m o d e l  w a s  u s e d  a n d  t h i s  a s p e c t  s h o u l d  b e  i n v 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  s c i e n c e ,  it is n o r m a l  f o r  t h e r e  t o  b e  a t  l e a s t  s o m e  u p d a t e s ,  o v e r  a  p e r i o d  o f  9  

y e a r s ,  a s  a  r e s u l t  o f  its u s a g e ,  e m p i r i c a l  t e s t i n g  a n d  i m p r o v e m e n t s  o f  s o f t w a r e .  I n  t h i s  

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  i n  S e p t e m b e r  2 0 1 4  a n d  

J u l y  2 0 1 6  r e s p e c t i v e l y .  E P D  m u s t  i n v e s t i g a t e  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  t o  

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  f o r  a n y  s t u d y .

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 .  I n  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  

s a i d :

a.  I n  p a r a g r a p h  6 . 2 . iii o f  i t s  o r i g i n a l  a p p l i c a t i o n ,  t h a t  "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 area is considered to ■ be ineffective in 
achieving economies for scale fo r the infrastructure and land area1'. 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  

f o r  A r e a  6 f  n o t e s  t h a t  aThis STW  will treat sewage on ly from 2 single residential 
towers fo r 476 units at Area 6f so it is considered not an efficient sewage planning  
strategy11. P a r a g r a p h  5 . 6 . 4 . 1  a l s o  n o t e s  t h a t  a  l o c a l  S T W  m a y  c a u s e  "an offensive 
smell and is health hazard".

b .  /lThis additional effluent would have impacts on both water quality and marine
ecology. All these would require a quantitative water quality modd to be established
for assessment os,part of the subsequent ElA". ( 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 u d y ,

6 . 3 . 1 . 3 ) .  F u r t h e r m o r e ,  i n  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 f 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  ( E l A ) ,  w h i c h  l i k e l y  m e a n s  t h a t  t h e  

s u b j e c t  o f  a n  E l A  h a s  b e e n  d r o p p e d .  L o g i c a l l y  t h e r e  s h o u l d  b e  a  f u l l  s c a l e  E l A  a s  p a r t  

o f  t h i s  S e c t i o n  1 2 A  a p p l i c a t i o n .

c. B u i l d i n g  a  S T W  i n  A r e a  6 f  is still s u b - o p t i m u m  i n  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  i n  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  "Revised Study on 
Drainage, Sewage and Water Supply", p a r a g r a p h  5 . 6 . 1 . 4 ,  s t a t e d  t h a t  this new 
DBSTW will only treat sewage from  2 single residential towers fo r 476 units at Area

9



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  i n  H K R ' s  f i r s t  a n d  s e c o n d  s u b m i s s i o n s  o f  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  i n  t h e  e v e n t  t h a t  t h e  S T W  b r o k e  d o w n .  O n l y  i n  i t s  t h i r d  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  s u b j e c t  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  i n c l u d e :  

d u a l  f e e d  p o w e r  s u p p l y  f o r  t h e  S T W ; . " s u i t a b l e  b a c k u p "  o f  t h e  S T W  t r e a t m e n t  p r o c e s s  

( b u t  n o  i n f o r m a t i o n  a s  t o  w h a t  is s u i t a b l e ) ;  a n d  c o n n e c t i n g  t h e  g r a v i t y  s e w a g e  p i p e  t o  

t h e  e x i s t i n g '  s e w a g e  s y s t e m  a t  P u m p i n g  S t a t i o n  N o  1  ( t o  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  e x i s t i n g  s y s t e m  (i.e. t o  S i u  H o  W a n  

S T W ) ,  a n d ,  a s  b a c k u p ,  t h e  m o v e m e n t  o f  s e w a g e  b y  3 6  s e w a g e  t a n k e r  v e h i c l e s  p e r  d a y  t o  

t h e  S i u  H o  V v / a n  S T W .

2 .  C o n n e c t i o n  t o  t h e  e x i s t i n g  s e w a g e  s y s t e m  is c l e a r l y  m o s t  l i k e l y  t o  b e  u s e d  o n c e  a n d  t h e n  

l e f t  o n  p e r m a n e n t l y ,  s i n c e  t h e r e  is n o  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  h o w  t h i s  a c t i o n  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  S i u  H o  W a n  f a c i l i t i e s )  a s  t h e  e x i s t i n g  

D B  S e r v i c e s  M a n a g e m e n t  L i m i t e d  ( a s  i l l u s t r a t e d  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  s e v e r e l y  c h a l l e n g e d .

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 n c e  it w o u l d  b e  a n  o p e n  i n v i t a t i o n  t o

a b u s e  a n d  i l l e g a l l y  u s e  t h e . S H W S T W .  *

4 .  A l s o  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  e s p e c i a l l y  r e l e v a n t  d u r i n g  

e m e r g e n c i e s )  is c u r r e n t l y  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  s t a t i o n  b e i n g  i l l e g a l l y  

u s e d  f o r  v e h i c u l a r  p a r k i n g .  T h e  L a n d s  D e p a r t m e n t  h a s  r e c e n t l y  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  a s  t h i s  a r e a  s h o u l d  o n l y  b e  u s e d  f o r  t h e  p u r p o s e s  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  o p e r a t i o n  o f  

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  t h i s  s i t u a t i o n  w h e n  

i s s u i n g  i t s  i n s t r u c t i o n s .  T h e r e f o r e  it is n e c e s s a r y  t h a t  t h i s  i s s u e  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 u c k  is c l e a r l y  u n a c c e p t a b l e  i n  a  m o d e r n  c i t y  e n v i r o n m e n t ,  

e s p e c i a l l y  a s  it w o u l d  r e q u i r e  3 6  s e w a g e  t a n k e r  v e h i c l e s  a  d a y  t o  r e m o v e  t h e  s e w a g e  t o  

t h e  S i u  H o  W a n  S T W ,  a n d  is i n c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  g o v e r n m e n t ' s  e f f o r t s  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  d i s p o s a l  i n  H o n g  K o n g .  T h e  3 6  t r u c k  c a l c u l a t i o n  is c o n s i d e r e d  t o  b e  m o r e  

r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  t h a n  t h e  c a l c u l a t i o n  i n  p a r a g r a p h  6 . 3 . 2 . 1  o f  t h e  l a t e s t  F u r t h e r  

I n f o r m a t i o n  w h i c h  i m p l i e s  t h a t  s e w a g e  w i l l  o n l y  b e  m o v e d  o n  t h e  b a s i s  o f  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  i n  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  t o l d  t h a t  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  S i u  H o  W a n  S T W .

6 .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  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  i n  t h e  

e v e n t  o f  t h e  o p e n  n u l l a h  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 .  T h i s  w o u l d  p r o b a b l y  i n v o l v e  

t h e  3 6  t r u c k s  p e r  d a y  t r a v e l l i n g  t h r o u g h  P a r k v a l e  v i l l a g e  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  

S i u  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  f o r  t h i s  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. A l l  o f  P a r k v a l e  V i l l a g e  w i l l  b e  a f f e c t e d  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  6 f .  P a r a g r a p h  6 . 2 . 1 . B  o f  t h e  l a t e s t  

F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  s t a t e s  t h a t  p o r t a b l e  c h e m i c a l  t o i l e t s  w i l l  b e  u s e d  b y  t h e
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c o n s t r u c t i o n  w o r k f o r c e .  T h i s  is d i s m i s s e d  a s  a  m i n o r  i s s u e ,  b u t  is e x p e c t e d  t o  p e r s i s t  f o r

s o m e  t w o  t o  t w o  and a  half years. Those who have e x p e r i e n c e  w i t h  c o n s t r u c t i o n  s i t e s

w i l l  k n o w  t h a t ,  firstly, n e v e r  e n o u g h  p o r t a b l e  t o i l e t s  a r e  p r o v i d e d  a n d  t h a t  c o n s i r u c t i o n  

w o r k e r s  u r i n a t e  all o v e r  t h e  s i t e  a n d ,  s e c o n d l y ,  a n d  m o r e  i m p o r t a n t l y ,  t h a t ,  w h e n  

p u m p i n g  t h e  s e v y a g e  f r o m  t h e  t o i l e t s  i n t o  t a n k e r  t r u c k s ,  a  s u b s t a n t i a l  r e l e a s e  o f  

p o l l u t a n t  f u m e s  a n d  v e r y  u n p l e a s a n t  a n d  p e r v a s i v e  o d o u r s  a r e  r e l e a s e d  i n t o  t h e  l o c a l  

a t m o s p h e r e .  T h e s e  w i l l  c r e a t e  b o t h  a  h e a l t h  h a z a r d  a n d  a  s e r i o u s  d e s p o l i a t i o n  o f  t h e  

q u a l i t y  o f  life o f  t h e  r e s i d e n t s  i n  t h e  a d j a c e n t  P a r k v a l e  V i l l a g e .

j. M A N A G EM EN T OF TH E STW

1. T h e r e  is n o  e x p l a n a t i o n  a s  t o  h o w  t h e  S T W  w i l l  b e  m a n a g e d  i n  r e s p e c t  o f  b o t h  d a y  t o  

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  s i t u a t i o n s .  In t h e  D S D  g u i d e l i n e s  ( r e f e r r e d  t o  i n  s e c t i o n  

B  a b o v e )  it is s t a t e d  i n  p a r a g r a p h s  5 . 1 / 2  t h a t  l,ln selecting the type of treatm ent process, 
the designers should take due consideration of the ovoifability o f  com petent operators. 
Only com petent technicians shou ld  be assigned to operate the STP. The operator should  
be fu lly  conversant with the recom m ended operating procedures as stipu lated  in the  
operation a n d  maintenance m a n u a r,

2. W o u l d  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  S e r v i c e s  M a n a g e m e n t  L i m i t e d ,  t h e  w h o l l y  o w n e d  s u b s i d i a r y  o f  H K R  

w h i c h  m a n a g e s  D B ,  e m p l o y  a d d i t i o n a l  s t a f f  c a p a b l e  o f  m a n a g i n g  a  S T W  o r  V v / o u l d  it u s e  

e x i s t i n g  s t a f f  w h i c h  h a v e  n o  r e l e v a n t  e x p e r i e n c e ?  H K R  s h o u l d  b e  r e q u i r e d  t o  s t a t e  h o w  

it w i l l  e n s u r e  t h a t  t h e  S T W  i n  A r e a  6f, a n d  t h a t  i n  A r e a  1 0 b ,  w o u l d  b e  o p e r a t e d  s a f e l y  

a n d  e f f i c i e n t l y .

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  r e f e r e n c e  in its F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  t h a t  all t h e  c a p i t a l  a n d  o p e r a t i n g  

c o s t s  a r i s i n g  f r o m  t h e  p r o p o s e d  S T W  in A r e a  o f  t o g e t h e r  w i t h  t h e  g r a v i t y  s e w a g e  p i p e  t o  

t h e  s e a  a t  t h e  P l a z a  w i l l  b e  m e t  b y  e i t h e r  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  o f  t h e  

A r e a  6 f  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  t o  c o n f i r m  t h a t  all c a p i t a l  a n d  

o p e r a t i n g  c o s t s  a r i s i n g  f r o m  t h e  p r o p o s e d  S T W  i n  A r e a  6 f  a n d  t h e  g r a v i t y  s e w a g e  p i p e  

o r  u s e  o f  t h e  n u l l a h  w i l l  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  o f  A r e a  6 f  

p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t .

2. A l s o  t h e  r e s i d e n t s  o f  P a r k v a l e  V i l l a g e  a n d  o t h e r  v i l l a g e s  i n  D i s c o v e r y  S a y  s h o u l d  n o t  

h a v e  t o  s u f f e r  t h e  d i s t u r b a n c e  o f  l a y i n g  t h e  g r a v i t y  s e w a g e  p i p e  o r  t h e  c o n n e c t i o n  t o  

t h e  o p e n  n u l l a h .

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  t o  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  a n d  d i s c h a r g e  h a s  n o t  b e e n  e x p l a i n e d  b y  H K R  

.:〇 t h e  w 丨d e r  c o m m u n i t y  〇f  D B . |n  v i e w  o f  t h i s  d e f [ c i e n t  a n d  s u b _ 〇p t 丨麵⑺  a p p r 〇 a c h  

( a n d  t h e  s a m e  a p p r o a c h  is t o  b e  a d o p t e d  f o r  A r e a  1 0 b  w i t h  s e w a g e  t o  b e  d i r e c t l y  

d i s c h a r g e d  i n t o  t h e  s e a  a t  N i m  S h u e  W a n ) ,  H K R  is g u i l t y  o f  a b u s i n g  t h e  s o  c a l l e d  p u b l i c  

c o n s u l t a t i o n  p r o c e s s  a n d  d i s p l a y i n g  a  c o m p l e t e  d i s r e g a r d  f o r  m o d e m  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  

a n d  d i s c h a r g e  p r a c t i c e s  a n d  D S D  g u i d e l i n e s  a s  d e v e l o p e d  s o  d i l i g e n t l y  o v e r  t h e  l a s t  3 0  

Y e a 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  t h e i r  r e s p e c t i v e  p o l i c y  b u r e a u x .  

C O N C L U S I O N

W : (!he Parkva丨e Vil丨age Owners Committee r印resenting the Owners of
w h i c h  is a d j a c e n t  t o  A r e a  6 f  a n d  t h r o u g h  w h i c h  all t r a f f i c  t o  A r e a  6 f  w o u l d

P a r k v a l e  V i l l a g e ,  

p a s s )  c o n t i n u e  t o
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b e  s u r p r i s e d  a n d  d i s a p p o i n t e d  t h a t  n o  G o v e r n m e n t  D e p a r t m e n t ,  n o r  H K R ,  a p p e a r s  t o  h a v e  

c o n s i d e r e d  t h e  a d v e r s e  i m p a c t  o f  t h e  p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  o n  t h e  o w n e r s  a n d  r e s i d e n t s  

o f  P a r k v a l e  V i l l a g e ,  e s p e c i a l l y  t h e  t o t a l l y  u n a c c e p t a b l e  a n d  s u b  o p t i m a l  c o m m i t m e n t  t o  

b u i l d  a  s t a n d a l o n e  S T W  w i t h  d i s c h a r g e  b y  o p e n  n u l l a h  d i r e c t l y  p a s t  a p a r t m e n t s  a n d  I n t o  

t h e  s e a .  ! n  v i e w  o f  t h e  s e r i o u s  i n a d e q u a c i e s  a n d  s h o r t f a l l  o f  t h e  S T W  a n d  d i s c h a r g e  

p r o p o s a l  w e  b e l i 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  a l t e r n a t i v e  b u t  t o  r e j e c t  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  t o  n o t  a p p r o v e  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n .

A s  c l e a r l y  d e m o n s t r a t e d  i n  n o t  o n l y  t h i s  s u b m i s s i o n  b u t  i n  all o u r  s u b m i s s i o n s ,  H K R ' s  

a p p l i c a t i o n  c o n t i n u e s  t o  b e  d e f i c i e n t  in m a n y  w a y s .  S o  a g a i n ,  w e  c o n s i d e r  t h a t  t h e  T o w n  

P l a n n i n g  B o a r d  is i n  n o  o t h e r  p o s i t i o n  t h a n  t o  r e j e c t  H K R ;s  a p p l i c a t i o n  t o  r e z o n e  A r e a  6 f.

W e  a g a i n  e n c o u r a g e  t h e  T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d  t o  vis i t  t h e  s i t e  a n d  m e e t  r e s i d e n t s .  I n  d o i n g  

s o ,  m a n y  o f  t h e  i s s u e s  h i g h l i g h t e d  i n  t h i s  r e p o r t  w o u l d  b e  e v i d e n t .

Signed on b e h a lf o f the PVOC: Date:

2 9  D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 6

M r .  K e n n e t h  i. B r a d l e y  J . P .

Parkvale Village Owners Committee Chairman
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Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b

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 Viltage, or a plan that would involve discharging of treated sewage in either Discovery Bay or Nim 
Shui Wan. Children and teenagers frequently play *m 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

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.lTk
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Planning consent objection to Area 6F discovery bay

5 4 7 3

and used regularly by families with small children and dogs - knowing as they do that buses arrive every 15 
minutes. Any increase in traffic could lead to children or animals being injured or worse. The three Woods blocks 
are popular with young families because of the efficiency of the units but construction and construction related 
traffic will create significant road noise and cause great distress to young children, retirees and animals. This in 
turn will have a significant negative impact on the value of our properties. 丁he increase in popul孕tion will put 
unnecessary additional stress on already heavily stretched peak hour travel services the ecological as well and 
scenic impact would also be severe as land is cleared and yet another green area is cover d in concrete. There is 
no benefit whatsoever to the current owners or tenants in the Woods or parkvale area by adding all of these extra 
units and placing a sewage testament plant near residential properties is likely to result in young children being 
drawn to this hazardous area with potentially disastrous consequences.

I object to any development of the area contained in 6F documents.

Thanks

Sent from my iPad

mailto:tpbpd@pland.sov.hk


职 拷 ： Eva Leuns ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ I
寄件日期： 24日12月2016年星期六15:50
收件者： tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
主旨： Objection - Application No. Y/I-DB/2 Area 6f - amendments dated 29th November 2016 5 4 7 4

Dear Sir,

As a 30 years resident and landlord in Discovery Bay, I strongly object the application of the development on Area 6f. I 
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,

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Dear Town Planning Board,

My wife and I, owners and residents o f 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, w e 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
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寄件者： 

寄件曰期: 
收件者： 

主旨： 

附件：

Susan Ho |
27曰12月2016年 星 期 二 20:25 
tpbpd @pland.gov.hk 

<rDi5sovery bay Planning Applications
f 6f Objection SH 27.12.16.dcx:x; Peninsular VOC Letter for Area 10b Objectioi 27.12.16 SH.docx

Please see  tw o objection letters attached

5477

Susan ho



T h e  Secretariat

T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d

15/F, N o r t h  P oint G o v e r n m e n t  Offices

33 3  J a v a  R o a d ,  N o r t h  Poi n t

(Via email: tDbpd@ piaad.gov.hk)

D e a r  Sir,

Section 12 A A pplication No. Y/I-DB/2 
Area 6f, L o t 385 RP & Ext (Part) in D.D. 352, Discovery B ay

Objection to the Subm ission by the A pplican t

I refer to the R e s p o n s e  to C o m m e n t s  s u b m i t t e d  b y  the consultant o f  H o n g  K o n g  

Res o r t  (“H K R ”)， M a s t e r p l a n  L imited, to address the d e p a r t m e n t a l  c o m m e n t s  

regarding the c a p t i o n e d  application as it primarily relates to the t r e a t m e n t  o f  s e w a g e ,  

r e clamation a n d  dredging .

K i n d l y  please no t e  that I strongly object to the s u b m i s s i o n  r e g a r d i n g  the p r o p o s e d  

d e v e l o p m e n t  o f  the L o t  a n d  the latest i n f o r m a t i o n  reinforces m y  co n c e r n s .

I a m  a n  O w n e r  in D i s c o v e r y  B a y  a n d  this d e v e l o p m e n t  will seriously i m p a c t  th e  quiet 

a n d  peacejful e n j o y m e n t  I h a v e  in D i s c o v e r y  B a y  a n d  its environs.

I h a v e  raised p r e v i o u s  objections to this d e v e l o p m e n t ;  I d o  n o t  find that this latest 

s u b m i s s i o n  addresses t h e m  adequately or at all. Indeed, o n  the c o n trary further 

c o n c e r n s  are n o w  apparent. •

M y  m a i n  reasons for o bjection o n  this particular s u b m i s s i o n  ar e  listed a s  follows:-

1. T h e  disruption, pollution a n d  n u i s a n c e  c a u s e d  b y  t h e  construction to the* • • •
i m m e d i a t e  residents a n d  p r o perty o w n e r s  n e a r b y  a r e  substantial. W h i l s t  

attempts to particularise best practice to r e d u c e  s u c h  issues is referred to it is in 

a n  encapsulated m a n n e r  as it relates only to the particular a rea a n d  the 

s u b m i s s i o n  d o e s  n o t  address the w i d e r  area that is i m p a c t e d  b y  t h e  d e v e l o p m e n t  

a n d  the n e e d  for s u c h  c o n t a m i n a n t s  to p a s s  t h r o u g h  s u c h  a reas b e f o r e  leaving the 

w i d e r  area o f  d i s c o v e r y  Bay.

2. T h e  ecological a n d  substantial e n v i r o n m e n t a l  i m p a c t s  to the i m m e d i a t e  natural 

setting are n o t  addr e s s e d  in a n y  c o n f i r m e d  m a n n e r .  T h e  p r o posal is

l o f 2

mailto:tDbpd@piaad.gov.hk
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u n s a t i s f a c t o r y  a s  it m e r e l y  r e f e r s  t o  g o o d  p r a c t i c e  a n d  d o e s  n o t  p r o v i d e  d e t a i l s  o f  

a c t u a l  m e a s u r e s  a s  t h e  d e t a i l  is still n o t  s u f f i c i e n t l y  d e v e l o p e d  t o  k n o w  w h a t  a r e  

t h e  r e a l  i m p a c t s  a r i s i n g  f r o m  t h e  d e v e l o p m e n t .

3. T h e  n u l l a h  is a n  i m p o r t a n t  n a t u r a l  s e t t i n g  w i t h i n  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  w h i c h  is u s e d  b y  

m a n y  f o r  r e c r e a t i o n a l  p u r p o s e s ,  t h e  p r o p o s e d  u s e  o f  t h e  n u l l a h  t o  d i s p o s e  o f  

s e w a g e  is l i k e l y  t o  r e s u l t  i n  s e r i o u s  h e a l t h  i m p a c t s  f o r  t h o s e  t h a t  c o m e  i n  t o  

c o n t a c t  w i t h  t h i s  w a s t e .

4. A s  m o r e  d e t a i l  is p r o v i d e d  it b e c o m e s  m o r e  a p p a r e n t  t h a t  a  l a r g e r  f o o t p r i n t  i n  

D i s c o v e r y  B a y  is a c t u a l l y  i m p a c t e d  b y  t h e  p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t .  T h e  

a d v e r t i s i n g  o f  t h i s  d e v e l o p m 印 t  is r e s t r i c t e d  t o  a  s m a l l  n u m b e r  o f  r e s i d e n t s  i n  t h e  

i m m e d i a t e  a r e a  o f  t h e  d e v e l o p m e n t ,  t h e  d e v e l o p m e n t  s h o u l d  b e  m o r e  w i d e l y  

p r o m o t e d  a n d  t h e  t r u e  i m p a c t  t o  all r e s i d e n t s  t h a t  u s e  t h e  n u l l a h  a n d  b e a c h e s  

a r o u n d  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  s h o u l d  b e  m a d e .

U n l e s s  a n d  u n t i l  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  is a b l e  t o  p r o v i d e  d e t a i l e d  r e s p o n s e s  t o  t h e  c o m m e n t s

f o r  f a r t h e r  r e v i e w  a n d  c o m m e n t ,  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  f o r  A r e a  6 f  s h o u l d  b e  w i t h d r a w a .

S u s a n  H o
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tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
Application No. Y/l-DB/2 Area 6f.
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T o  w h o  

A s  the \

m m j

w h o m  it m a y  concern，
2 h u s b a n d  of the o w n e r  of] _____

11 w i s h  to object against Application Y / l - D B / 2  A r e a  6f. T h e  baseline situation is that D B  s e wage goes

through the tunnel to a  Government sewage treatm ent works at Siu W an O, the capacity o f  which places a  lim it on
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 developments 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 an d  

infrastructure.

There is also the question o f  the different types o f  output depending o n  the s e w a g e  treatment process. This s e w a g e  
treatment output will e n d  u p  in the cal m  waters around Discovery Bay.

Specifically for 6f a n d  Hillgrove，there m u s t  be concern that every d a y  4 4 0  c u  m  of "treated s ewage" (peak 4 0  

litre/sec) will flow d o w n  the nullah passing b e l o w  Elegance Court o n  its w a y  to the sea.

Points of environmental c oncern in the Application arid 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  minimised

.... standby s e w a g e  tankers

.... reclamation and dredging are proposed

.... discharge has been 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  the concentrations w o u l d  c o m p l y  with the relevant criteria

....the dredging wor k s  for the outfall an 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  ha v e  certain impact o n  the m a r i n e  e c ology 

…. 1 1 8  trees to be felled 1 6 9  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 w i 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  Ac t i o n  Plan

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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T o  w h o m  m a y

A s  the h u s b a n d  of the o w n e r  of

H U  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  goes 

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  0, 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 developments already 

agreed, in particular f r o m  unbuilt projects near the N o rth Plaza.

T h e  H K R  Application creates problems, because H K R  is p ushing b e y o n d  the planned population a n d  

infrastructure.

There is also the question of the different types of output depending o n  the s e w a g e  treatment process. This s e w a g e  

treatment output will e n d  u p  in the c a l m  waters around Disco v e r y  Bay.

Specifically for 6f a n d  Hillgrove, there m u s t  be concern that every d a y  440 c u  m  of "treated s e wage" (peak 4 0  

litre/sec) will flow d o w n  the nullah passing b e l o w  Elegance Court o n  its w a y  to the sea.

Points of environmental concern in the Application aiid submissions include:

....a n e w  s e w a g e  plant w H l  b e  built •

.... total inorganic nitrogen [TIN] limit quality to b e  min i m i s e d  、

.... standby s e w a g e  tankers

.... reclamation a n d  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 m i n i m i s e d

.... mo s t  of 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 nd 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 ave certain impact o n  the m a r i n e  ecology 

…• 118 trees to be felled 169 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  towards a w o r s e  environment. This is also inconsistent w ith the 

Government's recent:

150 million H K D  Biodiversity Strategy a n d  Action Plan

https://www.hongkongfD.com/2016/12/21/hong-kong-govt-announces-first-biodiversitv-strategy-and.-action-plan/

Y o u r s  faithfully, 

Brian B u n k e r

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
https://www.hongkongfD.com/2016/12/21/hong-kong-govt-announces-first-biodiversitv-strategy-and.-action-plan/
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寄件者： I t b T h a m H ^ H H M
寄件曰期： 2 7曰12月2016年星期二12:28 5480
收件者： tpbpd@plandgov.hk
主旨： Application No. Y/I-DB/2 Area 6f - amendments dated 29th November 2016

To. whom it may concern,
As the owner of 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 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 6f and Hillgrove, there must be concern that every day 440 cu m of "treated sewage" (peak 40 
litre/sec) will flow down the nullah passing below Elegance Court on its way to the sea.
Points of environmental concern in the Application and submissions include:

mailto:tpbpd@plandgov.hk


....a new 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 me to believe we would move towards a worse environment. This is also inconsistent with the 
Government's recent:
150 million HKD Biodiversity Strategy and Action Plan
https://www.hongkongfb.com/2016/12/21/hong-kong-g〇vt_announces-first-biodiversitv_strategv-and-action-r)lan/

Yours faithfully, 
T h a m  M o o  C h e n g

https://www.hongkongfb.com/2016/12/21/hong-kong-g%e3%80%87vt_announces-first-biodiversitv_strategv-and-action-r)lan/


致城市規割委員會秘畲： 5481
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 ： 〇245 或 222 S426 
電郵:tpbpd@pland.gov. hk

To : Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/Fj 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®I申請編號 The application no. to which fhe comment relates Y/I-DB/2 dU.ZOieVF.I.、

意見詳情（如有潘要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)
/ ^  l ^ V Q L 〇P ^ ( ^ j / T  A-A^b

^e(X\JU9c,T 丁 • P, 〇>. 7Q a e ie o r

bP\/GL〇 P^A/T h  COMTNr'btCTv^H T ^ -
b e 尸f 少 kkM POPHLAn'fy/i/ hPA/^)TM
kA/h \^oULh A-/.^o CM  欣

/M P ^ c r n fj PWll^OA/MfPA/T' kh/h :̂ ^ iK P A /rs  / V
H L P A s  ,

「提意見人j 姓名/名稱 

簽署 Signature
lompany making this comment VI<pM/3£ WC

日期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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寄件曰期: 
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主旨： 

附件：

Rena Yee Fan Mok |
28日12月2016年星期三13:48
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Section 12A Application No Y/l - DB/2
ia.l.251.40_Scan_to_Desktop_12-28-2016_13-45-59.pdf

■代理 Robert Morland Smith

5 48 2

L e g a l  D f s c l a i m e r  、

T h is  email (and any attachm ents) is. confidential and subject to copyright. It  m ay be subject to legal or other professional privilege. It  is intended 
for use by the addressee(s) only and if you have received it in error, please notify the sender im m ediately by return em ail and delete it from your 
system . Any personal data in th is email m ust be handled in accordance with applicable privacy faws.

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致 城 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：28刀〇2必 或 2522 S426 
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-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

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

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details o f the Comment (use separate sheet if  necessary)

mailto:tpbpd@pknd.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


C o m m e n t s  o n  t h e  F o u r t h  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  M a s t e r p l a n  d a t e d  

2 8 th N o v e m b e r  2 0 1 6  o n  b e h a l f  o f  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  i n  s u p p o r t  o f  t h e  S e c t i o n  1 2 A  

A p p l i c a t i o n  N o  Y / 1 - D B / 2  t o  a m e n d  D i s c o v e r y  B a 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 q  t h e  a r e a  6 / f  d e v e l o p m e n t  p e r m i s s i b l e  c a 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  6 / f ,  D i s c o v e r y  B a y

I r e f e r  t o  m y  p r e v i o u s  s u b m i s s i o n s  t o  t h e  T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d  o n  8 th A p r i l  2 0 1 6 ,  

J u l y  2 0 1 6  a n d  8 th D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 6  a n d  h a v e  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  o b s e r v a t i o n s  a n d  

c o m m e n t s  i n  r e s p e c t  o f  t h e  M a s t e r p l a n  s u b m i s s i o n  w h i c h  g e n e r a l l y  r e l a t e s  t o  l o c a l  

s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  a n d  t h e  d i s c h a r g e  o f  r e s i d u e  f r o m  s u c h  l o c a l  t r e a t m e n t  i n t o  t h e  

s e a  i m m e d i a t e l y  a d j a c e n t  t o  t h e  c e n t r a l  p l a z a  a n d  f e r r y  t e r m i n a l  a r e a  v e r y  c l o s e  t o  

t h e  p o p u l a r  r e s t a u r a n t  a n d  b e a c h  a r e a

1 )  It m o s t l y  c o n t a i n s  t e c h n i c a l  d a t a  a n d  s o m e  m o d e l s  ±  5 0 %  b u t  a p p e a r s  n o t  t o  

a l l o w  f o r  a  m a r g i n  o f  e r r o r  i n  t h e  d e s i g n e d  A , T  a n d  d o e s  n o t h i n g  t o  a d d r e s s  

t h e  f u n d a m e n t a l  q u e s t i o n  {e. t h e  d i s c h a r g e  o f  p a r t i a l l y  t r e a t e d  s e w a g e  i n t o  t h e  

s e a  i n  t h e  v e r y  h e a r t  o f  D i s c o v e r y  B a y

2 )  It d o e s  n o t  a d d r e s s  t h e  a d v e r s e  i m p a c t  i n  r e s p e c t  o f  a d o u r ,  n o i s e ,  a c c e s s  o r  

a r r a n g e m e n t s  f o r  s e r v i c i n g ,  a n d  c l e a r i n g  o f  s l u d g e  a n d  t h e  a s s o c i a t e d  h e a l t h  

c o n c e r n s  o n  t h e  a d j a c e n t  r e s i d e n t i a l  c o m m u n i t y  I n  P a r k v a t e  V i l l a g e ,  a n d  i n  

p a r t i c u l a r  t h e  3  N o  W o o d l a n d  r e s i d e n t i a l  b l o c k s  a n d  t h e  2  N o  C r y s t a f  / C o r a l  

r e s i d e n t i a l  b l o c k s  t h e  l a t t e r  b e i n g  s i t u a t e d  i m m e d i a t e l y  b e l o w  t h e  p r o p o s e d  6 / f  

d e v e l o p m e n t  a n d  w h i c h  w o u l d  b e  t h e  d i r e c t  r e c i p i e n t s  o f  a n y  a c c i d e n t a l  

d i s c h a r g e  o f  s e w a g e  f r o m  a n  i n s i t u  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  p l a n t

Z )  T h e  a d v e r s e  i m p a c t  b o t h  v i s u a l  p o s s i b l y  f r o m  t h e  o u t f a l l  p f u m e  a n d  g e n e r a l l y  

u p o n  t h e  w i d e r  D i s c o v e r y  巳a y  e o m m u r i i t y  i n  r e g a r d  t p  h e a l t h ,  s a f e t y *  l e i s u r e  

a n d  s w i m m i n g  a c t i v i t i e s  i n  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  a n d  w h i c h  i s  a l r e a d y  v e r y  

s u s c e p t i b l e  t o  r e d  t i d e s  l e a d i n g  t o  g r e a t e r  a l g a f  b l o o m s  a n d  w a t e r  p o l l u t i o n  a t  

c e r t a i n  t i m e s  o f  t h e  y e a r  a n d  w h i c h  w i l l  h a v e  s e c o n d a r y  h e a l t h  i m p a c t s

4 )  It d o e s  n o t  a d d r e s s  t h e  r e s t r i c t e d  r o a d  a c c e s s  r o a d  t o  a r e a  6 / f  a n d  t h e  i m p a c t  

o f  t h e  n e e d  f o r  t a n k e r s  t o  g a i n  a c c e s s  t o  a n  i n s i t u  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  p l a n t  t o  

c l e a r  s l u d g e

5 )  (t a p p e a r s  t o  i m p l y  t h a t  i n  t h e  e v e n t  o f  a  w o r s t  c a s e  e m e r g e n c y  t h a t  s e w a g e  

w o u l d  b e  d i s c h a r g e d  i n  t h e  n u l l a h  a n d  i n t o  t h e  s e a  ( w h i c h  i s  b a s i c a l l y  t h e  

s t r e a m  r u n n i n g  d o w n  t h e  m o u n t a i n  f r o m  b e y o n d  t h e  r e s e r v o i r  a n d  p a s t  

r e s i d e n t i a l  u n i t s  a t  H i g h g r o v e  V i l l a g e  a n d  t h r o u g h  t h e  s h o p p i n g  p f a z a )

6 )  N o  d e f i n i t i v e  d e t a i l s  a r e  p r o v i d e d  a s  t o  t h e  t y p e  o f  i n s i t u  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  

p l a n t  a r e  p r o v i d e d  o r  its l o c a t i o n  o n  t h e  6 / f  s i t e

7 )  T h e  l o c a l  i n s i t u  t r e a t m e n t  o f  s e w a g e  i s  n e i t h e r  e n v i r o n m e n t a l l y  f r i e n d f y  o r  

e f f i c i e n t .  It s h o u l d  a l s o  b e  n o t e d  t h a t  t h e  a n o t h e r  l o c a l  i n s i t u  s e w a g e  

t r e a t m e n t  p l a n t  i s  a f s o  b e i n g  p r o p o s e d  u n d e r  t h e  a p p l i c a t f o n  f o r  t h e  f a r g e r  

A r e a  1 0 b  d e v e l o p m e n t  i n  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  w h i c h  w i l l  f u r t h e r  w o r s e n  t h e  s e a  

w a t e r -  q u a l i t y  a n d  g e n e r a l  h e a l t h  o f  t h e  c o m m u n i t y  a n d  a s  a  c o n s e q u e n c e ,  w i l l  

i m p a c t  t h e  w h o l e  o f  H o n g  K o n g



8 )  T h e  d e t a i l s  p r o v i d e d  b y  M a s t e r p l a n  a g a i n  fail t o  a d e q u a t e l y  a d d r e s s  in a n y  

c r e d i t a b l e  w a y  t h e  d e t a i l e d  a n d  p a r t i c u l a r  c o n c e r n s  r a i s e d  b y  m a n y  c o n c e r n e d  

r e s i d e n t s  in e a r l i e r  o b j e c t i o n s  t o  t h e  6 / f  d e v e l o p m e n t

9 )  I a t t a c h  t w o  r e c e n t  a r t i c l e s  in t h e  S C M P  o n  t h e  t o p i c s  o f  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  

a n d  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  i n  H o n g  K o n g  ( m a r k e d  A  a n d  B ) .  T h i s  p r o p o s e d  

d e v e l o p m e n t  will i n  n o  w a y  h e l p  a d d r e s s  t h e s e  u r g e n t  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  i s s u e s  

r a i s e d  in t h e  a r t i c l e s

C o n c l u s i o n

It is p a t e n t l y  c l e a r  t h a t  t h e  n e e d  f o r  a n  i n s i t u  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  p l a n t  i s  a  s h o r t  t e r m  

e x p e d i e n t  m e a s u r e ,  t a k e n  t o  t h e  d e t r i m e n t  t o  t h e  e n v i r o n m e n t  o f  t h e  r e s i d e n t s  o f  

P a r k v a l e  V i l l a g e ,  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  a n d  H o n g  K o n g .  It i s  o n l y  p r o p o s e d  b y  t h e  

d e v e l o p e r  w h o  p u r e l y  f o r  c o m m e r c i a l  r e a s o n s  w i s h e s  t o  i n c r e a s e  t h e  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  

D i s c o v e r y  B a y  a b o v e  t h e  O Z P  p e r m i t t e d  p o p u l a t i o n  o f .  2 5 , 0 0 0  p e o p l e  w i t h o u t  a  

w o r l d  c l a s s  s e w a g e  i n f r a s t r u c t u r e  a n d  w i t h o u t  a  c l e a r  a n d  p r o p e r  p u b l i c  

c o n s u l t a t i o n  o n  t h e  p r o p o s e d  c h a n g e  i n  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n .

H a v i n g  t a k i n g  c o g n i z a n c e  o f  t h e  M a s t e r p l a n  s u b m i s s i o n  2 8 th N o v e m b e r  2 0 1 6 ,  I 

c o n s i d e r  t h e  p r o p o s a l  f o r  t h e  i n s i t u  t r e a t m e n t  o f  s e w a g e  a t  a r e a  6 / f  a s  s u b m i t t e d  t o  

b e  t o t a l l y  i n a d e q u a t e  a n d  u n w o r t h y  ctf A s i a ’s  W o r l d  C i t y ,

T h e  p r o p o s e d  6 / f  d e v e l o p m e n t  s h o u l d  b e  r e j e c t e d  f o r  t h e  a b o v e  r e a s o n s  a n d  t h o s e  

s t a t e d  i n  m y  p r e v i o u s  s u b m i s s i o n s  d a t e d  8 ,h A p r i l  2 0 1 6 ,  J u l y  2 0 1 6  a n d  8 th 

D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 6

2



Why HK can't be 
flushed with pride

ongKong likes to portray itself as "Asia's 
world city,,I with sophisticated town 
planning and top-notch hygiene 
standards. Butthatlmagesoonfades as we 
move away from urban areas. The poor 
infrastructure and slack supervision in 

；some mralplaces means many residents 
are still living with facilities found in the third world

The problemwas highlightedby the Audit Qjmmissionin its 
regular report on public spending and compliance. Currently, 
more than 510,000 people are living in village houses, squatter f 
huts emd private housing that are not connecteci to public 
sewerage facilities. At least 70,000village houses are using v 
unlicensed septic tanks to treat waste watery another84,000 

*. squatter homes just discharge sewage -  either untreated or 
filtered throu^i interceptors -  into nearbypveis or water bodies. 
The damage to the enviionment can ontybe imagined

At issue is notjust environmental nuisance. As discovered by 
the auditor, the levels of E coli at nearly 90 per cent of the citŷ s 
river monitoring stations last year exceeded watef quality 
objectives. The contamination is presumably caused by 
improper sewage discharge. Given the countryside is such an 
attraction for locals and visitors alike, there exists serious threats 
to public health.

Ithas to be asked why substandard sewage facilities are stiUQ. 
tolerated in an affluent city like Hong Kong. The auditor rightly hit 
out at the slow implementation of aviflage sewerage programme 
Iaunchedin2001. Instead of being commissioned between 2004 
and2009 asplanned, the programme only coveredaquarterof 
the 662 villages targeted as of June this year.

The sony state of affairs owes much to bureaueraq^ and 
inertia of the relevant authorities. Not onty dp^  tt maJce a 
mockery of our claim to be Asia's world city, it (iaimges our 
precious environment and jeopardises publicheaith. We trust 

. the damning report shoiild gjve the government apush to do a 
betterjob indeaningupthe dty.
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O T Y :

ILiTY GOALS1
Environrnental, cirainage authorities takexi to
task over delays in enforcing village sewerage 
programme， and lax oversight on septic tanks

Ernest Kao 
ernestkao@scmp.com

Levels of E. coli at nearly 90 per 
cent of the city's river monitoring 
stations exceeded corresponding 
water quality objectives last year, 
the government auditor found, 
suggesting authorities need to 
rapidly step up pollution control 
in unsewered ruiai areas.

In areport, the Audit Commis
sion criticised environmental and 
drainage officials overslowimple- 
mentation of a viBage sewerage 
programme and lax oversight on 
private septic tank systems.

It stressed more than 510,000 
people -  mostly residents of 
village houses, squatters and 
those in private housing across 
the NeivTerritories—were still not 
connected to  public sewerage 
facilities and atleast70,000village 
houses were relying on mosdy 
unlicensed septic tank systems to 
treat their waste water.

About 84,000 squatter homes. 
were still discharging sewage, 
untreated o r filtered Arough 
basic flow interceptors, into near
byrivers or water bodies.

Meanwhile, only a quarter of 
the programme, rolled outin2001 
and which covered 662 villages, 
was completed as of June 3iis 
year. Itwas originally targeted for ' 
completion between 2004 and 
2009. HThe long delays in com- 
pletingthe programme are unde
sirable [as they] would defer 
improvements to village sewer
age in rural areas and perpetuate 
the hygiene and environment 
problems caused by the less than 
satisfactory sewerage systems in 
these areas," the report read.

The Environmental Protec
tion Department bore the brunt of 
the criticism, as the  auditor 
slammed it for not conducting 
periodic assessments on the 
extent of pollution in rivers due to 
sewage discharge.

An audit examination of the 
departmenfs 71 river monitoring 
stations in water control subzones 
revealed average levels ofE. coliat 
63 had exceededlasfyear^s corre
sponding statutory water quality 
objectives. A higher E. coli count 
indicates faecal contamination.

It also found there was alack of 
effective ways to prevent septic 
tank systems from causing pollu
tion, withonlyl,912ofthe 154,000 
village and squatter homes haying 
a licence. There was also no 
licensing system to hold compa
nies tbat cany outprivate disposal 
of septicsludge accountable.

鑾 爨
The long delays 
in completing the 
[village sewer] 
programmes are 
undesirable
AUDIT COMMISSION

Baptist University assistant 
professor of biology Jill Chiu Man- 
yingsaidseptictankscouldnotre- 
move nutrients such as nitrogen 
from waste water, and when such 
water is discharged into marine 
environments, it could lead to 
algal blooms. She agreed there 
was need for tighter regulation.

"Audit recommended the 
department consider periodically 
conducting assessments of the 
extent of pollution of major rivers . 
c a u s e d  by  village sewage 
discharge, and publishing the re
sults/* the auditor said.

It also urged the department to 
explore ways to beef up control 
over septic tank systems and en
sure houses were linked to public 
sewers within a reasonable time. 
The departments agreed with the 
reconiinenciations. .•
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致城市規劃委員餘書： 5 4 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

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

意見詳情（如有需要 I請另頁說明）

Details of the Com m ent (use separate sheet if necessary)

r  it

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 Najpe ^fperson/company making this comment A ,

簽署 Signature _______ ____________________________  日期 Date -3^. - ,• ?

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致城市刪委員 _ 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  4  8  3

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

To: Secretary, T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d

B y  h a n d  or post: 15/F, North Point G o v e r n m e n t  Offices, 3 33 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2 8 7 7  02 4 5  or 2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

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 Y/Z - yV/̂ -7.
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) 

_____CV. v J

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名 稱 of pei_son/o 

簽署 Signature ;

o m p a n y  m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  / C 〇0 

一 日期 D a t e  D j . ' n  ■ ->,({

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


5485
致试支規*^負會秘窨：
專 . * ^ 2 1 ^ 2  : 香港北角渣華道333 l i f t 角政??合署丨5樓 

.暮 真 ：2$-?(?以5 或  252ISCS 
： tpb^d^Flir-d gcvik

To: Secr«U n\ T>wn Planning Board 
By bar»d or pos^ 1S7» North Point G c^m m ent Offices, 333 Ja\*a Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2S77 0： 45 or 252： S4： 6 
By e-mail: tpbpc^pland-gov-hk

The application no. to which the comment relates Y/l-DB/2

意 見 詳 ( C 有努要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if  necessary)
I support the  plan as it will improve th e  community leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developm ents on private plots of land with well thought 
out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the w ater supply and sewage trea tm en t option, though HKR dem onstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, 1 opine th at the  governm ent should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan w ater and sewerage trea tm en t 
plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.__________________________________

「提意見人j姓名/ 名丨 

簽署 Signature
ifS-NName o!(fperson/companyjnaking this comment

日期 Date瓜 一



致拔市規劃委員會秘書： 5 4 8 6
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 252 2 8犯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

有關的規劃申請編號  The application no. to which the comm ent relates V/l-DB/2______

意見詳情（如有需要• 請另頁說明） .
Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

I support th e  plan as it will im prove th e  com m unity leisure spaces, facilities arid 

services through  su itab le  d evelopm ents on private plots o f  land w ith  well th o u g h t 

out planning, consulta tion  and im pact assessm ents.

Regarding th e  w a te r  supply and sew age tre a tm e n t op tion , th o u g h  HKR d e m o n s tra te d  

th e  feasibility o f his proposal, I op ine th a t  th e  governm ent shou ld , base  on  eq u a l and 

fair principle, expand th e  capacity of Siu Ho W an w a te r  and sew erag e  t re a tm e n t  

plants taking care o f th e  need s  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 1 7 . f l .  /1 ~

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


雜 市 細 委 員 抛 嘗 ：

專人送3 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 

堪劈5 : tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

5487

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point G o vernment 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.govJik

有關的規9 1申請編號 T h e  application no. to >vhich the c o m m e n t  relates

意見詳情（如有需要*請另頁說明）

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


致城市規劃委員_ 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 4 &8
傅真 ： 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 卞 t - Q&Jj-

意見詳情（如有需要 • 請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary) _

_ ____________~

u  d u  ^ . t A  c  ).f\ n  

分 ： A  k ) 十 6 斤 每 V 十

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 

簽署 Signature

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


M U綱 委 員 鑛 書 ：

專人M 或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角雜合署15樓 5 4 8.9
傳真 ： 2877 0245 或 2522 84%
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-DB/2

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 Wan water and sewerage treatment 
plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bgy._______________  ’______________

-2-
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雜 市 規 劃 委 員 能 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角M 合署 15樓 . 5490
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 .
Bye-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/2

意 見 詳 情 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 Wan water and sewerage treatment_____
p lan ts  tak in g  c a re  o f  th e .n e e d s  o f  D iscovery  Bay.________ _______________________________

- 2
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挪 颇 J3委 員 飾 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1 5樓 5  4  3 1

傳真：287 7  〇245 或 2522 8426 

： 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 v

By e-m ail:卬bpd@pland.gov.hJc

有關的規劃申請編號  The application no. to which the com ment relates Y/卜DB/2

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 equajand
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 an^. of person/company making this comment '■{■)〇 夕之 ____

簽署  Signature t  日期 Date ^  - 1 ^  _  2 - °  ( C o

• 2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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致城市删委員健書：

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  4  g 2

傳真：2877 卩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.hlc

有關的規劃申請編號 T h e application no. to which the com m ent relates V / H % / 心

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Detail^ of the Co^m en |t,(u^^e^*ate sheet if necessary)

r 堤意見人」 

簽署 Signatu

. V p  T  ^
N^me of person/company making this comment v

_______________________ _ 日期 Date；> g - U .

.2-
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麵 市 麵 委 員 鑛 書 ： 5  4 。 3
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 25M 84如 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hlc

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  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)

________Z  L /, ^ ，心 l /十

*— . i
「提意見人 j 姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/company making this comment ^

簽署 Signature _____________  日期 Date 1 1 n  • ? J L

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hlc
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


纖 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  4  ^ 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 

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

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明 ） +
Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


挪 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 15樓 5 4 9 5
傳真：2877 0245 或 252 2  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: 2877 0245 or 2522 842 6  *

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 h ) ) j " 乙

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明） ‘

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)
i k t h Q  %  I. t

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱  Name ofperson/company making this comment J 〜 A ;  

娜 ― - _ ^ 日期 ㈣  2 - 7 /

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


觀 雜 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15樓  5 4 96
傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

| | 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 The application no_ to which the comment relates Y/I'DB/Z

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 Wan water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery B a y . _____________________________

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 Name〇f pers〇n/c〇mPany making thiscomment 丁w t u !  u :
簽 署 Signature ________ _________________________ 日期Date 心 衿 丄 「

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


魏 市 删 委 員 雜 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署丨5樓 5 4 9 7

傳真：2877 〇245 或 2522 8426 
電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Gov 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 2522 8426

By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

The application no. to which the comment relates

意見詳情（姉 需 要 ，請另頁說明） 、

DetailT : ；l T g S ^  i  雜

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


細 市 規 劃 委 員 擁 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 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, N orth 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 com ment relates Y/卜DB々

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of 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 d¥\^lopments 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 ]

簽署  Signature

fn/company making this comment 
日 期 Date _

-2-
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委 員 鈽 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  0245 或 2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  5 4 9 9
S 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary^ T o w n  P l a n n i n g  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  0 2 4 5  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)it (use separate sheet if necessary)

\!\L l  M m  ^  w4 h i  -7^

爻，也 毒 壤 脅 史 愛 j私.兴昭1■ •金 ^

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 N a m e  of  pe 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  _  

簽署 Signature ________ ______________________________________ 日期 D a t e  - 2 - | - 7J^[i

’ IIE C E IV E D 、

3 0 DtC 2016

v Tow n P lan n in g / 
B oard

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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麵 市 規 劃 委 員 舖 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 5500
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 ICong 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
tBy e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

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

意見詳情 6如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)
I s u p p o r t  t h e  p lan  as  it will im p ro v e  th e  c o m m u n ity  le isu re  sp a ce s , facilities and  

se rv ic es  th ro u g h  s u ita b le  d e v e lo p m e n ts  on  p riv a te  p lo ts  o f land  w ith  well th o u g h t 

o u t  p lan n in g , c o n s u lta tio n  a n d  im p a c t a s se s sm e n ts .

R eg ard in g  t h e  w a te r  su p p ly  a n d  se w a g e  t r e a tm e n t  o p tio n , th o u g h  HKR d e m o n s tra te d  

t h e  fea s ib ility  o f  h is p ro p o sa l ,  I o p in e  t h a t  th e  g o v e rn m e n t sh ou ld , b a se  on  eq u a l and 

fa ir  p rin c ip le , e x p a n d  th e  c a p a c ity  o f  Siu Ho W an w a te r  an d  se w e rag e  t r e a tm e n t  

p la n ts  ta k in g  c a re  o f  th e  n e e d s  o f  D iscovery  Bay.

「提意見人 j 姓名 /  名 稱 "Name of person/company making this comment JJ/y
Signature __________—怠息!/._______  日期 Date I 7. [>

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致 城 市 麵 委 員 舖 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  〇丄

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 
電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Pla n n i n g  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  a p p lic a tio n  no. to  w hich  th e  co m m en t re la te s

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

D eta ils  o f  th e  C o m m e n t (use  separate  sheet i f  necessary)

s ? .  —  :

「提意見人」姓名/ 名 稱 他 咖 0 ^ 〒 01^ 011^ 1̂ " ^ ^ * ^ 0111111̂

簽署  S ignature  __________________^ ___________________ 日期  D ate

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 市 規 劃 委 員 能 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 0 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 Y/l-DB/2

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)
I su p p o rt  th e  p lan  as it will im prove  th e  co m m u n ity  le isu re  sp a ce s , facilities and

se rv icesT h ro u g h  su ita b le  d e v e lo p m e n ts  on  p riv a te  p lo ts  or land~w ith  well th o u g h t 

o u t  p lann ing , c o n su lta tio n  an d  im p act a sse ssm e n ts .

Regarding th e  w a te r  su p p ly  an d  se w a g e  t re a tm e n t  o p tio n , th o u g h  HKR d e m o n s tra te d  

th e  feasib ility  o f  his p ro p o sa l, I o p in e  th a t  th e  g o v e rn m e n t sh o u ld , b a se  on  equa l and 

fair princip le , ex p an d  th e  cap ac ity  o f  Siu Ho W an w a te r  and  s e w e rag e  t r e a tm e n t  

p lan ts  tak in g  care  o f  th e  n e e d s  o f  Discovery Bay.

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 N a m e  ofP e

簽署  Signature

i^on/compariany making this comment 
日期Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


挪 市 麵 委 員 鏹 書 ：

專 或 郵 遞 ：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署15樓 5  5  0  3

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 
電郵：tpbpd@pland_gov.hjc

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 he application  no. to w hich the com m ent re la tes  V |  "  P )} )t

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

it

「提意見人  j姓名 / 名稱  Name of person/company making this comment 找

簽 署 Signature .二U 中i ______________________ 日期  Date I U

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵市規 劃 委 員 偷 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 ' bbL，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 GovemiTient Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By enmail: tpbpd@pland.gov.3ik

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

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)
I s u p p o rt th e  p lan  as it will im prove  th e  co m m u n ity  leisu re  spaces, facilities and 

serv ices th ro u g h  su ita b le  d e v e lo p m e n ts  on  private  p lo ts o f  land w ith well th o u g h t 

o u t  p lann ing , co n su lta tio n  an d  im p ac t a ssessm en ts .

Regarding th e  w a te r  supp ly  and  sew ag e  t re a tm e n t  o p tio n , th o u g h  HKR d em o n s tra ted  

th e  feasib ility  o f  his p ro p o sa l, 1 o p in e  t h a t  th e  g o v e rn m en t shou ld , base  on equal and 

fair princip le , ex p an d  th e  cap ac ity  o f  Siu Ho W an w a te r  and  sew erag e  tre a tm e n t 

p lan ts tak in g  c a re  o f  th e  n e e d s  o f Discovery Bay._____________________________________

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致城市_ 委 員 餘 書 ： 5 5 0 5
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 或乃 22 8 « 6  
電郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government OfiRces, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的^^0申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates Y ,

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


5506規 割 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 

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

有關的規劃申荦編號 The application no. to which the comment rebates Y’卜DB々

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet: ifnecessai7)
I su p p o rt th e  plan as it will im prove th e  com m unity  leisure spaces, facilities and 

services th ro u g h  su itab le  d e v e lo p m en ts  on private~piots of land w ith well th o u g h t 

o u t planning, con su lta tio n  and  im pact a ssessm en ts.

Regarding th e  w a te r  supply  and  sew age tre a tm e n t option , th ough  HKR d e m o n stra ted  

th e  feasibility o f his proposal, I op ine th a t  th e  g overnm ent shbuld, base  on equal and 

fair principle, expand th e  capacity  of Siu Ho W an w a te r  and sew erage  t re a tm e n t 

p lants tak ing  care  of th e  n e e d s  o f Discovery Bay.___________________________________

「提意見人 j 姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/company making this comment 
簽署 Signature _______ HQ g _̂________  日期 date _ r /：

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


挪 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 5507
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

有關的規劃申請編號 The app丨ication no. to which the comment relates V j -  ))Dlz.

意見詳情（如有霈要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)Comment (use separate sheet i
4

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 of person/company making this comment CMBA、 .

簽署 Signature . 日期 Date "Z 〇 I ^ -  f 2-2-

-2-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


麵 市 規 劃 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15樓  5 5 0 8

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或  2522 8426
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.bk •

To: Secretary, Town Planning 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.hlc

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

意見 詳 情 （如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of 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, 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 

簽署  Signature

o f person/company making this comment 

■/f ̂  日期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.bk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hlc


麵 市 麵 委 員 偷 書 ：

遞 或 郵 遞 ：香港北角渣華道 3 3 3 號 北 角 府 合 署 U 樓 

傳 真 ：2 8 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

T o :  Secretary, T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d

B y  h a n d  or post: 15/F, N o r t h  Point G o v e r n m e n t  Offices, 3 3 3  Java R o a d ,  N o rth 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  8 4 2 6  

B y  e-mail： t p b p d @ p I a n d . g o v . h k

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  /i /2j-

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請另頁說明）

Details o f  t h e  C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

- 舛 " ______________________________________ ___________________________________________________

「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 6 m m e n t  iIa w  .

簽署  Signature Y j L 日期 D a t e  3-8//2//fe

- 2  -

2-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


麵 市 麵 委 員 細 書 ： 5510
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.hic • ’

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/2

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, 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 Name of卩夭 
簽署 Signature

广making this comment 
日期Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hic
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


雜 委 貝 飾 書 ：

專人送2 或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署1 5樓  5 5 U
傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 
tg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 com m ent relates Y/l-DB/2

意見詳情（如有需要，誚矣頁說明）

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 assessment^ •

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/company making this comment E m丨•广

簽署 Signature __________ ^ U f t \  日期 Date

- 2-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


魏 市 規 劃委員觸書：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角澄華道333號北角政府合署15樓 •. 5 5 1 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. t0 which the comment relates V / Z  -  2>b / ^

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

,ii€ ^  -t-r7! ^  ^  ___________

W j A  ^  ̂  f l  ^  >  m  U  .1^ i f  7^
/ £ 《a 、如  a 、 i

你 破 杳 h  H 鉍：樣 p f r ：光 A 去 谂 : h k

^  _

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱  Name of person/company making this comment_________________
簽署 Signature >〇 日期 Date ^7  ̂ / 2- -  ^

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


A  .

致 獅 趙 委 員 : 5 5 1 3
專A I S 2 或§ 2  : 香港北角渣華道 3 3 3號北角舰合署丨 5 樓 

傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 藝 ：tpbpd@ pland.govJik

To: Secretary, Town P lann ing  B oard

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government OfiQces, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 IS的規13申請縊號 The application n o . to which the comment relates Y / 了 _

意貝詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details o f the C om m ent (use separate sheet if  nec

/\； ^  彦
k  L  - A  Y a

M l

^ ，rn it 义 v a  ^

.參 乂 . W ^ A .  ；r  ,

I k

/ f M  S ,  -yl fi
7?- ^

「提 意 以 j 姓名 / 名 稱 N應 。 fz 
簽署  Signature

：rS〇n/C? P a n y m a k ingthis c〇minent

，曰期 Date > J?. /久  / /^

- 2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


5514
專人送還或郵2  :香港北角渣難 333號北角政府合署15樓 

傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或 2522 8426 
電郵：tpbpd@plancLgov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board 
By hand or post: 15/Fi North Point Govennnent 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/2

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 iand 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 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 Nam$ofperson/6ompany making this comment 
簽署Signature. 人_____________  日期 Date 1̂  / \ l ^  i o l U

mailto:tpbpd@plancLgov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 委 貝 赖 窨 ： 5515
蓴人送遞或郵遞：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 
I I 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 

By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規史!申請編號 The application no. to w hich the com m ent rela tes Y/l-DB/2

s 見詳清（如有痛要*誧另頁說明）

Details 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 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  Nam̂iperson̂ sô jpany making this comment 
嚮  Signature _____ 日期 Date _

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致城市規ffl委貝^ 害 ： C-C..-

専人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 3 3 113
傅真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 
t®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 丫 l

意見詳情（如有酹要 • 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 _________ ______________________ 日期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


觀 市 規 劃 委 員 備 書 ： 5 5 1 7
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 application no. to which the comment relates V/I-DB/2

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明） . •

Details of the Comm ent (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.

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.

「提意見人  j姓名/ 名稱  Name of person/company making this comme

簽署  Signature 曰期 Date

-2-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.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號北角賴 合 署 15樓 

傳真 ：2877 〇245 或 2522 8犯6 

電郵：tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

5 5 1 8

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

棚 的 麵 申 請 編 號 服 apPl㈣ 〇n t〇細 也 伽 咖 咖 的 r d伽 …也 ' 述 f.一-

意見詳情（姉 需 要 ，請另頁說明） 、
Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary) ^

务沾wi 、搿 ⑴ 乜 榊 丨 . p m

「提意見人J姓名/ 名稱

簽署 S ignature______ „

Name of person/company making this comment
日期 Date.

^ 7
r.̂ -; I^r r,

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致城市規® I委員會秘窬： r r n f

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 13 ° “ U
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, Nortli 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 [ l

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

^  ^  Ak\

提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/company makingthis cCmment 
簽署 Signature • 曰期 Date 叫  L

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


_ 市 麵 委 員 _ 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道 333號北角政府合署丨5 樓 ^
傳 真 •• 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5  或 2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  J  5  丄 3

電 郵 •• t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: 15/F, N<?rth 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 j  i -  p f e / j i

意 見 詳 情 （如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

i  %  i t  A  ^  ff]

「提意見人  j 姓名 / 名稱  N am e^of p g so n /co m p an y m aking th is com m ent A u  V\A
簽 署  S ignatu re ___________ _____________________________  日期 D ate / a - i?

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


職 市 規 劃 委 員 鑛 書 ： 5 5 2 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 
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 
Bye-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/2

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, exjjand 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:

簽署  Signature
/ 名稱 Name of person/coi]of person/company making this comment ■■TKinJ-ktT. 

h  - 1 ^  -  f l—

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致城市麵委員會秘書： . 5 5 2 2

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

W M  : 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 hich the c o m m e n t  relates Y/I-DB/2

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)

\ support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and
services through suitable developments on private plots of lan^f with well thought 
out planning, consultation and impactassessments^ '

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 / :
簽署  Signature

:of person/company mak i n g  this c o m m e n t

日期 D a t e 巧 卜

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致城市規劃委員會秘書：

專人送遞獅遞 ••香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署】5 樓 u

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 D  己

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  ̂\ -  [>B> [

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

系、戒  ％  。 .

「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  Yf/f T ^ A i  S A M f i  

簽署 si明伽 re _________ _____________________ 日期  Date /  t l  fx\  ^

-2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


讎 市 規 劃 委 員 飾 書 ： 5524
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 〇245 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 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 丫, 丨-[3故

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 rt  th e  p lan  as it will im p ro v e  th e  co m m u n ity  le isu re  sp a ce s , facilities and 

~ s e r v i c e s  th ro u g h  s u ita b le  d e v e lo p m e n ts  on  p riv a te  pTots o f land w ith  w e iU h o u g h r  

o u t  p lann ing , c o n su lta tio n  an d  im p a c t a s se s sm e n ts .

R egarding th e  w a te r  su p p ly  an d  se w a g e  t r e a tm e n t  o p tio n , th o u g h  HKR d e m o n s tra te d  

th e  feasib ility  o f  his p ro p o sa l, I o p in e  t h a t  th e  g o v e rn m e n t sh o u ld , b a se  on  eq u a l and 

fair p rincip le , ex p a n d  th e  c a p ac ity  o f Siu Ho W an w a te r  and  se w e rag e  t re a tm e n t  

p lan ts  tak in g  c a re  o f  th e  n e e d s  o f  D iscovery Bay.______________________________________

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 N a m y f p e r s o n / c o m p a n y  ma k i n g  this c o m m e n t  

簽署 Signature _________ __________________________________ 日期 Date __

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


纖 市 綱 委 員 舖 書 ： 5525
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 application no. to which the comment relates \卜  ^  2̂

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明 ） . +
Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

^  I c X m  % . . ^  h h h  9

「提意見人」姓名/ 名jfg Name of person/company making this comment '  ̂[A
簽署 Signature \ > -_________ _______  曰期 Date f)

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致 城 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 __ 5526
傳真 ： 2877 0245 或 25〗2 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
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 丫1 - 8  ■

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary) 卜

艺 汾 欢 甚 伖 養 名  >  邊 .iii各 巧 七》办 冰 多 说 玄

f :g .  /?] ^  jjp , ' A  k

4 ：Y h  ^ ^ T i  b A  ； 1

「提意見人」姓名 /  名稱 Name of person/company making this comment
簽署 Signature ___________ _____________________________ 日期 Date y ^ -  v n> ' > P  f 6  ‘

-2

Town Planning 
V  Board

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


ii:致城市規®委員會秘書：

丨專A i ^ 或郵遞：香港北角渣華道如號北角肺合署丨5 樓 5527
界傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

: tpbpd@p!and.gov.hk

/> SecretaiTi Town Planning Board
J： B y  hand'or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

1- B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

t B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

| 有關的麵申請編號 T h e  appHcat丨on no. to w b 丨ch the c o m m e n t  relates 丫 A  - D &  f)

親 詳 倩 （如 有 觀 ，請另買說明）

^Details of the C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

t 杪修丨癸讀备•潑：l —,_ _ :___________________________
k __________________________________________________________________ __________________________

笏.

Z提意見人」姓名 / 名稱  Name of person/company making this comment 7̂  ^

簽署  Signature _____ ________ __________________  日期 . \ Z . U

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


規劃委員德書： t一 — #  c c r o o

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 b  b 。d

傳真 ：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 '

雩 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 T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates 丫’卜 邮 —

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 su p p o rt th e  p lan  as it will im prove th e  com m unity  leisure spaces, facilities and

~ s e r v i c e s  th ro u g h  su ita b le  d e v e lo p m e n ts  on private  p lo ts of land w ith well thou g h t 

o u t  planning , co n su lta tio n  and  im p act a ssessm en ts .

Regarding th e  w a te r  su p p ly  and  sew ag e  t re a tm e n t  o p tio n , th o u g h  HKR d em o n stra ted  

th e  feasib ility  o f his p ro p o sa l, I o p in e  th a t  th e  g o v e rn m e n t shou ld , b ase  on equal and 

fair principle, e x p an d  th e  cap ac ity  of Siu Ho W an w a te r  and  sew erag e  tre a tm e n t 

p lan ts tak ing  ca re  o f th e  n e e d s  o f  Discovery Bay.

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 N a印e of pei-son/company making this c o m m e n t  /^么  f :  n  产 心  

簽署Signature ______ 1C . ■ ______________  曰期 Date X A U ^ l j - ,

R H C E ：̂ / E D

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麗 市 讎 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  “ d

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 2 522 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 丫f -  j)卩 A / ________

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/tompany making this c o m m e n t  • 夸

簽署 Signature 穿 _______________________________ 日期 Date Z~7ji^ / / /

- 2-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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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 3 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

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

有關的規賓!I申請編號 The application no. to Which the comment relates Y/l-DB/2

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 su p p o rt  th e  p lan  as it will im prove  th e  co m m u n ity  le isu re  s p a c e s , fac ilities an d  

~ s e r v i c e s  th ro u g h  su ita b le  d e v e lo p m e n ts  on  p riv a te  p lo ts  o f  lan d  w ith  w ell th o u g h t 

o u t  p lann ing , c o n su lta tio n  an d  im p ac t a ssessm en ts .

Regarding th e  w a te r  su p p ly  an d  se w a g e  t re a tm e n t  o p tio n , th o u g h  HKR d e m o n s tra te d  

th e  feasib ility  o f his p ro p o sa l, I o p in e  th a t  th e  g o v e rn m e n t sh o u ld , b a se  on  e q u a l and  

fair princip le , e x p an d  th e  cap ac ity  o f Siu Ho W an w a te r  an d  s e w e rag e  t r e a tm e n t  

p lan ts tak in g  c a re  o f  t h e  n e e d s  o f D iscovery Bay.______________________________________

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 N a m e  of person/cc^pany making this comment \ j

簽署Signatoe 日期 Date 气 〆 ,

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致城市麵委員會秘書： 5 3 r
專人送2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 勤 ：卬 bpd@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

意見詳情（如有需要，辱另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

^  li ^ 1 - ?  ^ 7 ^ 1  . K  /fT ^  ̂  \

^  % , Ih  4 .^  ^  f Z  1

「提意見人  j姓名 / 名稱  Name of person/company making this comment

縫 Signature. c L »  (jU, . 日期  Date _j_
CMAki

mailto:bpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 市 規 劃 委 員 擁 書 ：

專人賴或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5樓 ： 5 5 3 2

傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk

To: S ecre ta ry , Tow n P lan n in g  B o ard
B y hand or post: 15/F, N orth  P oint Government Offices, 333 Java R oad, N orth Point, H ong K ong 

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  ap p lica tio n  no. to w hich th e  com m ent re la tes  Y’卜 峰

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明） '

D etails o f  th e  C o m m en t (use separate sheet i f  necessary)
I s u p p o rt  th e  p lan  as  it will im p ro v e  th e  co m m u n ity  le isu re  sp a ce s , facilities and

se rv ices  th ro u g h  su ita b le  d e v e lo p m e n ts  on  p riva te - p lo ts  of land w ith  well th o u g h t  

o u t  p lan n in g , c o n su lta tio n  an d T m p ac t a s se s s m e n t^

Regarding  th e  w a te r  su p p ly  an d  s e w a g e  t r e a tm e n t  o p tio n , th o u g h  HKR d e m o n s tra te d  

th e  feasib ility  o f  his p ro p o sa l, I o p in e  t h a t  th e  g o v e rn m e n t sh o u ld , b a se  o n  e q u a fa n d  

fair p rinc ip le , e x p a n d  th e  ca p ac ity  o f Siu Ho W an  w a te r  and  s e w e ra g e tT e a tm e n t 

p lan ts  tak in g  c a re  o f  th e  n e e d s  o f D iscovery Bay.

「提意見人」姓名 / 名稱  N am e o f  person/com pany m aking this com m ent

簽署  Signature _________________________________  日期 Date l 匕

^ P / E D ^

[ 3嗯 细 s  

\ ^ v v n  P丨 /

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 市 細 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 ：? ^

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: S ec re ta ry , Tow n P la n n in g  B o ard

B y hand or post: 15/F, N orth  Point Governm ent Offices, 333 Java Road, N orth Point, Hong Kong 

B y Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y e-m ail: tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 T h e  ap p lica tio n  no. to w hich  th e  com m ent re la tes 1 a

意見詳情（如有需要• 請另頁說明）

D eta ils  o f  th e  C o m m en t (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

液 本 的 妨 一 ;，脅 锋 f  V k  H 後 . 哀）分 尤 .食 拿 ■ 古 相  

今朝 f ：潑 邊 心 褒 像 言 欠 右 私 ： ： $  v人 泛 i 引 令 ~ 人 n  ~

「提意見人」姓名 / 名稱  N am e o f  person/company m aking this com m ent \ 心~| I M J/]f

簽署  Signature ________ ______________________________  日期 Date 2 ] -  ) ^  - X〇[l〇

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致 城 市 規 讎 員 侧 書 ： 5534
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 
爾郵：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-DB/2

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 Wan water and sewerage treatment_________； 1
plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay, __________________________  丨

«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 3 3 3 號北角政府合署 1 5樓 5 5 3 5

傳真 ：2877 024 5 或 2522 8 « 6

電郵：tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk J

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 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 comme i ^ 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 • / ĉ ( ______________________  日期  Date

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


灘 市 規 劃 委 員 餘 書 ： R

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 • 此

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: 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/2

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」姓名/ 名 稱 N a m e  ofperson/co

簽署 Signature 』 八 一

m p a n y  m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  ^ \ I 〇y \Y ] ^  1-QvVn 

______________ 日期 Date / \ l / 7 n \ h

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


雜 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  b  b  d  /

傳 真 ：2 877 0245 或  2 522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@ p]and.gov.hk

To: S ecretary , Town P la n n in g  B oard
By hand or post; 15/F, N orth Point G overnm ent Offices, 333 Java R oad, N orth  P oin t, H ong K ong 

B y Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

By e-mail: tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk

有關的 IS M 申請編號  T h e  app lica tion  no. to w hich  th e  co m m en t re la te s y  I z / o b / ^

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

D etails of the C om m ent (use separate sheet i f  necessary)

孤一 t 1  厂 司 T

「提 意見人  j姓名 / 名稱  Name oj*person/company making this comment
簽署  Signature yyd  日期  Date '

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 市 規 劃 委 員 餘 書 ： 5 5 3 8

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 J

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 tiie comment relates Y/l-DB/2

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of 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 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 Namg of， fson^n |Saiiy making this comment pj/)h)C)^[ dL ovi
簽署 Signature 曰期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


m m s u m m m  ••

專超遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3 號北角政府合署丨5 樓 b  D  d  d

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

By hand or post 15/F, N6rth 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

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

1± l  ± ^:一 丫涵在

太 乂  t  q

k  i  7 ^ 1  m \  4rf J  十 y  择 盡

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 N^ame of person/company making this comment

簽署Signature _  式 心  A ?  '_____________  日期 Date ^  ^ 〇f

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


5540
雜 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 

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/|-DB々

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)

.1 support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 
~ se rv ice s  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 

簽署 Signature ___ _
of person/company making this comment _ 

日期Date p m .

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


專人送2 或認 a  : 香 截 读 渣 華 道 333 角政府合署15樓  0 0
傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 
電 聲 •_ ^>bpd@pland.goviik

To: Secretary, Town 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-mail; tpbpd@pIand.govJik

有SS的規2 ?申請編號 The application no. to which the corament relates y / i  - b s / j .  
• /

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  _i姓名/ 名稱  Marne of perpon/company making this comment 
簽署  Signature /  / 日期 Date . _

-2-



麵 市 規 劃 委 員 舖 書 ： 「 5 4 2

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華遣3 3 3號北角政府合署 1 5樓 。

傅 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: 2 877 0245 or 2 522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規刺申請編號 T h e  application no. to whi c h  the』c o m m e n t  relates Y / l-D B / 2  

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 j姓名/ 名 N a m e  ofperson/comi>ar^makingthis c o m m e n t  /  

簽署 Signature 日期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


織 市 細 委 員 館 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 5543
傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426

電郵 •• tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretaiy, Town Planning Board

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong K o n e  
B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 S

By e-maiJ; tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規S5申請編號 The appiicafion no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates y / z ： 从 ) 

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C^imenUnsc separate sheet if necessary) .

r提意見人」姓名/ 名稱
■son/company making this comment 

日期 Date

k/\^\

 ̂ L 2^ ，t L

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 r
傳真：2877 〇245 或 2522 糾26 

電垂P : 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 comment.relates Y/l-DB/2

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)
I su p p o rt th e  plan as it will im prove th e  com m unity  leisure spaces, facilities and

services th rough  su itab le  d ev e lo p m en ts  on private plots of land with welFtH ought 

— o ut planning, consu lta tion  and im pact assessm en ts.

Regarding th e  w a te r  supply and  sew age t re a tm e n t op tion , th ough  HKR dem o n stra ted  

th e  feasibility of his p roposal, I op ine  th a t  th e  gov ern m en t should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand th e  capacity  of Siu Ho W an w a te r  and sew erage  tre a tm e n t 

plants tak ing  care  o f th e  n eed s  of Discovery Bay.

「提意見人」姓名/ 名 稱 N a m e  

Signature

Tame of person/c«;ompany making this c o m m e n t  i (

日期 Date ^  -  L e i  C

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


觸 道 333號北角贿合署㈣

挪 市 麵 委 員 館 書 ： -

專A l g 遞或郵遞••香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角麵合署丨5 樓 

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board 

= a n d  or _ •  ! 5/F, North P〇int G〇 vemraem 〇fficM，扭 R 。咕  N〇rtfa p  

By  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 6 6

B y  c-maij： tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的麵申請編號  The application no. t0 wbich the c_ ent re|atM y / z  _

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C o mment (use separate sheet if necessary)

— 遗  <  . 寸 沒 怎 M  ^  莽 知
1 /  V ------------- --------------------------

5525

5545

「f e意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 N a m e  of person/company making this comment

簽署 Signature ____________ ^ ___________________  日期 Date H i

r e c e i v e ： !

3 0 DEC 2015

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


魏 職 劃 委 員 飾 書 ： 5 5

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 Bo 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)
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities ana

— services through suitable developments on private plots or land witn well thougnf 

out planning, consultation and impact assessments.

~R egard in g  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 N a m e o ^ ^ ^ companymakingthiSC〇 mment

織  S i _ u r e  日期 Date — —---------

-2-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


挪 市 麵 委 員 飾 書 ：. .

專A i g S 或郵遞■•香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角腑合署 1 5樓 

傳真：2877 024 5 或 2522 8彳26

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pjand.gov.hk

To: Secretary， Town P lanning  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@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號  The aPPlication no. t0 which the comment relates W e  - b s / ^

意見詳情（如有需要’請另頁說明）

「提意見人j姓名/ 名稱

簽署  Signature _____

)f person/company m aking this comm 

日 期 Date

•2

mailto:tpbpd@pjand.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


致城市細委員會秘書：

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 4 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 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  aP P lication n 0 . t0 w h i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates Y/l-DB/2

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 $iu 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 person/compatiy m a k i n g  this corrmei

___________________  日期 Date

:nt^ Q v

X

c u -

- 2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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麵 市 細 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 夺0

傳真 ：2 8 7 7  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 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@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 | X -  P 容 - L

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 1 取 喻 k 啤 H  s 熘 如 # 缺 总

「提意見人J姓名/ 名稱 N a m e  o f p e r s on/companymakingthis c o m m e n t  所 聲 ^ ^  

簽署 Signature _____________________  曰期 Date 2 > T  - 、

• 2

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


5550

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 

傳真：2 8 7 7  0245 或 2522 8426 

電郵 •• t p b p d @ p】and.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-maii: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 T h e  appHcation no. to w h i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates \ / i  n j s - 2 .

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  Name of person/companymakirig this comment ---------
日期  Date a ^ 二簽署 Signature A 、，

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


致 城 市 麵 委 員 侧 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署1 5樓 5552
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, Hong Kong 

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 app丨ication no. to which the comment relates l i t 卞

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 

■ '

7 F IM J b

use separate sheet if necessary) , . , ,

A M  M i

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 Najfie of person/company making this comment 

簽署 Signature l^y( _______ 日期 Date 一

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


織 市 _ 委 員 额 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 5 5 1

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, Hong Kon 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 l ^  l> A  X

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

S 巧祕丨-I A 汝. >  ' f l , 如 1 傅哀、唇 J r  ifl j  /切 ,

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/company making this comment Pjj_______
簽署 Signature ________•_________________________ 日期 Date H

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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致 獅 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15樓 • r  ^

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

有關的規劇申請編號 The application no, to which the comment relates 丫/ 工’

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Com m ent (use separate sheet ̂  necessary) 卜 ^

if  ^  A m  / I  ^  / l-

「提意見人」姓名 / 名稱  Name o^erson/company making this comment________________

簽署  Signature __________ _______________________  日期 Date /L . (

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


職 市 規 劃 委 員 鐘 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政j胎 署 15樓 " 5 5 5 b

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 
電郵：tpbpd@pland_gov.h3c

To; Secretary, Town Planning B oard
By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, N orth 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 com m ent relates V/NDB/2

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Com m ent (use separate sheet if  necessaiy)
I s u p p o r t  t h e  p lan  as it will im p ro v e  th e  c o m m u n ity  le isu re  s p a c e s ,  fac ili t ie s  an d

~  se rv ic es  th ro u g h  s u ita b le  d e v e lo p m e n ts  o n  p r iv a te  "plots o fT a n d  w ith  w ell th o u g h Y  

o u t  p lan n in g , c o n s u lta tio n  a n d  im p a c t a s s e s s m e n ts .  ;

R egarding  th e  w a te r  su p p ly  a n d  se w a g e  t r e a tm e n t  o p tio n , th o u g h  HKR d e m o n s tra te d  

th e  feasib ility  o f  his p ro p o sa l, i o p in e  t h a t  th e  g o v e rn m e n t  sh o u ld , b a s e  o n  e q u a l  a n T  

fair p rin c ip le , e x p a n d  t h e  c a p ac ity  o f  Siu Ho W an  w a te r  a n d  s e w e ra g e  t r e a tm e n t  

p lan ts  tak in g  c a re  o f  th e  n e e d s  o f  D iscovery  Bay.

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 Na， e o f person/company making this comment 

Signature _______社 、__________ _̂____________  曰期 Date •
J W r y q  LP.P 

•T7 八

- 2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


挪 市 鰂 委 員 會 秘 書 ：

專A i g i g或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3 號北角腑合署 1 5樓 5 邛 ？

傳真：2877 0245 或 2 5 2 2  8426

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

To: Sccretary> 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

有關的規割申請編號  The, application no. to which the com m ent relates \ 卜 ' 叫 x

意見詳情（如有需要 • 請另頁說明)

Details of the Comm entails of the Com m ent (use separate sheet if  necessary)

「提意見人」姓名 / 名 稱 少 o f  person/company making this comment

簽署  Signature 〆 I 日期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


麵 市 麵 委 員 _ 書 ： • 5 5 5 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@plandgov.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

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)
I s u p p o rt  th e  p lan  as it will im p ro v e  th e  co m m u n ity  leisu re  sp aces , facilities and 

‘~ s e r v i c e s  th ro u g h  s u ita b le  d e v e lo p m e n ts  on  p riv a te  p lo ts  o f  land  w ith well th o u g h t 

o u t  p lan n in g , c o n su lta tio n  an d  im p a c t a s se s sm e n ts .

R egarding  th e  w a te r  su p p ly  a n d  se w a g e  t r e a tm e n t  o p tio n , th o u g h  HKR d e m o n s tra te d  

t h e  feasib ility  o f  his p ro p o sa l, I o p in e  t h a t  th e  g o v e rn m e n t sh o u ld , b a se  on  equal and 

fa ir p rin c ip le , ex p a n d  th e  ca p ac ity  o f  Siu Ho W an w a te r  an d  se w e rag e  tre a tm e n t  

p lan ts  tak in g  c a re  o f  t h e  n e e d s  o f  D iscovery Bay.______________________________________

「提意見人  j姓名 / 名稱  of person/company making this comment Cl
簽署  Signature / ( ^  L ^  ._____________  曰期 Date /

mailto:tpbpd@plandgov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致城商釀 1委員會秘書： q q F q

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 & 。J 」

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: 35/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 wh 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)

「提意見人  j姓名 / 名 jMamegfperson/company making this comment
簽署  Signature 乂《jil ___________ 日期 Date , n 、H

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


規劃委員餘書：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣_  3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5樓 5 5 60
傳真：2 877 0245 或 2522 8426

電郵：(pbpd@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, N orth 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 w hich the c o m m e n t  relates Y/l-DB/2

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  th e  p lan  as it will im p ro v e  th e  c o m m u n ity  le isu re  s p a c e s ,  fac ilitie s  a n d  

— se rv ic es  th ro u g h  su ita b le  d e v e lo p m e n ts  on  p riv a te  p lo ts  o f  lan d  w itfT w e ll th o u g h t 

o u t  p lan n in g , c o n s u lta tio n  ancT im pact a s s e s s m e n t^

R egarding  th e  w a te r  su p p ly  a n d  se w a g e  t r e a tm e n t  o p tio n , th o u g h  HKR d e m o n s tra te d  

th e  feasib ility  o f  his p ro p o sa l ,  I o p in e  th a t  th e  g o v e rn m e n t s h o u ld , b a s e  o n  e q u a l an d  

fair p rin c ip le , e x p a n d  th e  c a p a c ity  o f  Siu Ho W an  w a te r  a n d  s e w e ra g e  t r e a tm e n t  

p lan ts  tak in g  c a re  o f  th e  n e e d s  o f  D iscovery  Bay.___________ ____________________________

「提意見人  j  姓名 /  名稱  Name o f person/company making this comment rf^Q'
簽署 Signature 日期 Date —

mailto:pbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


觀 市 細 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 5561

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 T K e  application no. to wh i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates 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)

「提意見人  j姓名 / 名稱  Name of person/company making this comment
簽署  Signature 曰 期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


雜 市 規 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 5 5 6 2

傳真 ： 2877 0245 或 2522 8426 ^
霄: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-DB/2

意見詳情（如有需要*請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessai-y)
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 thought 

out planning, consultatr〇n 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

簽署 Signature \% e jL 〇 曰期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


纖 市 綱 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 5563
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 〇[ ^ / 2 ^

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)
嶺 ; 版 舞 - -_____________

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/company. making this comment
簽署  Signature ____________  曰期  Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 細 割 委 員 細 書 ： r r 6 4

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 0 0

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@pland.gov.hk

'■ i .........- - — -----  - I , -  — ~ _ __ -

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

意見詳情（如有需要 | 請另頁說明） * '
Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessai-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.___________________ • •________

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱  Naineofperson/companymiakUigtliiscoinment 千 \ l lC
簽署 Signature 二 _______________  日期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致城市規*1 委員會秘睿： 5 5 G  5

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3幻號北角政府合署15樓 

傳真 ： 2877 0245 或 2522 8«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

有關的規卸申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates Y’卜喊

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）
Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

I s叩port the plan as. it willimprove the community leisure spaces, facilities and 
~service s 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 j姓名/ 名稱 Name ofperson/company making this comment Y p u n n

簽署  Signature _____________________________________曰期 Date / l ^ o T P '

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


雜 市 規 劃委員倾書： r  一

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 j D b o
傳真 ： 2877 〇245 或 2522 8426
電郵：tpbjpd@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 V/l-DB/2

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 Wan water and sewerage treatment 
plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱Name# 
Signature

;on/pompany making this comment 
日期 Date

d  hiLL_

mailto:tpbjpd@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 5 5 G 7
傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 
電 舞 ：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 'in  -

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」姓名/ 名稱  Name of person/company making this comment
簽署  Signature / K 各 - ____________ _ 日期 Date _ 70/6

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致 城 市 翻 委 員 :

專 人 麵 或 ■ : 香港北角渣華道333號北角麵合署丨 5 樓 . 5568
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 Poin^ 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/Tomment/iise separate sheet if necessary)

2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


北角渣華道 3 3 3 號 北 角 細 合 署 1 5樓  5  5  6  9

傳 真 ：2877 〇245 或 2522 8426 

鼋 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, 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 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpdt^pland-g0^ ^

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/\-DB/2

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 w川 improve the com m unity le isure spaces, fac ilit ies  and 

services through suitable developments on private plots o f land w ith  w ell thou ght 
out planning, consultation and impact assessm ents.___________________________________

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatm ent option, thou gh  H KR dem on strated  
the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the governm ent sho u ld , base  on equa l and 
fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W an w ater and se w e rage  tre a tm e n t 
plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay._______________________________

「提意見人」姓名/ 名 稱 N a m e  

Signature

lerson/company m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  

曰 期 D a t e

-2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


磁 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 _ ^ n
傳真 ： 2877 0245 或 2522 8426 b b ‘ U
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 The application no. to which the comment relates Y/'~DB^

意見詳情（如有需要 • 請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessaxy)
1 support the plan as it will improve the com m unity leisure spaces, facilities and

services through suitable developm ents on private plots of land with w ell thought 
out planning, consultation and im pact assessm ents.

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatm ent option, though HKR dem onstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, 1 opine that the governm ent should, base on equal and 
fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho W an w ater and sew erage treatm ent 
plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay._______________________________

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 Name of person(cpmpany making this comment ka+lw (Vfl
簽 署 ' 日 期  D a t e  ^ 7  t ̂  J

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


魏 錄 震 委 員 雜 書 ：

專人送S 或勤 3 : 香港：;■匕角渣華道3 3 3號北角政麻合署 15樓 5 5 ?玉

薄真：2S77 0245 或 2522 8426 

鼋§  : tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

To: SccreUry， 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, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2 8 7 7  0 245 or 2 5 2 2  8 426 

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 /  f 5  /*2^

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) ,

「黯 以 」姓名 /名稱  

簽署 Signature

erson/company m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t

日期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


市^ $ 1  委員 書 ： • 5 5 7 2

專人送2 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  〇2 45 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@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 G o v e r n m e n t  Offices, 3 3 3  Java Road, No r t h  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 @ p l a n d g o v . h k

有關的規劃申請編號 T h e  application no. ttMvhich the c o m m e n t  relates Y/l-DB/2

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 treatm ent 
plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.____________________________________

•提意見人」姓名/ 名 稱 N a 产 of  person/。 

錢  Signature 、 P 乂 '  / f

o m p ^ n y  m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  ^ C ' .  L /
l f L n  /  日期 Date / [ X  〇

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@plandgov.hk


規 劃 委 員 鶴 書 ： 5 5 ? 3

專 人 麵 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 8426 
電 画 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: S ecretary, Town P lanning B oard

B y hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Off1Ces, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong K〇n£ 
B y Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 » K〇ng

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有 '關 的 申 請 編 號  The application no. to which the comment relates . Y/I-DB/Z

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

D etails o f the Comment (use separate sheet if  necessary)
I s u p p o r t  t h e  p l a n  a s  it w i l l  i m p r o v e  t h e  c o m m u n i t y  l e i s u r e  s p a c e s ,  f a c i l i t i e s  a n d  

s e r v i c e s  t h r o u g h  s u i t a b l e  d e v e l o p m e n t s  o n  p r i v a t e  p l o t s  o f  l a n d  w i t h  w e l l  t h o u g h t  

o u t  p l a n n i n g ,  c o n s u l t a t i o n  a n d  i m p a c t  a s s e s s m e n t s .

Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment option, though H K R  demonstrated
t h e  f e a s i b i l i t y  o f  h i s  p r o p o s a l ,  I o p i n e  t h a t  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

f a i r  p r i n c i p l e ,  e x p a n d  t h e  c a p a c i t y  o f  S i u  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 --------

p l a n t s  t a k i n g  c a r e  o f  t h e  n e e d s  o f  D i s c o v e r y  B a y . ______________________________________________________________

-提意見人」姓名/ 名稱  Name of person/company making this comment _ _ H -

_______________________ 日 期  D a t e
簽 署  S i g n a t u r e

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


職 市 細 委 員 餘 書 ：

J ☆送遞或郵遞: 香港北角渣華道333號

傳 真 ： 28770245或 25228426 棚 聰 口 署 樓  . 5 吻

電 郵 ：tpbpd@plan.d.g〇v.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d  

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的讎抻請編號  The application no. to which the comment relates I " /  | 丨) / 厶

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of t h e j C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

U , , b W L 揭 絲 替 i f  i ^ & j：、|柄奴 f  l 脅,

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 Name〇f pers〇n/comPany makingthiscomment 彳東 L  奇 -
簽署  Signature A h U /_______________________^曰期  Date ■ H  丨〕一 2 。丨 6_

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


委 員 飾 書 ： r c ? 5

專人送2 或罢2  : 香港4读渣華道 3 3 3號北角政府^ 署 1 5樓 3  u

m M  '■ 2 8 7 7  0245  ̂  2522 8426 

電勢 ：̂>bp(i@pla^dLgov_hk

To: Secretary, T o w t i  Planning B o a r d

B y  hand or post; 15/F, North Point G o vermnent Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2 8 7 7  0245 dr 25 2 2  8426 

B y  e-jsail: t p bpc@pl2nd.govJik

有 申 誇 舊 S  T h e  application no. to w h i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates Y/I-DB/Z

Details of die 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 plannirig, 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提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 

Signature

rc o m p a n y  m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  

日期 Date a x 7 T m ~



纖 市 綱 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  r 5 ? g

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 tbe com ment relates P

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

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 N a m e  〇/ person/company m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  

Si^iature 表; _______________________ 日期 Date — 产 '工，~)A)(J7

-2-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


挪 市 麵 委 員 鑛 書 ••

專或郵遞••香港北角渣華道 333號北角顧合署 15樓
傳真•• 28770245 或 2522 8426 5 5 77
電郵：tpbpd@pIand，govJik

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand pr post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Pointy Hong Kong 
By Fax; 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
Bye-mall: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的麵申請編號 T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates ^  P\]/ 2^

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

說riif篆方til㈣念鉍炎於衾

「提意見人 J姓名/ 名簡 of P g son/comPany  making this c o m m e n t

簽署 Signature \ %  _______________  日期 Date 了 j七 : 地 ,

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


_ 市規劃委員餘書：
專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道 3 3 3號北角政府合署 1 5樓  u

停 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 °  J  " b

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary , Town P lann ing  B oard
B y hand or post: 15/F, N orth Point 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

有關的規劃申請編號  T he app lica tion  no. to 'vhic.h the com m ent rela tes Y/I'DB/2

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details 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.________________________________

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 賴 劃 委 員 娜 窖 ：

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

傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk

To: S ecre ta ry , Tow n P lan n in g  B o ard
B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, N orth Poiii-t, H ong 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  T he app lica tion  no. to w hich the  com m ent re la tes  Y/l-DB/2

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 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 p e  o f pers片 /com pany m aking this comment _  沁 i 
簽署  Signature (乙 G  . 日期 Date J

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致城市删委員會秘軎：

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 5580

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S!l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)

彳 历 崎 為 ______________

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 N a m e  of person/company making this c o m m e n t  j  -fL / '£ 

簽 署 ^ _____________日 期 Date ^  )  ,^_ f 1/?/ /

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


委 員 書  * e e A f

專 人 麵 _ 3  : 香港北角澄華道3 3 3號 北 角 腑 合 署 15樓 5 5 8 1

傳 真 ：2877 〇24 5 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland_gov.hlc

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, 3 3 3  Java Roa d ,  N o r t h  Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2 877 0245 or 2 522 8 426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 T h e  aP P lication n 0 . t0 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)

I support the plan as it will improve the com m unity .leisure spaces, facilities and 

services through suitable developments 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 of his proposal, I opine that the governm ent should, base on equal and 
fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan w ater and sew erage treatm ent 

plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.____________________________________

\  T o w n  P l a n n i n g /

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


愈 市 規 劃 委 員 細 書 ： 5 5 8 2

專人邀i或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓
傳 真 ：2 8 7 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

B y  Fax: 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5  or 2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

B y  e-mail: t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k

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

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)
I s u p p o r t  t h e  p l a n  a s  it w i l l  i m p r o v e  t h e  c o m m u n i t y  l e i s u r e  s p a c e s ,  f a c i l i t i e s  a n d  

s e r v i c e s  t h r o u g h  s u i t a b l e  d e v e l o p m e n t s  o n  p r i v a t e  p l o t s  o f  l a n d  w i t h  w e l l  t h o u g h t  

o u t  p l a n n i n g ,  c o n s u l t a t i o n  a n d  i m p a c t  a s s e s s m e n t s .

R e g a 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  o p t i o n ,  t h o u g h  H K R  d e m o n s t r a t e d  

t h e  f e a s i b i l i t y  o f  h i s  p r o p o s a l ,  I o p i n e  t h a t  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, expand the cap acity  o f Siu Ho W an w ater and sew erage  tre atm e n t_____

p l a n t s  t a k i n g  c a r e  o f  t h e  n e e d s  o f  D i s c o v e r y  B a y . _______________

- 2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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致 城 市 麵 委 員 舖 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角■ 合 署 15樓  5584
傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 •
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hlc

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  一 見 仫 身 作 叔 免 - _________________

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱  Name of person/company making this comment P  
^ S ig n a tu re  ^  . 日期 D 抑

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hlc
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：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

T o : S e c r e ta r y ,  T o w n  P la n n in g  B o a r d

B y  h an d  o r p o s t: 15 /F , N o r th  P o in t  G o v e rn m en t O ffices , 333  J av a  R o ad , N o r th  P o in t, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  F ax : 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5  o r  2 5 2 2  8 426  

B y  e -m a il: tp b p d @ p la n d .g o v .h k

有關的規劃申請編號 T h e  a p p l ic a t io n  n o . to  w h ic h  tb e  c o m m e n tP re la te s  ^ f /  f _ _  P(? / ：

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明） ' 

D e ta i ls  o f  th e  C o m m e n t  (u se  s e p a ra te  sh ee t i f  n ec essa ry )

淑 、

A  ^

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 N a m e  o f  p erso n /c o m p an y  m ak in g  th is  c o m m en t 

簽署 S ig n a tu re  ______________ 日期 D a te

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致城市■ 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 .
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

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

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」姓名/ 名稱  Name of person/company making this comment 

簽署 Signature ______ ___________________________ 日期 Date — i\ i i m o j  [(•

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


細 委 員 飾 書 ：

專人送2 或勢遞••香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署〗5 樓 

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電g  : tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

5585

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning Boa 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@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 P l S r - 2

意見詳情 C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 

簽署 Signatu玄

努^名稱  Name of person/company making this comment
_______________________ 日期 Date —

f t  &

PS I

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 市 規 劃 委 員 觸 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 2 5 2 2  8 426 

電 郵 ：t p b p d @pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d

B y  h a n d  or post: 15/F, North Point G 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: 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5  or 2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hlc

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/I-DBy^

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 treatm ent option, though HKR demonstrated 

the feasib ility of his proposal, I opine that the governm ent should, base on equal and 

fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment 

plants taking care o f the needs of Discovery Bay._______________________ _____ __

.「提 意 見 人 」姓 名 / 名 稱  Name of person/company making this comment H unj'

簽 署  Signature _________ U )議 n h _______________  日期  Date 对 二 ] 。 |

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hlc


• , 5 5 g 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摟  •

傳 真 ：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov_h]c

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  h and 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: 2 877 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/l-DB/2

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) ■ . p t ,
I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and

Lt îOQgli iuitdblt： cleveiopments^Oil priVdt^ plots of land with w^ll^thotjghlr
u u l (jfdnning, t-oribulLdliun dud ui*pdt.L dSSeibmentS^

"Regarding the water supply and sewage treatment opDonVxhough HKR'demonsiraxed 
"tiie feasibility of hls proposal； Topine that the governmenx should, base on equal and 
fair principle., expand the capacity of biu Ho wan water and'sewerage treatment 
plants taking care oftlhe needs ot Discovery Baŷ

厂提意見人」姓名/  

簽署 Signature

 ̂Name of person/eompany making this comment
曰期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


5 5 8 9

北 瓣 道 333號 北 細 合 署 1 5樓
^ . - 2 8 7 7  0245 12 2522 8426 .

電郵：tpbpd@pland.g〇v.U<

To： Secretary, Town Planning B o a r d

B y  hand orpost： 15/F, North Point Govei^ent OfficeS! 

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

；,333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g

有關的規辨請編號伽柳丨细触 no. to which the comment relates Y/l-DB/2

意見詳情（姉 藉 要 ’請另頁說明）
Details ofthe Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

, SUpp〇rt 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 of person/company making this comment
簽署  Signature 日期  Date

礼  ( ? L u.k|

X T — 〇 < k_______

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


專人送遞或麵：香港北角澄賴 333號北角政府合署〗5楼

傳真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 
電郵：tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

5 5 9 0

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 which the comment relates f  L  —  b  ：X

意見詳情（如有爾要，請另頁說明 ) '

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary) 一

7?p ^  ^  %  . irlf ^  j ?  . ^  ^

r i l S M A  Name ofnerson/company making this comment ^  ^

簽署別明灿" -------- 日 期 A L  .

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 T ^ f i l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 1
傳真：2 8 7 7〇2 4 5 或 2 52 2 8« 6  

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: 2 8 7 7  0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的捃割由請編號 The application no. to whiph the comment relates L
— p —

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) /  •

• 念 C l ^  呱  /

「但由 h  l 址夂 / 名稱 Name of person/company making this comment 7 ^  痛-

_____________曰期- - 中 ，▲ —

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致 城 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  9 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@pIand.gov.hk •

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

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessaithe Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

「提意見人  j 姓名 / 名稱  Name of person/eompany making this comment 

簽署  Signature ___________  日期 Date
鉴 綠 n  

M 卜 r.r,j^> Jl

" R E C E I V E D ^  

3 0 DEC 2018

、 Town Planning/ 
. Board

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 市 删 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 5 5 9 4

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 Govemment 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 f j 申請編號  The application no. to which the comment relates Y/l-DB/2

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)
I su p p o rt th e  plan as it will im prove th e  com m unity  leisure spaces, facilities and 

services th ro u g h  su itab le  d e v e lo p m en ts  on  private plots of land w ith well th o u g h t 

o u t planning, co n su lta tio n  and  im pact-assessm en ts.

Regarding th e  w a te r  supp ly  and  sew age tre a tm e n t option , th o u g h  HKR d e m o n stra ted  

th e  feasibility  o f his p roposa l, I op ine th a t  th e  g overnm ent should, base bn equal and 

fair principle, expand  th e  capacity  of Siu Ho W an w a te r  and sew erag e  t re a tm e n t 

p lan ts tak ing  care  o f th e  n e e d s  of Discovery Bay. ___________________________

-2-

mailto:tpbpd@piand.gov.hk
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雜 市 娜 委 員 M 書 ：

專A i t s 或郵遞 •■香港北角渣華道333號 北 角 腑 合 署 1 5樓  5 5 9 3
傳 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 Kon| 
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 ' ■
By e-mai 丨: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates \ j ̂  t) ^  ^

I 意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明） ‘
Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

| ___________________t  ^  I K

「提意見人 j姓名 / 名稱  Name of person/companymakiiig this comment "i,% 窃g
簽署 Signature ' _________________ 曰期 Date 对

mailto:tpbpd@plandgov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 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 15樓  5 5 9 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 

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/2

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if  necessary)
I s u p p o rt  th e  p lan  as it will im prove  th e  cp m m u n ity  le isu re  sp a ce s , facilities and 

se rv ices  th ro u g h  su ita b le  d e v e lo p m e n ts  on  p riv a te  p lo ts  o f  land  w ith  w ell th o u g h t 

o u t  p lann ing , c o n su lta tio n  an d  im p ac t a s se s sm e n ts .

R egarding th e  w a te r  sup p ly  and  sew ag e  t r e a tm e n t  o p tio n , th o u g h  HKR d e m o n s tra te d  

th e  feasib ility  o f his p ro p o sa l, I o p in e  th a t  th e  g o v e rn m e n t sh o u ld , b a se  on  e q u a l and 

fair princip le , ex p an d  th e  cap ac ity  o fS iu  Ho W an w a te r  and  s e w e ra g e  t r e a tm e n t  

p lan ts  tak in g  c a re  o f  th e  n e e d s  o f D iscovery Bay._________________ _____________________

「提意見人」姓名 / 名稱  Name of person/company making this comment

簽署  Signature _____________________ 日期 Date ( 6 __________

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


難 市 _ 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 1 5樓  5 5 9 6
傳 真 ：2877 0245 或 252 2  8 4 2纟 

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, N o r t h  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  r e l a t e s f 一 7

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 p g s 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 、 { l

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.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號北角政府合署15樓
傳 真 •• 2877 0245 或 2522 8426 5598
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)

「提意見人  j姓名/ 名稱  Name ofyson/com pany making this comment

簽署  Signature ________ ^ \  〜________  曰期 Date L

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


舰 市 細 委 員 鈽 書 ：

專或郵遞••香港北角渣華道 333號北角鑛合署 15樓 5 5 9 7

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hlc ’

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  Kong. 

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  aP P H cati〇n 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) ， 一一  ，t

「提意見人  j姓名 / 名^  Name of person/company making this comment i U M —
簽署  Signature 霁  ____________ ___ 日期 Date 1 l / ( 7̂  ( ( ^

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hlc
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


改城市規劃委員餘書： ^
f 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  3  3
寧真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

I 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

b: Secretary, Town Planning Board

ly hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices,-333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

；y Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

y e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

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

【見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

etails of the Comment (use separate sheet if  necessary)

「提 意 見 人  j姓 名 / 名稱  Njame o f person/company making this comment S r  ^  •

簽署  Signature _______人吹  ____________________ 日期  Date U  J  h B C卜)l.L

- 2

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


職 市 規 劃 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1 5樓 5  G  b  G

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 • -

霉郵：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 cpmment relates

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

- b S  2.

「提意見人 j姓 名 N a m e  of person/company making this c o m m e n t  

簽署 Signature /  日期 Date 叫冰十心

- 2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


_ 市 麵 委 員 雜 書 ：

g 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 0245 或 2522 8426 5601
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 app丨ication no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates yl- 

要 |請另頁說明）

ment (use separate sheet if necessary)

^■ 淋 匕 趴 袼 I ,  a 偽 u  % 心 t

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 m

1

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/company making this comment
簽署 Signature 人 》 . 1 日期 Date I j

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


職 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1 5樓 5602
傳真：2 8 7 7  0 245  或 2 5 2 2  8 426  【

電 郵 ：tp b p d @ p la n d .g o v .h k

T o : S e c r e ta r y ,  T o w n  P la n n in g  B o a r d

B y-hand  o r  p o st: 15/F, N o r th  P o in t  G o v e rn m e n t O ffice s , 333  J a v a  R o ad , N o r th  P o in t, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  F ax : 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5  o r  2 5 2 2  8426  

B y  e -m a il: tp b p d @ p la n d .g o v .h k

有關的規劃申請編號  T h e  a p p l i c a t io n  n o . to  w h ic h  th e  c o m m e n t  r e la te s  X 1 .  P L  /  2 -

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）
D e ta i ls  o f  th e  C o m m e n t  (u s e  s e p a ra te  sh e e t i f  n e c e s sa ry )  •

各命、__________________ _____________________________________

「提意見人 j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 in g  th is  c o m m e n t  \、H ^

簽署  S ig n a tu re  V / / J  日期 D a te  / 沁⑽七

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


舰 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 5603
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 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@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規割申請編號T t

意見詳情（如有需要，言 

Details of the C o m m e n t

ie application no. to w hich the c o m m e n t  relates 7 / /

靑另頁說明）

use separate $heet if necessary)

. ( ^ p  i k z L  v e  u  \%  .

r.. /

i ^  ^  i f Y ( d
• - V I V . ' *• l . • 、 《 " 7 ~ 1 r-------6-

M i /  /

「提意見人  j 姓名 / 名稱  Name/Of^erson/company making this comment ^  T j i - -

簽署 Signature _______________ [ j L  • 日期 Date > j  -

，肢 c e iv e ^  

3 〇DEC2BJS

S〇̂ 01

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


纖 市 麵 委 員 雜 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角■ 合 署 1 5樓 5604
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 ^  /  ( 一  DH /  ^

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)

_____________ m b  i 5  B e w e ^ ^ v ^ L o F ' e  a  k j b i q  m a u T i £ 3

^ ) U T  7 b  1 H G . .  K S S W  E A C l U J i S S  ■_________________________ _______________

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名— N a m e  sfperson/company making this c o m m e n t  

簽署 Signature __________________ 日期 Date ^ 3

贴  c e i v h ^ n  

3 〇 DEC 2018
v T o w n  Plan.

-2

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


S M S S ? 委員■ 書 ： 5 6 0 5
專人_ 或郵遞：香港北角渣華道诩號北角政府合署15樓 

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 •

電 郵 ：1pbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d  J

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.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 T h e  application no_ to which t丨le c o m m e n t  relates Y/l-DB/2

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  necessaxy)

1 su p p o rt th e  p lan  as it will im p ro v e  th e  c o m m u n ity  le is u re  s p a c e s ,  fac ilitie s  and  

serv ices th ro u g h  su itab le  d e v e lo p m e n ts  o n  p r iv a te  p lo ts  o f  la n d  w ith  w ell th o u g h t  

o u t p lanning, con su lta tio n  a n d  im p a c t a s s e s s m e n ts .

Regarding th e  w a te r  sup p ly  an d  se w a g e  t r e a tm e n t  o p t io n ,  th o u g h  HKR d e m o n s tra te d  

th e  feasibility  o f  his p roposa l, I o p in e  t h a t  th e  g o v e rn m e n t  s h o u ld , b a s e  o n  e q u a l  and  

fair principle, expand th e  cap ac ity  o f  Siu Ho W an  w a te r  a n d  s e w e r a g e  t r e a tm e n t  

p lan ts tak ing  care  o f  th e  n e e d s  o f  D iscovery  Bay._____________________________________

「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 1 7

/ i q n p c ； ),〇,〇■

2

mailto:1pbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 市 删 委 員 _ 書 ： 5 6 0 6
專人送 遞 或 郵 遞 ：香港北角渣華道 333騁 北 角 政 府 合 署 〗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

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 ^ f  j /  丄

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

次. A v'j：娜 如 么 研 说 ：令 $  ai狄 嚴 a fci

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 Name of persorj/coippany making this comment
簽署  Signature * 日期  Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 職 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 ：2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5  或 2 5 2 2  842 6  

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

5607

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  h a n d  or post: 15/F, North Point G 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: 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5  or 2 5 2 2  842 6

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/l-DB/2

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 necessaiy)

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and 
~ s e r v ic e s  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  of person/company making this comment
Signature ^ '______________ 曰期  Date 丨丄〆 / /

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 市 麵 委 員 能 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 5608
傳真：2877 0245 或 2 5 2 2 .8426 •

電郵：tpbpd@pl'and.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 rnment Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 28 77 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 Y / /  -  P / > / 2 -

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)M i 竣力d 免 筆 私 水 fbA、_______________

「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  

簽署 Signature I  f e  \ 4 u _____________________ 日 期 _ li —1 b

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致 城 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 5610

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 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 ich 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  Name of person/company making this comment

簽署  Signature /^vAa/  /Tp /__________  日期  Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


獅 f f i M 韻 獅 睿 ：

I 專人送遴或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333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  

II® • tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
卜5 6 〇夺

To: Secretaî , Town Planning Board
I By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kone
p B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426

By e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk •

有關的規剌申請編號 T h e  a p p丨icatlon n o , to w h i c h the c o m m e n t  relates ~ ^  QPy j  2 >̂

醜 情 （

'etails of (h

窟見詳情（如 有 翻 ，臃另頁說明）

^  of <he Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

P.■「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/company making this comment 
簽署 Signaturo ： ，日期 D a 竺

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


致城市規劃委員鑛書：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署15樓 5  6 1 1

傅真：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S 3申請編號 T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates ^ / \ ^  〇〇> /  *2-

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)

■ n  ^  .__________________________

「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 ___________________ _______  日期 Date > 3  /  i z / ^

r e c e i v e d

3 〇.邨 柳

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 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 6 1 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@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號  The application no. to which the comment relates ^ / /  />/?/ 2 ^

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Detail^of the C jo m m e n t  (use separate sheet if  necessary)

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱  Name of per^pn/^J&ipany making this comment
簽署 Signature ___________  日期 Date 2  '5 ^

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


致城市娜委員會秘書：

專 或 郵 遞 : 香 港 北 角 渣 華 道 333號 北 角 歸 合 署 15樓 5 ⑴

傳真：2877〇245 或  25228似6 
電郵：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@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規割申請編號  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)

「提意見人  j 姓名 / 名稱  N am e o f  person/com pany m aking this com m ent 

簽署  Signature . Xi rJ ____________________ 曰期  D ate  _
I M j

■ a!n  uf

RECEIVED 

3 0 DEC 2016

T ow n Planning

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


麵 市 綱 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

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@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  r e l a t e s { 一

意見詳情（如有需要 *請另頁說明）

Details of C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

「提意見人 

簽署 Signaturj

\

」姓 名 ^ erson/company making this c o m m e n t _______

^  日期 Date > i l ( ^

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.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i 5樓 

傳真：2877 024 5 或 2 522 8犯6 

電画 •• 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

有關的規割申請編號 T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates ^ [ P f ^  j ，~2̂

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 com m ent〉
簽署 Signature 成 、___________________________________ 日期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 雜 劃 委 員 飾 書 ： 5616
專緣遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5樓 

傳真：2877 02幻或  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 he application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates Y/I-DB/Z

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 
oul 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^erson^eompany making this comment 之 p in

簽署Signatoe 日期 Date H / A

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


舰 市 細 委 員 觸 窖 ： 5 6 1 8

: ☆ 送遞或郵遞:香港北角渣華道333號北 角腑 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@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 T he application no.to which the comment relates 21
i

意見詳情（姉 需 要 ，請另頁說明）
Detaiis of the Comment (use sep ta te  sheet if necessa^) .  ^  ^

— i:r  _ —

Mame of person/company

「提意見人」# /  _

Signature •  ■

>}ame of person/«)mpany making this comment ^

日期 Date ~ l 5 /  ^  IQ

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


雜 細 委 員 飾 書 ：•

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
傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 1

货郵：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 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規fill申請編號 The appl丨cation no. to which the comment relates V/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, 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 ofperson/company making this comment

簽署 Signature ______________ 一 曰期 Date —

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵市規劃委員 _ 書 ： c R l q

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 M U

傳 真 ：2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5  或 2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  ‘

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hlc

To: Secretary, T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d

B y  h a n d  or post: 15/F, Nor t h  Point G o v e r n m e n t  Offices, 333 Java Road, N o rth 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  842 6  

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-DB/2

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 necessai7 )

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  

Signature

iy m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  

曰期 Date
■ •

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hlc
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 3 3 3 號北角政府合署 1 5樓  = 5620
傳 真 ：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland_gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B oard ,

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, N orth 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 V/l-DB/2'

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C om m ent (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. ________________________

r■提意見人」姓名 /  

簽署  Signature

n/company making this comment

日期 Date ^  r  C

-2-*

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 職 劃 委 員 備 書 ： 5 6 1 〇

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  （ D

傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk

To: S ecre tary , Tow n P lann ing  B oard

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 or 2522 8426 

B y e-m ail: tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號  T he app lication  no. to which the com m ent relates Y/l-DB/2

意 見 詳 情 （如 有 需 要 ，請另頁說明）

D eta ils  o f the  C o m raea 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 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 ^ ^ ^ ) n / c o m ] ^ y  making this comment 

簽署  Signature _________ 日期 Date _

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 市 規 劃 委 員 儀 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  • ： 5620
傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning  B oard

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, N orth Point, H ong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 ’ \

Bye-m ail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk j
' \

有關的規劃申請編號  T he application  no. to which the com m ent relates Y/I-D0/2' |

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of 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 f 

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/ 考戰  Name o f person/company making this comment

、 . 日期 Date 二一〆

" T

- 2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


飄 市 麵 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 〇 d̂ >
傳真 _• 2877 〇2 4 5或乃 22 8耵6 

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

有關的讎申請編號  T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e n t  relates % m i l l

意見詳情（如 有 需 要 *請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

， T V  . ______________________________

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱  Name of person/company making this comment CputO T -u
簽署  Signature ^ ___________  日期  Date 丨(•

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


m m m m t m  -

專人送遞或郵遞 ：香港北角渣華道333 .號北角政府合署1 5樓 

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 The application no. to which the comment relates V/t- V R  />
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 _________^ ________________  . 日期 Date

•2-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麗 市 規 衡 委 負 鋪 書 ：

二 細 郵 遞 ••香港北細華道333號北角政府 

傳 具 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 要

電郵 •• tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

5623

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

= = = = r ve~ es，3
By e-mail； tpbpd@pland.g〇v.hk

Y/l-DB/2有關的規瓣I W  The app丨katiQn編 G whkh此 £義 咖 臟 m _______________

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Betails of the Comment (use separate sheet if  necessa1T)

-------= pport t e plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, facilities and
— — able deve| ^ m ents on private D|〇ts 〇f with wp|| —  

— ^  P anmngf consultation and impact assessments. ： ~ ~

---- water supply and sewage treatment option, though HKR demonstrated
the feasibility of hist—----- s proposal, I opine that the government should, base on equal and

一 air principle, expand the capacity ofSiu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment

of the needs of Dkrnvprv Bay. ______________________

〜、見人j姓名/ 名稱 Name 〇fpers〇n，c〇mpany ⑴咖吨出达 comment
» Signature 日期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


» 市 麵 委 員 鑛 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

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 5  6 2 4
電郵：tpbpd@pland_gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
By hand or post: I5/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)

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/company making this comment ^

簽署 Signature ^  i ^  '_______________  日期 Date —

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


挪 市 ■ 委 員 飾 書 ：

專A i S 2 或郵遞：香港北角鮮道333號北角麵合署 15樓 5 6 2 5 '

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426

15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@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）

D ^ i l s  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 n,p ^  U m

簽署 Signature 曰期 Date —

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


雜 市 _ 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 6 2 G

傳真：2877 0245 或 '2522 8426

電 郵 ：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-mail; tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates ^ /  f — p /3  /

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Det廣 Comment (use separate^sheet if necessary)

' _________

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 N a m e  of person/company making this comment

簽署  Signature U — 日期 Date

• 2

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致城市删委員會秘書：

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  M  *7

傳 真 ：287 7  0245 或 2 5 2 2  8426 

電 郵 ：tf)bpd@plaiui.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  P lanning 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  0 245 or 2 5 2 2  8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的^劇申請編號 T h e  application no, to w h ich the c o m m e n t  relates \  J^- t) ^  | ̂

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)

A

「提意見人  J姓名 / 名稱 N a m e  of person/companymakirig this c o m m e n t  T ^A n  <i C l\7

簽署 Signature C l(, 日期 Date 2.1)~ / fb

mailto:bpd@plaiui.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致 城 市 麵 季 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 

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 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@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 x / 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)

>  k  ^ l T \  %  ^  ^  k r

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 N a | ^ o f p e r s〇y c o m p a n y  maki n g  this c o m m e n t  ~̂ ,7

簽署 Signature __________ ________________________________  日期 Date ^

.2

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


麵 委 員 雜 書 -•

專A ^ l 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 2522 8426

常裁：tp b p d @ p la n d g o v .h k  ■, 5629

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 j  \ .D ^

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 f  孩 : #

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/company making this comnient

簽署 Signature 一  曰期 Date _

-2-

mailto:tpbpd@plandgov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 委 員 _ 書 ： q

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 . D b 3 °

傳 真 ：2877 O245 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/l-DB/2 

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 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 "Name of person/company making this commexit M y M e \L〇〇n
簽署  Signature ____________ |y| /  ____________  日期 Date 上7. ,1 一 / b

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致 城 市 删 委 員 鑛 書 ： * 5 6 3 ?

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2 5申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates 乂̂ 丨7

意見詳情（如有需要 *請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)
褊 4 龈 孩 化 脅 _______________________

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/compan；y making this comment 
簽署 Signature _____________  日期 Date w/ > ^ y

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致 城 市 細 委 員 細 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 3 ^

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 G overnment Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 287 7  0245 or 252 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  r e l a t e s t  "" D  

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 Name of person/company making this comment YlVJ 4

簽署  Signature j ^ /1 ； 1 ^  f A i l  fc 1 M  日期  Date v |  二 f 、 一  一  G

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


s c m m m ^ 9  ■

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署】5 樓  苎6 3 3
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@pJand.gov.hk

•有關的規劃申請編號 The aPPlication n0. t0 which tfae comment relates y / i - 呢 / 乙

意見詳情（如有需要•請另頁說明）

Details of the C o mment (use separate sheet if necessary)

[.<iA • .

「提意見人  j姓名 / 名稱  Name of person/company making this comment____________
簽署 Signature _____________■_______________________  日期 Date ^ ；I  ̂  W  . ^ A  L  •

mailto:tpbpd@pJand.gov.hk


觀 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15樓  5  6 3  4
傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hlc

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/2

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, 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 
Signature

ye of^erson/company making this cominent 
C)/f /  日期 Date

j

•2-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hlc
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


■ 市 画 委 員 娜 書 ： 5035
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@pIand.gov.hk '■

有關的規劃申請編號 T h e  a p p丨ication no. to w hich the c o m m e n t  relates | 工

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 o^p&c§^n/conipan;y making this comment
簽署 Signature __________  曰期 Date _

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


5636
麵 市 規 剌 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 ：2 8 7 7  6 245 或 2522 8 426

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, N o r t h  Point, H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2 877 0245 or 2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

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/l-DB/2

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^iultable developments on private plots of land wFth 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 of person/company making this comment 丨( f) Cliay\
簽署Signature ： ___________  日期 Date 之7 . 丨么• /[>

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


m m m m t m w  ••

專人麵或郵遞 •■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 8426

電 郵 tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

? 6 3 7

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Poin 

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 ’ ■

By e-mail: tpbpd@pJand.gov.hk

t. H o n g  K o n g

有關的規ffif申請編號 The application no. to >vWch the comment relates / -  j D  ̂  ^

意見詳情（如有需要.請另頁說明）

Details of the C o m m e n t  fuse separate sheet if necessai7 )

/<rff 4  ^

N a m e  of person/company m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  

簽署 Signature . 叫  /… 、:「(一 : 日期 Date
ICitsI

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pJand.gov.hk


致 城 市 删 委 員 侧 書 ： 5 6 3 8

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 application no. to which the comment relates、 / 丨 —〆

意見詳情（如有需要 *請另頁說明）

Details of the Comm^ept (use separate sheet if necessary)

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱平ame,ofperson/company making this comment 

簽署 Signature ______ jiiy ________________  日期 Date
魏 l

^ C E I V E d '

3 〇 2 m

V  o w n  P]a

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


r
華 道 嫌 角 政 府 合 署 1 5樓

傳 真 ：2877 02幻 或 2522 8犯 6 

電郵 -■ tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

5639

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/2

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

---seryices. thI°.u^h suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought
out P lan_ni_ng，咖 -̂--------------------

Regarding the water suDDl\/T^m^ ---------------------------------

the feasibility of his opti〇n'th0Ugh _  dem〇nstrated

fair — dple, ShQUld, ㈤  e qU al
plants taking wate「 treatme.〇L

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 

簽署 Signature ^ p a n y  making this comment ^|v/lVl)qi£ ) (X\

日期 Date 1 1 / 1 1 / 2 0 ) ^

-a-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 市 麵 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  5640
傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 •

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.lik

To: Secretary, Town Planning B oard

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H ong K ong 

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 Y/l-DB/2

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of 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, 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 j姓名/ 名择 Name of person/company making this comment
簽署 Signature 日 期 Datb

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.lik
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致 城 委 員 會 秘 書 :•

專人麵或郵遞 ••香港北角渣華道3 3 3 號 北 角 麵 合 署 15樓 q  c  n

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 5 6 4 1
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-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的麵申請編號  The application no. to which the comment relates ]  V\}? / 2 -

| *

/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 oqperson/company making this comment >

簽署 Signature _____________________________  日期 Date • ( 1 、 f 乂

- 2

mailto:tpbpd@pknd.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


致城市規劃委員會秘書： 5 6 4 2

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  0245 或 2 5 2 2  8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hic

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B o a r d

B y  h a n d  or post: 15/F, N o rth 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  024 5  or 2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hlc

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/2

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」姓名/ 名稱 N a r f ^ T ^ ^ e r s o户/ c o m p a n y  m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  

簽署 Signature [  ̂ 曰期 Date — i

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hic
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hlc


辦 委 員 飾 書 ：

: 香港北角澄華道 333 ■ 角  

2877 0245 UJ 2522 8426 
^ 1 ?  ： tpbpd@pland.g〇v.hk

5643

T〇: Secretary, To>v„ Planning Board 

y hand or post. 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Ja'
By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 
By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

iva Road, North Point, Hong Kong

The application no t〇  w h.ch the c〇 mmen( r e ja t e s、" 丨 — 。 叫

意 見 詳 情 ( 贿 需 要 ，請另頁說明）

「提意見人」姓名 / 名 

簽署  Signature
ofperson/company making this comment 

—  . 日期 Date I X -

- 2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麗 雜 劃 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 6 4 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 

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/2

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, 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 Name of person/comp.any making this comment W

餐署 Signature ______________________________  日期 Date 设

-2-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


挪 市 舰 委 員 餽 書 ： • 5 6 4 5

專人送2 或男遞••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 

I g g  ： 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

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 necessapO

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 N a m e  of person/company making this c o m m e n t  勒 :

簽署 Signature _________ 爲  A________________  日期 Date U ? 一

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


纖 市 綱 委 員 额 書 ： 5 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  〇 b 4 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 j | ^ - 0 ^ 1

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」姓名/ 名稱 N a m y f p m %

簽署  Signature 一八
impany making this comment 

日 期 Date -}.3 ~ \L ~x〇

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


娜 市 綱 委 員 觸 書 ： 5 S 4 7

專人送退或郵遞：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 

電隸：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning B p 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 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 hich the c o m m e n t  relates Y / i  -  O B / i ^

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 ^ e o  

簽署 Signature __________

f person/company m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  

_________________________  日期 Date ^ 3

- 2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.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 6 4 8

傳真：2 8 7 7  0245 或 252 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 Pointy H o n g  K o n g  

B y  Fax: 2 8 7 7  02 4 5  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 wh i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates Y/l-DB/2

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」姓名/ 名 稱 N a m e  of: 

簽署 Signature

i/company m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t  

曰 期 Date

-2-

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


獅 市 娜 委 員 餓 書 ：

專A i t i g或萄遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角肺合署 15樓 5 6 “

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

： 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 C o m m e n t  (use separate sheet if necessary)

執 I

rJi

r 提意見人 j 姓名/ 名稱 Name o/person/company making this comment_______________
簽署 Signature _________ _______________________ 日期 Date h  - （1 叫

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 市 麵 委 員 會 秘 書 ： 5 6 B 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楼 ”...
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 X  / \

意見詳情（如 有 寧 要 ，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

「提意見人」姓名 /  名稱 Name o^fperSon/company making this comment 〇H  fclS(
簽署 Signature /// __________ _ 日期 Date 乂2-  / / f

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


職 TOTH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 6 5 1

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fill申請編號 The app丨ication no, to which the comment relates ' i  j \  -

意見詳情（如有癖要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comm ent (use separate sheet if necessary)

i 奶 德 勸 今 ffK

「提意見人 j姓名/ 名稱 N a m e  of person/company making this comment 、容一_________

簽署 Signature ___________ _________________ _______  曰期 Date A

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致城市細 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  5652
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 com ment relates

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comm ent (use separate sheet if  necessary)

/ \  ^  i  M  _________ * 3

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱  Name person/company making this comment 

簽署 Signature _________ ___________ ___ ___________  日期 Date _ / lA . / ^ ( L

d e c e i v e d

3 〇 Dec ?015 

P l a n n i n g

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


瓣 委 員

專人送退或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓 5653
傳真 ： 2877 0245 或 2522 8426 
電聲：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 丫7  卜  p g / b

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^|person/companymakingthis comment

簽署 Signature __________ r Y r —  ■____________  日期 Date _

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


觀 市 删 委 員 餘 書 ：

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北触華道 333號北触府合署 15樓 5654
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 ^ /  | — P 'Q  /

意見詳情（如有需要*請呙頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

K r 本乂同言. . 糾 函 冬 律 放 ，̂  i 中 /\賴 1足也 y v支-良讯沾 

千■仁脅缺，銮治^少、鲐仏金 # 、各、包矣c 存 n 十、姑浪％力力人 - 窝 i  
V生光.丫色M 广f 存 商 復 鉍 K 之 二 € _________ _

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/company making this comment 训  H /叫

簽署 Signature 敏 夜 响  _______________________  曰期 Date j. 2 . -  / 2_ -  / ^ ,

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


職 而 駿 ; 委 員 # 5 6 5 5

專 人 錢 或 郵 2  : 香 港 北 角 渣 難 3 3 3號北角政府合署 15樓 

傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning B oard

By hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H ong 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 com m ent relates Y/l-DB/2

意 見 詳 情 （如 有需要，請另頁說明）

Details o f the C om m ent (use separate sheet if  necessaiy)

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 

簽署  Signature

!son/cj6mpany making tliis comment 
曰 期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 市 規 ® 委 員 _ 書 ： 5 6 5 6 .

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: S ecretary, Town P lanning  B oard

B y hand or post: 15/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, N orth  P oint, H ong K ong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

By e-mail: tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 T he app lication  no. to which the com m ent re la tes Y/l-DB/2

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 treatm ent_____
plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.____________________________________

「提意見人j姓名/ 名稱

Signature

o f  person/company making this comme 

曰期 Date
11 L〇

- 2

♦ . 2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


挪 市 顧 委 員 飾 書 ： 5 6 5 7 .
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.h]c

To: Secretary, T o w n  Planning Board

B y  hand or post: 15/F, North Point G o v e m m e n t  Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, H o n g  K ong 

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 whichthe c o m m e n t  relates Y/l-DB/2

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 Name ofperson/companymaldiig this comment S / C u

縫  Signature 系 '  . _______________ ____  S 期  Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致 城 市 麵 委 員 賴 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 ：28770245 或  2522 8426 5 6 5  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 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 - ( 7 r > ^

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C om m ent (use separate sheet if  necessary)

j  M  r v  j i . ___________________________________

「提意見人  j 姓名/ 名稱  Name of/person/company making this comment 為  乂 ， H

簽署  Signature ______________ /  ~_____________  曰期 Date 9  l  /  U "  /•'

■ , . R £ C i E r v : E ^ 、 

； K C  ?M |

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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舰 市 麵 委 員 侧 書 ： 5659
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

有關的規劉申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates T / 1  -

意見詳情（如有需要*請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

/ A  #  -

7 — ^ J '

' M 7 V Z

厂提意i  
鶴 Si

:見人」姓名/ 名稱^
lignature /

p̂erson/company making this comment 
. _______________  日期 Date n

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 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 5660
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

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

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

^  ^  Mk  ff\ 4 1  ^ 1  * 3

「提意見人」姓名 /名稱  Name ofj^rson/company making this comment
簽署 Signature __________八、_________________ 日期 Date 卜 "-

-2-

^ R E c e i v e d \

3 〇 D K  25!S }

vSSry"

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


龍 麵 委 員 麵 ： 北角政府合署15樓 5661 .

專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華洹333 #
傳真 ：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 

: 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 Pomt, H o n g  Kong 

B y  Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

B y  e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規刺申請編號The application no. to which the c o m ment relates Y/l-DB/2

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
~ s e r v ic e s  throughluitable developments on private plots of land with well thought 

out p lam ir^  c—o nsultatio^g l ^ ^ ^ ^ -------------------------------------------------

option, though HKR demonstrated-
fair orinciDle exoand t h t h e  government should, base on equal and

J Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment

『提意見人」姓名 / 名 稱 N amec)f

簽署 Signature Pei's〇n/ C(
lP^ny making this c o m m e n t  

日 期 Date

'Y\y& n n jL  
从 一(）〆 >〇/ 6

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


獅 市 ■ 委 員 韻 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 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.切 which the comment relates tV7 -  PP>/>
意見詳情（如 有 需 要 ，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessary)

^  ^  ^  H  ^ 4 4 )
A 'A  键 资 、___________________— ____________ _______________________

r 提意見人」姓名 / 名稱  Name of person/company making this comment / ^  /y p ^ fjC a 1
簽署 Signature J 〜 以 ____________  日期 Date ^  ^

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


■ 市 規 ffil委 貝 _ 曹 ： 5 6 6 3
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 ：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 
爾 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M 的規50申請編號 The app丨ication no. to which the comment relates Y/l-DB/2

E 見詳情（如有稱要，誚另頁說明）

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 princiole, 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 

簽署 Signature

[y making this comment 

日 期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致城市規刨委貝愈秘咨：

霹人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署15楢  5664
傅 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

爾郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

By hand or post: I5/F, North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Pojnt, Hong Kong 

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

By e-mail; tpbpd@p]and.gov.hk

有關的規撕申請編號  The application no. to which the comment relates T / l  -  D B / q ' ^  

意見詳情（如有需要 | 請另頁說明） .
Details of the Comm ent (use separate sheet if necessary)

%  ^  l^ j  '

r 提 意 見 人  J姓 名 / 名 稱  Nameof Person/comPany making this comment
'簽署 Signature _________________  日期 Date. 7  斗  _ .j 7

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致城市■ 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15樓
傳真 ： 2877 0245 或 2522 8426 5 6 6 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

有關的規劃申請編號 The app丨ication no. to which the comment relates

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

D e ta i l s  o f  t h e  C o m m e n t  (u s e  s e p a ra te  s h e e t  i f  n e c e s s a iy )  ^  * 3

「提意見人 J姓名/ 名稱 Nam,e o/person/company making this comment 
簽署 Signature ________ __________________________  日期 Date _

NSV -
〜 t 卜 卜 i m  U

RECEIVE!

3 0 DEC 2015

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


s r a 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】5 樓  W 5 6 6 5

傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk

To: Secretary, Town P lann ing  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  T he  application  nb. to  which the com m ent relates 、 丨 丨 - Q S 卜

意見詳情（如有 需 要 • 請另頁說明）

Details o f the  C om m ent (use separate sheet if  necessary)

「提意見人  j姓 名 / 名稱  Name of person/company making this comment. cW〇̂  CAM 1
簽署 Signature Cl-r\〇W C 4 l W f \ \ ___________  曰期 Date ^  - t -y - \  ^

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


雜 賴 劃 委 員 麵 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 6 *7.
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 * .
Bye-mail: tpbpd@pland.gbv.hk

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

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 Wan water and sewerage treatment 
plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay._________________________________

「提意見人  j 姓名/ 名稱  Name ^J^grson/company making this comment 
Signature __________ 日期 Date —

^IhtnYL J^f〇

-2

received
3 0 DEC 20)5

T o v / n  P l a n n i n g ^

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gbv.hk


致 城 市 細 委 員 傭 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 g
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 P〇int ^

By Fax: 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 ，H〇ng K〇ng
By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk *

有關的規fill申請編號 The application no. to wh丨ch the comment relates

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if necessaiy)

' » r a i x'-c 

^ ^  c

/x•…  \ * c  ( ' r X i ,
广七,〆  一  r l

、 ■、 A W i 辽 十Aâ C J* in tw A-弋 -f*L /
'V V\ 0 (jy ( P  CL

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/company making this comment
-簽署 Signature ’ _____________  曰期 Date t \ 1 / ^ ~  f

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致 城 市 規 員 飾 書 ： , 5 6 6 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 

傳 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 

Bye-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規劃申請編號 The application no. to which the comment relates 丫/卜加々

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the C om m ent (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,_________ _____________________

厂提意見人 j 姓名/ 名稱  5 ^ me o f Pers〇n/c〇mpany riiaking this comment

日期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@plandgov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


藏 市 _ 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 b  ^

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 >

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/ 名得  Name of person/company making this comment 

簽署 Signature 日期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


致 城 市 規 劃 委 員 健 書 ： 5 6 7 1

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 8426 

電 郵 •• tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk

To: S ecretary , Town P lann ing  B oard

By hand or post: 15/F, N orth 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 he application no. to which the com ment relates /  j  j  j  1/

意 見 詳 情 （如有需要，請另頁說明）

D etails of the C om m ent (use separate sheet if necessary)

Jp-_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

^  J?) % • .

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱  Name of pers$/com pany making this comment ^ {右 许 h  

簽署  Signature ________________ _________________ __  曰期 Date ^

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


纖 市 規 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〗5樓 5 6 7 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 The application no. to which the comment rdates Y/I-DB/S

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 Wan 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

^)f person/company making this comment 
^ 日期Date

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


鄉 市 _ 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

傳真：2877 0245 或 2522 8426 ' 5 6 7
電 郵 ：tp b p d @ p la n d .g o v .h R

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 賴 申 請 編 號  T h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  n o .  to  w h i c h  t h e  c o m m e n t  r e l a t e s j \  ^

意見詳情（如有需要，請另頁說明）

Details of the Comment (use separate sheet if  necessary)

1■ 提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 

簽署 Signature
e o f person/company making this comment 

日 期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hR
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 33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
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）

次 k | 以 1 一免

「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 __________________ •_______________________  日期 Date ^  ^  , l 7 - 7 )

- 2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


■ 聯 屬 委 員 娜 書 ：

專人送遞或g g  : 香港北角遼華道 3 3 3號北角政府合署15樓 5 6 7 5
傳 真 ： 2877 0245 或  2522 8426 
電 1? : tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

To: S ecretary , Town Planning B oard

By hand or post: 15/Fs 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 whicli the com ment relates Y/卜DB/2

意 見 詳 情 （如有需要，請另頁說明）

D etails of 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.__________________________________

厂 意見人  j 姓名 / 名靖 # ame ?^£frson/coinpany making this comment
簽署 Signature  ̂ ■ __________  日期 Date 叫  |2■卜 (〇----------------

-2  -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


» 市規剴 委 員 赖 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 5676
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/l-DB/2

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 Wan water and sewerage treatment 
plants taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.________________________ _______  * 3

「提意見人」姓名/ 名稱 Name of person/company making this comment 

簽署 Signature __________, 曰期 Dafe

RECEP/ED、
3 0 DEC 2016

v^Town Planningy 
Ooard

-2 -

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


• 5677
專 或 郵 遞 ：香港北角渣華道幻3號北角政府合署15樓
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 Govcmment Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 

By Fax; 2877 0245 or 2522 8426 

By e-mail: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

有關的規剠申請編號 The application no. to which the com m ent relates Y/l-DB/2

意見詳情（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

~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 of person/company making this comment 

簽署  Signature _______________  日期 Date

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


麵 市 規 劃 委 員 會 秘 書 :
專人送遞或郵遞：香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓

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, 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 ’ 障

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 willi.mprove the community leisure spaces, facilities and

~services through suitable developments on private plots ot land with \welf~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^^rson/cojppany making this comment
簽署  Signature 日期 Date H  //

/ '' \ 
3 G DfC 2CJS !

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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 ： 2877 0245或2522 8426 
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 12A條 - 規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見 -愉景灣第 6 f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 ： f  f t  
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 1S樓  

傳 真 ：2877 〇24 5或 2522 8426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 -規劃 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/2 

. 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 辂 (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 6 8 1
傳 真 ： 2877 0245或 2522 8426 
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov_hk

第 1 2A條 - 規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見 -愉景灣第 6 f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 /):



T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d  S e c r e t a r i a t

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  5 6 8 2

3 3 3  J a v a  R o a d ,  N o r t h  P o i n t ,  H o n g  K o n g  

F a x : 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5 /  2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

E m a i l :  t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/2 
Public comment-application at Area 6f, 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 :  肩

C o n t a c t  ( a d d r e s s /  e m a i l /  f a x ) :

mailto: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 〇245或 2522 8426 
電 郵 ：tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk

5884

第 12A條 - 規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見 -愉景灣第 6 f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 ：_________ C e W 已

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號北角政府合署樓  568 3
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/2 

■ 公眾意見-愉景灣第 6 f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 : 者 伙  &
(地址 /電 郵 臟



T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d  S e c r e t a r i a t  5  S  8  5

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 ,  H o n g  K o n g

F a x : 2 S 7 7  0 2 4 5 /  2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6

E m a i l :  t p b p d © p ! a n d . g o v . h k

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/2 
Public comment- application at Area 6f, 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 :  / i y  / v  ~ y  ■ " p / y  L M  OR-CS

C o n t a c t  ( a d d r e s s /  e m a i l /  f a x ) :



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 1 5樓 

傳 真 ：2 8 7 7  0 2 4 S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 6 8 6

第 1 2 A 條 •規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見 -愉 景灣第 6 f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： Cha _____________

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d  S e c r e t a r i a t  

15/F, North Point Government Offices 
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
Fax:2877 0245/ 2522 8426 
E m a i l :  t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/2 
Public comment- application at Area 6f, Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will improve the com m unity 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 sewage treatm ent 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 sew erage treatm ent plants taking care of the needs of 
Discovery Bay.

Name: CAlot CWa______

C o n t a c t  ( a d d r e s s /  e m a i l /  f a x ) :

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委只會秘瞀 

香港北角造華道3 3 3號北角政府合署1 5樓 

溥真：2 8 7 7  〇245或2522 8 4 2 6  

牮郵：t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k

5687

第 1 2 A 條 -規剡申請編號 Y / I-DB/2 

公眾意見•愉景海第6f 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 1 

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  

水移及污7 X處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景潸。

姓名 : / f e 八〜 k

聯絡 (地址/電郵/傳真/):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Town Planning 巳oard Secretariat 
15/F, North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 56 89
Fax:2877 0245/ 2522 8426 
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Sectio n  12A Application No.Y/卜DB/2 
Public com m ent- application at Area 6f, D iscovery Bay

I s u p p o r t  t h e  p l a n  a s  it w i l l  i m p r o v e  t h e  c o m m u n i t y  l e i s u r e  s p a c e s ,  

f a c i l i t i e s  a n d  s e r v i c e s  t h r o u g h  s u i t a b l e  d e v e l o p m e n t s  o n  p r i v a t e  p l o t s  o f  

l a n d  w i t h  w e l l  t h o u g h t  o u t  p l a n n i n g ,  c o n s u l t a t i o n  a n d  i m p a c t  

a s s e s s m e n t s .  ■:•、

R e g a 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  o p t i o n ,  t h o u g h  H K R  

d e m o n s t r a t e d  t h e  f e a s i b i l i t y  o f  h i s  p r o p o s a l ,  I o p i n e  t h a t  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  f a i r  p r i n c i p l e ,  e x p a n d  t h e  c a p a c i t y  o f  S i u  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  p l a n t s  t a k i n g  c a r e  o f  t h e  n e e d s  o f  

D i s c o v e r y  B a y .

Name: ly \ i^  ____________
J

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):. J B H H I H H H H H B -

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/ 2522 8426 
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

5690

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/2 
Public comment- application at Area 6f, Discovery Bay

I s u p p o r t  t h e  p l a n  a s  it w i l l  i m p r o v e  t h e  c o m m u n i t y  l e i s u r e  s p a c e s ,  

f a c i l i t i e s  a n d  s e r v i c e s  t h r o u g h  s u i t a b l e  d e v e l o p m e n t s  o n  p r i v a t e  p l o t s  o f  

l a n d  w i t h  w e l l  t h o u g h t  o u t  p l a n n i n g ,  c o n s u l t a t i o n  a n d  i m p a c t  

a s s e s s m e n t s .

R e g a 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  o p t i o n ,  t h o u g h  H K R  

d e m o n s t r a t e d  t h e  f e a s i b i l i t y  o f  h i s  p r o p o s a l ,  I o p i n e  t h a t  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  f a i r  p r i n c i p l e ,  e x p a n d  t h e  c a p a c i t y  o f  S i u  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  p l a n t s  t a k i n g  c a r e  o f  t h e  n e e d s  o f  

D i s c o v e r y  B a y .

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城 市 規 劃 委 員 備 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

5692

第 1 2 A條 - 規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 
公眾意見 •愉 景 灣 第 6 f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 ： h e  Ia J 

聯 絡 (地址 /電郵 /傳真 /):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d  S e c r e t a r i a t  

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 ,  H o n g  K o n g  

F a x : 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5 /  2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

E m a i l :  t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/2 
Public comment- application at Area 6f, 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 :  f  < Q  lk y^ \  * 3

C o n t a c t  ( a d d r e s s /  e m a i l /  fa x ) :

R E C E I V E D

3 0 m  2016

T o w n  P la n n in g  
D o a rd  ^

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 6 8 . 3

傳 真 ：2877 024 5或2522 8426 '

電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 -規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意竟-愉景灣第 6 f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 娜 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@p|andgov.hk .

5694

第 12A條 - 規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見 -愉景灣第 6 f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M 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/



城市規劃委員會秘書

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署I 5樓 5 6 S S
傳 真 ： 2877 0245或2522 8426 
電 郵 ：tpbpd@p+land.gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 -規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/2 

. 公眾意見-愉景灣第 6 f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。



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1 5樓 

傳真 ：2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5或 2 5二 8426 

電郵：tpbpd@p.land.gov.hk

第 12A條 - 規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見-愉景灣第6f 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

mailto:tpbpd@p.land.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 6 q 7

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/2 
公眾意見 -愉景灣第 6f 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，4 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/電垂



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 ：2 8 7 7〇24s或乃 2 2 M 2 6 5 6 3 8
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 12A條 - 規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見 -愉景灣第 6f 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 ： 0 Y ] 紘

聯 絡 （地址/電郵/傳真/)

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書 飞
香港北角遼華道333號北角政府合署15樓
傳真 ： 2877 0245或2522 8426 5700
電 郵 ：t p b p d @ p ! a n d _ g o v . h k

第 12A條 - 規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見 -愉景灣第 6f 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]C務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓名 : jj\
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15樓 ：. 5 6 9 9
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/2 
公眾意見-愉景灣第6 f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 I V E D

3 0 DEC 2m

T o w n  Planning/ 
Board

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


- - •  ^pa@ pland.g〇VM

城市規劃委員餘書 —入班“捕
香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署15樓 r)7〇 l

傳 真 ：2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5或 2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  •

電 郵 ：tpbpd@p|and.gov_hl<

第 1 2 A 條 -規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見•愉景灣第6f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 : ^



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 ：28万 0245或 2522 8426 
電 郵 ：tpbpd@p.land.gov.hk

5702

第 12A條 - 規割申請編號Y/1-DB/2 
公眾意見 -愉景灣第 S f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/傳真乃：

mailto:tpbpd@p.land.gov.hk


城市規劃委員備書  

香港北角渣華道333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  5 7 G 4

電 郵 ：t p b p d @ p ! a n d . g o v . h k

第 12A條 - 規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見-愉景灣第 6f 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  > 以低密度發展改蓍社區設施和服務、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 

水務及污水處麵處理能力至覆蓋麵愉景灣。

姓名.： 考 ________________________

聯絡(地址/電 郵 多 / ) : _ ^ ^ ^ |



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
傳 真 ： 2877 0245或2522 8426 
電 郵 ：tpbpd@p_land.gov.hl<

第 12A條 ■ 規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見•愉景灣第 6f 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/ @ / ) :



城 市 棚 委 員 會 秘 宙

香港北内渣莓逍 333找北角政府合W 1S埤
溥 真 ：2S77 0245或 2522 S426 5 7 〇 5

« tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 •規剌申請鑼號 Y/I-DB/Z 
公眾意見 -讎 湾 第 6f 區發展計劃

這這在私人土圯的工程項目進行了十分詳盡及廣泛的規劃、諮詢和 

影 饗 評 沽 • 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。

至於洪水和污水處理方案，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  

水務及污水處理敲處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓 名 : ’成 本 氣

聯 絡 (地址 /電郵 /傳真 /)

RECEIVED 
3 0 DEC 2015

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Town Planning Board Secretariat 
15/F, North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong «j 706
Fax:2877 0245/ 2522 8426 
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/2 
Public comment-application at Area 6f, 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.

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


傳 真 ： 2877 0245或 2522 8426 
電 郵 ：tpbpd@p|and.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  〇，L〇

第 12A條 - 規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見 -愉景灣第 6 f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 

7X務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

m



城 市 規 劃 委 員 備 書

香港北角渣華道 333號北角政府合署 15樓 5707
傳 真 ： 2877 0245或 2522 8426 
電 郵 ：tpbpd@p!and.gov.hk

第 12A 條 - 規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見 -愉景灣第6f 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  

及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

p i  樣
聯 絡 (地址/電郵/ # ) : _



'會秘書
望3 3 3號北角政府合署IS樓 ^

, 0 2 4 5或 2522 8426 

tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見-愉景灣第 6 f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 多 ： M /  ____________________

聯 絡 ( _ £ ? 辦 顏 /):—

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I5樓 . 5710
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/2 

公眾意見-愉景灣第 6 f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 .

聯絡(地址/電郵/傳真/)

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


傳 真 ：2877 02 4 5或 252 2 8 4 2 6

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  5 7 U

第 1 2 A 條 •規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見■愉景灣第 6 f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’在發展大嶼山日f  ’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


傳 真 ：28770245或 25228426 5 7 1 1
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

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

第 1 2 A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見-愉景灣第 6 f區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分i羊盡及廣泛的規劃、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_灣  

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓 名 ： 6 ! ^

讎 (地 址 / 電 郵 臟 /)

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


域 市 離 委 員 雜 書

香港i 读澄華道333號北角政府合署15樓 1 i  3
傳真：2877 0245或2522 8426 *

電郵 r tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk

第 12A 條-規劃申請繮號Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見-愉景灣第6f 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，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 迪 郵 /傳真/)

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城 市 規 劃 委 員 備 書 . 5 7 1 4

香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署 15樓 

傳 真 ：2877 0 2 4 5或 2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

電 郵 ：'tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見 -愉景灣第 6 f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，雖然譯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 33號北角政府合署 1S樓

傳 真 ：2877 0 2 4 5或 2522 8426 5 7 1 S

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 -規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見 -愉 景 灣 第 6 f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


城市規劃委員會秘書  

香港北角渣華道 3 3 3號北角政府合署 I5樓  

傳 真 ：2877 0 2 4 5或 2522 8 4 2 6  

電 郵 ：. tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

5 7 1 5

第 1 2 A 條 -規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見 -愉 景 灣 第 6 f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 故 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 (地进 /電郵 /傳真 /):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


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  5 7
傳 真 ： 2877 0245或 2522 8426

第 1 2 A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見 -愉景灣第 6 f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。

- 名 ： 東 6a

聯 絡 難 聊̂ /傳真/):—iiiiim im m ^

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 7 1 8

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/2 

公眾意見 -愉 景 灣 第 6 f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/I-DB/2 

公眾意見■愉景 灣 第 6f區發展計劃

這個在乾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  〇2 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 9

第 1 2 A 條 - 規劃 申 請 編 號 Y / 1 - D B / 2  

公眾意見 -愉 景 灣 第 6 f 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 P 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/傳真作

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 I 5樓  . 5 7 2 1

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/.2 
公眾意見 •愉 景 灣 第 6 f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 F#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 。、'奶氏

聯 絡 （地址 /電郵 /傳真 /):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d  S e c r e t a r i a t

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  ^ 5 7 2 2

3 3 3  J a v a  R o a d ,  N o r t h  P o i n t ,  H o n g  K o n g  

F a x : 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5 /  2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

E m a i l :  t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/2 
Public comment- application at Area 6f, 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 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 r eatment 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  treat m e n t  plants taking care of the needs of 

Discovery Bay.

C o n t a c t  ( a d d r e s s /  e m a i l /  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 15樓  , 5 7 2 4

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/2 

公眾意見 -愉 景 灣 第 6 f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 俟 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


城市規劁委員會秘書

香港北角渣華道 3 3 3號北角政府合署 15樓  

傳 真 ：2877 〇2 4 5或乃 2 2 8斗26 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hl<

5 7 2 3

第 1 2 A 條 -規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見 -愉 景 灣 第 6 f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 ：_______/^Ocrw-̂

聯 絡 (地址 /電郵 /傳真 /):



城市規劃委員會秘、書

香港北角遼華道3 3 3號北角政府合署I5樓 h

傳 真 ：287 7  0 2 4 5或 2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  J •’心

電 郵 tpbpd@pland_gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 - 規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見-愉景灣第 6 f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。



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

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 1 2 A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y / N D B / 2  

公眾意見 -愉景灣第 6 f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


城市規劃委員會秘、書 
香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署15樓 

傳 真 ：2877 0 2 4 5或 2522 8 426 

電 郵 tpbpd@pland.gov_hk

57E8

第 1 2 A 條 - 規劃申請編號 Y/1-DB/2 

公眾意見偷景灣第 6 f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 . n ______________

聯 絡 齡 爾 tv傳真



城市規 ® 委員會秘書

香港北角渣華道 3 3 3號北角政府合署 I S樓  ： 5 ? 2 7

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 - D B / 2  

公眾意見 -愉景灣第 6 f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 

認為政士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。

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 15樓 

傳 真 ： 2877 0245或 2522 8426 
電 郵 ：■ tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

5723

第 12 A條 - 規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見 -愉 景 灣 第 6 f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 ： ^HllC ?〇〇bJ Hii\/6[ 
聯 絡 （地址 /電郵 /傳真 /):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d  S e c r e t a r i a t  

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 ,  H o n g  K o n g  5 7 ^ 0

F a x : 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5 /  2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

E m a i l :  t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/2 
Public comment- application at Area 6f, Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will i m prove the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, 

facilities a n d  services through suitable d evel o p m e n t s  on  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 ough H K R  

d e monstrated 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 ater a n d  s e w e r a g e  t reatment plants taking care of the needs of 

Discovery Bay.

Name: (j-i

Contact ( address/ email/'fax):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d  S e c r e t a r i a t  

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

333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong " 573丄

Fax:2877 0245/ 2522 8426 
E m a i l :  t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/2 
Public comment-application at Area 6f, Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will improve the com m unity 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 treatm ent 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 :  " F .  0  . k

C o n t a c t  ( a d d r e s s /  e m a i l /  f a x ) :

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d  S e c r e t a r i a t

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  c t -d o

333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
F a x : 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5 /  2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

E m a i l :  t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/2 
Public comment-application at Area 6f, 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 :  • .

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Town Planning Board Secretariat
15/F, North Point Government Offices 5733
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
Fax:2877 0245/ 2522 8426 
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/2 
Public comment- application at Area 6f, Discovery Bay

I s u p p o rt  th e  p lan  as it w ill im p ro ve  the  co m m u n ity  le isu re  spaces, 

fa c ilit ie s  and se rv ice s  th ro u g h  su ita b le  d e v e lo p m e n ts  on p rivate  plots of 

land w ith  w e ll th o u g h t o u t p lan n in g , c o n su lta tio n  and im pact 

a sse ssm e n ts .

R e g a rd in g  th e  w a te r  su p p ly  an d  se w a g e  tre a tm e n t  o p t io n ,'th o u g h  HKR 

d e m o n stra te d  th e  fe a s ib ility  o f  h is p ro p o sa l, I o p in e  th a t  th e  g o ve rn m en t 

sh o u ld , base  on e q u a l and fa ir  p rin c ip le , e xp a n d  th e  ca p a c ity  o f Siu Ho
W a n  w a te r  and se w e ra g e  tre a tm e n t  p lan ts  ta k in g  care  o f  th e  needs o f

D isc o v e ry  Bay-

Name: J IK  H bl
Contact ( address/ email/ fax):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Town Planning Board Secretariat
15/F, North Point Government Offices ^  q d
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 1 ^
Fax:2877 0245/ 2522 8426 
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/I-DB/2 
Public comment- application at Area 6f, Discovery Bay

I su p p o rt the  plan as it w ill im pro ve  the c o m m u n ity  le isu re  spaces, 

fac ilit ies  and se rv ice s  th ro u g h  su itab le  d e ve lo p m e n ts  on p r iv a te  plots o f 

land w ith  w ell th o u g h t o u t p lan n in g, co n su lta tio n  and im pact 

asse ssm e n ts.

R ega rd in g  th e  w a te r su p p ly  and se w a ge  tre a tm e n t o p tio n , th o u g h  HKR 

d e m o n stra te d  the  fe a s ib ility  o f his p ro p o sa l, I o p ine  th a t  the  go ve rn m e n t 

sho u ld , base on e q u a l and fa ir  p rin cip le , e xpand  the  c a p a c ity  o f S iu  Ho 

W an w a te r and se w e ra g e  tre a tm e n t p lan ts ta k in g  care  o f th e  needs o f 

D isco ve ry  Bay.

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Town Planning Board' Secretariat . c； ”  q
15/F, North Point Government Offices . '' 5 1 J  •
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
Fax:2877 0245/ 2522 8426 
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.V/l-DB/2 
Public comment- application at Area 6f, Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will im prove the co m m u nity  le isure spaces, 

facilities and services through suitable developm ents on private plots of 
land w ith w ell thought out planning, co nsu lta tio n  and im pact 

assessm ents.

R egarding the w ater supply and sew age tre atm e nt option, though HKR 
dem onstrated the feasib ility  o f his proposal^ I opine th at the governm ent 

should, base on equal and fa ir principle, expand the cap acity  o f Siu Ho 
W an w ater and sew erage treatm ent plants tak in g  care  o f the  needs of 
D iscovery Bay.

Name:

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Town Planning Board Secretariat
15/F, North Point Government Offices t 5736
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong 
Fax:2877 0245/ 2522 8426 
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/I-DB/2 
Public comment- application at Area 6f, Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it w ill im prove the com m unity leisure spaces, 
facilities and services through suitable developm ents on private plots of 
land w ith w ell thou ght out planning, consultation and im pact 

assessm ents..

Regarding the w ater supp ly and sew age treatm ent option, though HKR 
dem onstrated the feasib ility  of his proposal, I opine that the governm ent 

should, base on equal and fa ir principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho 
W an w ater and sew erage  treatm ent plants taking care of the needs of 

D iscovery Bay.

Name: TAixi?)

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


T zati P ar.r：rg Beard Secre:anat
"SF, Xcrth Pc:r.t Gcvsmmer.t Ofnees 5 . 3 7
333 Jsva Road. North Po:nt, Hong Keng 
Fax2S77 0245/ 2522 8426 
Email: tpcpd^p'a^d.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/2 
Public comment- application at Area 6f, Discovery Bay

l support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, 

facilities and services through suitable developments on private plots of 

fand 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: l<iU

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):



城 市 細 委 員

香港北角渣華道 333號北角政府合署 15樓  ：- 5 7 3 3

: 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5或 2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  '

電 _  : t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k

第 1 2 A 條 -規 劃 申 請 _號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見 -偷景灣第 6 f區發展計劃

這個在私人土地的工程項自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，在發展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

7 微及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市规 JT荽員會秘畜  ^
香港北角店窣道333妨北角玫方会箸Z 璆  57 4C

： 2377 0245̂ 25222426 
%Mv : tpbpd@ pIand,go*Ahk

第 1 2 A饶 -規f ：申绣綵號Y/丨O B / 2 

公眾意見^ 景 麟 研 錄 歡 tr

适個在私人土地的工程項目逡行了十分鋅盡及廣，乏虼規竄•痒亥元 

影璲評估，以低密度發展改婪社遙設筠和毅務.提学更多欠替空梵， 

本人十分支持，

至於供水和污水處理万案，莛然發展商展示了建議力歹行吱* /至我 

認為政府應孩以公平公正原則’在發展大嶼山時*考,寒繽大<  矮深 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整佳饴景灣，

姓 名 ： 補 % 七 屬



5733
i H T l  ■ 2877 0245̂ 2522 8426 
tt$fj ： tpbpd(2Ppland.gov,hk

城咁规刪 2?貝會秘 IT

笫 12A條-规0 中請編號Y/l-DB/2 
公 眾 勝 偷 财 笫 6f區讎計劃

逍個在私人土地的工程項目進行了十分咩盤及廣泛的規劃♦ JfT掏和 

影W 評估，以低密度發展改婪社區設施和服務* 提供更多休憩空間， 

本人十分支持•

至於供水和污水處理方粢，雖然發肢商展示了建艤的可行性*但我 

眩為政府應胲以公平公正萠則，在# 展大嶼山時，考慮擴大小蠔灣 

水務及汚水處理廠處理能力至覆1 整個愉景灣*

姓名： 1^1.

藝 齡 /娜 應



城市規劃委員會秘書 cr)^
香港北角道華道333號北角政府合署15樓 v 5741
傳真 ： 2877 0245或2522 8426 
電郵：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 12A條 -規剌申請編號Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見-愉景灣第6f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• • 翰令-禮

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1S樓 

傳 真 ：2877 0 2 4 5或 2522 8 4 2 6  

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland_gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見■愉景灣第 6 f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]C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/):______



傳真 •• 2877 0245或2522 8426

電郵：tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk

城 市 規 劃 委 員 備 書  「 …
香港北角渣華道 333號 北 角 政府合署 15樓  〇 7 4 4

第 1 2 A 條-規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見■愉景灣第6f 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 : 4 資 輪

聯 絡 (地址 / 電郵 /傳 真 /):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書 5 7 4 3

香港北角渣華道3 33號北角政府合署I5樓 

傳 真 ：2877 0 245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/2 . 

公眾意見-愉景灣第 6 f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 /類 /):_

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書 t r ^ 4 5

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 2 522 8 426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見-愉景灣第 6 f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  5 7 4 6
香港北角渣華道 333號 北 角 政 府 合 署 i s 樓  

傳 真 ： 2877 0245或 2522 &426 
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A條 - 規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y /丨-D B/2  
公眾意見 •愉 景 灣 第 6 f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_K務及污水處理廠處理能 f 至 覆 蓋 整 個 愉 景 灣 。

姓 名 ：

聯 絡 (地 址 / 電 郵 / 傳 真 / 丨:

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

傳 真 ：2877 02 4 5或2522 8426 5 7 4 8
電 郵 ：t p b p d @ p l a n d .g o v .h k

第 1 2 A 條 -規剌申請編號Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見-愉景灣第 6 f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。

$  次

聯 絡 (地址 /電郵 /傳真 /):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


傳 真 ：2877 0 2 4 5或2522 8426 . '

電郵  _• t p b p d @ p l a n d .g o v .h k

城 市 規 剌 委 員 備 書

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署 15樓  574?

第 1 2 A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見-愉景灣第 6 f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’孝慮擴大小蠔灣 

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


傳 真 ：2877 0 2 4 5或 2S22 84 2 6  • k_ J i b U

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  . r

第 12A條 -規劃申請編號 Y/l-DB/i 
公眾意見-愉景灣第 6 f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 

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

姓 名 : 1M身

聯 絡 (地址/電郵/傳真 /):_

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規® 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 ：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/丨-DB/Z 

公眾意見-愉景灣第 6 f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 /丨:_

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


豸 委 員 遵

.專 真 ：：S77C::5或 :522S4:S  
5 s l  : t r b ^ ^ c  a-d.gcv.hk

5 7 5 1

第 12A祭 -規畫：= 請缓I?  Y/i-DB/2 
公H 笔-钱 灣 第 6f S 發畏計甏

這 菹 之 的 二 程 項 = 進e 了 二 分 賓 泛 的 規 r '諮詢和 

影響1=亏 ，i 唁考1 發5 3 : 善芒甚S H S S 務 、提尝更多方憩空間，

至^ 水^:污式處涅方宾，箜 然 發 旻 示 了 違 議 的 芎 行 控 ，但我 

线為3 : 5 3 該X 公^ 三男 則 = 在發畏大蒺i 诗 ，考盧捜大小篷灣

兰 名 ： 戈 詩t



城市規蓟委員德書  

香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署15樓 

傳 真 ：2877 0 2 4 5或 252 2  84 2 6  

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y/丨- D B / 2 

公眾意見-愉景灣第 6 f區發展計劃

這倔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 (地犯電郵 /鶴

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


傳 真 ：2877 0 2 4 5或 2522 8426 … 5 7 5 4

電 郵 ：t p b p d @ p I a n d .g o v .h k

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

第 12A條 -規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見-愉景灣第 6 f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複蓋整個愉景灣。

姓 名 ：

聯 絡 (地址 /電郵 /傳真 /):

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk


傳 真 ：2 877 0 2 4 5或 25 2 2  8 4 2 6  .

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 5 7 5 3

城 市 規 劃 委 員 鶴 書

香港北角渣華道 333號北角政府合署 15樓

第 1 2 A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見 -偷景灣第 6 f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


〜则 尿 灣 第 6f區窃辟

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 q  „

傳 真 ：2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5或 2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  . 〇S

電 郵 ：.t p b pd@pland .gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 ■規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見 -愉景灣第 6 f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 7]C處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉景灣。

聯 絡 （地址 /電郵八專真/):

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1S樓 .

傳 真 ：2877 0 2 4 5或 2522 8 426 ' •

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見-愉景灣第 6 f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： 滅 费 尤 _______________ _

(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 58

第 1 Z A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見-愉景灣第 6 f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。



城市規讎員會秘書  

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署 I 5樓 

傳 真 ： 2377 0245或2522 8426 
電 郵 ：tpbpd@ pla’nd.gov.hk

f  5 7 5 7

第 U A 條 •規蓟申請編號 Y/丨-DB/2 

公眾意見-愉景灣第 6 f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，考慮準大小蠔灣 

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/):.



城 市 删 委 員 擁 書

香港北角遼華道3 3 3號北角政府合署15樓 q  5 g

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/2 

公眾意見-愉景灣第 6 f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  5760
傳 真 ：287 7  0 2 4 5或 2 5 22 8 4 2 6 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 - 規剡申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見 •愉景灣第 6 f區發展計剡

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•考慮擴大小蠔潸  

水務及污水處理廠處理能力至覆蓋整個愉贵濁。

姓 名 ：

聯 絡 (地址 /電郵 /傅真 /):______

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 

傳 真 ：2877 0 2 4 5或 2522 8 426 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見-愉景灣第 6 f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  u: 5 7 6 1
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/2 

公眾意見-愉景灣第 6 f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


城市規劃委員會秘書

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署15樓  5 7 6 3
傳 真 ： 2877 0245或 2522 8426 
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.go\/.hk

第 12A條 - 規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見 ■愉景灣第 6 f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 /):



城市規劃委員會秘書

香港北拜渣華道333號北角政府合署 is樓  ；. 5764
傳 真 ：2877 0 2 4 5或 2 522 8 4 2 6  .

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 U A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見 -愉景灣第 6 f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


城市規劃委員會秘書 ■ 576G
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@pl_and.gov.hk

第 12A條-規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見-愉景灣第6 f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 紅

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15樓  • 5 ? 8 5
傳 真 ： 2877 0245或 2522 8426 .
電 郵 ：tp b pd@ pland .gov .hk

第 1ZA條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見 -偷景灣第 6 f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|考慮擴大小螓灣  

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15樓  5  ? 6 7
傳 真 ：四77 0245或 2522 8426 
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland_gov.hk

第 12A條 - 規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見 -愉景灣第 6 f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。 ‘ .



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 7G 8
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/2 

公眾意見■愉景灣第 6 f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 ： /4̂ \  〇. ?  7 ^

聯絡 (地址/電郵/傳真/):___________

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d  S e c r e t a r i a t  n

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 ,  H o n g  K o n g

Fax:2877 0245/ 2522 8426
E m a i l :  t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/2 
Public comment- application at Area 6f, 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 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  impact 

assessments.

Regarding the w a t e r  supply a n d  s e w a g e  t r e atment 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 the n e e d s  of 

Discovery Bay.

N a m e : ___________

C o n t a c t  ( a d d r e s s /  e m a i l /  f a x ) :

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 7 6 9
傳 真 •• 2 8 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

第 1 2 A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見 -愉 景 灣 第 6 f 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 5771
333 Java Road, North Point, Hong.Kong 
Fax:2877 0245/ 2522 8426 
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/2 
Public comment- application at Area 6f, Discovery Bay

I s u p p o r t  t h e  p l a n  a s  it w i l l  i m p r o v e  t h e  c o m m u n i t y  l e i s u r e  s p a c e s ,  

f a c i l i t i e s  a n d  s e r v i c e s  t h r o u g h  s u i t a b l e  d e v e l o p m e n t s  b n  p r i v a t e  p l o t s  o f  

l a n d  w i t h  w e l l  t h o u g h t  o u t  p l a n n i n g ,  c o n s u l t a t i o n  a n d  i m p a c t  

a s s e s s m e n t s .

R e g a 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  o p t i o n ,  t h o u g h  H K R  

d e m o n s t r a t e d  t h e  f e a s i b i l i t y  o f  h i s  p r o p o s a l ,  I o p i n e  t h a t  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  f a i r  p r i n c i p l e ,  e x p a n d  t h e  c a p a c i t y  o f  S i u  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  p l a n t s  t a k i n g  c a r e  o f  t h e  n e e d s  o f  

D i s c o v e r y  B a y .

Name: 又 拉 不 。

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d  S e c r e t a r i a t

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  5 ? 7 2

3 3 3  J a v a  R o a d ,  N o r t h  P o i n t ,  H o n g  K o n g  

F a x : 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5 /  2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

E m a i l :  t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k

S e c t i o n  1 2 A  A p p l i c a t i o n  N o . Y / l - D B / 2  

P u b l i c  c o m m e n t -  a p p l i c a t i o n  a t  A r e a  6f, D i s c o v e r y  B a y

I support the plan as it will im prove the com m unity leisure spaces, 

facilities and services through suitable developm ents on private plots of 

land with w ell thought out planning, consultation and impact 

assessm ents. '

Regarding the w ater supply and sewage treatm ent option, though HKR 

dem onstrated the feasibility  o f his proposal, I opine that the governm ent 

should, base on equal and fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho 

W an w ater and sew erage treatm ent plants taking care of the needs pf 

Discovery Bay.

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d  S e c r e t a r i a t  

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 . 5 7 7 3

3 3 3  J a v a  R o a d ,  N o r t h  P o i n t ,  H o n g  K o n g  

F a x : 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5 /  2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

E m a i l :  t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k

S e c t i o n  1 2 A  A p p l i c a t i o n  N o . Y / l - D B / 2  

P u b l i c  c o m m e n t -  a p p l i c a t i o n  a t  A r e a  6f, D i s c o v e r y  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 treatm ent 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 o 

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 . 
Fax:2877 0245/ 2522 8426 
Email: tpbpd@p\and.gov.hk

Section 12A. Application No.YA-DB/2 
Public comment- application at Area 6f, Discovery Bay

l s u p p o r t  t h e  p la n  as it  w ill im p ro ve  th e co m m u nity  leisure spaces, 
fa c i l it ie s  a n d  s e r v ic e s  th ro u g h  su ita b le  d e ve lo p m e n ts on private plots of 
la n d  w ith  w e ll  t h o u g h t  o u t p lan nin g , consultation  and impact 
a s s e s s m e n t s .

R e g a r d in g  t h e  w a t e r  s u p p ly  an d  sew a ge  tre a tm en t option, though HKR 

d e m o n s t r a t e d  t h e  fe a s ib ility  o f h is p ro p o sa l, I opine that the governm ent 
s h o u ld ,  b a s e  o n  e q u a l a n d  fa ir  p rin cip le , expand the capacity of Siu Ho 
W a n  w a t e r  a n d  s e w e r a g e  t re a tm e n t  p lants tak ing  care of the needs of 
D is c o v e r y  B a y .

Name:

Contact ( address/ email/ fax):



T o w n  P l a n n i n g  巳o a r d  S e c r e t a r i a t  .

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 ,  H o n g  K o n g  5  ” 5

F a x : 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5 /  2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

E m a i l :  t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k

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 / 2  

P u b l i c  c o m m e n t - a p p l i c a t i o n  a t  A r e a  6f, D i s c o v e r y  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 
dem onstrated 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 :芬 你 山 感  H-  ( C ^ 1为 '

C o n t a c t  ( a d d r e s s /  e m a i l /  f a x ) :

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 6

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov_hk

第 1 2 A條 - 規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見 -愉 景 灣 第 6 f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。



T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d  S e c r e t a r i a t  5777
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 ,  H o n g  K o n g

F a x : 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5 /  2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6

E m a i l :  t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/2 
Public comment- application at Area 6f, Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will improve the com m unity 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 treatm ent option, though HKR 
dem onstrated the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the governm ent 
should, base on equal and fair principle, expand the capacity of Siu Ho 
Wan water and sewerage treatm ent plants taking care of the needs o f ' 

Discovery Bay.

Name: V\ar̂ fe\̂  (
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 5，外
Fax:2877 0245/ 2522 8426 
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/2 
Public comment- application at Area 6f, 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


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 1从 條 -規劃申請編號 Y/丨-DB/2 
公眾意見 -愉景灣第 6 f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 
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 12A 條 - 規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見 -愉景灣第 6f 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 ： QjjPrU^ H〇 Af£ 

聯 絡 (地址/電郵/傳真/):

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/2 

公眾意見 -愉景灣第 6 f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。

姊 名 ： H  A 1 

聯 絡 (地址/電郵/傳真/)

4 T

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

5 7 3 1

第 12A條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見 -愉景灣第 6 f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 15樓  5 ? 8 3
傳 真 ：2877 0245或 2522 8426 
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov_hk

第 1 2A條 - 規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見 ■愉景灣第 6 f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 I V E D

3 0 DF.C 2018



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>?84
傳 真 ： 2877 0245或2522 8426 *
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 12A條 - 窺劃申請編號Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見 ■愉景灣第 6 f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： 却 雀 七 中 ________________

職 (地址/電 郵 纖

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/ 2522 8426 
Email: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Section 12A Application No_Y/UDB/2 
Public comment- application at Area 6f, 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):
Name:

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城 市 規 劃 委 員 備 書  
香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署 I 5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/Z 
公眾意見 -愉景灣第 6 f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 ，考慮擴大小擾灣  

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 2018

Town Planning 
V  Board



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

5787

第 12 A 條 •規劃申請編號Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見 -愉景灣第 6f 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/):

..iCEIVED

S 〇 D K  2016

Town Planning 
V  Board ^

x^^u o a r c ^ z

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  5 7 3 8

傳 真 ：2877 0 2 4 5或 2522 8 4 2 6 

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 -規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見 -愉 景 灣 第 6 f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 ： 矣 _____________________

聯 絡 (地址 /電郵 /傳真 / ) : _ ^ ^ ^

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書  飞

香港北角渣華道333號北角政府合署 i s 樓  5 ? 9 0
傳 真 ： 2877 024S或 2522 8426 
電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 U A 條 - 規劃申請編號 Y/丨-DB/2 
公眾意見 ■愉景灣第 6 f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 ：评 姆

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

傳 真 ：2 8 7 7 0 2 4 5或 25 2 2  8 4 2 6  ^ 7 8 9

電 郵 •• t p b p d @ p l a n d g o v . h k

第 1 M 條 •規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見-愉景灣第 6 f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@plandgov.hk


姑 古 ± 0 削 姿 S 入 ■<•、 .■

T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d  S e c r e t a r i a t

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  0  ! ^

3 3 3  J a v a  R o a d ,  N o r t h  P o i n t ,  H o n g  K o n g  

F a x : 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5 /  2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

E m a i l :  t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/2 
Public comment- application at Area 6f, Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will improve the com m unity 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 treatm ent 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 treatm ent plants taking care of the needs of 

Discovery Bay.

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


T o w n  P l a n n i n g  B o a r d  S e c r e t a r i a t 5792
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 ,  H o n g  K o n g  

F a x : 2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5 /  2 5 2 2  8 4 2 6  

E m a i l :  t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k

Section 12A Application No.Y/l-DB/2 
Public comment-application at Area 6f, Discovery Bay

I support the plan as it will improve the com m unity leisure spaces, 
facilities and services through suitable developm ents on private plots of 
land with well thought out planning, consultation and im pact 

assessments.

Regarding the w ater 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 of Siu Ho 
Wan water and sew erage treatm ent plants taking care of the needs of 

Discovery Bay.

C o n t a c t  ( a d d r e s s /  e m a i l /  f a x )

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


城市規劃委員會秘書

香港北角蜜華道 3 3 3號北角政府合署 is樓  5  ? S 4

傳 真 ：2幻 7 〇2 45或 2522 8426

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/2 

公眾意見 -愉 景 灣 第 6 f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 I5樓  

傳 真 ：287 7  0 2 4 5或 2 5 2 2 8 4 2 6

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

5793

第 1 2 A 條 -規 劃 申 請 編 號 Y/I-DB/2 
公眾意見 .愉 景 灣 第 6 f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 ： 厶 Y七

1

聯 絡 (地址 /電郵 /傳真 /):

^ C E I V E C )  

3 0吡咖

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  〇2 4 5或 2 5 2 2  8 « 6  

電 郵 ：t p b pd@pland.gov.hk

5 7 3 5

第 1 2 A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見 -愉景灣第 6 f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3 3 3號北角政府合署 15樓 . 5726
傳 真 ：2877 0 2 4 5或 2522 84 2 6  

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y / N D B / 2  

公眾意見-愉景灣第 6 f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 - 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 o

香港北角渣華道3 3 3號北角政府合署15樓 5  7 0  8

傳 真 ：2877 0 2 4 5或 2522 842 6  

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 -規剴申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見■愉景灣第 6 f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率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 m  _

香港北角渣華道3 33號北角政府合署15樓 

傳 真 ：2877 〇245或 2522 8426

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

5 7 3 7

• 第 1 2 A 條 -規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2

公眾意見-愉景灣第釘區發展計劃

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


城市規劃委員會秘書 5 7 3 9

香港北角渣華道 3 3 3號北角政府合署 is樓 

傳 真 ：2 8 7 7  0 2 4 5或 M 2 2 8 4 2 6  

電 郵 ：tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

第 1 2 A 條 ■規劃申請編號 Y/I-DB/2 

公眾意見 -愉景灣第 6 f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
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S Comment Submission 5801

參考辐號
Reference Number: 161229-145742-03098

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 14:57:42

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

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 
Name of person making this comment: 先生 Mr. Anthony Walsh

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:
I have grave concerns that the additional 4 7 6  flats proposed in this development is tot 

ally not in keeping with the feel of the area. T h e  population increase dwarfs that of th 

e  adjacent "wood" courts and the lower ,,crystaln and "coral" courts. If the area must 

b e  developed then this should be in keeping with the buildings' that currently surround 

it a n d  not the monstrosity that is planned. T h e  area is currently enjoyed by hikers, do 

g walkers a n d  children playing in one of the last accessible undeveloped sanctuaries in 

Discovery B a y  and will be a grave loss to the surrounding community. T o  exchange an 

area of peace and tranquility for a further 1190 persons a n d  the increased traffic that 

will bring is entirely unacceptable._______________________________ ________ _________________

te:///d!/Users/hytse/Desktop/YJ.DB- 2/161229-145742-03098_Comment_Y_X-DB_2.htmI[30/12/2016 14:26:59]



PEMS Comment Submission 5802

參考編號-
Reference Number: 161229-155408-98959

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 15:54:08

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

「提意見人」. 姓名/名稱 
Name of person making this comment: 夫人 Mrs. Kara Walsh

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:
Building work considered for Area 6f will cause a huge amount of disruption to local re 
sidents. There is already a large scale engineering project taking place in Discovery Ba 
y plaza, building of new bus station, building of 'temporary bus station', a bridge const 
ruction and building additional retailing shopping space.

Additional construction work in Area 6f will cause undue noise pollution to local reside 
nts. Discovery Bay is an area that prides itself on being 'serene resort' and a 'peaceful 
oasis away from hectic Hong Kong'. Area 6f contravenes the principles which Hong Ko 
ng Resort Co. is priding itself on. In additional, the destruction of natural landscape to 
build the entrance into the new site is directly through a residential village (Parkvale Vi 
llage). The land proposed for the entrance is also constantly used by local residents as 
an area of public recreation and natural parkland.

It is understandable that there is a constant struggle to keep up improvements to a co 
mmunity. However, using Area 6f to increase residential buildings, ad additional 476 fl 
ats and 1190 residents is not within the communities best interest. Apart from more p 
eople7 noise, pollution, huge disruption, destruction of natural landscape and removal 
of public recreational land there is no community or environmental benefit to changing 
the land usage of Area 6f.

file:///d|/Users/hytse/Desktop/Y_I-DB_2/161229-155408-98959„Comment_YJ-DB_2.html[30/X2/2016 14:26:59]
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PEMS Comment Submission

參考編號
Reference Number:

161229-171936-78985

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 17:19:36

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

「提意見人 J 姓名 /名稱 
Name of person making this comment: 夫人  Mrs. Ellen Kwok

意見詳情
Details of the Com m ent:
It  optimises the land use to alleviate the land shortage issue in HK, and provides more 
housing choices._______________________________________

fae:///dlAJseis/hytse/Desktop/Y_I-DB_2/161229-171936-78985_Comment_YJ-DB_2.html[30/12/2016 14:27:00]
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參考編號
Reference Number: 1 6 1 2 2 9 - 1 7 2 5 2 1 - 2 6 6 4 9

提交限期
Deadline for submission: 3 0 / 1 2 / 2 0 1 6

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission: 2 9 / 1 2 / 2 0 1 6  1 7 : 2 5 : 2 1

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

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 
Name of person making this comment: 夫人  Mrs. Adian Yu

意見詳情
Details of the Com m ent:________________________________________________
I  support the application as it will provide more.housing supply in DB where the plot r 
atio is extremely low.______ ________________________________________________________

file:///d|/Users/hytse/Desktop/Y_I-DB_2/161229-172521-26649_CommenlLYj-DB_2.html[30/12/2016 14:27:01]
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5805

參考編號 ■
Reference Number: 161229-21590.8-65475

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 21:59:08

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

N am f^p erfo^m akin g this comment: ^  Mr. Galen Wong

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. *

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:

fiie:///di/Users/hytse/Desktop/YJ-DB_2/161229-215908-65475_CommenLY_I-DB_2.html[30/12/2016 14:27:08]



PEMS Comment Submission
5806

參考編號
Reference Number: 161229-220309-12993

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 22:03:09

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

N a m l ^ p e S ^ a k i n g  this comment: 先生 Mr. HC Wong

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.

nie:///d|/User5/hytse/D4sktop/Y_I-DB_2/16l229-220309-12993_CommentLY_I-DB„2.html[30/12/2016 14:27:09]

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:



PEMS Comment Submission 5807

f a 觸 醜 出 意 胸 峰 1

參考辐號
Reference Number: 161229-220525-02037

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 22:05:25

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

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 
Name of person making this comment: 先生 Mr. W o n g  H o n  Chong

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:
I support the plan as it will improve the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities and servic 

es through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought out planni 

n g ; consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply a n d  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 rnment should, base on equal and f 

air principle, expand the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  water and sewerage treatment plants 

taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.



PEMS Comment Submissfon
5 8 1 0

|就 規 劃 申 請 ,覆 核 提 出 意 見 (A lim en t oh Ptenning ApipHcatidn/ Review
參考編號
Reference Number: 161229-221140-27937

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 22:11:40

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

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

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:

小姐 Miss Ka Yin

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, consu丨tation and 丨mpadl 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.



PEMS Comment Submission 5808

M a k i n g  C b . m m e n t ^ b n  P l a n n i n g  Application / ; ^

參考編號
Reference Number: 161229-220 744-26500

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 22:07:44

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

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 
Name of person making this comment: 先生 Mr. H o n

意見詳情
Details of the Comment
I support the plan as it will improve the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities and servic 

es through suitable developments o n  private plots of land with well thought out planni 

ng, consultation and impact assessments.

Regarding the water supply a n d  s e w a g e  treatment option, though H K R  demonstrated 

the feasibility of his proposal, I opine that the gove r n m e n t  should, base on equal a n d  f 

air principle, expand the capacity of Siu H o  W a n  water and s e werage treatment plants 

taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.
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1申譆/遷 出 意 見 冷 每 知 每 ㈣ Pî rii喊 知 涵 _ 法> 神 滅

參考辐
Reference Numben 161229-221259-60791

提交項期
Deadline for submission: 30/12/2016

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission: 29/12/2016 22:12:59

有K 的規纪申請辐號 y / U D B / 2
The application no. to w hich the com m ent relates: /A 1

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 
Nam e o f person making this comment:

意見詳情
Details o f the Co m m ent:

先生 Mr. Nick Wong

I support the plan as it will improve the community leisure spaces, fedlities and servic 
es through suitable developments on private plots of land with well thought out planni 
ng, consutetion and impact assessments.
R^arding the v/ater 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 prinaple, expand the capacity of Siu Ho Wan water and sewerage treatment plants 
taking care of the needs of Discovery Bay.



PEMS Comment Subrnfesion
58i4

:劃申請./覆 核 提 出 意 見 诚 ng『:Cteiiiment
參考辐號
Reference Number:

提交限期
Deadline for submission:

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission:

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

「提意見人J 姓名/名稱 
Name of person making this comment:

161229-221709-71537 

30/12/2016 

29/12/2016 22:17:09 

, Y/I-DB/2

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 tfiat 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.



PEMS Comment Submission 5812

參考辐號
Reference Number: 161229-221429-28791

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 22:14:29

有閲的規劃申請辐號
The application no. to which the comment relates: Y/I-DB/2

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



PEMS Comment Submission
5813

■就規劃申請 / 覆核提出意見  M纪dn_g tiftmiiSentfon' P lanh ftf AbP 丨 ieatlon-./ ..Ife\»iew.v|
參考辐號
Reference Number:

161229-221544-37774

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 22:15:44

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

「提意見人」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 ttie 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.



PEMS Comment Submission 5 8 1 5

■就規劃申請/ 覆核提出意見和沾 i的 :Coitt相沾V <brtPlirin 'iri#A如 1妓 t i o ^
參考辐號
Reference Number: 161229-221826-45307

提交限期
Deadline for submission: 30/12/2016

提交日期及時間
DatB and time of submission: 29/12/2016 22:18:26

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

「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 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.



PEMS Comment Submission 5 8 1 8



PEMS Comment Submission 5 8 1 6

參考編號
Reference Number: 161229-221934-13015

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 22:19:34

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

「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 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.



PEMS Comment Submission 5 8 1 7

t^ T
1就規劃申請 /覆核提出意見 Mialuh吞Cdmriifentibn； P廬a n n ir t ^ i ip IS S it i扣 巧

參考編號
Reference Number:

161230-093958-90875

提交限期
Deadline for submission: 30/12/2016

提交日期及時間
Date.and time of submission: 30/12/2016 09:39:58

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

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

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:
The construction affects the surrounding areas not just during the construction period. 
It also has an ongoing impact on the neighbourhood in particular if there are roads to 
be built from Parkvale Drive to the new site. The roads surrounding Parkvale Drive are 
narrow and not cater for the increase in number of residents in the area. The noise of 
increased traffic/transportation will deeply damage the environment of Parkvale Village

In addition, the utilities and other support, such as sewage systems, are not cater for 
the addition. Its definitely affecting the peaceful environment of Discovery Bay, in part 
icular the Parkvale Village, which has long been providing peaceful homes for DB resid 
ents.



S Comment Submission 5 8 1 9

參考編號
Reference Number: 161230-115342-67754

提交限期
Deadline for submission: 30/12/2016

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission: 30/12/2016 11:53:42

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

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 
Name of person making this comment: 先生 Mr. W. Yau

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:__________________________________ ___________
The newly provided supplementary information proves that Area 6F 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.______________________________________

file:///d|/Users/hytse/Desktop/Y_I-DB_2/161230-115342-67754_Comment_Y_I-DB_2.html[30/12/2016 14:27:19]
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參考編號
Reference Number: 1 6 1 2 3 0 - 1 2 4 2 1 4 - 4 2 8 7 9

提交限期
Deadline for submission: 3 0 / 1 2 / 2 0 1 6

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission: 3 0 / 1 2 / 2 0 1 6  12:42:14

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

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 
Name of person making this comment: 先生 Mr. M r . Y a u

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:
丨這個在私人土地的工程項目道抒7 + 分詳盡及廣泛的規*0、誥詢和影響#f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澤。

file:///d|/Users/hytse/Desktop/Y_I-DB_2/161230-124214-42879_C〇mmentLY_I-DB_2.html[30/12/2016 14:27:20]
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PEMS Cbmment Submission 5821

就規ffl申諝/ffi腿 出 意 見 Making Comment
參考辐號
Reference Number:

提交限期
Deadline for submission:

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission:

161229-234652-72197 

30/12/2016 

29/12/2016 23:46:52

有關的規fill申請編號 Y/ l -DB/2
The application nô  to which the comment relates: ’ 1

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

意見詳情 
Details of the Comment:
1 . 1 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

development in Hong Kong • quasi an enclave , isol 
ily accessible through one tunnel and by ferry. Sp 
3id down in a DMC . Owners in Discovery Bay and

ovenant.

2. Discovery Bay (DB) is a UNIQUE development in Hong Kong 
ated from Hong Kong proper and only 
ecial 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 spe 
cial attention from the Town Planning Board (TPB) when major changes which will aff 
ect the environment and the way of life are proposed for this spedal enclave/environ 
ment as done, by the ''registered owner" the Hong Kong Resort Co. Ltd, (HKR). The TP 
B must also seriously consider tfiat the small owners in DB ( roughly 8.000 houses/flat 
s are concerned) are not permitted to form an Owners Corporation which could give a 
dear voice to the TPB as what are the wishes of the many DB owners, leaving aside t 
he various lai^e, 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/IDB/3 
Are? 10b …cannot be judged soiely on their* own but how it also will affect the whoie 
environment in Discovery Bay and whether all the DB service fecilities are sufficient to 
support such developments. So it is IMPERATIVE to look also at both current applicatio 
ns of the HKR together.

4. In 6f it is proposed to built a sewage treatment plant ''on site1" and the effluent is pi 
anned to be delivered through a gravity-sewerage-pipe

or even considered to be delivered through a nullah, to the sea, next to the Ferry Pie 
and next to the existing housing development of LA COSTA VILLAGE.

We are living irv the 21st century and Town Planning must be a forward looking end 
leavour. To me it is outrageous to even consider in '' Asia's World City H to put nowada一 _ • . w ...w  .V .w w w .w w yv.w w j kW V - V t l l  V.WUOIUCI III A b ld  ：

i sewage treatment plant into a housing development

6. The effluent is planned to be discharged into the shoreline next to 3 housing develo

:///dI/Users/hytse/Desktop/YJ.DB..2/161229-23-l652-72l97_CommenLYJ-DB^2.html[30/12/2016 14:27:16]



PEMS Comment Submission

pment and to a communal beach which is used by DB residents and others for recreati 
onal purposes, this effluent is in addition to the already polluted waters in the South of 
Hong Kong.

7. To blame pollution on the Pearl River Delta is not a point to make as facts of the na 
s is situation'' must be clearly addressed. 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 alrea 
dy many types of pollution, it is important to consider'Mhe straw which breaks the ca 
mel's back''.

8. 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 
ntiaily 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 v îth a large pine 
h of salt as simply : effluent to the sea =  generally considered is ''water pollution".

9. From PLAND AND MY COMMENTS IN REGARD TO TH IS APPLICATION:
Aims of Environmental Planning
2.1.1
To achieve a better environment through planning...,
NO BETTER ENVIRONMENT
(a) To avoid creating new environmental problems....
THERE ARE ADDITIONAL PROBLEMS
(b) To seize opportunities for environmental improvement....
NO OPPORTUNITY SEIZED  IN TH IS 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 are compatible with each other

THERE IS  NO NECESSITY FOR TH IS DEVELOPMENT AS PLANNED. THE HKR COMPAN 
Y HAS OTHER ALTERNATIVES IN DB THAN TO  CONVERT GREEN AREAS IMTO CONOR 
ETE. IT  IS  ALSO NOT COMPATIBI-E , ALONE FOR TH E SEWAGE TREATMENT 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 developme 
nts.
THIS IS  NOT THE CASE WITH BOTH TH E PLANNED DB DEVELOPMENTS AS ALSO TH  
E PLANNED NEW WASTE HANDLING FOR TH E WHOLE OF DB f TRANSFER AND DISP 
OSAL FACILITIES ARE COMPLETELY INADEQUATE AND ILLPLACED UNDER A PODIUM 
STRUCTURE. TH IS WAS ALREADY WRTTTEN IN PREVIOUS COMMENT5.

(c) the capadty 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 infrastaicture such as sewerage and waste reception facilities 
to accommodate further

i N ABOVE, DB HAS LIMITED CAPACITY TO  ACCEPT ALREADY THE L m iT S
REGARDING 25.000 RESIDENTS INDICATE THAT. TOE TPB MUST NOT FORGET THAT 
SERVICE FACILITIES ARE ALSO STRESSED BECAUSE OF TH E OFTEN LARGE INFLUX O 
F VISITORS AND TO U RISTS CREATING ENVIRONMENTAL DEGRADATION TO TH IS  CO  
NFINED AREA, TH E NUMBERS ARE IN ADDITION TO THE RESIDENTS 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 separat 
ion distance between emission sources and receptors, topography, height and width o

2.2.2
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f buildings as well as meteorology...
AS FOR AN ONSUE SEWAGE TREATMENT ODOURS OF DIFFERENT KIND MUST BE C 
ONSIDERED 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 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 possible or subjected to water quality modelling tests prior to the flnalisa 
tion of site selection.
PLEASE TO KEEP IN MIND.

2.3.5
Any development which causes either conflict with the constraints or damage of the re 
sources and amenity areas should be avoided, unless the conflict can be resolved or t 
he imposition of appropriate development controls is practicable. The waterbased deve 
lopments should be
located such that bulk water exchange is maximised,
AS SAID : DB IS A TOPOGRAPHICALLY CONRNED 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 i 
n suitable locations for municipal waste reception and transfer facilities.... As some use 
s 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 APPLICANT NOW CALLS U  REFUSE RECEIVING STATION PLANNED FOR THE W 
HOLE OF DB, IS TOTALLY INADEQUATE FOR THE PRESENT AND MUST BE MORE SO 
FOR THE FUTURE. IT WAS WRITTEN ALREADY ABOUT IT. ALSO THE PLANNED SPAC 
E FOR WASTE HANDLING FACILITIES CANNOT BE COMPATIBLE WITH THE PHILOSOP 
HY OF WASTE HANDLING, SEPARATING, SORTING FOR RECYCLING AND REUSE.
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編 號 161229-234652-72197 
Reference Number:

提交限期
Deadline for submission: 

有關的規劃申請編號

30/12/2016

The application no. to which the comment relates:J/I-DB/2

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

聯 絡 人 ‘
Contact Person

通訊地址 
Postal Address:

電話號碼_
Tel N o.:

傳真號碼 
Fax N o.:

電郵地址
E-mail address :

先生 Mr. Wong Hiu Hei 

Wong Hiu Hei
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參考辐號
Reference Number: 161229-234727-85578

提交限期
Deadline for submission: 30/12/2016

提交曰期及時間
Date and tim e of submission: 29/12/2016 23:47:27

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

「提意見人J 姓名/名稱 
Name of person making this comment: 小姐 Miss Hui Sau Ying

意見詳情
Details of the Com m ent:
1 .1 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. Discovery Bay (DB) is a UNIQUE development in Hong Kong . quasi an enclave 7 isol 
ated from Hong Kong proper and only accessible through one tunnel and by ferry. Sp 
ecial 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 spe 
cial attention from the Town Planning Board (TPB) when major changes which will aff 
ect the environment and the way of life are proposed for this special enclave/environ 
ment as done by the ''registered owne^ the Hong Kong Resort Co. Ltd, (HKR). The TP 
B must also seriously consider that the small owners in DB ( roughly 8.000 houses/flat 
s 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 
he 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/IDB/3 
Area 10b ...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 deve丨叩merits. So it is IMPERATIVE to look also at both current applicatio 
ns of the HKR together.

4. In 6f it is proposed to built a sewage treatment plant ''on sitew and the effluent is pi 
anned to be delivered through a gravity-sewerage-pipe
. or even considered to be delivered through a nullah, to the sea, next to the Ferry Pie 
r and next to the existing housing development of LA COSTA VILLAGE.

5. We are living in the 21st century and Town Planning must be a forward looking end
eavour_ To me it is outrageous to even consider in 、' Asia's World City '、 to put nowada
ys a sewage treatment plant into a housing development

6. The effluent is planned to be discharged into the shoreline next to a housing develo
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pment and to a communal beach which is used by DB residents and others for recreati 
onal purposes, this effluent is in addition to the already polluted waters in the South of 
Hong Kong.

PEMS Comment Submission '

7. To blame pollution on the Pearl River Delta is not a point make as facts of the tta 
s is situation must be clearly addressed. 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 alrea 
dy many types of pollution, it is important to consider ''the straw which breaks the ca 丨 
mel’s back'

8. 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 
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 
h of salt as simply : effluent to the sea = generally considered is '\vater pollution''.

9. 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) To avoid creating new environmental problems...,
THERE ARE ADDITIONAL PROBLEMS
(b) To seize opportunities for environmental improvement....
NO OPPORTUNITY SEIZED  IN TH IS 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 are compatible with each other

THERE IS  NO NECESSITY FOR TH IS DEVELOPMENT AS PLANNED. THE HKR COMPAN 
Y HAS OTHER ALTERNATIVES IN DB THAN TO CONVERT GREEN AREAS .INTO CONCR 
ETE. I V  IS ALSO NOT COMPATIBLE , ALONE TOR THE SEWAGE TREATMENT 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 developme 
nts.
TH IS IS  NOT THE CASE WITH BOTH THE PLANNED DB DEVELOPMENTS AS ALSO TH  
E PLANNED NEW WASTE HANDLING FOR THE WHOLE OF DB r TRANSFER AND DISP 
OSAL FA C ILm ES ARE COMPLETELY INADEQUATE AND ILLPLACED UNDER A PODIUM 
STRUCTURE. TH IS WAS ALREADY WRITTEN IN PREVIOUS COMMENTS.

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 
SERVICE FACILITIES ARE ALSO STRESSED BECAUSE OF THE OFTEN LARGE INFLUX 0  
F VISITORS AND TOURISTS CREATING ENVIRONMENTAL DEGRADATION TO TH IS CO 
NFINED AREA, THE NUMBERS ARE IN ADDITION TO THE RESIDENTS IN TH IS PLACE.

Air Quality Considerations 
2 3 2
A i r  quality is affected by such factors as the emission rate of air pollutants, the separat 
ion distance between emission sources and receptors, topography, height and width o
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(  f buildings as well as meteorology...V AS FOR AN ONSITE SEWAGE TREATMENT ODOURS OF DIFFERENT KIND MUST 昍  C
ONSrDERED ALSO WHEN SLUDGE W ILL 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 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 possible or subjected to water quality modelling tests prior to the finalisa 
tion of site selection.
PLEASE TO KEEP IN MIND.

PEMS Comment Submission e  〇 O 0
5  8  u  w

2.3.5
Any development which causes either conflict with the constraints or damage of the re 
sources and amenity areas should be avoided, unless the conflict can be resolved or t 
he imposition of appropriate development controls is practicable. The waterbased deve 
lopments should be
located such that bulk water exchange is maximised.
AS SAID ： DB IS  A TOPOGRAPHICALLY CONRNED BASIN WITH LIMITED DISPERSIVE

Waste Management Considerations
2.3.6
In the preparation of land use plans, effort should be made to reserve sufficient sites i 
n suitable locations for municipal waste reception and transfer facilities.... As some use 
s 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 APPLICANT NOW CALLS IT  REFUSE RECEIVING STATION PUNNED FORTHE-W  
HOLE OF DB7 IS  TOTALLY INADEQUATE FOR TH E PRESENT AND MUST BE MORE SO 
FOR TH E FUTURE. IT  WAS WRITTEN ALREADY ABOUT IT. ALSO THE PLANNED SPAC 
E FOR WASTE HANDLING FA C ILm ES CANNOT BE COMPATIBLE WITH THE PHILOSOP 
HY OF WASTE HANDLING, SEPARATING, SORTING FOR RECYCLING AND REUSE.

10. IN CONCLUSION I  STRONGLY OBJECT TO TH IS APPLICATION. 
Hui Sau Ying
bw门 e「
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■就規3 申諳/覆核提出意見Maki的如邮诂娜内姻 蝻Applies刪 施 ^ 辟■
參考辐號
Reference Number: 161229-173552-61735

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 17:35:52

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

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

意見詳情
Details of the Com m ent:
|My principal concerns with H K R’s proposed development of two 18 storey buildings, in 
eluding 476 flats, of 21,600 m 2  G F A  on a platform created to accommodate a 1 7 0 m 2 
G F A  three storey Building are -
A. Inadequate and unreliable Information has been provided by HKR. E.g. H K R  has su 
bmitted studies and papers and not impact assessments, thereby avoiding having to st 

udy 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 inade 
quate and incomplete.
D. A  Risk Assessment has not been undertaken.
E. HKR's responses to government department c o mments have been inadequate and e 
vasive. It cannot be acceptable in a public consultation exercise for the applicant alon 
e to decide what is commercially sensitive (re ownership of Passageway and allocation 
of undivided shares) and to keep that information from being publicly commented upo 
n. All information provided by the applicant must be placed in the public domain so th 
e public can c o m m e n t  on it. The table setting out these responses cannot be consider 
ed to be comprehensive.

F. Despite Annex C  of the October Further Information stating in paragraph 2.1.1.4 th
at a key element of the development is the ''access road", there is no information provi 

ded 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; pot 
ential 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 publi 

c; and HKR's lack of consideration of alternative access to the site. As pointed out abo 
ve, H K R  continues to not submit, in its Further Information/ a Traffic Impact Assessme 
nt 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 directl 
y into the sea next to the ferry pier using either a gravity pipe or the open nullah whic 
h is adjacent to Hillgrove Village. However, it is clear from HKR's comments that the la 
tter is the intended approach. Also, H K T  tries to minimise the pollution impact of disch 
.arge of sewage into the sea whereas it will increase the TIN and TPs, thereby increasi
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ng the probability of, e.gv red tide in Discovery Bay waters. Not surprisingly HW ls con 
sultants say that the sewage proposal ''is considered not an efficient sewage planning

H. HKRYis 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 Stu 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 wate 
r supply to be provided by re-opening, after 16 years, the DB water treatment plant a 
nd using wakr from the DB reservoir.
I. No information is provided regarding the provision of other utilities to Area 6f and n 
ow it will affect Parkvaie Village, despite the October Further Information Annex C  par 
agraph 2.1.1.4 stating that a key element of the development is the provision of utiliti 
es. Furthermore, there is no reference to the DB LPG gas system which has recently s 
uffered an explosion which is the subject of investigations by EMSD and FSD.
] . Slope safety of the area, where the two proposed 18 story buildings will be built, is 
gnored, despite Annex C paragraph 2.1.1.4 stating that a key element of the develop 
ment 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 Pla 
nning Review Report (GPRR).
K. Ownership issues - HKRfs right to use Parkvaie Drive as access to Area 6f is still dis 
puted.
L. Planning controls of Discovery Bay are ignored in respect of the Master Plan (MP) cj 
nd Outline Zone Plan (OZP) relationship, the 25,000 population ceiling and the allocati 
on of undivided shares and management units under the Deed of Mutual Covenant (D 
MC). Furthermore, HKR has a conflict of interest regarding population data, in that cur 
rent figures are provided by its wholly owned subsidiary, DB Services Management LJ 
mited.
M. Diagrams and photomontages are often misleading, inaccurate and of poor quality
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出 意 見 獅 _
參考編號
Reference Number:

161229-173746-14067

for submission: 30/12/2016

濟 日 期 間  …  29/12/2016 17:37:46Date and time of submission:

有關的規劃申請編號  Y/i_De/;z
The application no. to which the comment relates: 7 7

Nam ffApe^o^m aking this comment: 先生  Mr Ken Bradley

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:
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. Th 
e 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 Island 
s 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 accordingl
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|就規劃申請/.稷核提出意見:Making'Comment
參考編號
Reference Number:
提交限期
Deadline for submission:

Planning Application /
161229-173746-14067

30/12/2016

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:

Y/I-DB/2

先生  Mr. Ken Bradley

S ^ c t  Person Ken Brad，^

通訊地址
Postal Address :

電話號碼 '

Tel N o -:

傳真號碼 
Fax N o - :

電郵地址
E-mail ad dress:
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S tS a申請/ 覆腿出意見 Making
參 考 副
Reference Number:

提交限期
Deadline for submission:

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission:

161229-174021-26726 

30/12/2016 

29/12/2016 17:40:21

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

「提意見人J 姓名/名稱 
Name of person making this comment:

Y/I-DB/2

Mr. Ken Bradley

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:

ME SEWAGE TREATMENT WORKS 
/emmer available in the foreseeable future, HKR has no 

-age treatment works (STW) in Area 6f, if the pr 
if the proposed development is in fact bu ilt Thi

'ANDALON
1. Since government fecilities are not available in the foreseeable 
Itemative but to build a separate sew 
'posed change in use is approved and 

is means that people living in Parkvale Village would have a STW adjacent to them. HK 
R is not providing details of the design, its exact location and how it will be managed 
u nd maintained. As HKR will want to minimize costs, I am concerned how adequate su 

' a facility will be and the risk of its breaking down. If the TPB approves the change 
Area 6f, the residents of Parkvale Village, who at no stage have been consult 

ed by HKR, will be forced by HKR to live next door to a STW with all its negative aspe 
cts, including strong foul odours. And of course the future 1190 residents of Area 6f wi 
|II also suffer from the same negative aspects of a STW integrated into their developme

It is indicative of the inadequacies of this submission, and all the previous HKR sub 
|missions, that there is no reference whatsoever to the DSD ''Guidelines for the Design 
)f Small Sewage Treatment Plants^ for private developments up to 2,000 population e 
^uivalent. In preparing these guidelines DSD placed special emphasis on the problems 
jsually found with small plants and included appropriate design safety considerations, 
rhese guidelines cover - general design considerations; design parameters; practical d 
ssign and installation; operation and maintenance and environmental .considerations. F 
Dliowing these guidelines would have enabled HKR to provide a design submission in t 
lis latest Further Information which could according to paragraph 2.9 of the guidelines 
lave included for example - key plan showing location of development and effluent dis 
harge location; plan and section showing the location of STW within the development 

in relation to residential units and surrounding facilities; process and instrumentation d 
iagrams; hydraulic profile together with supporting calculations; detail process design 
:alculations; detailed drawings with plan and elevation showing plant room layout incl 
iding pipework and equipment; route of access to the plant room and access within t 

he STW; ventilation and lighting details; equipment schedule showing number o f duty 
and standby units, make, model number, capacity etc.(the schedule should be shown 

the drawing); equipment catalogues and operation/maintenance manual.

K Although the DSD has built and operates a number of small sewage treatment facili 
on Lantau Island and Outlying Islands, HKR has not stated the type or explained t
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he design of STW it proposes to build in Area 6f, nor has it demonstrated that any o f 
the three sewage treatment processes commonly adopted by the DSD on L2nrau isian 
d is suitable for a site located on a steep slope and far from the sea, w ith a discharge 
point so dose to a residential area.
5. Due to its proximity to our village, I consider that it is inappropriate to  locate a ST 
W in Area 6f; due to the potential smell and health hazard, especially as the effluent s  
eems highly likely to be discharged into an open nullah and flow under the balconies o 
f a residential building and, subsequently, into the sea adjacent to  an occupied area. I 
n view of the serious inadequades and shortfall o f the STW proposal I believe that the  
DSD and EPD have no alternative but to reject the HKR proposal and advise the  TPB t  
o not approve the application.
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161229-174220-43038 

30/12/2016 

29/12/2016 17:42:20

參考辐號
Reference Numben 

提交5 期
Deadline for submission:

提交曰期及時間
Date and time of submission:

有 驗 哉 申 請 騷  Y/I_DB/2
The application no. to which the comment relates: 1 1

「提意見入J 达名/名稱 
Name of person maicing this comment:

M M m m
Details of the Com m ent:

先生 M 「_ K e n  Bradley

rate. As this

THEOREHCAL MODELLING SCENARIOS OF SEWAGE PROCESSING AND EFFLUENT DI 
5CHARGE
1. T h e  c o n s u l t B i t s  h a v e  not undertaken a sensitivity analysis regarding their various c 
Skr!ationsr nor a ra c  assessment as to environmental aspects, daily operations and e 
mergency s^n gem e n ts of a STW_ In addition, there is no mention of the assumptions 
and ^mtetk>ns a s  to tfieir approach to mcxJelling. In  a public consultation exercise the 

should be a layman's guide to the sdentrfk: and mathematical acceptability of their 
2p?roadi (end te quauty), since, v/ithout this, the vast majority of the public are unlik 
efy to understand and to be able to comment on the approach.
L  The rrodeifing scenario is described in section 4.3 of tiie Revised Technical Note on 
Water Quality submitted in the latest Further Informatjon. The effluent dispersion seen 
arios are stimulated by a near-fidd model, CORMIX- The key inputs to CORMIX indud 

cctfall conSguretion, ambient current speed, vertical density profile and effluent flow 
test Further Information merely repeats the same scenarios, with the sa 

. „  end assumptions, as in the October Further Information, the results are 
Tati^alfy the s a m e l  (Appends D COR.MIX model is same as in October), Hov/ever, HK 
R hss d e l v e d  references to the likelihocxl of red dde which v/as mentioned in the Octo 
b e r  Farther Information, v/Sh no explanation as to v/hy. This is unprofessional and mis 
esc：ng. pjr^enriore, there is no mention by the consultants as to v/hy this type of m 
o d e i  //as fj s e d  a r d  its rei：3b；nt/.
3- Paragraph 4 3 .1 .2  of the Technical Note on V/ater Quality states *The exit of the gr 

ser//&ge pipe Into sea is near s u r f a c e d  Hw/ever, in each of the CORI'IIX scenario 
*&j〇ycnc/ assessn-ienT, it is stated that "The effluent density is less than the 

Z n g  2mc!ent v/ater densty at the discharge level. Therefore, the effluent is PO 
5TTT/ELY BUOYANT and v M  tend to rise to/^rds the surfece.# This means that the se 
i f e y t  eff! jent w i  be very yisible near and on the sea surface, as illustrated in the abo 
ve photograph. It  is esentfel that EPD investigates this finding and concludes that it i 
s  net acceptable, "
4, The resu^s of ± e  modeiilng scenario are set out in Appendix D mCORT^IIX model out 
ptit* to the Revised Techn丨〇2丨 Note on V/ater Quality anil, as mentioned in paragraph 
F 2  etcr/e, are e>scu/ the sa^ie as in the October Further Information. To the layman, 
tf.e results are probably d ffa j-t  to understand, Hcr/zever, v/hat is not difficult to under 
star<； 6  tr：e standard statement et the end of each of the CORf-lIX reports, which is t h  
e ’? £ M L ’G E R :  The user must t e t e 「從  t h a t  HYDRODYNAMIC MODELLING by any kn

Tic//A：；̂c c ^ y t 5 e i * ^ 5 c / C H ^ J / I5 1 2 2 ^ 1 7 4 2 2 M 3 C e 3 _ C a n m e r Jt J U * 〇B JLh tra >[30/12/2016 14:27:04]



own technique is NOT AN EXACT SaENCE".
5. The full name of the model is ''CORMIX MIXING ZONE EXPERT SYSTEM Version 5.0 
GT HYDROl: Version-5.0.1.0 December, 2007w. It  is difficult to understand v/hy a 9 ye 
ar old version of this model was used and this aspect should be investigated by EPD. 
With modelling saence, it is normal for there to be at least some updates, over a peri 
od of 9 years, as a result of its usage, empirical testing and improvements of software 
. In this context ft is noted that CORMIX versions 9 and 10 were released in Septernbe 
r 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 s 
tudy.

fae:///di/Users/hytse/Desktop/Y>DB_2/161229^7422(>4303^Commentja-DB_2.htmi[30/12/2016 14:27:04]



參考辐號
Reference Number: 161229-174439-12681

提交隄期
Deadline for submission: 30/12/2016

提交日期及時間
Date and time of submission: 29/12/2016 17:44:39

有闋的規劃申請辐號
The application no. to which tfie comment relates: Y/I-DB/2

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

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:
EMERGENCY ARRANGEMENTS FOR WHEN TH E STW  BREAKS DOWN INCLUDING ACCE 
S S T O  PUMPING STATION NO. 1
1. 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 sub 
missions was the subject of emergency arrangements addressed. These include: dual f  
eed power supply for the STW; ''suitable backup^ of the STW  treatment process (but n 
o information as to what is suitable); and connecting the gravity sewage pipe to the e 
xisting 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)7 and, a 
s 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 ma 
naged (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.
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 emer
gencies) is currently blocked by the area around the pumping station being illegally us 
ed for vehicular parking. The Lands Department has recently requested HKR to stop t 
he 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 t 
o the Siu Ho Wan STW, and is inconsistent with government's efforts to modernise se 
wage 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 cann 
ot feed the sewage to the Siu Ho Wan STW.
6. In addition, HKR has not mentioned anything about emergency arrangements in the

trs/hytse/Desktop/YJ-DB- 2/X61229-174439-12681_Comment_YJ-DB_2.html[30/12/2016 14:27:04]



PEMS Comment Submission

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 th 
e Siu Ho Wan STW, which HKR does not have approval to use for this sewage.

nie:///d |/USers/hytse/Desktop/YJ-DB_2/161229-174439-12681_Comment_Y_I-DB.2.html[30/12/2016 14:27:04]
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參考辐號
Reference Number: 161229-174603-79894

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 17:46:03

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

Namf ̂ p e S f n ^ a f in g  this comment: ' ^  Ken BradleV

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:
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. And in the DSD guidelines (referred to in 
section B above) it is stated in paragraphs 5.1/2 that wIn selecting the type of treatme 
nt process, the designers should take due consideration of the availability of competen 
t operators. Only competent technicians should be assigned to operate the STP. The o 
perator should be fully conversant with the recommended operating procedures as stip 
ulated i门 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 sta 
te. how it will ensure that the STW in Area 6f, and that in Area 10b, would be operate. 
d safely and efficiently.

1le:///d|/Users/hytse/Desktop/YJ-DB_2/l61229-174603*79894_CommenL.YJ-DB_2.html[30/12/2016 14:27:05]



PEMS Comment Submission

參考編號
Reference Number: 161229-175304-57975

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 17:53:04

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

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 
Name of person making this comment: 先生 Mr. Ken Bradley

•意見詳情
Details of the Comment;
(c o n s u l t a t io n  : '
1, The approach to sewage treatment and discharge has not been explained by HKR t 
〇 the wider community of DB. In view of this deficient and sub-optimum approach (an 
d the same approach is to be adopted for Area 10b with sewage to be directly dischar 
ged into the sea at Nim Shue Wan), HKR is guilty of abusing the so called public cons 
ultation process and displaying a complete disregard for modern sewage treatment an 
d discharge practices and DSD guidelines as developed so diligently over the last 30 y 
ears by government, namely EPD, WSD and DSD and their respective policy bureaux.

file:///d[/Users/hytse/Desktop/Y_I-DB_2/161229-1753CH-57975_CommenLY_I-DB_2.html[30/12/2016 14:27:06]
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參考編號
Reference Number: 161229-175729-20720

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 17:57:29

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

Namf o^perfo^making this comment: 先生 Mr. K e n  Bradley

意見詳情
Details of the Comment:
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 st 

age. This o p e n  nullah is parallel to Discovery Valley Road a nd proceeds directly in fron 

t of Hillgrove Village. Therefore, every day 4 4 0  m 3  per day of se w a g e  will be flowing 

alongside approximately 200 metres of footpath/road and directly under the balconies 

of around 2 0 0  apartments in this village.

2. T h e  nullah serves the dual purpose of a storm water channel and as an overfla// rel 

ief 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 o 

verflow or the effluent to back-up into the S T W ,  both with serious health impfications. 

This option wo u l d  appear to be  cheaper than building a gravity se w a g e  pipe and it is 

considered that H K R  will adopt this option whilst giving the impression to the TPB, EP
、D, etc. tiiat it wni build a gravity pipe, which would presumably put the se w a g e  fiow u

nderg round.

We:///d 丨/UserVhytse/DeskttxVY—I-〇B _2/161229»175?29*20720_C orT ^Y _H »_2J*T < 3^m SM :27:073
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參考編號
Reference Number: 161229-175519-36847

提交限期 
Deadlineine for submission: 30/12/2016

提交曰期及時間
Date and time of submission: 29/12/2016 17:55:19

有關的規劃申請辐號
The application no. to which the a)mment relates: Y/I-DB/2

N am f fA p e ^ ^ m a k in g  this comment: ^  Mr. Ken Bradley

IINEFRCIENT SEWAGE PLANNING STRATEGY CONRRMED BY HKRfS CONSULTANTS A 
ND NO ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
1. In its Application and Further Information of June and October, HKR's consultants h 
ave said:
a. In paragraph 6.2.iii of its original application, that ̂ alternative on-site sewage treat 
ment plant could be provided, either at Area 6f or Area 10b. This is not preferred, hav 
ing numerous STW in the area is considered to be ineffective in achieving economies f 
or scale for tiie 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 ''This 
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 strategy7’. Paragraph 5.6.4.1 also not 
es that a local STW may cause ''an offensive smell and is health hazard̂ .
b. ''This additional effluent would have impacts on both water quality and marine ecolo 
gy. All these would require a quantitative water quality model to be established for ass 
essment as part of the subsequent ELkn. (June Revised Environmental Stxidy, 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 El 
A has been dropped. Logically there should be a full scale EIA as part of this Section 1 
2A application.
c. Building a STW in Area 6f is still sub-optimum in its October submission. Since the c 
onsultant has again in the October Further Information Annex G ''Revised Study on Dr 
ainage, Sewage and Water Supply"̂  paragraph 5.6.1.4, stated that ''As this new DBST 
W  will only treat sewage from 2 single residential towers for 476 units at Area 6f so th 
is decentralized scheme is considered not an efficient sewage planning strategy^..

意見詳情

rac///dlAisers/hvtse/DesW Dp/yj-DB_2/161229-175519*36847_Com rT>ent_YJ-DB_2.



寄件曰期 : 
收件者： 

主旨：

28日12月2016年星期三23:41
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Application No. Y/l-DB/2 Area 6f.

5824

To whom it may concern,

As the son o f  the owner I
wish to object against Application Y /l-D B /2  Area 6f. The baseline situation is that DB sewage goes through the 
tunnel to a Government sewage treatment works at Siu Wan O, the capacity o f  w hich places a limit on DB sewage 
up to our theoretical 25,000 population. The full capacity w ill 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 o f output depending on the sewage treatment process. This sewage 
treatment output will end up in the calm waters around Discovery Bay.

Specifically for 6f and Hillgrove, there must be concern that every day 440 cu m o f  "treated sewage" (peak 40 
litre/sec) w ill flow down the nullah passing below Elegance Court on its way to the sea.

Points of environmental concern in the Application and submissions include:

.. . .a  new sewage plant w ill 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 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 w e would move towards a worse environment. This is also inconsistent with the 
Government's recent:

150 million HKD Biodiversity Strategy and Action Plan
https://www.hongkongfp.com/2016/12/21 /hong-kong-govt-announces-first-biodiversitv-strategy-and-action-plan/
I also object to HKR employees who neither own property nor reside in DB from supporting HKR's application as 
this is a clear conflict o f interest.

Yours faithfully,

Antony Bunker

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
https://www.hongkongfp.com/2016/12/21
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每件者: ^ James william 
28 日 12 月 201< 
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

咖 期 :

_ 者 ：

E ■旨：

5825
Application No. Y/l-DB/2 Area 6f.

To whom it may concern,

As the son o f the owner o f
wish to object against Application Y /l-D B /2  Area 6f. 

The baseline situation is that DB sewage goes through the tunnel to a Government 
sewage treatment works at Siu Wan O, the capacity o f  which places a limit on DB  
sewage up to our theoretical 25,000 population. The full capacity w ill 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 o f output depending on the sewage 
treatment process. This sewage treatment output will end up in the calm waters 
around Discovery Bay.

Specifically for 6 f and Hillgrove, there must be concern that every day 440 cu m o f  
"treated sewage" (peak 40 litre/sec) will flow  down the nullah passing below  
Elegance Court on its way to the sea.

Points o f environmental concern in the Application and submissions include:

. . . .a new sewage plant w ill 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 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 w e would move towards a worse environment. This 
is also inconsistent with the Government's recent:

150 million HKD Biodiversity Strategy and Action Plan 
https://www.hongkongfp .comy2016/12/21 /hong-kong-go vt-announces-first- 
biodiversitv-stxategy-and-action-plan/
I also object to HKR employees who neither own property nor reside in D B from 
supporting HKR's application as this is a clear coiiflict o f interest.

Yours faithfully,

James Bunker

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
https://www.hongkongfp
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f件者: p  

f件日期： 

w 牛者：

IU-.

?he Town Planning Board:
Application Y/I-D B/2 Area 6f

LI strongly object to the planned development as presented by the HongKong Resort 
Company ,
vho 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 
rom 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 
i certain extent also residents in DB m ust therefore get a recognised voice and special 
ittention from the Town Planning Board (TPB) when major changes which will affect the 
invironment and the way of life are proposed for this special enclave/environment as done by 
±Le
registered owner5’ the Hongkong Resort Co. Ltd, (HKR).
The TPB m ust also seriously consider that the small owners in DB ( roughly 8.000  
lou ses/fla ts are concerned) are not permitted to form an Owners Corporation which could 

îve 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 
lolistic view in mind ; this proposed development as well as the application Y /I-D B/3 Area 
LOb ...cannot be judged solely on their own but how it also will affect the whole environment 
n Discovery Bay and whether all the DB service facilities are sufficient to support such  
ievelopments. So it is IMPERATIVE to look also at both current applications of the HKR 
:ogether.
l.In 6f it is proposed to built a sewage treatment plant “on site” and the effluent is planned to 
ue
{ delivered through a gravity- sewerage -pipe . or even considered to be delivered through a 
mllah,
:〇 t±ie sea, next to the Discovery Ferry Pier and next to the existing housing development 
)f LA COSTA VILLAGE.
5.We are living in the 21st century and Town Planning m ust be a forward looking endeavour . 
r〇 me it is outrageous to even consider in “ Asia’s World City “ to put nowadays a sewage 
reatment plant into a housing developm ent,
5. The effluent is planned to be discharged into the shoreline next to a housing development 
m d to a communal beach which is used by DB residents and others for recreational 
purposes ,
:his effluent is in addition 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 <fas is 
situation w must be clearly addressed. In HK one must get away from the view a it is only little 
pollution K
beside the pollution of HK-waters and around, we are facing already many types of pollution, 
it is important to consider “ the straw which breaks the cam el’s back “■
3 The <csensitive receivers the sea at the Discovery Bay would be a typographically confined 
basin with limited dispersive capacity,> thus effluent m ust be considered as ^potentially 
polluting5’ .
Not even to mention the matter of storm -surge , back-flow and the like.
.̂11 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 “ .

2阳 】2月2016年星期四6:53 
Tpbpd
APPLICATION Y /l-D B /2 A rea 6f

From PLAND AND MY COMMENTS IN REGARD TO THIS APPLICATION:



Aims of Environmental Planning
2 . 1.1
To achieve a better environm ent through planning....
NO BETTER ENVIRONMENT
⑻

"to avoid creating new  environm ental problem s....
THERE ARE ADDITIONAL PROBLEMS
(b)
"to seize opportunities for environm ental im provem ent....
NO OPPORTUNITY SEIZED IN THIS DEVELOPMENT 
Proper land use planning,
⑻

proposed land u ses  in particular development areas are environm entally suitable;

(b) proposed land u se s  in the sam e development area are compatible with each  
other… THERE IS NO NECESSITY FOR THIS 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.

adequate and suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to ensure proper handling 
and disposal of all w astes and waste water arising from proposed developm ents.
THIS 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 ILL-PLACED UNDER A PODIUM 
STRUCTURE. THIS WAS ALREADY WRITTEN IN PREVIOUS COMMENTS.
2 .2.2
(c)
the capacity of the environment to receive additional developments, for exam ple, 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.........
AS FOR AN ON-SITE 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 north-easterly 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 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 o 
subj^ted to water quality modelling tests prior to the finalisation of site selection.
PLEAo,〇E 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. AS SAID : DB IS A TOPOGRAPHICALLY 
CONFINED BASIN WITH LIMITED DISPERSIVE CAPACITY.

Waste Management Considerations
2.3.6

In t±ie 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 u ses  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 APPLICANT NOW CALLS IT REFUSE RECEIVING STATION PLANNED FOR THE WHOLE 
OF 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 RE-USE.

10
IN CONCLUSION I STRONGLY OBJECT TO THIS APPLICATION . 
THOMAS GEBAUER

Thomas Gebauer



寄件者: 
寄件曰期: 
收件者： 

主旨： 

附件：

29日12月2016年星期四 16:39 
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 5 8 2 7
Application No. Y/I-DB/2 Area 6f - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - OBJECTION
B. PVOC Fourth Comments on the Section 12A Application further informationjlnal - Copy.pdf; ATT00032.htm; APPLICATION Y_1-DB_2 
Area 6f.pdf; ATT00035.htm

Application No. Y/I-DB/2 Area 6f - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - OBJECTION

Dear S ir or Madam,

la m  a H illgrove Village owner o f  th e W K ttK K K K K K /K M
la m  deeply concerned b y  the numerous bad aspects o f  the this A pplication which have been covered by earlier 
consultations.

This 4th round consultation confirm s the reintroduction o f  local sewage treatm ent within D iscovery Bay and 
I  particularly object to this retrograde step and an inevitable environm ental deterioration fo r D B  residents and the 
marine life.

I  attach the follow ing excellen t 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 O w ners1 Committee submission dated29th Decem ber, which m atches m y own concerns in 
alm ost a ll respects

- Serene Village Owner dated 28th December.

I  OBJECT TO THE A B O V E  APPLICATION  

Best regards

Lulu Kirstine Bechgaai'd Lisse

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


PVOC 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/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, Ju ly and Decem ber 2016 we, the Parkvale Village O w ner's Com m ittee (PVOC), a 
body of owners in Parkvale Village in Discovery Bay (DB) elected to represent the interests 
o f the owners of the 606 flats in the village, submitted our com m ents on Hong Kong Resort 
Company Lim ited's (HKR) Section 12A Application " T o  A m e n d  D i s c o v e r y  B a 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  a t  A r e a  6 f , D i s c o v e r y  B a y " .  

O ur comments w ere assigned numbers 1512 (April), 2787  (July) and 5297  (D ecem ber) by 
the Town Planning Board (TPB).

This docum ent includes our com m ents on the Further Inform ation (m ade available by the  
TPB on 9 D ecem ber 2016) submitted by HKR on 28 Novem ber 2016.

FURTHER INFORMATION
The Further Information submitted by HKR comprises:

1. Masterplan Lim ited ’s covering letter.
2. Revised Environm ental 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 Inform ation subm itted in June and  
October.

In its covering letter, M asterplan Lim ited, on behalf of HKR, states that a ln  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  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 )  i s  

m in im 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, how ever, w hich the TPB and relevant departm ents, such as the EP D  and DSD, 
w ill see w hen th ey review  this latest subm ission, is that th is Further Inform ation  provides  
no new and substantial Further Inform ation. As M asterplan Lim ited 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 " .



PVOC Comments on Application number: 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^ letter that "In addition, the proposal for 
Area 6f is moderate in scale, the demand on the overall Government Infrastructure would 
be insignificanf1. 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 applicat'icjns uifidbY the Town PI jiiirtihg Or.dinSiicd’’.
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 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.

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 "is considered  n o t on efficien t se w ag e p la n n in g  s tra te g / '.

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 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.

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.

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. Em ergency A rrangem ents fo r when the STW  Breaks D ow n In c lu d in g  A cce ss  to  P u m pin g  

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 SMPf 
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 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 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 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 " 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 . "  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 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 stHI saying, as it did in its previous submissions, that disch弓rging 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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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. 1

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".

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.

PVOC Comments on A pplication number: Y /I-D B /2



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'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 as 
much os 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 -  "The 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 w/川 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 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 "the water quality in the vicinity of marine- 
based WSRs would be in compliance with WQOs in SS, E. coli and UlA" 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:

PVOC Comments on Application number: Y/I-DB/2
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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 this type of 
model was used and its reliability.

3. Paragraph 4.3.1.2 of the Technical Note on Water Quality states "The exit o f the gravity 
sewage pipe into sea is near surface." 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 ot 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 "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 CORMIX reports, which is the 
^'REMINDER: The user must take note that HYDRODYNAMIC MODELLING by any known 
technique is NOTAN EXACT SCIENCE".

5. The full name 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 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 HK^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 "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 "This 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 "an offensive 
smell and is health hazard".

b. ''This additional effluent would hove impacts on both water quality and marine 
ecology. All these would require a quantitative water quality model to be established 
for assessment as port of 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 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, paragraph 5.6.1.4, stated that "As this new 
DBSTW 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 
strategy^’.

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" 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.

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

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 m inor issue, but is expected to persist fo r  
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 im portantly, that, when  
pumping the sewage from  the toilets into tanker trucks， a substantial release o f 
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. MANAG£M£l\nr〇FTHEST\A/

1. There is no explanation as to how the STW  w ill be m anaged in respect o f 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 " 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  in  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. W ould Discovery Bay Services M anagement Limited, the w holly owned subsidiary of HKR  
which manages DB, em ploy additional staff capable of m anaging a STW  or w ould it use  
existing staff which have no relevant experience? HKR should be required to state  h o w  
it will ensure that the STW  in if^rea 6f, and that in Area 10b, w ould be o p era ted  sa fe ly  
and efficiently.

K. CAPITAL AND OPERATING COSTS

1. HKR makes no reference in its Further Information that all the capital and o p erating  
costs arising from  the proposed STW in Area 6f together with the gravity sew age pipe to  
the sea at the Plaza will be met by either HKR and/or the undivided shareholders of th e  
Area 6f proposed development. HKR should be required to co n firm  th a t all ca p ita l and  
operating costs arising from  the proposed STW  in Area 6f and the gravity  sew a ge  p ipe  
or use of the nullah w ill be borne by HKR and/or the undivided sh areh o ld ers o f A rea 6 f  
proposed developm ent.

2. Also the residents of Parkvale Village and other villages in D iscovery  B ay sh o uld  not 
have to suffer the disturbance of laying the gravity sew age pipe or the con n ectio n  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 com m unity of DB. In view of this deficient and su b-o p tim um  approach  
(and the same approach is to be adopted for Area 10b w ith sew age to be directly  
discharged into the sea at Nim Shue W an), HKR is guilty of abusing the so called public 
consultation process and displaying a com plete disregard for m odern sew age treatm ent  
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 O w ners 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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be surprised and disappointed that no G overnm ent D epartm ent, nor HKR, appears to have  
considered  the adverse im pact of the proposed d evelopm ent on the ow ners and residents  
of Parkvale V illage, esp e cia lly  the totally unacceptable and sub optim al com m itm ent to  
build a standalone STW  w ith discharge by open nullah directly past apartm ents and into  
the sea. In v iew  of the serious inadequacies and shortfall o f the STW  and discharge  
proposal w e believe th a t the DSD and EPD have no alternative but to  reject the HKR  
proposal and advise the TP B  to not approve the application.

As clearly dem onstrated in not only this subm ission but in all our subm issions, HKR's 
application continues to be deficient in m any w ays. So again, w e co n sid er that the Tow n  
Planning Board is in no o th er position than to re ject H KR ’s application  to rezone Area 6f.

W e again encourage the Tow n Planning Board to visit the site and m eet residents. In doing  
so, m any o f the issues highlighted in this report w ould 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  D ecem ber 2016

Mr. Kenneth J. Bradley J.P.

Parkvale V illage  Owners Com m ittee  Chairman
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Gmail Edwin Rainbow

for info Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/2 Area 6f

R eply-To 

To: E d w i n  R a i n b o w

T h o m a s  Gebauer

29 December 2016 at 
08:34

-----Fo 
From :
To: T p l 5 p ^ < p b p d @ p l a n d , g o v . h k >
Sent: Wednesday, 28 December 2016, 14:52 
Subject: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/2 Area 6f

T h e  T o w n  Planning Board:

Application Y/l-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 B a 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  . 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 H o n g k o n g  Resort Co. Ltd, (HKR) •

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. 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/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 

a n d  whether all the D B  service facilities are sufficient to support such developments. So 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.In 6f it is proposed to built a s e w a g e  treatment plant "on site" and the effluent is planned to be 

" 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 I L L A G E .

5 . W e  are living in 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 " Asia's World City " to put n o w a d a y s  a sewage 

treatment plant into a housing d e v e l o p m e n t ,

.6. T h e  effluent is planned to be discharged into the shoreline next to a housing development 

a n d  to a c o m m u n a l  beach which is used by D B  residents and others for recreational purposes



. . . .  ^

this effluent is in addition to the already polluted waters in the South of Hongkong.

7.To blame pollution on the Pearl River Delta is not a point to m a k e  as facts of the "as is 

situation " must be clearly addressed. In H K  one must get a w a y  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, it 

is important to consider" the straw which breaks the camel’s back “•

8 The "sensitive receivers " 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.

Alj 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

(a)
"to 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

⑼

"to seize opportunities for environmental improvement....

N O  O P P O R T U N I T Y  S E I Z E D  IN THIS D E V E L O P M E N T  
Proper land use planning,

⑻
proposed land uses in particular development areas are environmentally suitable;

(b) proposed land 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 .

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 旧 LE , A L O N E  F〇P  T H E  S E W A G E  
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 

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 
ADDITION T O  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN THIS PLACE.

Air Quality Considerations

2.3.2



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 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 H o n g  Kong. A n y  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 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. T h e  water-based developments should b e  

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  B A S I N  W I T H  LIMITED D I S P E R S I V E  C A P A C I T Y .

Waste M a n a g e m e n t  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 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 

potentialimpacts.

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 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  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  THI 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  Gebauer
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Application No. Y/I-DB/2 Area 6f
APPLICATION Y_1-DB_2 Area 6f.pdf; B. PVOC Fourtli Comments on the Section 12A Application further information_final - Copy.pdf

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.
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 in  D i s c o v e r y  B o 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  th is  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 io r a t io 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 a t t a c h  [ B.PVOC for both and pick either 6f or 10b as appropriate ] 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 la g e s ,  w h i c h ,  o 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 ld  m y se lf .

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

Martyn Keen

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


卜1  G m a i l Edwin R a i n b o w

for info Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/2 Area 6f
29 D e c e m b e r  2016 at 

08:34

Thomas Gebauer

--- Fo

From:
To: Tpl5pa <tpopa(a；piand.gov.t 
Sent: Wednesday, 28 D e c e m b e r  2016, 14:52 

Subject: A P P L I C A T I O N  Y/1-DB/2 Area 6f

The Town Planning Board:
Application Y/卜DB/2 Area 6f

1.1 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/forthe 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, (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/3 Area 10b ...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 to look also at both current applications of the HKR together.
4.In 6f it is proposed to built a sewage treatment plant "on site" and the effluent is planned to be 
" 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 COSTA VILLAGE. '
5. 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 C ity" to put nowadays a sewage 
treatment plant into a housing development,
6. The effluent is planned to be discharged into the shoreline next to a housing development 
and to a communal beach which is used by DB residents and others for recreational purposes



this effluent is in addition to the already polluted waters in the South of Hongkong.

7.To blame pollution on the Pearl River Delta is not a point to m a k e  as facts of the "as is 

situation " must be clearly addressed. 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, it 
is important to consider" the straw which breaks the camel’s back "■

8 The "sensitive receivers " 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 “.
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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

(a)
"to avoid creating new environmental problems....

丁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 improvement....

N O  O P P O R T U N I T Y  S E I Z E D  IN THIS D E V E L O P M E N T  
Proper land use planning,

(a)
proposed land uses in particular development areas are environmentally suitable;

(b) proposed land uses in the sam 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 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 E W A G E  

T R E A T M E N T  PLANT.

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  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 

infrastructure such as sewerage and waste reception facilities to a ccommodate 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 
ADDITION T O  T H E  R E S I D E N T S  IN THIS PLACE.

Air Quality Considerations

2.3.2



.equality 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- 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  WI 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 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. A n y  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 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. T h e  water-based developments should be 

located such that bulk water exchange is maximised. A S  SAID : 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  C A P A C I T Y .

Waste M a n a g e m e n t  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 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  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 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  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  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



PVOC Comments on Application numliL'n Y/l-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 and Decem ber 2016 we, the Parkvale Village O w ner's Com m ittee (PVOC), a 
body of owners in Parkvale Village in Discovery Bay (DB) elected to represent the interests 
o f the owners of the 606 flats in the village, submitted our com m ents 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 ib 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 ur comments were assigned numbers 1512 (April), 2787  (July) and 5297  (Decem ber) by 
the Town Planning Board (TPB).

Th is 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 Lim ited ’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 subm itted in June and 
October.

In its covering letter, Masterplan Limited, on behalf of HKR, states that u ln  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 in g  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  o f  th 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  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 )  i s  

m in im 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 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  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 lu 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 . "

T h e  reality, how ever, w hich the TPB and relevant departm ents, such as the EPD and DSD, 
w ill see when they review  this latest subm ission, is that this Further Inform ation provides 
no new and substantial Further Inform ation. As M asterplan 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  id e n t i f ie 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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Fu rtherm o re, as w e have p o in te d  out, HKR has no a lte rn a tive  but to b u ild  a s ta n d a lo n e  S T W  
in A rea 6f as the Siu Ho W a n  sew age tre a tm e n t fa c ilit ie s are not availab le . So  a ST W  ca n n o t  
be sim ply  a p roposal, it h as to  be a co m m itm e n t, o n e  w h ich  w o u ld  be su b  o p tim a l, d e fe ctiv e  
in m any w ays and not a cce p ta b le  to both g o v e rn m e n t and th e  DB co m m u n ity .

It is c le a r th at HKR, th ro u gh  th e  p en u ltim a te  p a ra g ra p h  o f M a sterp la n  L im ite d 's  co v e rin g  
letter, is m aking yet a n o th e r a tte m p t in its re p e a te d  ap p eal to  g o v e rn m e n t n o t to fo rg e t D B  
w hen, at so m e tim e in th e  fu tu re , go ve rn m e n t re vie w s sew a ge  and w a te r  in fra stru ctu re  fo r  
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 alrr addition the proposal for 
Area 6f is 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 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 o u r previous su b m issio n, w h ich  w as assigned n u m b er 5 2 9 7  (D e ce m b e r) b y  the T P B , w e  
noted the fo llo w ing p rincipal co n cern s w hich w e h ave w ith H K R 's p ro p o se d  d e v e lo p m e n t o f  
two 18 sto rey  build ings, in clu d in g  476 flats, of 2 1 ,6 0 0  m 2 G FA  on a p la tfo rm  cre a te d  to  
acco m m o d ate  a 1 7 0 m 2 G F A  th ree storey Building:

A. Ina deq uate  and unreliab le  inform ation has been p ro vid ed  by H KR. E.g. H K R  h a s  
su bm itted  stu dies and p apers and not im pact a ssessm en ts, th e re b y  a v o id in g  h a v in g  to  
stu d y  the im pact on th e  com m unity  and people m o st a ffe cte d  by its p ro p o sa l.

B. Public Consultation  is in ad eq u ate  and n o n -tra n sp a re n t.

C. Co nsu ltatio n  w ith all re levant go vernm ent d ep a rtm e n ts and b u re a u x  h a s b een  
in ad eq u ate  and in co m plete.

D. A  Risk A sse ssm e n t has not been undertaken.

E. H KR's respo n ses to g o vern m e n t d ep artm ent co m m e n ts  , have b een  in a d eq u a te  and  
evasive. It ca nn o t be a ccep tab le  in a public co n su ltatio n  exe rcise  fo r  the ap p lica n t a lo n e  
to decide w hat is co m m erc ia lly  sensitive (re o w n ersh ip  o f P a ssa g ew a y  an d  a llocation  o f  
undivided shares) and to keep that in form ation  fro m  b e in g  p u blic ly  co m m e n te d  upon. 
All inform ation p rovided by the applicant m ust be p laced  in the p u blic  d o m a in  so th e  
pu blic can co m m en t on  it. Th e  table settin g  o u t th ese  re sp o n ses ca n n o t be co n sid ere d  
to be com prehensive.

F. D espite A nnex C of th e  O cto b er Further Inform a tion  sta tin g  in p a ra gra p h  2 .1 .1 .4  th at a 
key e lem ent of the d evelo p m en t is the "access ro ad ’。 th e re  is no in fo rm atio n  pro vid ed  
as to  its co nstruction  th rough Parkvale village. Th e re  are m an y issues arisin g  fro m  
unsuitable access to th e  site such as: the part o f Parkvale Drive w h ich  is d esigne d  as a 
pedestrian  pavem ent u n der BD regulations and th e e ffect o f ad d itio nal co n stru ctio n  an d  
o perational traffic on it; w idth constraints o f Parkvale D rive w h ich  lim it the ab ility  o f  
larger vehicles, in clu d in g buses and co n stru ctio n  v eh icles, to  pass o n e  another; p o tential
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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.gv red tide in Discovery Bay waters. Not surprisingly HKR's consultants 
say that the sewage proposal "is considered not an efficient sew age p lan n ing  strategy".

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 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.

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.

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 co n cern s and co m m en ts in the follow ing
sections:

A. Sew age M aster Plans. ’

B. Standalone Sew age Treatm en t W orks.
C. Application for D ischarge Licence.
D. D ischarge o f Sew age by O pen Nullah.
E. Effluent to be D ischarged into the Sea.
F. Theoretical M odelling Scen ario s of Sew age P rocessing and Effluent D isch arge.
G. Inefficient Sew age Planning Strategy Confirm ed by HKR ’s C o n su lta n ts and no

、 Environm ental Im pact A ssessm ent.
H. Em ergency A rran gem en ts for w hen the STW  Breaks Dow n Including A cce ss  to  Pum ping  

Station No 1.
I. Sew age from  the W orkfo rce  during Construction.
J. M anagem ent of the STW .
K. Capital and O perating Costs.
L. Consultation.

A. SEW A G E M A STER  P LA N S

1. In 1989 , a sew age disposal strategy w as form ulated by the G o ve rn m e n t. S in ce  then EPD  
has produced 16 Sew age M aster Plans (SM Ps) and DSD has had the ro le  o f w o rks a gen t  
to im plem ent the recom m ended projects to cater fo r the n ee ds o f th e  SM P s. The 16 
SM Ps have been re -grouped into 8 areas for co n d u ctin g  the SM P Review  Stu d ie s. 8 SM P  
Reviews have been com pleted and these include the "Review  o f O u tly in g  Is la nd s SM P ", 
w hich includes DB.

2. All the H KR  su b m issio ns co n sisten tly  m ake no m en tio n  o f th e  O u tlyirtg  Is la n d s SM P , 
w hich w o u ld  ap p ea r to be b ecause th e ir sew age stra te gy  fo r  D B, as illu stra te d  by th e  
proposals fo r both A rea s 6f and 10b, is in co n siste n t w ith  th a t p lan . T h e re fo re  EPD a n d  
DSD have no a lte rn ative  but to re ject th e  H K R  p ro p o sa l a n d  a d v is e  th e  T P B  
accord ingly.

B. STA N D A LO N E SEW A G E TR EA TM EN T W O R K S

1. Since governm ent facilities are not available in the fo re seea ble  fu tu re , HKR has no 
alternative but to build a separate sew age treatm en t w orks (STW ) in A rea  6f, if th e  
proposed change in use is approved and if the prop o sed  d eve lo p m e n t is in fact built. 
This m eans that people living in Parkvale Village w ould  have a STW  ad ja cen t to them . 
HKR is not providing details o f the design, its exact location  and how  it will be m anaged  
and m aintained. As HKR will w ant to m inim ize costs, we are co n ce rn ed  h ow  adequate  
such a facility will be and the risk of its breaking dow n. If the TP B  ap p ro ves the change  
of use of Area 6f, the residents of Parkvale Village, w ho at no stage h ave b een consulted  
by HKR, will be forced  by HKR to live next door to  a STW  w ith all its n egative  aspects, 
including strong foul odours. And of course the futu re  1190 resid ents of A rea 6f will a lso  
suffer from  the sam e negative aspects of a STW  integrated  into th eir develo p m en t.

2. It is indicative of the inadequacies of this subm ission, and all the p revious HKR  
subm issions, th at th ere  is no re ference w h a tso e v e r to  th e  D SD  ^ G u id e lin e s  for th e  
Design o f Sm all Sew age T re a tm e n t Plants^ for private d eve lo p m e n ts up to 2 ,0 0 0  
population equivalent. In p reparing  these g u id e lin es DSD p laced  specia l em p h asis on



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 gu idelines w ou ld  have enab led 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 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 w ith supporting 
calculations; detailed process design calculations; detailed drawings w ith plan and 
elevation showing plant room layout including pipe work and equipment; route of 
access to the plant room and access w ith in the STW; ventila tion 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); equipm ent catalogues and 
operation/maintenance manual.

3. Although the DSD has bu ilt and operates a number of small sewage treatm ent fac ilities 
on Lantau Island and Outlying Islands, HKR has not stated the  type or expla ined 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 st〇f3e and far from the sea, w ith a discharge po in t 
so close to a residential area.

4. Due to its proxim ity to our village, we consider that it is inappropria te  to locate a STW  
in Area 6f; due to the potential smell and health hazard, especia lly  as the e ffluen t 
seems highly likely to be discharged into an open nullah and f lo w  under the ba lcon ies 
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 glib ly 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 . 1* 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 th is Further Information is supposed to be subject to pub lic 
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 w ill be flow ing

PVOC Comments on 八 pplication number: Y /I-DB/2
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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 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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v o l u m e  9 ,  i s s u e  1 0 ,  2 0 1 0  o f  ' E l s e v i e r ' )  a n d ,  a s  t h e  p r e v a i l i n g  w i n d s  c o m e  f r o m  t h e  e a s t ,  

b l o w i n g  o n t o  D B ,  s u c h  h a r m f u l  a l g a e  w o u l d  n o t  d i s s i p a t e  e a s i l y .

3. T h e  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  a s s e s s m e n t  n o t e s  t h a t  f o r  t h e  w h o l e  o f  H o n g  K o n g  w a t e r s  a d j a c e n t  t o  

t h e  P e a r l  R i v e r  D e l t a  a n d  i n c l u d i n g  t h e  w a t e r s  a r o u n d  D B  t h a t  t h e  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 )  a l r e a d y  e x c e e d s  t h e  W Q O .  W e  w o u l d  n o t  d i s p u t e  t h i s ,  b u t  t h i s  d o e s  n o t  

j u s t i f y  H K R ' s  i n t e n t i o n  t o  i n c r e a s e  t h e  s u s p e n d e d  s o l i d s  a n d  E - C o l i  c o n t e n t  o f  t h e  

s e w a g e  p l u m e  i n  t h e  v e r y  p u b l i c l y  e x p o s e d  w a t e r s  a n d  b e a c h e s  o f  T a i  P a k  W a n .

4. I n  p r e v i o u s  s u b m i s s i o n s ,  H K R  t r i e d  t o  d o w n p l a y  t h e  o c c u r r e n c e  o f  r e d  t i d e s  d e s p i t e  t h e  

d i s c h a r g e  o f  m o r e  T ! N s  a n d  T P s  w h i c h  w i l l  i n c r e a s e  t h e  p r o b a b i l i t y  o f  m o r e  r e d  t i d e s .  

T h e  l a t e s t  F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  h a s  o m i t t e d  r e f e r e n c e s  i n  t h e  p r e v i o u s  v e r s i o n  t o  T P  

( r e f e r r e d  t o  a s  T o t a l  P a r t i c u l a t e s  i n  t h e  E x e c u t i v e  S u m m a r y  o f  t h e  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S t u d y  

a n d  a s  T o t a l  P h o s p h o r o u s  i n  t h e  T e c h n i c a l  N o t e )  a n d  t o  r e d  t i d e s .

5 .  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  i n  O c t o b e r  i n c l u d e d  t h e  f o l l o w i n g :

a.  E x e c u t i v e  S u m m a r y  -  "The discharge concentration has therefore been reduced as 
much os 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 w ill be unlikely/'

b .  6 . 3 . 1 . 5  -  "The computed N: P ratio concluded that the possibility o f  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 m aintained greater than 18.1. Hence the  
occurrence o f red tides will be unlikely."

6. T h e  t e x t  i n  b o l d  d o e s  n o t  a p p e a r  i n  t h e  l a t e s t  v e r s i o n  o f  t h e  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S t u d y  

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  d e l e t e  t h i s  t e x t  if t h e  

"occurrence o f red tides will be unlikely"? T h u s  t h e  p r e v i o u s  v e r s i o n  t r i e d  t o  d o w n p l a y  

t h e  l i k e l y  o c c u r r e n c e  o f  r e d  t i d e s ,  w h i l s t  t h e  o m i s s i o n  o f  t h e  r e f e r e n c e s  t o  r e d  t i d e s  i n  

t h e  l a t e s t  v e r s i o n  i m p l i e s  t h a t  w h a t  w a s  s t a t e d  i n  t h e  p r e v i o u s  v e r s i o n  w a s  i n c o r r e c t ,  

a n d  t h a t  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  d i s c h a r g e  o f  t h e  s e w a g e  

i n t o  t h e  s e a  i n c r e a s i n g  t h e  l i k e l i h o o d  o f  r e d  t i d e s  o c c u r r i n g .

7 .  T h e  c o n c l u s i o n s  i n  t h e  T e c h n i c a l  N o t e  t h a t  "the water quality in the vicinity o f  marine- 
based WSRs would be in compliance with WQOs in 5 5 ,  E. coli and il l  A" a r e  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  a t  W S R  0 7  ( T a i  P a k  P e n i n s u l a  C P A ) ,  2 7 0  m e t r e s  f r o m  t h e  

s e w a g e  d i s c h a r g e  p o i n t . -  T h i s  i g n o r e s  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  a r e a  o f  t h e  s e a  i n t o  w h i c h  t h e  

s e w a g e  w o u l d  b e  d i s c h a r g e d  s h o u l d  a l s o  b e  c o n s i d e r e d  t o  b e  a  W S R .  T h i s  a r e a  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 ,  r e s i d e n t i a l  b u i l d i n g s  a n d  a  s h o p p i n g  c e n t r e  w h i c h  H K R  

is a b o u t  t o  b u i l d ,  a s  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  p i c t u r e  d e m o n s t r a t e s :

7



P i c t u r e  o f  t h e  r e d e v e l o p m e n t  o f  t h e  D B  b u s  s t a t i o n  p u b l i s h e d  b y  H K R  w i t h  t h e  l o c a t i o n  

o f  t h e  s e w a g e  d i s c h a r g e  o u t l e t  a d d e d

W o u l d  H K R ' s  c o n c l u s i o n s  h a v e  b e e n  t h e  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  a t  t h e  

s e w a g e  d i s c h a r g e  o u t l e t  i n s t e a d  o f  2 7 0  m e t r e s  f r o m  i t ?

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  c o n s u l t a n t s  h a v e  n o t  u n d e r t a k e n  a  s e n s i t i v i t y  a n a l y s i s  r e g a r d i n g  t h e i r  v a r i o u s  

c a l c u l a t i o n s ,  n o r  a  r i s k  a s s e s s m e n t  a s  t o  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  a s p e c t s ,  d a i l y  o p e r a t i o n s  a n d  

e m e r g e n c y  a r r a n g e m e n t s  o f  a  S T W .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  t h e r e  is n o  m e n t i o n  o f  t h e  a s s u m p t i o n s  

a n d  l i m i t a t i o n s  a s  t o  t h e i r  a p p r o a c h  t o  m o d e l l i n g .  I n  a  p u b l i c  c o n s u l t a t i o n  e x e r c i s e  t h e r e  

s h o u l d  b e  a  l a y m a n ’s  g u i d e  t o  t h e  s c i e n t i f i c  a n d  m a t h e m a t i c a l  a c c e p t a b i l i t y  o f  t h e i r  

a p p r o a c h  ( a n d  i t s  q u a l i t y ) ,  s i n c e ,  w i t h o u t  t h i s ,  t h e  v a s t  m a j o r i t y  o f  t h e  p u b l i c  a r e  u n l i k e l y  

t o  u n d e r s t a n d  a n d  t o  b e  a b l e  t o  c o m m e n t  o n  t h e  a p p r o a c h .

2 .  T h e  m o d e l l i n g  s c e n a r i o  is d e s c r i b e d  i n  s e c t i o n  4 . 3  o f  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  Q u a l i t y  s u b m i t t e d  i n  t h e  l a t e s t  F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n .  T h e  e f f l u e n t  d i s p e r s i o n  

s c e n a r i o s  a r e  s t i m u l a t e d  b y  a  n e a r - f i e l d  m o d e l ,  C O R M I X .  T h e  k e y  i n p u t s  t o  C O R M I X  

i n c l u d e  o u t f a l l  c o n f i g u r a t i o n ,  a m b i e n t  c u r r e n t  s p e e d ,  v e r t i c a l  d e n s i t y  p r o f i l e  a n d  e f f l u e n t  

f l o w  r a t e .  A s  t h i s  l a t e s t  F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  m e r e l y  r e p e a t s  t h e  s a m e  s c e n a r i o s ,  w i t h  t h e  

s a m e  k e y  i n p u t s  a n d  a s s u m p t i o n s ,  a s  i n  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 s u l t s  a r e  

n a t u r a l l y  t h e  s a m e !  ( A p p e n d i x  D  C O R M I X  m o d e l  is s a m e  a s  i n  O c t o b e r ) .  H o w e v e r ,  H K R  

h a s  d e l e t e d  r e f e r e n c e s  t o  t h e  l i k e l i h o o d  o f  r e d  t i d e  w h i c h  w a s  m e n t i o n e d  i n  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 ,  w i t h  n o  e x p l a n a t i o n  a s  t o  w h y .  T h i s  is u n p r o f e s s i o n a l  a n d  

m i s l e a d i n g .  F u r t h e r m o r e ,  t h e r e  is n o  m e n t i o n  b y  t h e  c o n s u l t a n t s  a s  t o  w h y  t h i s  t y p e  o f  

m o d e l  w a s  u s e d  a n d  i t s  r e l i a b i l i t y .

3 .  P a r a g r a p h  4 . 3 . 1 . 2  o f  t h e  T e c h n i c a l  N o t e  o n  W a t e r  Q u a l i t y  s t a t e s  ''T h e  e x it  o f  th e  g ra v ity  
s e w a g e  p ip e  in to  se a  is n e a r  s u rfa ce .u H o w e v e r ,  i n  e a c h  o f  t h e  C O R M I X  s c e n a r i o s ,  u n d e r
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"Buoyancy assessment", it is s t a t e d  t h a t  "The effluent density is less than the 
surrounding ambient water density at the discharge level. Therefore, the effluent is 
P O S I T I V E L Y  B U O Y A N T  and will tend to rise towards the surface/' T h i s  m e a n s  t h a t  t h e

s e w a g e  e f f l u e n t  w i l l  b e  v e r y  v i s i b l e  n e a r  a n d  o n  t h e  s e a  s u r f a c e ,  a s  i l l u s t r a t e d  i n  t h e

a b o v e  p h o t o g r a p h .  It is e s s e n t i a l  t h a t  E P D  i n v e s t i g a t e s  t h i s  f i n d i n g  a n d  c o n c l u d e s  t h a t  it 

is n o t  a c c e p t a b l e .

4 .  T h e  r e s u l t s  o f  t h e  m o d e l l i n g  s c e n a r i o  a r e  s e t  o u t  i n  A p p e n d i x  D  "CORMIX model output" 
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  Q u a l i t y  a n d ,  a s  m e n t i o n e d  i n  p a r a g r a p h  F 2  

a b o v e ,  a r e  e x a c t l y  t h e  s a m e  a s  i n  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 o  t h e  l a y m a n ,  t h e  

r e s u l t s  a r e  p r o b a b l y  d i f f i c u l t  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  d i f f i c u l t  t o  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  a t  t h e  e n d  o f  e a c h  o f  t h e  C O R M I X  r e p o r t s ,  w h i c h  is t h e  

"REMINDER: The user must take note that HYDRODYNAMIC MODELLING by any known 
technique is NOTAN EXACT SCIENCE".

5 .  T h e  full n a m e  o f  t h e  m o d e l  is ,eCORMIX MIXING ZONE EXPERT SYSTEM Version 5.0GT 
HYDROl: Version-5.0.1.0 December, 2007". It is d i f f i c u l t  t o  u n d e r s t a n d  w h y  a  9  y e a r  o l d  

v e r s i o n  o f  t h i s  m o d e l  w a s  u s e d  a n d  t h i s  a s p e c t  s h o u l d  b e  i n v 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  s c i e n c e ,  it is n o r m a l  f o r  t h e r e  t o  b e  a t  l e a s t  s o m e  u p d a t e s ,  o v e r  a  p e r i o d  o f  9  

y e a r s ,  a s  a  r e s u l t  o f  its u s a g e ,  e m p i r i c a l  t e s t i n g  a n d  i m p r o v e m e n t s  o f  s o f t w a r e .  I n  t h i s  

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  i n  S e p t e m b e r  2 0 1 4  a n d  

J u l y  2 0 1 6  r e s p e c t i v e l y .  E P D  m u s t  i n v e s t i g a t e  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  t o  

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  f o r  a n y  s t u d y .

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  

I M 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 .  I n  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  

s a i d :

a. I n  p a r a g r a p h  6 . 2 . iii o f  its o r i g i n a l  a p p l i c a t i o n ,  t h a t  "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". 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  

f o r  A r e a  6f  n o t e s  t h a t  aThis 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 
strategyr,. P a r a g r a p h  5 . 6 . 4 . 1  a l s o  n o t e s  t h a t  a  l o c a l  S T W  m a y  c a u s e  "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 EIA". ( 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 u d y ,

6 . 3 . 1 . 3 ) .  F u r t h e r m o r e ,  i n  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  i s  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  ( E I A ) ,  w h i c h  l i k e l y  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 .  L o g i c a l l y  t h e r e  s h o u l d  b e  a  f u l l  s c a l e  E I A  a s  p a r t  

o f  t h i s  S e c t i o n  1 2 A  a p p l i c a t i o n .

c. B u i l d i n g  a  S T W  i n  A r e a  6f is still s u b - o p t i m u m  i n  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  i n  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  "Revised Study on 
Drainage, Sewage and Water Supply", p a r a g r a p h  5 . 6 . 1 . 4 ,  s t a t e d  t h a t  aAs this new 
DBSTW will only treat sewage from 2 single residential towers fo r 476 units at Area
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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  i n  H K R ' s  f i r s t  a n d  s e c o n d  s u b m i s s i o n s  o f  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  i n  t h e  e v e n t  t h a t  t h e  S T W  b r o k e  d o w n .  O n l y  i n  i t s  t h i r d  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  s u b j e c t  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  i n c l u d e :  

d u a l  f e e d  p o w e r  s u p p l y  f o r  t h e  S T W ;  " s u i t a b l e  b a c k u p "  o f  t h e  S T W  t r e a t m e n t  p r o c e s s  

( b u t  n o  i n f o r m a t i o n  a s  t o  w h a t  is s u i t a b l e ) ;  a n d  c o n n e c t i n g  t h e  g r a v i t y  s e w a g e  p i p e  t o  

t h e  e x i s t i n g  s e w a g e  s y s t e m  a t  P u m p i n g  S t a t i o n  N o  1  ( t o  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  e x i s t i n g  s y s t e m  (i.e. t o  S i u  H o  W a n  

S T W ) ,  a n d ,  a s  b a c k u p ,  t h e  m o v e m e n t  o f  s e w a g e  b y  3 6  s e w a g e  t a n k e r  v e h i c l e s  p e r  d a y  t o  

t h e  S i u  H o  W a n  S T W .

—— 2 .  - C o n n e c t i o n  t o  t h e  e x i s t i n g  s e w a g e  s y s t e m  is c l e a r l y  m o s t  l i k e l y  t o . b e  u s e d  o n c e  a n d  t h e n  

l e f t  o n  p e r m a n e n t l y ,  s i n c e  t h e r e  is n o  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  h o w  t h i s  a c t i o n  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  S i u  H o  W a n  f a c i l i t i e s )  a s  t h e  e x i s t i n g  

D B  S e r v i c e s  M a n a g e m e n t  L i m i t e d  ( a s  i l l u s t r a t e d  b y  i t s  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  s e v e r e l y  c h a l l e n g e d .

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 n c e  it w o u l d  b e  a n  o p e n  i n v i t a t i o n  t o  

a b u s e  a n d  i l l e g a l l y  u s e  t h e  S H W S T W .

4 .  A l s o  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  e s p e c i a l l y  r e l e v a n t  d u r i n g  

e m e r g e n c i e s )  is c u r r e n t l y  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  s t a t i o n  b e i n g  i l l e g a l l y  

u s e d  f o r  v e h i c u l a r  p a r k i n g .  T h e  L a n d s  D e p a r t m e n t  h a s  r e c e n t l y  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  a s  t h i s  a r e a  s h o u l d  o n l y  b e  u s e d  f o r  t h e  p u r p o s e s  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  o p e r a t i o n  o f  

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  t h i s  s i t u a t i o n  w h e n  

i s s u i n g  i t s  i n s t r u c t i o n s .  T h e r e f o r e  it is n e c e s s a r y  t h a t  t h i s  i s s u e  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 u c k  is c l e a r l y  u n a c c e p t a b l e  i n  a  m o d e r n  c i t y  e n v i r o n m e n t ,  

e s p e c i a l l y  a s  it w o u l d  r e q u i r e  3 6  s e w a g e  t a n k e r  v e h i c l e s  a  d a y  t o  r e m o v e  t h e  s e w a g e  t o  

t h e  S i u  H o  W a n  S T W ,  a n d  is i n c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  g o v e r n m e n t ' s  e f f o r t s  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  d i s p o s a l  i n  H o n g  K o n g .  T h e  3 6  t r u c k  c a l c u l a t i o n  is c o n s i d e r e d  t o  b e  m o r e  

r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  t h a n  t h e  c a l c u l a t i o n  i n  p a r a g r a p h  6 . 3 . 2 . 1  o f  t h e  l a t e s t  F u r t h e r  

I n f o r m a t i o n  w h i c h  i m p l i e s  t h a t  s e w a g e  w i l l  o n l y  b e  m o v e d  o n  t h e  b a s i s  o f  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  i n  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  t o l d  t h a t  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  S i u  H o  W a n  S T W .

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 3 6  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 . A l l  o f  P a r k v a l e  V i l l a g e  w i l l  b e  a f f e c t e d  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  l a t e s t  

F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  s t a t e s  t h a t  p o r t a b l e  c h e m i c a l  t o i l e t s  w i l l  b e  u s e d  b y  t h e

10
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construction w orkforce. This is dism issed as a m inor issue, b ut is expected  to p ersist fo r  
som e two to two and a half years. Those w ho have exp erien ce with co n stru ctio n  sites  
will know that, firstly, never enough portable toilets are provided and th a t co n stru ctio n  
workers urinate all over the site and, secondly, and m ore im portantly, th at, w hen  
pumping the sew age from the toilets into tanker trucks, a substantial release o f  
pollutant fum es and very unpleasant and pervasive odours are released into the local 
atmosphere. These will create both a health  hazard and a serio u s d espoliation  of th e  
quality of life of the residents in the adjacent Parkvale Village.

J. M AN A G EM EN T OF T H E  STW

1. There is no exp lan atio n  as to how  the ST W  w ill be m an aged  in re sp e ct o f b o th  d ay to  
day operations and em ergency situations. In the DSD guid e lin es (referred  to in section  
B above) it is stated in paragraphs 5.1/2 th at " 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  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 a n u a l " .

2 .  W ould Discovery Bay Services M anagem ent Lim ited, the w h o lly  ow ned su b sid ia ry  o f HKR  
which m anages DB, em ploy additional staff capable o f m an agin g a STW  o r w ould  it use  
existing staff which have no relevant experience? H KR sh o u ld  be re qu ire d  to  sta te  h o w  
it w ill ensure that th e  STW  in Area 6f, and th at in A rea 10b, w o u ld  be o p e ra te d  sa fe ly  
and efficiently.

K. CA PITA L AN D  O PERATIN G  COSTS

1. HKR makes no reference in its Further Inform ation that all th e  capital and o p e ra tin g  
costs arising from  the proposed STW  in Area 6f to geth er with th e  gravity sew a ge  pipe to  
the sea at the Plaza will be met by either HKR and/or the undiv ided  sh a reh o ld ers o f th e  
Area 6f proposed developm ent. HKR sh o uld  be requ ired  to co n firm  th a t all ca p ita l a n d  
operating costs aris in g  from  the proposed ST W  in A rea 6f an d  th e  g ra v ity  se w a g e  p ip e  
or use of the nullah w ill be borne by HKR a n d /o r the u n d iv id e d  sh a re h o ld e rs  o f A rea  6 f  
proposed d evelopm ent.

2. Also the residents o f Parkvale Village and o th er v illa g e s in D isco v ery  B ay sh o u ld  n o t  
have to su ffer the d isturbance of laying th e  grav ity  sew age p ip e  or th e  co n n e ctio n  to  
the open nullah.

L  CO N SU LTA TIO N

1. The above approach to sewage treatm ent and d ischarge has n o t been explained by HKR  
to the wider com m unity of DB. In view  o f this deficient and su b -o p tim u m  ap p ro ach  
(and the sam e approach is to be adopted for Area 10b w ith  sew age to  be d irectly  
discharged into the sea at Nim Shue W an), HKR is guilty  of ab u sin g  the so called p ublic  
consultation process and displaying a com plete disregard for m odern sew age tre atm en t  
and discharge practices and DSD guidelines as developed so diligently over the last 30  
years by governm ent, nam ely EPD, W SD and DSD and th eir respective policy bureaux.

C O N C L U S I O N

W e (the Parkvale V illage Owners Com m ittee representing the O w n ers of Parkvale V illage, 
w hich is adjacent to Area 6f and through w hich all traffic to Area 6 f w ould pass) continue to

11
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be surprised and disappointed that no G overnm ent Departm ent, nor HKR, appears to have  
considered the adverse im pact of the proposed developm ent on the ow ners and residents  
of Parkvale Village, especially  the totally unacceptable and sub optim al com m itm ent to  
build a standalone STW  with discharge by open nullah directly past apartm ents 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 subm issions, HKR's 
application continues to be deficient in many ways. So again, we consider that the Tow n  
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 m eet residents. In doing  
so7 many of the issues highlighted in this report would be evident.

------ S i g n e d  o n  b e h o l f o f t h e  P V O C - r ........................... .... -.....---------------------- D a t e : .............. - .........-

29  D ecem ber 2016

Mr. Kenneth J. Bradley J.P.

Parkvale V illage Owners Com m ittee Chairman
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tpbpd
Application No. Y/I-DB/2 Area 6f - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - OBJECTION
B, PVOC Fourth Comments on the Section 12A Application further inform ationJlnal - Copy,pdf; ATT00060.htm; APPLICATION Y_1-DB_2 
Area 6f.pdf; A1T00063.htm

A p p l i c a t i o n  N o . Y / I - D B / 2  A n s a  6 f  - 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  

Dear S ir or Madam,

la m  a Hillgrove Village owner at

la m  deeply concerned b y  the numerous bad aspects o f  the this A pplication which have been covered b y  earlier 
consultations.

This 4th round consultation confiim s the reintroduedon o f  local sew age treatm ent within D iscovery B ay and 
Ipan icu M y object to this retrograde step and an inevitable en vironmental deterioration fo rD B  residents and the 
marine life,

I  attach the following excellent submissions conceming 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 m atches m y  own concerns in  
alm ost all respects

- Serene Village Owner dated 28th December. •

I  OBJECT TO THE AB O VE APPLICATION  .

Morten Lisse 
Owner
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Parkvale Village Owners' Committee
C o m m e n t s  o n  t h e  S e c o n d  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  i n  S u p p o r t  o f  

S e c t i o n  1 2 A  A p p l i c a t i o n  N u m b e r  Y / 卜D B / 2  t o  a m e n d  D i s c o v e r y  B a 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  a t  

A r e a  6f, D i s c o v e r y  B a y .

I N T R O D U C T I O N

In April, Ju ly  and Decem ber 2016 we, the Parkvale Village O w ner’s Co m m ittee  (PVOC), a 
body of ow ners in Parkvale Village in Discovery Bay (DB) elected to rep resen t the interests  
o f the ow ners of the 606 flats in the vniage, subm itted our com m ents on H ong Kong Resort 
Com pany Lim ited's (HKR) Section 12A Application " T o  A m e n d  D i s c o v e r y  B a 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  a t  A r e a  6 f ,  D i s c o v e r y  B o y " .  

O ur com m ents were assigned num bers 1512 (April), 2787  (July) and 5 2 9 7  (D ecem ber) by  
the Town Planning Board (TPB).

Th is docum ent includes our com m ents on the Further Inform ation (m ade available by th e  
TPB on 9 Decem ber 2016) subm itted by HKR on 28 Novem ber 2016.

F U R T H E R  I N F O R M A T I O N

The Further Information subm itted by HKR com prises:

1. M asterplan Lim ited's covering letter.
2. Revised Environm ental Study (Executive Sum m ary, Chapters 6, 7 and 8).
3. Revised Technical Note on W ater Quality.

No substantive change has been made to the Further Inform ation su b m itte d  in Ju n e and  
October.

In its covering letter, M asterplan Lim ited, on behalf of HKR, states th a t " 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  in  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  ( 5 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 .

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."

Th e reality, how ever, w hich the TPB and re levant d epartm ents, such as th e  EPD and D SD , 
w ill see w h en  they review  th is latest su bm issio n, is that this Further In fo rm a tio n  pro vid es  
no new  and substantial Further Inform a tion . As M asterplan Lim ited  states, HT 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  in  t h e  T P B  G u i d e l i n e  N o .  3 2 " ,
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F u r t h e r m o r e ,  a s  w e  h a v e  p o i n t e d  o u t ,  H K R  h a s  n o  a l t e r n a t i v e  b u t  t o  b u i l d  a  s t a n d a l o n e  S T W  

i n  A r e a  6f  a s  t h e  S i u  H o  W a n  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  a r e  n o t  a v a i l a b l e .  S o  a  S T W  c a n n o t  

b e  s i m p l y  a  p r o p o s a l ,  it h a s  t o  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  o p t i m a l ,  d e f e c t i v e  

i n  m a n y  w a y s  a n d  n o t  a c c e p t a b l e  t o  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 c l e a r  t h a t  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  o f  M a s t e r p l a n  L i m i t e d ' s  c o v e r i n g  

l e t t e r ,  is m a k i n g  y e t  a n o t h e r  a t t e m p t  i n  its r e p e a t e d  a p p e a l  t o  g o v e r n m e n t  n o t  t o  f o r g e t  D B  

w h e n ,  a t  s o m e  t i m e  i n  t h e  f u t u r e ,  g o v e r n m e n t  r e v i e w s  s e w a g e  a n d  w a t e r  i n f r a s t r u c t u r e  f o r  

L a n t a u .

It is i m p e r a t i v e  t h a t  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  i n  M a s t e r p l a n  L i m i t e d ' s  l e t t e r  t h a t  aln addition, the proposal for 
Area 6f is moderate in scale, the demand on the overall Government Infrastructure would 
be insignificanf1. T h i s  is i r r e l e v a n t  a s  g o v e r n m e n t  f a c i l i t i e s  a r e  n o t  a v a i l a b l e ,  a n d  w i l l  n o t  

b e  a v a i l a b l e  i n  t h e  p o t e n t i a l  t i m e l i n e  o f  b o t h  t h e  A r e a  6f  a n d  A r e a  1 0 b  p r o j e c t s .  P u b l i c  

c o m m e n t s  h a v e  t o  b e  s u b m i t t e d  i n  a c c o r d a n c e  w i t h  T P B  G u i d e l i n e  N o .  3 0 B  ^ G u i d e l i n e s  -  

f o r  s u b m i s s i o n  o f  c o m m e n t s  o n  v a r i o u s  a p p l i c a t i o n s  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  c o n s i d e r s  t h a t  t h i s  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  o f  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  n o t .

PRINCIPAL CONCERNS WITH THE APPLICATION
I n  o u r  p r e v i o u s  s u b m i s s i o n ,  w h i c h  w a s  a s s i g n e d  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  f o l l o w i n g  p r i n c i p a l  c o n c e r n s  w h i c h  w e  h a v e  w i t h  H K R ' s  p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  o f  

t w o  1 8  s t o r e y  b u i l d i n g s ,  i n c l u d i n g  4 7 6  f l a t s ,  o f  2 1 , 6 0 0  m 2  G F A  o n  a  p l a t f o r m  c r e a t e d  t o  

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  s t o r e y  B u i l d i n g :

A .  I n a d e q u a t e  a n d  u n r e l i a b l e  i n f o r m a t i o n  h a s  b e e n  p r o 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  s t u d i e s  a n d  p a p e r s  a n d  n o t  i m p a c t  a s s e s s m e n t s ,  t h e r e b y  a v o i d i n g  h a v i n g  t o  

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  a f f e c t e d  b y  i t s  p r o p o s a l .

B .  P u b l i c  C o n s u l t a t i o n  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 .  C o n s u l t a t i o n  w i t h  all r e l e v a n t  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  R i s k  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  t o  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  

e v a s i v e .  It c a n n o t  b e  a c c e p t a b l e  i n  a  p u b l i c  c o n s u l t a t i o n  e x e r c i s e  f o r  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  a l o n e  

t o  d e c i d e  w h a t  is c o m m e r c i a l l y  s e n s i t i v e  ( r e  o w n e r s h i p  o f  P a s s a g e w a y  a n d  a l l o c a t i o n  o f  

u n d i v i d e d  s h a r e s )  a n d  t o  k e e p  t h a t  i n f o r m a t i o n  f r o m  b e i n g  p u b l i c l y  c o m m e n t e d  u p o n .  

A l l  i n f o r m a t i o n  p r o v i d e d  b y  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  m u s t  b e  p l a c e d  i n  t h e  p u b l i c  d o m a i n  s o  t h e  

p u b l i c  c a n  c o m m e n t  b n  it. T h e  t a b l e  s e t t i n g  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  

t o  b e  c o m p r e h e n s i v e .

F. D e s p i t e  A n n e x  C  o f  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  s t a t i n g  i n  p a r a g r a p h  2 . 1 . 1 . 4  t h a t  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  " a c c e s s  r o a c T ,  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  

a s  t o  its c o n s t r u c t i o n  t h r o u g h  P a r k v a l e  v i l l a g e .  T h e r e  a r e  m a n y  i s s u e s  a r i s i n g  f r o m  

u n s u i t a b l e  a c c e s s  t o  t h e  s i t e  s u c h  a s :  t h e  p a r t  o f  P a r k v a l e  D r i v e  w h i c h  is d e s i g n e d  a s  a  

p e d e s t r i a n  p a v e m e n t  u n d e r  B D  r e g u l a t i o n s  a n d  t h e  e f f e c t  o f  a d d i t i o n a l  c o n s t r u c t i o n  a n d  

o p e r a t i o n a l  t r a f f i c  o n  it; w i d t h  c o n s t r a i n t s  o f  P a r k v a l e  D r i v e  w h i c h  l i m i t  t h e  a b i l i t y  o f  

l a r g e r  v e h i c l e s ,  i n c l u d i n g  b u s e s  a n d  c o n s t r u c t i o n  v e h i c l e s ,  t o  p a s s  o n e  a n o t h e r ;  p o t e n t i a l
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lack o f e m e rg e n c y  a c c e s s  to P a rkva le  D riv e  in th e  e v e n t  o f  a n  a c c id e n t ; s a fe ty , as t h e  

p ro p o se d  a c c e s s  to  th e  site  is a p e d e s tr ia n  a re a  u s e d  by r e s id e n t s  a n d  t h e  p u b lic ; a n d  
H KR's lack o f  c o n s id e ra tio n  o f a lte rn a t iv e  a c c e s s  to  th e  s ite . A s  p o in te d  o u t  a b o v e , H K R  
co n tin u es to  n o t su b m it, in its F u r th e r  In fo r m a tio n , a T r a f f ic  Im p a c t  A s s e s s m e n t  o n  

P e d e stria n s w h ich  is liste d  u n d e r th e  R e p o rt s  to  be s u b m itte d .

G. a  sew a g e  t r e a t m e n t  w o r k s  ( S T W )  is t o  b e  i n c l u d e d  i n  A r e a  6f  w i t h  d i s c h a r g e  d i r e c t l y  i n t o  

t h e  s e a  n e x t  t o  t h e  f e r r y  p i e r  u s i n g  e i t h e r  a  g r a v i t y  p i p e  o r  t h e  o p e n  n u l l a h  w h i c h  is 

a d j a c e n t  t o  H i l l g r o v e  V i l l a g e .  H o w e v e r ,  it is c l e a r  f r o m  H K R ;s  c o m m e n t s  t h a t  t h e  l a t t e r  is 

t h e  i n t e n d e d  a p p r o a c h .  A l s o ,  H K T  t r i e s  t o  m i n i m i s e  t h e  p o l l u t i o n  i m p a c t  o f  d i s c h a r g e  o f  

s e w a g e  i n t o  t h e  s e a  w h e r e a s  it w i l l  i n c r e a s e  t h e  T I N  a n d  T P s ,  t h e r e b y  i n c r e a s i n g  t h e  

p r o b a b i l i t y  o f ,  e . g . y r e d  t i d e  i n  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  w a t e r s .  N o t  s u r p r i s i n g l y  H K R ' s  c o n s u l t a n t s  

s a y  t h a t  t h e  s e w a g e  p r o p o s a l  ,fis co n sid e re d  n o t an e ff ic ie n t s e w a g e  p la n n in g  s tra te g y " .

H .  H K R  is m i s l e a d i n g  t h e  T P B  b y  s a y i n g  t h e r e  a r e  t w o  o p t i o n s  r e  w a t e r  s u p p l y  b u t ,  a s  

p r e v i o u s l y  p o i n t e d  o u t  ( s i n c e  g o v e r n m e n t  h a s  c o n f i r m e d  t h a t  its f a c i l i t i e s  a t  t h e  S i u  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 e s h  W a t e r  P u m p i n g  S t a t i o n  

a r e  n o t  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  t h e  f o r e s e e a b l e  f u t u r e ) ,  t h e r e  is o n l y  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  t o  b e  p r o v i d e d  b y  r e - o p e n i n g ,  a f t e r  1 6  y e a r s ,  t h e  D B  w a t e r  t r e a t m e n t  p l a n t  a n d  

u s i n g  w a t e r  f r o m  t h e  D B  r e s e r v o i r .

I. N o  i n f o r m a t i o n  is p r o v i d e d  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  p r o v i s i o n  o f  o t h e r  u t i l i t i e s  t o  A r e a  6f  a n d  h o w  

it w i l l  a f f e c t  P a r k v a l e  V i l l a g e ,  d e s p i t e  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  s t a t i n g  t h a t  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  p r o v i s i o n  o f  

u t i l ities. 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  t o  t h e  D B  L P G  g a s  s y s t e m  w h i c h  h a s  

r e c e n t l y  s u f f e r e d  a n  e x p l o s i o n  w h i c h  is t h e  s u b j e c t  o f  i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  b y  E M S D  a n d  F S D .

J. S l o p e  s a f e t y  o f  t h e  a r e a ,  w h e r e  t h e  t w o  p r o p o s e d  1 8  s t o r y  b u i l d i n g s  w i l l  b e  b u i l t ,  is 

i g n o r e d ,  d e s p i t e  A n n e x  C  p a r a g r a p h  2 . 1 . 1 . 4  s t a t i n g  t h a t  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 s i t e  f o r m a t i o n .  H K R  c o n t i n u e s  t o  i g n o r e  C E D D ' s  r e q u e s t  f o r  H K R  t o  

a s s e s s  t h e  g e o t e c h n i c a l  f e a s i b i l i t y  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  t o  s u b m i t  a  

G e o t e c h n i c a l  P l a 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  i s s u e s  - H K R ' s  r i g h t  t o  u s e  P a r k v a l e  D r i v e  a s  a c c e s s  t o  A r e a  6f  is still d i s p u t e d .

L. P l a n n i n g  c o n t r o l s  o f  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  a r e  i g n o r e d  i n  r e s p e c t  o f  t h e  M a s t e r  P l a n  ( M P )  a n d  

O u t l i n e  Z o n e  P l a n  ( O Z P )  r e l a t i o n s h i p ,  t h e  2 5 , 0 0 0  p o p u l a t i o n  c e i l i n g  a n d  t h e  a l l o c a t i o n  o f  

u n d i v i d e d  s h a r e s  a n d  m a n a g e m e n t  u n i t s  u n d e r  t h e  D e e d  o f  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  c o n f l i c t  o f  i n t e r e s t  r e g a r d i n g  p o p u l a t i o n  d a t a ,  i n  t h a t  c u r r e n t  

f i g u r e s  a r e  p r o v i d e d  b y  its w h o l l y  o w n e d  s u b s i d i a r y ,  D B  S e r v i c e s  M a n a g e m e n t  L i m i t e d .

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  a r e  o f t e n  m i s l e a d i n g ,  i n a c c u r a t e  a n d  o f  p o o r  q u a l i t y .

W e  p r o v i d e d  f u r t h e r  d e t a i l s  o f  t h e s e  c o n c e r n s  i n  o u r  p r e v i o u s  s u b m i s s i o n .  R e a d e r s  o f  t h i s

s u b m i s s i o n  s h o u l d  a l s o  r e a d  o u r  p r e 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  a l r e a d y  d o n e  s o .

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

A l l  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  t o  t h e  T P B  i n  r e s p e c t  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  d i s c h a r g e  c o n t i n u e  t o  b e  i g n o r e d .

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 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 o f 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 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 w ill 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 the ir 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 w ith supporting 
calculations; detailed process design calculations; detailed drawings w ith 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 treatm ent 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 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  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" 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 STW requires comprehensively explaining to the TPB andf 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 w ill be flowing



V iew  o f the open nullah lo o k ing  dow nstream  
tow ards H illgrove V illage

View o f the open nullah looking upstream 
past H illgrove 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 vvill 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",

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.
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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;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 as 
-■ much as practicable to ensure that the increase in TIN and Total Particulates (TP) are

m inim ized. W ith the d ischarge standard, th e  N itro g en  (N ) to  P h o sp h o ru s  (P) ra t io  is  
m a in ta in ed  gre a te r than 18.1. H ence the o ccu rre n ce  o f  r e d  t id e s  w ill b e  u n lik e ly ."

b. 6.3.1.5 -  ,(The co m p u te d  N: P ratio c o n c lu d e d  th a t the p o s s ib ilit y  o f  h a v in g  re d  tid e  
is s t川 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 w川 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 unlikely,,7 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 "the water quality in the vicinity of marine- 
based WSRs would be in compliance with WQOs in SS, E. coli and UlA" 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 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 this type of 
model was used and its reliability.

3. Paragraph 4.3.1.2 of the Technical Note on Water Quality states uThe ex it o f  the g ravity  
sew age pipe into sea is near su rfa c e r  However, in each of the CORMIX 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 " 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  

P O S I T I V E L Y  B U O Y A N T  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 means that the
sewage effluent w ill be very visible near and or» 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 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 name 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 why a 9 year o ld 
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 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 HK^S CONSULTANTS AND  
NO ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

1. In its Application and Further Information of June and October, HKR's consultants have 
said:

a .  I n  p a r a g r a p h  6 . 2 . i i i  o f  its o r i g i n a l  a p p l i c a t i o n ,  t h a t  "alternative on-site sew age  
treatment plant could be provided, either at Area 6 f or Area 10b. This is not  
preferred, having numerous STW  in the area is considered to be ineffective in 
achieving econom ies fo r  scale fo r the infrastructure and land area". 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  

f o r  A r e a  6f  n o t e s  t h a t  "This STW  w ill treat sew age on ly  fro m  2 s in g le  resid entia l 
towers f o r  476 units at Area 6 f so it is considered not an e ffic ien t sew age p lanning  
strategy>,. P a r a g r a p h  5 . 6 . 4 . 1  a l s o  n o t e s  t h a t  a  l o c a l  S T W  m a y  c a u s e  "an offensive  
sm ell and is health hazard".

b .  ^This additional effluent would have impacts on both w ater quality and m arine  
ecology. A ll these w ould require a quantitative w ater quality m odel to be established  
fo r  assessment as part o f the subsequent EIA". ( 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 u d y ,

6. 3 . 1 . 3 ) .  F u r t h e r m o r e ,  i n  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  i s  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  ( E I A ) ,  w h i c h  l i k e l y  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 .  L o g i c a l l y  t h e r e  s h o u l d  b e  a  f u l l  s c a l e  E I A  a s  p a r t  

o f  t h i s  S e c t i o n  1 2 A  a p p l i c a t i o n .

c. B u i l d i n g  a  S T W  i n  A r e a  6f  is still s u b - o p t i m u m  i n  it s  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  i n  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  "Revised Study on  
Drainage, Sew age and Water Supply'1, p a r a g r a p h  5 . 6 . 1 . 4 ,  s t a t e d  t h a t  "A s th is n e w  
DBSTW  w ill o n ly  treat sew age fro m  2 sing le  resid entia l to w ers fo r  476 units at A re a
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6 f so  this decentra lized  schem e is co nside re d  n o t an e ffic ien t se w a g e p lan n ing  
strategy"'.

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” 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 t〇-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.

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

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 im portantly, that, when 
pumping the sewage from the toilets into tanker trucks, a substantial release of 
pollutant fum es 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  w ill be m anaged in respect o f 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 " 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 it 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  in  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 anagem ent Limited, the w holly owned subsid iary  of HKR
• which m anages DB, employ additional staff capable of m anaging a STW  o r w ould 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, w ould  be o p e ra te d  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 sew age pipe to  
the sea at the Plaza will be met by either HKR and/or the undivided shareh o ld ers of the  
Area 6f proposed development. HKR should be required to co n firm  th a t all capita l and  
operating costs arising from  the proposed STW  in Area 6f and the gra v ity  sew age pipe  
or use of the nullah will be borne by HKR and/or the undivided sh a reh o ld ers o f Area 6f 
proposed developm ent.
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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.

'SignedT>.n.'b-ehcilfof the PVOG: ......  ................ —  — ...... —  —  D o ts'-----------  --------------

29 December 2016

Mr. Kenneth J. Bradley J.P.
Parkvale Village Owners Committee Chairman
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for info Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/2 Area 6f
29 D e c e m b e r  2016 at 

08:34

Thomas Gebauer

To: Tpbpd <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>

Sent: Wednesday, 28 D e c e m b e r  2016, 14:52 

Subject: A P P L I C A T I O N  Y/1-DB/2 Area 6f

The Town Planning Board:
Application Y/卜DB/2 Area 6f

1.1 strongly object to the planned development as presented by the HongKong Resort Company
i
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 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, (H KR).
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/3 Area 10b ...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 to look also at both current applications of the HKR together.
4.In 6f it is proposed to built a sewage treatment plant "on site" and the effluent is planned to be 
" 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 COSTA VILLAGE.
5. 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 housing development,
6. The effluent is planned to be discharged into the shoreline next to a housing development 
and to a communal beach which is used by DB residents and others for recreational purposes

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


this effluent is in addition to the already polluted waters in the South of Hongkong.

7.To blame pollution on the Pearl River Delta is not a point to m ake as facts of the "as is 

situation " must be clearly addressed. 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, it 
is important to consider" the straw which breaks the camel's back

8 The "sensitive receivers " 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 ".
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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

⑻

"to 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  

(b)
"to seize opportunities for environmental improvement....
N O  O P P O R T U N I T Y  S E I Z E D  IN THIS D E V E L O P M E N T  
Proper land use planning,

(a)
proposed land uses in particular development areas are environmentally suitable;

(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 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 E W A G E  

T R E A T M E N T  PLANT.

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  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 

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



J  J

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  KI 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  WI 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 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 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  丁〇 K E E P  IN M I N D .

2 . 3 . 5

Any 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 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 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  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 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  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
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Application No. Y/I-DB/2 Area 6f - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - OBJECTION
B. PVOC Fourtli Comments on the Section 12A Application further information_final - Copy.pdf; APPLICATION Y_1-DB_2 Area 6f.pdf

)ear Sir/Madam

： am an owner of a property in Peninsula Village, Discovery Bay, and have a number of concerns with the bad aspects ( 
:he application which havebeen covered by earlier consultations.

This 4th round consultation confirms the reintroduction of local sewage treatment within Discovery Bay and I sti*ong 
object to this retrograde step and the clear environmental deterioration for DB residents and the marine life that it will 
lave. Being a Father of both a baby and a pre-schooler, I am particularly concerned about small children and babies 
〕 eing exposed to this water in the beach if the development were to take place.

Attached are the following submissions concerning the above, from neighboming villages, which, 
endorse, 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

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Com m ents on Application num ber ： Y/I-DB/2

Parkvale Village Owners' Committee
C o m m e n t s  o n  t h e  S e c o n d  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  i n  S u p p o r t  o f  

S e c t i o n  1 2 A  A p p l i c a t i o n  N u m b e r  Y / I - D B / 2  t o  a m e n d  D i s c o v e r y  B a 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  a t  

A r e a  6 f # D i s c o v e r y  B a y .

I N T R O D U C T I O N

In April, July and Decem ber 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 ,fT o  A m e n d  D i s c o v e r y  B a 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 ib 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 u . 

Our com m ents 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 LimitecTs 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 a ln  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  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 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  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 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  o 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  to  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 5 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 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 . "

The reafity, how ever, w hich the TPB and relevant departm ents, such as the EPD and DSD, 
w ill see w hen they review  this latest subm ission, is that this Further Inform ation provides 
no new  and substantial Further Inform ation. As Masterplan Limited states, “ T h is  

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  in  t h e  T P B  G u i d e l i n e  N o .  3 2 * \

1
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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 Umited^s letter that u \ n  a d d i t i o 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 l e ,  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  I n f r a s t r u c t u r e  w o u l d  

b e  i n s i g n i f i c a n t ,\  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.

P R I N C I P A L  C O N C E R N S  W I T H  T H E  A P P L I C A T I O 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 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 regu丨ations 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 6 f 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 Hi 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 M^

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.

!. No information is provided regarding the provision of other utilities to Area 6 f 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 ar-ea, 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 6 f 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 subm ission we address concerns arising from HKR's latest submission and from
HKR's intention to build a standalone sewage treatment works in Area 6f.

S E W A G E  T R E A T M E N 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: 丨

A. Sewage Master Plans.
B. Standalone Sewage丨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. 1

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 rej-grouped into 8 areas for conducting the SMP Review Studies. 8 SMP 
Reviews have been completed and these include the ^Review of Outlying Islands SMPM# 
which includes D B .,

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 TREATM ENT WORKS
i

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 9 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, arid alt 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 DSO has built and operates a num ber of small sewage treatm ent 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 proxim ity to our village, we consider that it is inappropriate to locate a STW  
In Area 6 f ,  d u e  to the potential smell and health hazard, 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 Environmental Study glibly states t h a t ,fM o r e o v e r ,  th 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 "  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 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/ 
tf)e public since this Further Information is supposed to be subject to public 
consultation.

0 .  D ISCHARGE OF SEW AG E BY OPEN NULLAH

1. HKR Is still sayLng, 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 
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 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 shadow 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. c o l i . .

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 〃Har巾ful Algae",



volum e 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. The water quality assessm ent 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 QO. W e w ould not dispute this, but this does not 
ju stify  H KR7s 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 a n .

4. In previous subm issions, HKR tried to downplay the occurrence of red tides despite the 
discharge of more TINS and TPs which wil! increase the probability of more red tides. 
The latest Further Information has om itted 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 O ctober included the following:

a. Executive Sum m ary -  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  in  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. 6.3.1.5 -  HT 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 id e  

i s  s t i l l  l o w / '

c. 6.4.1.1; 7.3.1.4; 8.1.2.1 -  u 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 in im 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 Environm ental Study 
subm itted by HKR on 28 N ovem ber 2016. W hy w ould 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 / ’ l  Thus the previous version tried to dow nplay  
th e  like ly  occurrence o f red tides, w h ilst the om ission of the references to red tides in 
the latest version im plies that w hat w as stated  in the previous version was incorrect, 
and that w e, and governm ent, should be concerned about the discharge of the sewage  
into th e  sea in creasing  the likelihood o f red tides occurring.

7. The conclusions in the Technical Note that w/ate厂 /V? the i//c/n/ty
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  55, £  c o l i  a n d  U I A f/ are based on 
m odelled  m easurem ents at W SR 07 (Tai Pak Peninsula CPA), 270 metres from the 
sew age d ischarge point. This ignores the fact that the area of the sea into which the 
sew age w ould be discharged should also be considered to be a W SR. This area is 
adjacen t to a pedestrian w alkway, residential buildings and a shopping centre which HKR 
is about to  build, as the follow ing picture dem onstrates:

PVOC Comments on Application number： Y/I-DI3/2
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Would HKR's conclusions have been the same if it had modelled measurements at the 
sewage discharge dutlet instead of 270 metres from it?

F. THEORETICAL M ODELLING SCENARIOS OF SEW AGE 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 
W ater 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 arid 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 i$ no mention by the consultants as to why this type of 
model was used and its reliability.

3. Paragraph 4.3.1.2 pf the Technical Note on Water Qua丨ity states "77?e ex/t 〇/  t/7e grow’ty 
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 CORMIX scenarios, under
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" B u o y a n c y  a s s e s s m e n t 1,  it is stated that HT 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  

P O SIT IV ELY  BU O YA N T and w ill tend to rise tow ards t h e  s u r f a 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 EPD investigates this finding and concludes that it 
is not acceptable.

4. The results of the modelling scenario are set out in Appendix D MC O R M I X  m o d e l  o u t p u t 1 

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 
a 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 U 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 r .

5. The full name of the model is u 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 Q Q T . 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 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 i 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 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 c T * .

b. u 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 IA**. (June Revised Environmental Study, 
6.3.l.B). 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 a 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 HA s  t h i s  n e w  

D B S T W  w i l i  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 scheme is considered not an efficient sewage planning 
s t r a t e g y ^ .

H. EMERGENCY ARRANGEMENTS FOR WHEN THE STW BREAKS DOWN INCLUDING 
ACCESS TO PUMPING STATION NO. X

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" 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.

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 governments 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 Wan STW.

6. In addition, HKR has not mentioned anything about emergency arrangements in the
event of the 叩 en nul丨ah discharge approach being taken. Th丨s would probab丨y 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
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 alt 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 th a t 11 In s e le c t in g  the type o f  tre a tm e n t p ro cess, 
the d e s ig n e rs  s h o u ld  ta ke  d u e  co n s id e ra tio n  o f  the a v a ila b ility  o f  co m p e te n t  o p e rators. 
O n ly  c o m p e te n t  te ch n 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. The o p e ra to r sh o u ld  
b e  f u l ly  c o n v e rsa n t  w ith  the re c o m m e n d e d  o p e ra tin g  p ro ce d u re s  as stip u la te d  in the  
o p e ra tio n  a n d  m a in te n a n c e  m o n u a 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 w ill ensure that the STW  in Area 6f, and that in Area 1 0 ^  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,

CO N CLU SIO 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 t ĵe TPB to not approve the application.

As clearly demonstrat：ed in not only this submission but in all our submissions, HKR's 
application continues t〇 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.

i

I

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

12
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S u b j e c t :  A P P L I C A T I O N  Y / 1 - D B / 2  A r e a  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

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 o门e 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 
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 F B  must also seriously consider that the small owners in DB ( roughly 8.000 houses/flats 
are co门cemed) are 门ot permitted to form an Owners Gorporatio门 which could give a clear voice
to the T P 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 TP B  / PLAND with a holistic 
view in mind ; this proposed development as well as the application Y/l-DB/3 Area 10b … 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 P ERA TIV E to look also at both current applications of the H KR together.
4.ln 6f it is proposed to built a sewage treatment plant Mon 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  V ILLA G E .
5. 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 M to put nowadays a sewage 
treatment plant into a housing development,
6, 丁he effluent is planned to be discharged into the shoreline next to a housing development 
and to a communal beach which is used by DB residents and others for recreational purposes

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


this effluent is in addition 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 
situation M must be clearly addressed. 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, it 
is important to consider" the straw which breaks the camel's backM.
8 The "sensitive receivers " the sea at the Discovery Bay would be '* typographically confined 
basin with limited dispersive capacityM 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 PLAND AND MY COMMENTS IN REGARD TO THIS APPLICATION:
Aims of Environmental Planning
2 . 1.1
To achieve a better environment through planning....
NO B ETTER ENVIRONMENT
(a)
"to avoid creating new environmental problems....
TH ERE ARE ADDITIONAL PROBLEM S
(b)
"to seize opportunities for environmental improvement....
NO OPPORTUNITY SEIZED  IN THIS 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 are compatible with each 
other..… TH ERE IS NO N EC E S S IT Y  FOR THIS DEVELOPMENT AS PLANNED.
TH E HKR COMPANY HAS OTHER ALTERNATIVES IN DB THAN TO CONVERT GREEN 
AREA S INTO CO N CRETE. IT IS ALSO  NOT COMPATIBLE , ALONE FOR THE SEWAGE 
TREATMENT PLANT.
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 丨S NOT THE C A SE  WITH 巳〇TH THE PLANNED DB DEVELOPM ENTS AS A LS〇 THE 
PLANNED NEW W ASTE HANDLING FOR TH E WHOLE OF DB , TRAN SFER AND 
DISPO SAL
FACILITIES AR E CO M PLETELY INADEQUATE AND ILL-PLACED UNDER A PODIUM 
STRUCTURE. THIS WAS A LREAD Y W RITTEN IN PREVIOUS COMMENTS.
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;
AS W RITTEN ABOVE , DB HAS LIMITED CAPACITY TO A C CEPT 
ALREA D Y THE LIMITS REGARDING 25.000 RESID EN TS INDICATE THAT.
TH E TPB MU ST NOT FO RG ET THAT SER V IC E  FACILITIES ARE ALSO STR E S S E D  
B EC A U SE OF THE OFTEN LARG E INFLUX OF VISITO RS AND TO U RISTS CREATING 
ENVIRONMENTAL DEGRADATION TO THIS CONFINED AREA, THE NUMBERS AR E IN 
ADDITION TO TH E R ESID EN TS IN THIS PLACE.

Air Quality Considerations

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 separation 

distance 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, 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, 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 t ake a d v a n t a g e  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 C o n s i d e r a t i o n s

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 

e a s t  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 s h o u l d  b e  either a v o i d e d  a s  far as  possible or 

s u b j e c t e d  to w a t e r  quality mo d e l l i n g  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 n i t y  a r e a s  s h o u l d  b e  avoided, u n less the conflict c a n  b e  resolved or the imposition of 

a p propriate 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  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 .  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  C o n s i d e r a t i o n s

2.3.6
In t h e  preparation of land u s e  plans, effort s h o u l d  b e  m a d e  to reserve sufficient sites in suitable 

locations for mu n i c i p a l  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 

disch a r g e ,  d u e  consideration s h o u l d  b e  giv e n  to their location a n d  d esign 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  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  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 .

1 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  

o w n e r / r e s i d e n t

T h o m a s  G e b a u e r
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[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 confirais the reintroduction of local sewage treatment within Discovei-y Bay and I 
particularly object to this retrograde step and an inevitable environmental deterioration for DB 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.

-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

Tam Sin Ming
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PVOC Comments on Application number： Y/i-DB/2

Parkvale Village Owners' Committee
Com m ents 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 O w ners Committee (PVOC), a 
body of owners in Parkvale Village in Discovery Bay (DB) elected to represent the interests 
o f the owners of the 606 flats in the village, submitted our comments on Hong Kong Resort 
Com pany Limited's (HKR) Section 12A 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 l a n  f o r  r e z o n i n g  t h e  p e r m i s s ib 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 " .  

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 nln  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 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 )  to  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/A/； i s  

m in im 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 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  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 lu e n t  d is p e r s i o n .

T h ^  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 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 ie s .

The reality, however, which the TPB and relevant departm ents, 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 Information. As Masterplan Limited states, HT h ls  

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  id e n t i f ie d  In  t h e  T P B  G u id e l i n e  N o .  3 2 M.



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.MasteFplan 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 rf,/n a d d i t i o 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 / t  s c a l e ,  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  I n f r a s t r u c t u r e  w o u l d  

b e  i n s i g n i f i c a n t * .  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 property 
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 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 roadM, 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

2
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lack of em ergen cy 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 o f consideration of alternative access to the site. As pointed out above, HKR 
continues to  not subm it, in its Further Inform ation, a Traffic Impact Assessment on 
Pedestrians w hich is listed under the Reports to be submitted..

G. A  sew age treatm en t w orks (STW ) is to be included in Area 6 f with discharge directly into 
th e  sea next to  the ferry pier using either a gravity pipe or the open nullah which is 
adjacent to  Hillgrove V illage. How ever, it is clear from  HKR's com m ents that the latter is 
the intended approach. Also, HKT tries to m inim ise the pollution im pact of discharge of 
sew age into  the sea w hereas 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 th e  sew age 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. HKR is m isleading the TPB by saying there are two options re water supply but, as 
previo u sly  pointed out (since governm ent has confirm ed that its facilities at the Siu Ho 
W an W ater Treatm ent 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 treatm ent plant and 
using w ater from  the DB reservoir.

I. No inform ation  is provided regarding,the provision o f other utilities to Area 6 f and'how  
it will a ffe ct Parkvale V illage, despite the O ctober Further Information Annex C  
paragrap h  2 .1.1.4  stating that a key elem ent of the developm ent is the provision of 
utilities. Furtherm ore, there is no reference to the DB LPG gas system  which has 
recen tly  suffered  an explosion w hich is the subject of investigations by EMSD and FSD.

J. S lo p e  sa fe ty  o f th e  area, w here the two proposed 18 story buildings will be built, is 
ignored, desp ite  Annex C paragraph 2.1.1.4  stating that a key elem ent of the 
d e v e lo p m e n t is site form ation. HKR continues to ignore CEDD's request for HKR to 
a ssess th e  geo tech nical feasibility of the proposed developm ent and to subm it a 
G eo te ch n ica l Planning Review  Report (GPRR).

K. O w n e r s h i p  issues - H K R ' s  right to u s e  P a r k v a l e  D rive 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  c o n t r o l s  o f  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  a r e  i g n o r e d  in r e s p e c t  o f  t h e  M a s t e r  Plan ( M P )  a n d  

O u t l i n e  Z o n e  P l a n  ( O Z P )  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  s h 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  o f  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 r e g a r d i n g  p o p u l a t i o n  data, in that current 

f i g ures a r e  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 ia gra m s and p h oto m o n tages are often m isleading, inaccurate and of poor quality.

W e  p r o v i d e d  f u r t h e r  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  s u b m i s s i o n .  R e a d e r s  o f  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  p r e 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  no t  a l r e 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 ' s  i n t e n t i o n  t o  b u i l d  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.

SEW AGE TREATM ENT

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  t o  t h e  T P B  in re s p e c t  of 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  d i s c h a r g e  c o n t i n u e  t o  b e  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 S e a . .
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. SEW AGE M ASTER 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 SMPM, 
which includes DB.

2. All the HKR subm issions 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 SEW AGE 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 Rarkvale 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 6 f# 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 6 f 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 Plantsw for private developments up to 2 , 0 0 0  

population equivalent. In preparing these guidelines DSD placed special emphasis on
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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. 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 OSO 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 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 ' 'M o r e o v e r ,  th e  

o p e r a t io n  o f  th e  S T W  s h a l l  a l s o  a p p l y  f 〇c  〇 d i s c h a r g e  l i c e n c e  f r o m  th e  r e le v a n t  a u t h o r i t y  

b e f o r e  th e  o p e r a t io n  o f  t h e  57W.W 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 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 2 0 0  metres of footpath/road and directly under the balconies 

of ar o u n d  2 0 0  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 TO BE DISCHARGED INTO THE SEA

1. HKR is proposing to discharge treated sewage from Area 6 f 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 tides1'), particularly in shallow coastal areas (see page 170 of ^Harmful Algae",
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v o l u m e  9, is s u e  10, 2 0 1 0  o f  'Elsevier') a n d ,  a s  t h e  prevailing w i n d s  c o m e  f r o m  t h e  east, 

b l o w i n g  o n t o  D B ,  s u c h  h a r m f u l  a l g a e  w o u l d  n o t  dissipate easily.

3. T h e  w a t e r  q uality a s s e s s m e n t  n o t e s  th a t  for t h e  w h o l e  o f  H o n g  K o n g  w a t e r s  a d j a c e n t  to 

t h e  Pe a r l  R i v e r  D e l t a  a n d  i n c l u d i n g  t h e  w a t e r s  a r o u n d  D B  t h a t  t h e  Total I n o r ganic 

N i t r o g e n  (TIN) a l r e a d y  e x c e e d s  t h e  W Q O .  W e  w o u l d  n o t  d i s p u t e  this, b u t  this d o e s  n o t  

justify H K ^ s  i n t e n t i o n  t o  i n c r e a s e  t h e  s u s p e n d e d  solids a n d  E-Coli c o n t e n t  o f  t h e  

s e w a g e  p l u m e  in t h e  v e r y  pu b l i c l y  e x p o s e d  w a t e r s  a n d  b e a c h e s  o f  Tai P a k  W a n .

4. In p r e v i o u s  s u b m i s s i o n s ,  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  o f  r e d  tides d e s p i t e  t h e  

d i s c h a r g e  o f  m o r e  T I N s  a n d  T P s  w h i c h  will i n c r e a s e  t h e  probability o f  m o r e  r e d  tides. 

T h e  latest F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  h a s  o m i t t e d  r e f e r e n c e s  in t h e  p r e v i o u s  v e r s i o n  t o  T P  

(r e f e r r e d  t o  a s  T o t a l  Particulates in t h e  E x e c u t i v e  S u m m a r y  o f  t h e  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S t u d y  

a n d  a s  T o t a l  P h o s p h o r o u s  in t h e  T e c h n i c a l  N o t e )  a n d  t o  r e d  tides.

5. 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  in O c t o b e r  i n c l u d e d  t h e  following:

a. E x e c u t i v e  S u m m a r y  -  ,fT 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 . ,>

b. 6.3.1.5 -  HT 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 i l l  l o w /，

c. 6. 4 . 1 . 1； 7.3.1.4; 8.1.2.1 -  MT 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 / *

6. T h e  t e x t  in b o l d  d o e s  n o t  a p p e a r  in t h e  latest v e r s i o n  o f  t h e  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S t u d y  

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  d e l e t e  this text if t h e  

u 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 / 1?  T h u s  t h e  p r e v i o u s  v e r s i o n  tried t o  d o w n p l a y  

t h e  likely o c c u r r e n c e  o f  r e d  tides, w h i l s t  t h e  o m i s s i o n  o f  t h e  r e f e r e n c e s  to  r e d  tides in 

t h e  latest v e r s i o n  i m p l i e s  t h a t  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  v e r s i o n  w a s  incorrect, 

a n d  t h a t  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  d i s c h a r g e  o f  t h e  s e w a g e  

i n t o  t h e  s e a  i n c r e a s i n g  t h e  l i k e l i h o o d  o f  r e d  tides o c c u r r i n g .

7. T h e  c o n c l u s i o n s  in t h e  T e c h n i c a l  N o t e  t h a t  ,ft 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 ! A f, a r e  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  P e n i n s u l a  C P A ) ,  2 7 0  m e t r e s  f r o m  t h e  

s e w a g e  d i s c h a r g e  point. T h i s  i g n o r e s  t h e  fact t h a t  t h e  a r e a  o f  t h e  s e a  into w h i c h  t h e  

s e w a g e  w o u l d  b e  d i s c h a r g e d  s h o u l d  also b e  c o n s i d e r e d  t o  b e  a W S R .  Th i s  a r e a  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  c e n t r e  w h i c h  H K R  

is a b o u t  t o  build, a s  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  picture d e m o n s t r a t e s :
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W o u l d  H K R ' s  c o n c l u s i o n s  h a v e  b e e n  t h e  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 t h e  

s e w a g e  d i s c h a r g e  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  c o n s u l t a n t s  h a v e  n o t  u n d e r t a k e n  a sensitivity analysis r e g a r d i n g  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 o p e r a t i o n s  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, th e r e  is n o  m e n t i o n  of t h e  a s s u m p t i o n s  

a n d  limitations as t o  their a p p r o a c h  t o  mo d e l l i n g .  In a public consultation exercise there 

s h o u l d  b e  a l a y m a n ' s  g u i d e  t o  t h e  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  ( a n d  its quality), since, w i t h o u t  this, t h e  vast m a jority o f  t h e  public are unlikely 

to u n d e r s t a n d  a n d  t o  b e  a b l e  to c o m m e n t  o n  t h e  a p p r o a c h .

2. T h e  m o d e l l i n g  s c e n a r i o  is d e s c r i b e d  in section 4.3 o f  t h e  R e v i s e d  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 F u r t h e r  Information. T h e  effluent dispersion 

s c e n a r i o s  a r e  s t i m u l a t e d  b y  a near-field m o d e l ,  C O R M I X .  T h e  k e y  inputs to C O R M I X  

in c l u d e  outfall configuration, a m b i e n t  cu r r e n t  s p e e d ,  vertical density profile a n d  effluent 

f l o w  rate. A s  this latest F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  m e r e l y  r e p e a t s  t h e  s a m e  scenarios, w i t h  the 

s a m e  k e y  inputs a n d  a s s u m p t i o n s ,  as in t h e  O c t o b e r  Fur t h e r  Information, t h e  results are 

naturally t h e  s a m e !  ( A p p 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  d e l e t e d  r e f e r e n c e s  to t h e  likelihood of r e d  tide w h i c h  w a s  m e n t i o n e d  in t h e  O c t o b e r  

F u r t h e r  Inf o r m a t i o n ,  w i t h  n o  exp l a n a t i o n  as to w h y .  This is unprofessional a n d  

mis l e a d i n g .  F u r t h e r m o r e ,  th e r e  is n o  m e n t i o n  b y  t h e  consultants as to w h y  this ty p e  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 o f  t h e  Technical N o t e  o n  W a t e r  Quality states ,lT h e  e x i t  o f  t h e  g r a v i t y  

s e w o g e  p i p s  i n t o  s b q  i s  n e a r  s u r f a c e / *  H o w e v e r ,  in e 3 c h  of t h e  C O R M I X  scenarios, u n d e r
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•fluoyOAicy 〇jsessmf/ifM, It Is stated that wH»c effluent density Is less than the 
$urroundin^ ambient wi>f?r density at the discharge Therefore, ths effluent Is 
^ O S iT tV fLY  & UOYANT and wilt tend  to towards the surface,** This meani that tho 
lewd^o effluent will bo very visible near ind on the toa lurface, as Illustrated In the 
Above photOK^ph. tt Is esientldl that CPD Investigates this finding ond concludes that It 
Is not acceptable.

4. The results of the modelling scenario are set out In Appendix D HCORMIX 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 CORMIX reports, which Is the 
^REM INDER: The user m ust take note that H YD RO D YN A M IC M O DELLING by any known 
technique is N O T A N  EXA CT SCIENCE**.

5. The full name of the model Is mCORMIX MIXING ZO N E EXPERT SYSTEM  Version 5.0GT  
H Y D H O l: Version-S.O.l.Q December, 20QT*. 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 6.2.111 of Us original a叩 lication, that “a/ferncfWve cm-s/te sewage 

treofmenf plant could be provided, either at Area 6 f  or Area 10b. This is not 
preferred, having numerous STW  In the area is considered to be Ineffective in 
achieving econom ies fo r scale fo r  the Infrastructure and land oreoM. Furthermore, 
paragraph 5.6.2.2 of HKR's Study on Drainage, Sewerage and Water Supply Systems 
for Area 6f notes that uThis STW  wilt treat sew age only from  2 single residential 
tow ers fo r  476 units at Area S f  so it is considered not an efficient sewage planning  
strateg/*^ Paragraph 5.6,4.1 also notes that a local STW may cause Man offensive 
sm ell and Is health hazard'*.

b. MThls additional effluent would have Im pacts on both water quality and marine 
ecology. A ll these would require a quantitative water quality model to be established 
fo r  assessm ent as part o f the subsequent EIA1*. (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 uRevised Study on 
Drainage, Sew age and Water SupplyHt paragraph 5.6.1.4, stated that uAs this new  
DBSTW will only treat sewage from 2 single residential towers for 476 units at Area
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6/ so this decentralized scheme Is considered not an efficient sewage planning 
strotcfif/'.

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" 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.

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

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 DSD guidelines (referred to in section 
B above) it is stated in paragraphs 5.1/2 that H!n se lectin g  the type o f  treatm ent process, 
the  d e sig n e rs sh o u ld  take due considera tion  o f  the availability  o f  com petent operators. 
O n ly  c o m p e te n t tech n ic ia n s sh o u ld  be a ssig n e d  to operate the STP. The operator should  
be fu lly  co n v e rsa n t w ith the re co m m e n d e d  opera tin g  p ro ced u res as stip u lated  in the 
o p e ra tio n  a n d  m a in te n a n ce  m a n u a lt

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 alt the capital and operating 
costs arising from the proposed STW In Area 6 f 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 6 f 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 Nlm 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 6 f and through which all traffic to Area 6 f 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 ST\V 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 resone 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 b eh o tfo fth e  PVOC: Dote:

29 December 2016

Mr» Kenneth J, Bradley J.P,
Parkv»lft VHUge Owners Committee Ch«lrm«n
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2 9  D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 6  a t

0 8 : 3 4

for info Fw: APPL ICAT IO N  Y/1-DB/2 Area 6f

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 c  

From:|_
To: T p b p d  < t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k -  

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 4 : 5 2  

S u b j e c t :  A P P L I C A T I O N  Y / 1 - D B / 2  A r e a  6f

T h e  T o w n  Pl a n n i n g  Board:

Application Y /l-DB/2 A r e a  6f

1.1 strongly object to the p l a n n e d  d e v e l o p m e n t  a s  pr e s 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门d s  of o w n e r s  are b o u n d  together b y  a D e e d  of M u t u a丨 C o v e 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  enclave , isolated 

f r o m  H o n g K o n g  p r o p e r  a n d  only accessible t hrough o n e  tunnel a n d  b y  ferry.

Special m l e s  a pply in/for the area, a s  laid d o w n  丨n  a  D M G  • 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  rec o g n i s e d  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 )  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 n v i r o n m e n t  a n d  

the w a y  of life a re p r o p o s e d  for this special encl a v e / e n v i r o n m e n t  a s  d o n e  b y  the 

“registered o w n e〆 ’the H o n g k o n g  R esort 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  own e r s ,  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  as w e l丨 a s  the application Y/l-DB/3 A r e a  1 0 b  … c annot 

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  en 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 o p m e n t s .  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.In 6f it is p r o p o s e d  to built a  s e w a g e  treatment plant "on site" a n d  the effluent is p l a n n e d  to b e  

14 delivered th r o u g h  a  gravity- s e w e r a g e  -pipe . or e v e n  c onsidered to b e  delivered through a 

nullah,

to the sea, n ext to the D i s c o v e r y  Ferry Pier a n d  next to the existing h ou s i n g  d e v e l o p m e n t  

of L A  C O S T A  V I L L A G E .

5 . W e  are living in the 21 s t  century a n d  T o w n  Planning m u s t  b e  a  forward looking e n d e a v o u r .

T o  m e  it is o u t r a g e o u s  to e v e n  consider i n H Asia's W o r l d  C i t y 14 to put n o w a d a y s  a s e w a g e  

treat m e n t  plant into a  h o u s i n g  d e v e l o p m e n t ,
6 •丁h e  effluent is p l a n n e d  to b e  dis c h a r g e d  into the shoreline next to a housing d e v e l o p m e n t  

a n d  to a  c o m m u n a l  b e a c h  w h i c h  is u s e d  b y  D B  residents a n d  others for recreational pu r p o s e s



this effluent is in addition to the already polluted waters in the South of Hongk o n g .

7.To b l a m e  pollution on the Pearl River Delta is not a point to m a k e  as facts of the "as is 

situation H 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 " 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, it 

is important to consider" the straw which breaks the camel's back
8 T h e  "sensitive receivers H the sea at the Discovery B a y  would be *' typographically confined 

basin with limited dispersive capacity" thus effluent m u s t  be  considered as ''potentially 

polluting".

Not e v e n  to mention the matter of storm -surge , back-flow and 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".

9
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  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 us e  planning,

⑻
prop o s e d  land uses in particular d e v e l o p m e n t  areas are environmentally suitable;

(b) prop 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 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  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 .

⑹
a d e q u a t e  a n d  suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to ensure proper handling and 

disposal of all was t e s  a n d  w aste 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  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 environment 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 uch as se w e r a g e  a n d  wa 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 U 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  FACILITIES A R E  A L S O  S T R E S S E D  
Be c a u s e  OF 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

addition to the residents in this place.
Air Quality Considerations

2,3.2



A i r  q u a l i t y  is 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 ........

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  p r a c t i c a b l e ,  m a j o 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 r b a n  

a r e a s  a 门d  n e w  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 i n d s ;

D B  I S  E N C L O S E D  B Y  M O U N T A I N S  !

W a t e r  Q u a l i t y  C o n s i d e r a t i o n s

2 . 3 . 4

It s h o u l d  b e  n o t e d  t h a t  t h e r e  is 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  t h e  c o a s t a l  w a t e r s  o f  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  a r e  likely 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 l d  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 .

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  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  

a n d  a m e 门ity 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 l o p m e n t  c o n t r o l s  is p r a c t i c a b l e .  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  

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  is m a x i m i s e d .  A S  S A I D  : D B  I S  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  C o n s i d e r a t i o n s

2 . 3 . 6

I n  t h e  p r e p a r a t i o 门 o f  l a n d  u s e  p l a n s ,  e f f o r t  s h o u l d  b e  m a d e  t o  r e s e r v e  s u f f i c i e n t  s i t e s  in s u i t a b l e  

l o c a t i o n s  f o r  m u n i c i p a l  w a s t e  r e c e p t i o n  a 门d  t r a n s f e r  facilities.... A s  s o 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  门u i s a n c e s  a n d  t o  g i v e  r i s e  t o  s p e c i a 丨 r e q u i r 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 l d  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  i m p a c t s .

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  I T  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 巳 ，I S  T O T A L L Y  丨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 .  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  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  W A S T E  - H A N D L I N G  r  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 .

10 ’ .
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  •

T H O M A S  G E B A U E R  

o w n e r / r e s i d e n t

Thomas Gebauer



^■ '^qrtment, nor HKR, appears to have 
—mors and residents



卜1 Gmail

For info Fw: APPLICATIO N  Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

T h o m a s  G e b a u e r

F r o m ：

To: Tpbpd <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>
Sent: Wednesday, 28 December 2016, 16:32 
Subject: Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

Further c o m m e n t s :

S u b j e c t :  APPLICATION Y/1-DB/3 Area 10b

T h e  T o w n  P l a n n i n g  Board: 

Application Y/l-DB/3 A r e a  1 0 b

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.

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  e n c 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 through o n e  tunnel a n d  b y  ferry.

Special rules ap p l y  in/forthe area, a s  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  r e c o g n i s e d  voice a n d  special attention 

f r o m  the T o w n  Pl a n n i n g  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 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 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  the “registered 

o w n e r "  the H o n g k o n g  Res o r t  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 . 0 0 0  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 n e r s ,  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 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 Di 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 s upport s u c h  d e v e l o p m e n t s .  S o  it is 

I M P E R A T I V E  f b e s i d e s  l o o k i n g  at e a c h  a pplication s e p a r a t e l y  t h e  T P B  m u s t  a l s o  l o o k  at

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


b o t h  applications of th e  H K R  t o g e t h e r  to m a k e  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  D B  

o w n e r s  a n d  resid e n t s  to .’b e a 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 W ATER BASIN O F  N f M  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.
T o  m e  it is o u t r a g e o u s  to e v e n  consider in H Asians 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 s e w a g e - t r e a t m e n t  plant 

at this p r o p o s e d  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 a r e a  , 

b u s  station, repair shops, w a s t e  handling a n d  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  thatthis a p p丨ication/ d e v e l o p m e n t  a s  well as Y/l-D巳/2 a r e a  6f to b e  

deferred already o n  the g r o u n d s  of the s e w a g e - t r e a t m e n t  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 c a n  

receive all the s e w a g e  f r o m  D 巳.

B y  n o  m e a n s  should affluent b e  directed into the s e a  in a n d  a r o u n d  D i scovery Bay. T h e  H K  

W a t e r s  c a n n o t  take m o r e  of this pollution a n d  this d o e s  not c o n c e r n  only T I N  !

It w o u l d  b e  really a  gr eat s t e p  b a c k  for t h e  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 p l a n n e d  to b e  disch a r g e d  th rough a pipe into the shoreline, the b a y  of N i m  S h u e  

W a n ,  w h i c h  should b e  consiqlered M quasi typographically confined basin with limited dispersive 

capacity" 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 from P e n g  C h a u  

w h i c h  apparently h a s  received or will receive a  h ig 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 la n t  This 

effluent is in addition to the already polluted w a t e r s  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  w a t e r  treatment plant a n d  then

the effluents f r o m

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  f r o m  N i m  S h u e  W a n  c a n  only "pull w o o l  o v e r  the T P B " .

T h e r e  are quasi daily fishermen/-boats s e e n  in a r o u n d  D B ,  mostly f r o m  P e n g  C h a u ,  a n  

e x a m i nation of the catch in regard to toxics shou l d  b e  highly r e c o m m e n d e d  . Effluent-discharge 

to the close -by s h o r e s  , to the s e a  shou l d  not take place !! but also :

6.
To blame pollution of Southern Waters on the Peart River Delta is not a point to make as facts 
of the "as is situation H 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 considerM the straw which breaks the camel's backH.

A s  for the "sensitive receivers " the w a t e r s  of N i m  S h u e  W a n  a n d  t h ose 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  a s  "potentially pollutingM . N o t  e v e n  to m e n t i o n  the matt e r  of s t o r m  - 

s u r g e  , b ack-flow a n d  the like.

All of the tables a n d  calculations of the applicant sho u l d  b e  t a ken with a large pinch of salt 

a s  simply : effluent to the s e a  =  generally c o n sidered 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 E n v i r o n m e n t a l  Planning

2 .1.1
T o  a c h i e v e  a  better e n v i r o n m e n t  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 .

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 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  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 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/l-DB/3 A R E A  10b M U S T  B E  S C A L E D  B A C K  !N 
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/\7/eLEnA 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  RES 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 U N G  S T A T I O N  .

⑹

adequate and suitably sited e门vironmental 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  I N FLUX 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 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  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 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  M ! 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  AIR-POLLUTION (



- - e n t , n〇r ^ J a；d；es»den«

M A R I N E / F E R R Y  -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  

T R A F 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 M I N D .

2.3.5
Any 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.

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!M 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 
DI S P E R S I V E  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.... 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  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 巳A U E R
owner/resident

5
CO
3
1T h o m a s  Gebauer



寄件

寄件曰期: 
收件者： 

主旨：

Aiis〇n
29曰12月2016年星期四20:14 
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Application No. Y/I-DB/2 Area 6f - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - OBJECTION

5832

I am a Parkvale Village tenant at Woodbury, 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 
particularly object to this retrograde step and an inevitable environmental deterioration for DB residents and the marini
life.

I attach 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:

-Parkvale Village Owners* Committee submission dated 29th December, which matches my own concerns in almos 
all respects

-Serene Village Owner dated 28th December.

I OBJECT TO THE ABOVE APPLICATION

Yours sincerely 

Alison Price

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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寄件者：

考. 寄件日期：

笔 收件者：

d 主旨：

Yovanka Ilic | _______ _
29日12月2016年星期四l iO O  
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk ,
Comments to 6F Discovery Bay development proposal

5 8 3 3

Dear Town Planning Board,

I would like to object to the development of area 6F in Discovery Bay for the following reasons:

1 .  Sewage treatment
A) The proposed sewage treatment plant right behind 2 large apartment buildings (Coral and Crystal Court) will 
negatively affect the residents of these-buildings by sewage odors, poor hygiene and taking up recreational space.
B) The sewage will be piped out to the water directly off the beach and pier which will contaminate the water for 
public beach use, ocean wildlife and tourists/residents along the pier.
C) During adverse weather the sewage may overflow into the street and pedestrians areas causing diseases 
outbreaks and contamination.

2 .  Nature
A) The building site will shrink the habitat of the unique barking deer and other animals.
B) The building site will reduce the nature path and trails which tourists and residents alike frequently use.

3. Pollution
A) Noise pollution will be spread to surrounding neighboring units.
B) Light pollution will disturb the surrounding units.
C) Exhaust fumes will spread from a multitude of sources; for example all the extra transport/construction 
vehicles needed to service these units and A/C units.

4. Transportation Safety
A) The additional buildings will increase the population and place stress on the already busy transit routes. This in 
turn increases vehicle traffic and poses a safety threat to pedestrians, especially children, the elderly and those 
with mobility issues.
B) Effective Emergency vehicle access will be difficult to provide with the sharp increase in population.

5. Slope Stability
The slope stability o f the new site is in question with the construction on a steep hill directly behind current 
residential buildings. If there is any resettling of the land or structural issues etc. Coral and Crystal Court will be 
adversely affected.

6 . Integrity of project
A) More than 1 member of the town planning board has purchased property in Discovery Bay. Stakeholders 
should not be in a position of power over construction decisions as this is a direct conflict of interest and is 
unethical.
B) Amy Yung's signature has been forged on multiple documents to (falsely) support the developers. This forgery 
has not been solved and is still under criminal police investigation.
C) M ultitudes of pro development petitions were traced to the HKR m anagement fax office number. These 
comments should be voided as they are not genuine submissions from DB owners and stakeholders.

7. Overpopulation
The development does not consider the stress the significantly increased population will bring on the communitv 
of Discovery Bay as there are no plans for a commensurate increase in public service structures such as: park 
space, a permanent library, sport's pitches, widened sidewalks & stairwells for pedestrians, skate parks etc.

Residents and visitors in Discovery Bay appreciate the tranquility and nature DB has to offer. It is a haven from thi

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


f a s t  p a c e d  d y n a m i c  c i t y  life. T h i s  is w h a t  m a k e s  it a  s p e c i a l  a n d  s o u g h t  a f t e r  a d d r e s s .  T h e  6F  d e v e l o p m e n t  

j e o p a r d i z e s  t h i s  a n d  m u s t  b e  h a l t e d .

Y o u r s  S i n c e r e l y ,

V o v a n k a  llic

L o n g  t e r m  D B  r e s i d e n t ,  m o t h e r  a n d  p e r m a n e n t  H K I D  h o l d e r .

5 8 S
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>  D e a r  S i r ,  M a d a m ,

>

>

>  I a m  a  P e n i n s u l a  V i l l a g e  o w n e r  a n d  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  life.

>  I a t t a c h  B . P V O C  6 f  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  :

>

>

i n

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

- 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  

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 .

B E S T  R E G A R D S ,

C O L L A D O  A l e k s a n d r a  E m i l i a

>
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Gmail

for info Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/2 Area 6f
29 December 2016 at 

08:34

Thomas Gebauer

From:
To: T p b p d  < t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k >

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 4 : 5 2  

S u b j e c t :  A P P L I C A T I O N  Y / 1 - D B / 2  A r e a  6f

The Town Planning Board:
Application Y/卜DB/2 Area 6f

1.1 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 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, (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 
to 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 K R  .
3. Due to this unique situation, any changes must be judged by the T P B  / PLAND with a holistic
view in mind ; this proposed development as well as the application Y/l-DB/3 Area 10b ...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 PERA TIV E to look also at both current applications of the H K R  together. r
4.ln 6f it is proposed to built a sewage treatment plant "on site" and the effluent is planned to be 
** 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  V ILLA G E.
5AA/e a re living in the 21 s t  c e 门tury a n d  丁o w n  P l a n n i n g  m u s t  b e  a  f o r w a r d  looking e n d e a v o u r .

To me it is outrageous to even consider in M Asia's World City ** to put nowadays a sewage 
treatment plant into a housing development,
6. The effluent is planned to be discharged into the shoreline next to a housing development 
and to a communal beach which is used by DB residents and others for recreational purposes

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


this effluent is in addition 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 
situation M must be clearly addressed. In HK 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, it 
is important to consider" the straw which breaks the camel's back

8 The "sensitive receivers '* 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 calculatio门s 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 PLAND AND MY COM M ENTS IN R EG A R D  TO TH IS APPLICATION:
Aims of Environmental Planning
2 .1.1
To achieve a better environment through planning....
NO B E TTER  ENVIRONM ENT
⑼
"to avoid creating new environmental problems....
T H E R E  A R E  ADDITIO NAL PR O BLEM S 
(b)
"to seize opportunities for environmental improvement....
NO O PPO RTU N ITY S E IZ E D  IN TH IS  D EV ELO PM EN T 
Proper land use planning,
⑻
proposed land uses in particular development areas are environmentally suitable;

(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 E C E S S IT Y  FO R  TH IS  D EVELO PM EN T A S PLANNED.
TH E  HKR COM PANY HAS O TH ER  A LTER N A TIV ES IN DB THAN TO CO N VERT G REEN  
A R E A S  INTO C O N C R E TE. [T IS A LSO  NOT COM PATIBLE , ALO N E FO R TH E SEW AGE 
TREATM ENT PLANT.
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 TH E C A S E  WITH BOTH T H E  PLAN NED  DB D EV ELO PM EN TS A S  A LSO  TH E 
PLAN NED NEW  W A STE HANDLING FO R  T H E  W H O LE O F DB t T R A N SFE R  AND 
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  I N  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 
infrastructure such as sewerage and waste reception facilities to accommodate further 
residuals;
A S  W RITTEN A BO VE , DB HAS LIM ITED C A PA C ITY  TO A C C E P T  
A LR E A D Y  T H E  LIM ITS REG A RD IN G  25.000 R E S ID E N T S  INDICATE THAT.
TH E TP B  M UST NOT FO R G E T  THAT S E R V IC E  FA C IL IT IES  A R E  A LSO  S T R E S S E D  
B E C A U S E  O F TH E  O FTEN  LA R G E INFLUX O F V IS IT O R S  AND TO U R IST S  CREATIN G 
ENVIRONM ENTAL DEGRADATION TO TH IS  CO N FIN ED  A R EA , TH E NUM BERS A R E  IN 
ADDITION TO  TH E R E S ID E N T S  IN TH IS  PU \CE.

Air Quality Considerations



A i r  q u a l i t y  is 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 .........

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  p r a c t i c a b l e ,  m a j o 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 r b a n  

a r e a s  a n d  n e w  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 i n d s ;

D B  I S  E N C L O S E D  B Y  M O U N T A I N S  !

W a t e r  Q u a l i t y  C o n s i d e r a t i o n s

2.3.4
It s h o u l d  b e  n o t e d  t h a t  t h e r e  is 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  t h e  c o a s t a l  w a t e r s  o f  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  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 l d  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 .

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  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  

a n 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 l o p m e n t  c o n t r o l s  is  p r a c t i c a b l e .  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  

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 i m i s e d .  A S  S A I D  : D B  I S  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  C o n s i d e r a t i o n s

2.3.6
I n  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 l d  b e  m a d e  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 i c 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  s o 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  a n d  t o  g i v e  r i s e  t o  s p e c i a l  r e q u i r 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 l d  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  i m p a c t s .

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  I T  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  , I S  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 .  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  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 已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 .

10
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  .

T H O M A S  G E B A U E R

o w n e r / r e s i d e n t

Thomas Gebauer
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I a m  a  P e n i n s u l a  V i l l a g e  o w n e r  c o n c e r n e d  b y  t h e  s e r i o u s  i m p l i c a t i o n s  o f  t h i s  A p p l i c a t i o n  t o  w h i c h  I h a v e  o b j e c t e  

i n  d e t a i l  o n  n u m e r o u s  o c c a s i o n s  f o r  t h e  p r e v i o u s  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  m e a s u r e ,  w i t h  t h e  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  al l  D B  r e s i d e n t s .

I a t t a c h  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 ,  w h i c h  a s  a  P e n i n s u l a  V i l l a g 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 a n y  o f  o w n  m y  c o n c e r n s :

- 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  w i t h  

r e s p e c t  t o  s e w e r a g e

- 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 .

30日12月2016年星期五0:47 5 8 3 5
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Application No. Y/I-DB/2 Area 6f - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - O B JE C T IO N
A P PLICAT IO N  Y_1-D B_2  Area 6f.pdf; B. P V O C  Fourth Comments on the Section 12A Application funher inform ation_ fina l.pdf

O n  t h e s e  g r o u n d s ,  a n d  o n  t h o s e  p r e v i o u s l y  l o d g e d  b y  m e  d u r i n g  t h e  t h r e e  p r e v i o u s  r o u n d s  o f  c o n s u l t a t i o n ,  I 

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

J a m e s  F e m i e

H a p p y  N e w  Y e a r  

E d
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for info Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/2 Area 6f

Thomas Gebauer

------Forw arded Messac
From:

To: T p 6 p d  < t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k >

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 4 : 5 2  

S u b j e c t :  A P P L I C A T I O N  Y / 1 - D B / 2  A r e a  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

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 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 owne^ 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 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 HKR .
3. Due to this unique situation, any changes must be judged by the TP B  / PLAND with a holistic 
view in mind ; this proposed development as well as the application Y/l-DB/3 Area 10b ...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 PERATIVE to look also at both current applications of the H KR together.
4.ln 6f it is proposed to built a sewage treatment plant Mon site1* and the effluent is planned to be 
" 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 STA  V ILLA G E.
5. We are living in the 21st century and Town Planning must be a forward looking endeavour.
丁〇 me it is outrageous to even consider in “ Asia's World Gity “ to put nowadays a sewage 
trestment pla门t into a housing development,
6. The effluent is planned to be discharged into the shoreline next to a housing development 
and to a communal beach which is used by DB residents and others for recreational purposes

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


this effluent is in addition 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 
situation " must be clearly addressed. In HK 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, it 
is important to consider" the straw which breaks the camel's back

8 The "sensitive receivers " the sea at the Discovery Bay would be ** typographically confined 
basin with limited dispersive capacityH 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 PLAND AND MY COM M ENTS IN R EG A R D  TO TH IS APPLICATION:
Aims of Environmental Planning
2 . 1.1 '
To achieve a better environment through planning....
NO B E TTER  ENVIRONM ENT
(a)
"to avoid creating new environmental problems....
TH E R E  A R E  ADDITIONAL PR O BLEM S
(b)
"to seize opportunities for environmental improvement....
NO O PPO RTU N ITY S E IZ E D  IN TH IS  D EV ELO PM EN T 
Proper land use planning,
⑻
proposed land uses in particular development areas are environmentally suitable;

(b) proposed land uses in the same development area are compatible with each 
other.… .TH E R E  IS NO N E C E S S IT Y  FO R  TH IS  D EV ELO PM EN T A S  PLANNED.
TH E H KR COM PANY HAS O TH ER  A LTER N A TIV ES IN DB THAN TO CO N V ER T G R E EN  
A R EA S INTO C O N C R E T E . IT IS A LSO  NOT COM PATIBLE , ALO N E FO R  TH E  SEW A G E 
TREATM ENT PLANT.
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 TH E  C A S E  WITH BOTH T H E  PLAN N ED  DB D EV ELO PM EN TS A S  A LSO  TH E  
PLANNED NEW W A STE HANDLING FO R  T H E  W HO LE OF DB , T R A N S F E R  AND 
D ISPO SA L
FA C ILIT IES A R E  C O M P LE TELY  IN ADEQU ATE AND ILL-PLA C ED  U NDER A PODIUM 
ST R U C TU R E. TH IS W AS A LR E A D Y  W RITTEN  IN P R E V IO U S COM M ENTS.
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 RITTEN A BO V E , DB HAS LIM ITED C A PA C ITY  TO A C C E P T  
A LR E A D Y  TH E  LIM ITS R EG A R D IN G  25.000 R E S ID E N T S  IN DICATE THAT.
TH E  TP B  M UST NOT F O R G E T  THAT S E R V IC E  FA C IL IT IES  A R E  A LSO  S T R E S S E D  
B E C A U S E  O F TH E  O FTEN  LA R G E IN FLU X OF V IS IT O R S  AND T O U R IST S  C R EA TIN G  
ENVIRO NM ENTAL DEGRADATIO N TO TH IS  CO N FIN ED  A R EA , T H E  N U M BERS A R E  IN 
ADDITION TO  TH E  R E S ID E N T S  IN T H IS  PLA C E.

Air Quality Considerations

2.3.2



A i r  q u a l i t y  is 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 .........

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  p r a c t i c a b l e ,  m a j o 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 r b a n  

a r e a s  a n d  n e w  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 i n d s ;

D B  I S  E N C L O S E D  B Y  M O U N T A I N S  I

W a t e r  Q u a l i t y  C o n s i d e r a t i o n s

2.3.4
It s h o u l d  b e  n o t e d  t h a t  t h e r e  is 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 门 i n  t h e  c o a s t a l  w a t e r s  o f  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  a r e  l i k e丨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 l d  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 .

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 门t w h i c h  c a u s e s  e i t h e r  c o 门flict 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  

a n 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 l o p m e n t  c o 门t r o l s  is p r a c t i c a b l e • 丁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  

J 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  is m a x i m i s e d .  A S  S A I D  : D B  I S  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  C o n s i d e r a t i o n s

2.3.6
I n  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 l d  b e  m a d e  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 i c 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  s o 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 门c e s  a n d  t o  g i v e  r i s e  t o  s p e c i a l  r e q u i r 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 l d  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  i m p a c t s .

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  I T  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  , I S  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 .  I T  W A S  W R I T T E N  A L R E A D Y  A 巳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  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  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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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 December 2016 we, the Parkvale Village Owner's Committee (PVOC), a 
body of owners in Parkvale Village in Discovery Bay (DB) elerted 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 ,lTo Amend Discovery Bay Outline Zoning 
Plan for rezoning the permissible use from staff quarters to flats at Area 6f, Discovery BayH. 
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 uln 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 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 now proposed to be catered by on-site sewage treatment facilities/'

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. 32u.

PV'OC Comments on Application number: Y/I*DB/2
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Furthermore, as we have pointed out, HKR has no alternative but to build a standalone S*PA/ 
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 governm ent bureaux and departments are not misled 
by the HKR statement in M asterplan Limited#s letter that u \ n  a d d i t i o 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 l e ,  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  I n f r a s t r u c t u r e  w o u l d  

b e  i n s i g n i f i c a n t " .  This is irrelevant as governm ent facilities are not available; and w ill not 
be available in the potential tim eline of both the Area 6f and Area 10b projects. Public 
comments have to be subm itted in accordance with TPB Guideline No. 30B ^Guidelines -  
for submission of comments on various applications under the Tow n Planning Ordinance^. 
The PVOC considers that this fourth subm ission from the PVOC has again properly 
complied with TPB Guideline No. 30B, w hereas the Subm ission of Further Inform ation 
from HKR does not.

PRINCIPAL CONCERNS W ITH 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 com m unity and people most affected by its proposal.

B. Public Consultation is inadequate and non-transparent.

C. Consultation with all relevant governm ent departments and bureaux has been 
inadequate and incomplete.

D. A Risk Assessment has not been undertaken.

E. HKR#s responses to governm ent department comments have been inadequate and 
evasive. It cannot be acceptable in a public consultation exercise for the applicant alone 
to decide what is com m ercially 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 
t o  b e  c o m p r e h e n s i v e .

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 inform ation 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 lim it 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 treatm ent 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 ,fis considered not an efficient sewage planning strategy,\

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 an W ater 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 w ater from the DB reservoir.

I. No inform ation 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 OB 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 
developm ent 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. O w nership 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). 
Furtherm ore, 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. Diagram s 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
subm ission should also read our previous submissions if they have not already done so.

In this subm ission  we address concerns arising from  HKR#s latest submission and from
HKR's intention to build a standalone sewage treatm ent works in Area 6f.

SEW AG E TREA TM EN T

All the concerns and com m ents 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 M o d e l l i n g  Scenarios of S e w a g e  P rocessing a n d  Effluent Discharge.

G. Inefficient Sewage Planning Strategy* Confirmed by HKfVs 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 SJW . •
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 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 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 Inform ation 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 num ber; 
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 sm all sewage treatm ent facilities 
on Lantau Island and Outlying Islands, HKK 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 ftMoreover, the 
operation of the STW shall also apply for a discharge licence from the relevant authority 
before the operation of the STW/* 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 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. 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

5
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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 follow ing 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. Norm ally 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  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 im pression to the TPB, EPD, 
etc. that it will build a gravity pipe, which would presum ably put the sewage 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. HKR is proposing to discharge treated sewage from  Area 6f into the marine waters 
adjacent to the ferry pier w ithout the need of a m arine 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 m etres 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 environm entally 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 harm ful algae 
("red tides"), particularly in shallow coastal areas (see page 170 of ''Harm ful Algae",



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'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 T!Ns 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. E x e c u t i v e  SurrmBry -  “ 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  下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. 6.3.1.5 -  , f 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 i l l  l o w , ”

c. 6.4.1.1; 7.3.1.4; 8 .1.2.1 -  HT 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 / '

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 
Ho 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,?  Thus the previous version tried to downplay 
the likely occurrence of red tides/ w hilst 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 Mt h e  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  in  t h e  v i c in 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  in  S S ,  E. c o l i  a n d  U f A u 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:

PVCC Comments on Applicacion number： Y/l-DB/2
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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 this type of 
model was used and its reliability.

3. Paragraph 4.3.1.2 of the Technical Note on Water Quality states w77?e exit of the gravity 
sewage pipe into sea is near surface.** However, in each of the CORMIX scenarios, under
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" B u o y a n c y  a s s e s s m e n f ,  it is stated that f , 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  

P O S IT IV E L Y  B U O Y A N T  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 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 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 
u 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 B 1.

5. The full name 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 T .  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 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 H . Furthermore, 
paragraph 5.6.2.2 of HKR's Study on Drainage, Sewerage and Water Supply Systems 
for Area 6f notes that u 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 y .  Paragraph 5.6.4.1 also notes that a local STW may 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 n .

b. /rT h f 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 ” . (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 EfA 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  u 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 MA 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 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 id 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 in g  

s t r a t e g y .

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 backups 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.

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 63.2.1 of the latest Further 
Information which implies that sewage will only be moved on the basis of a quarter of a 
da/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

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. 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 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 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 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

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
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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 OSD 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 i g n e d  o n  b e h a l f  o f  th e  P V O C :  • D a t e :

29 December 2016

Mr. Kenneth J. Bradley J.P.
Parkvale Village Owners Committee Chairman
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Nigel J  H Reid

Comments on the Second Further Inform ation Subm itted in 
Support of Section 12A Application Number Y /I-D B /2  (the 
”Application") to amend Discovery Bay Outline Zoning Plan for 
rezoning the perm issible use from  staff quarters to residential 
flats in Area 6f, behind Parkvale Village (''Parkvale") D iscovery  
Bay (''DB").

SUMMARY
M y  s u b m i s s i o n  c o m m e n t s  o n  t h e  l a t e s t  -  a n d  c o n t i n u e d  i n a d e q u a t e  -  p u r p o r t e d  

' ' F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n "  ( p u b l i s h e d  b y  t h e  T P B  o n  9  D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 6 )  i n  s u p p o r t  o f  

t h e  A p p l i c a t i o n ,  s u b m i t t e d  o n  b e h a l f  o f  H o n g  K o n g  R e s o r t s  (、' H K R 〃 ） o n  2 8  

N o v e m b e r  2 0 1 6 .  I c o n t i n u e  t o  o b j e c t  t o  t h e  A p p l i c a t i o n  a n d  r e q u e s t  i t s  r e f u s a l .

T h i s  s u b m i s s i o n  a r i s e s  f r o m  m y  o w n e r s h i p  o f  p r o p e r t i e s  i n  b o t h  P a r k v a l e ,  

i m m e d i a t e l y  a d j a c e n t  t o  t h e  6 f  a r e a ,  a n d  H i l l g r o v e  V i l l a g e  w h i c h  n e i g h b o u r s  

P a r k v a l e  a n d  w i l l  a l s o  b e  a d v e r s e l y  a f f e c t e d  b y  t h e  p r o p o s e d  c o n s t r u c t i o n  a n d  

e s p e c i a l l y  t h e  l a c k  o f  p r o p e r  s e w e r a g e  t r e a t m e n t  p r o p o s a l s .

R e g r e t t a b l y ,  t h e  i m m u t a b l e  f a c t  r e m a i n s  t h a t  n o  c h a n g e s  o f  a n y  s u b s t a n c e  h a v e  

b e e n  m a d e  b y  t h i s  l a t e s t ' ' F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n " ,  t o  t h e  s e c o n d  a n d  t h i r d  F u r t h e r  

I n f o r m a t i o n  ' ' b i t e s  a t  t h e  c h e r r y "  s u b m i t t e d  b y  H K R  i n  J u n e  a n d  O c t o b e r  20 16 . 

I n d e e d  a s  H K R ' s  a g e n t  M a s t e r P l a n  a d m i t s  i n  t h i s  l a t e s t  s u b m i s s i o n  o n  b e h a l f  o f  

H K R :  ' 'T h is  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 l ic a 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 !  c h a n g e  id e n t if ie d  in  th e  T P B  G u id e lin e  N o . 3 ? f,.

PREVIOUS SUBMISSIONS BY MYSELF AND OTHERS IDENTIFIED 
NUMEROUS LEGITIMATE CONCERNS AND REASONS FOR THE TPB 
REFUSING THE APPLICATION. THESE CONCERNS REMAIN 
UNANSWERED AND, THEREFORE, THE FAILURE TO ANSWER SUCH 
APPROPRIATELY IN THE LATEST ''FURTHER INFORMATION#,- 
PARTICULARLY THOSE RELATING TO SEWERAGE - WOULD CONTINUE 
TO O BLIG ETH ETPBTO R EFU SETH EAPPLICATIO N AN D TH R O W ITO U T.

I s t r o n g l y  u r g e  t h e  T P B  t o  v i s i t  D B  a n d  w o r k  w i t h  t h e  v a r i o u s  c o m m u n i t y  

r e s i d e n t s '  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  s o  a s  t o  p r o p e r l y  u n d e r s t a n d  t h e  s i g n i f i c a n c e  a n d  

i m p o r t a n c e  o f  t h e  i s s u e s  r a i s e d .  F u r t h e r  d e t a i l e d  c o m m e n t s  a r e  s e t  o u t  i n  

A p p e n d i x  A , b e l o w .  •

R e s p e c t f u l l y  s u b m i t t e d :  N i g e l  J  H  R e i d



Appendix A

UNANSW ERED -  OR UNANSWERABLE -  OBJECTIONS RAISED  
S u c h  concerns a n d  objections include, inter-alia:

Unanswered pedestrian area, Parkvale road and access safety issues
• N o  detail about the construction of the building site access road through 

Parkvale is provided. This is a fatal flaw omission.

• T h e  proposed d e v e l o p m e n t  of 6f raises n u m e r o u s  health and safety issues 

arising from unsuitable access to the 6f site notably: that part of Parkvale Drive 

which is designed as a pedestrian p a v e m e n t  under B D  regulations a n d  the 

effect of additional construction a n d  operational traffic on it; the obvious width 

constraints of Parkvale Drive which limit the ability of larger vehicles, including 

buses a n d  construction vehicles, to pass o n e  another; the potential lack of 

e m e r g e n c y  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 a n d  the 

public.

• A s  pointed out in m y  original submission which contained several photos an d  

videos illustrating the very real dangers, H K R  continues to fail to 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 a n d  the

Parkvale community.

Sew erage discharge health issues
• A  s e w a g e  treatment works (Works) is to be included in Area 6f with ultimate 

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. HKR's submitted 

c o m m e n t s  m a k e  it d ear that the latter is the intended a p p r o a c h  which will (a) 

result in noxious odours for the Parkvale and Hillgrove Village residents; a n d  (b) 

increase the probability of m o r e  frequent red tide in D B  waters which are 

regrettably already a witnessed feature by myself in the N i m  S h u  W a n  B a y  on 

the South Side of DB. T h e  main b a y  of D B  - w h e r e  the s e w e r a g e  will ultimately 

be discharged - has ever since the creation of D B  be e n  used as a beach, 

s w i m m i n g  and sailing area. To discharge s e w e r a g e  into this area will likely 

deprive the D B  c o m m u n i t y  of o n e  of it's m o s t  important features.

• T h e  nullah next to Hillgrove village is part of a water run off s y s t e m  designed to 

cope with excess rain waters in the D B  reservoir a n d  run off waters f r o m  the 

mounta i n o u s  landscape leading u p  to the reservoir. Parts of it, particularly 

around the Hillgrove Village boun d a r y  are often used by residents a n d  their pets 

as a recreation area w h e n  safe to d u e  so. W h e n  h e a v y  rain falls, particularly in 

•Amber, Red a n d  Black falls it quickly fills u p  a n d  develops into a raging torrent. 

Adding s e w e r a g e  to the throughput in such conditions raises i m m e n s e  health 

issues. At the m o m e n t  the infrasructure only has to c ope with natural e l ements 

e.g., rainwater water a n d  foliage which already block u p  the s y s t e m  in e x t r e m e  

conditions. Adding sewerage a n d  other liquid discharge will introduce e l ements 

it w a s  not designed to deal with, with all the attendent c o n s e q u e n c e s  of not 

being fit for purpose.

* Not suprisingly, in a w e a k  attempt to d o d g e  the fit for p u rpose a n d  health 

issues HKR's consultants say that a comprehensive, a n d  m o r e  costly s e w e r a g e



proposal 7s considered not an efficient sewage planning strategy''. This totally 
fails to respect the living conditions and health of the existing residents w h o  will 

be adversely affected.

Misleading water supply assertions/representations
• H K R  misleads the T P B  by saying there are two water supply options. Because 

the G o v e r n m e n t  has confirmed that its facilities at the Siu Ho W a n  (、' S H W 〃） 

Water Treatment W o r k s  and the S H W  Fresh W a t e r  P u m p i n g  Station are not 

available, there is only one option, which is a potable water supply to be 

provided by re-opening the .16 year defunct D B  potable water treatment plant 

and sourcing water from the D B  reservoir.

• While this m a y  be feasible, it should be noted that the current D B  residents 

have paid the G o v e r n e m e n t  directly for potable water for years n o w  a n d  only 

contribute to the cost of untreated flushing and cleaning water in the D B  water 

station. W e r e  any approval for 6f to be given, it should be a condition that all 

incremental costs of providing potable water should be certified independently 

by the auditors of the D B  city accounts and be charged soley to the 6f 

residents.

Other utilities -  impact thereon and safety concerns 
• No information is provided regarding the provision of other utilities to Area 6f 

and h o w  it will affect Parkvale, Hillgrove or other nearby villages such as B e a c h  

Village, despite the October Further Information A n n e x  C  paragraph 2.1.1.4 

stating that a key element of the d e v elopment is the provision of utilities. 

Furthermore, there is no reference to the ageing DB LPG gas system 
which has recently suffered an explosion which is the subject of 
investigations by EMSD and FSD.

Slope safety issues
• Despite the fact that M A J O R  slope safety works h a v e  b e e n  found necessary 

behind Hillgrove Village which area neighbours the 6f area, slope safety of the 

6f area, has b e e n  ignored, notwithstanding that A n n e x  C  paragraph 2.1.1.4 

states that a key elem e n t  of the de v e l o p m e n t  is site foundation. H K R  continues 

to ignore C E D D ' s  request of H K R  to assess the geotechnical feasibility of the 

proposed d e v e l o p m e n t  and to submit a Geotechnical Planning R e v i e w  Report.

Access and Ow nership issues
• HKR's legal right to use Parkvale Drive as a m e a n s  of access to a developed 6f 

Area is disputed. This is a separate issue to the road a n d  traffic safety issues 

during any proposed construction period, and could result in a landlocked 6f 

Area post development.

Inaccurate population estim ates
• Discovery B a y  planning controls of Discovery Bay h a v e  been ignored in respect 

of the Master Plan (MP) and Outline Z o n e  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 C o v e n a n t  (DMC).



5 8 3 6

* A p a r t  f r o m  b e i n g  i n c o m p l e t e ,  i n a c c u r a t e  a n d  u n r e l i a b l e ,  H K R  h a s  a  c o n f l i c t  o f  

i n t e r e s t  r e g a r d i n g  p o p u l a t i o n  d a t a ,  i n  t h a t  c u r r e n t  f i g u r e s  a r e  p r o v i d e d  b y  i t s  

w h o l l y  o w n e d  s u b s i d i a r y ,  D B  S e r v i c e s  M a n a g e m e n t  L i m i t e d .  A s  I h a v e  p o i n t e d  

o u t  b e f o r e ,  T h e  p o p u l a t i o n  d a t a  H K R  r e l i e s  o n  a s  r e g a r d s  t h e  s v e r a l  f l a t s  I o w n  

i s  c o m p l e t e l y  w r o n g !  F u r t h e r m o r e  H K R ' s  e s t i m a t e s  a r e  f l a w e d  a n d  i n c o n s i s t e n t  

w i t h  t h e i r  o w n  w e b s i t e .

Process and transparency
• I n a d e q u a t e  a n d  u n r e l i a b l e  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  h a s  b e e n  

s u b m i t t e d .  F o r  e x a m p l e  H K R  h a s  s u b m i t t e d  s t u d i e s  a n d  p a p e r s  a n d  n o t  i m p a c t  

a s s e s s m e n t s ,  i n  a  b l a t e n t  a t t e m p t  t o  a v o i d  h a v i n g  t o  s t u d y  t h e  i m p a c t  o n  t h e  

D B  c o m m u n i t y  t h e  p e o p l e  m o s t  a f f e c t e d  b y  i t s  p r o p o s a l .

• 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 o n s u l t a t i o n  w i t h  t h e  D B  c o m m u n i t y  a n d  w i d e r  

c o m m u n i t y  a t  l a r g e .  M a n y  s u b m i s s i o n s  t h a t  p u r p o r t  a p p r o v a l  f o r  t h e  A p p l i c a t i o n  

a r e  p r o v i d e d  b y  H K R  e m p l o y e e s  a n d  c o m m e r c i a l  t e n a n t s .  T h e r e  i s  o f  c o u r s e  t h e  

o n g o i n g  m a t t e r  o f  f r a u d u l e n t  l e t t e r s  o f  s u p p o r t  s u b m i t t e d  i n  t h e  n a m e  o f  t h e  D B  

D i s t r i c t  C o u n c e l l o r .

• I n a d e q u a t e  a n d  i n c o m p l e t e  c o n s u l t a t i o n  w i t h  t h e  a p p r o p r i a t e  G o v e r n m e n t  

d e p a r t m e n t s .

• E v a s i v e ,  i n c o m p l e t e  a n d  i r r e l e v a n t  r e s p o n s e s  b y  H K R  t o  G o v e r n m e n t  

D e p a r t m e n t  A p p l i c a t i o n  c o m m e n t s .

• U n a c c e p t a b l e  p r o c e s s :  I t  i s  n o t  a c c e p t a b l e  i n  t h i s  c o n s u l t a t i o n  e x e r c i s e  f o r  t h e  

A p p l i c a n t  t o  u n i l a t e r a l l y  d e c i d e  w h a t  i s  c o m m e r c i a l l y  s e n s i t i v e  a n d  t o  k e e p  t h a t  

i n f o r m a t i o n  f r o m  p u b l i c  r e v i e w  a n d  c o m m e n t .  A l l  i n f o r m a t i o n  p r o v i d e d  b y  t h e  

A p p l i c a n t  m u s t  b e  p l a c e d  i n  t h e  p u b l i c  d o m a i n  s o  it c a n  b e  c o n s i d e r e d  a n d  

c o m m e n t e d  o n  if a p p r o p r i a t e .

e n d
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A p p l i c a t i o n  N o .  Y / l - D B / 2  A r e a  6 f  - 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 o r k v a l e V i l l o 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 \ j  

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  life .

I  a t t a c h  B . P V O C  c o m m e n t s  o n  4 t h  ap p l i c a t i o n  a n d  A p p l i c a t i o n  V - D B  3  1 0 b  P D F  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 r  

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 i  

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

- P a r k v a i 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 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

M a r i a  D a k i n



for info Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/2 Area 6f

Thomas Gebauer

—— F o r

F r o m :

T o :  T p b p d  < t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k >

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 4 : 5 2  

S u b j e c t :  A P P L I C A T I O N  Y / 1 - D B / 2  A r e a  6 f

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

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 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 owne^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 (he 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/3 Area 10b ...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 PERATIVE to look also at both current applications of the HKR together.
4.In 6f it is proposed to built a sewage treatment plant Mon site" and the effluent is planned to b6 
° 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 TA  V ILLA G E.
5. 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 H Asia's World C ity" to put nowadays a sewage 
treatment plant into a housing development,
6. The effluent is planned to be discharged into the shoreline next to a housing development 
and to a communal beach which is used by DB residents and others for recreational purposes

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


this effluent is in addition 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 uas is 
situation H must be clearly addressed. 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, it 
is important to consider" the straw which breaks the camel's backM. '

8 The "sensitive 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 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)
"to avoid creating new environmental problems....
TH E R E  A R E ADDITIONAL PROBLEM S
(b)
"to seize opportunities for environmental improvement....
NO OPPORTUNITY SE IZED  IN THIS DEVELOPM ENT 
Proper land use planning,
(a)
proposed land uses in particular development areas are environmentally suitable;

(b) proposed land uses in the same development area are compatible with each 
other..… TH ER E IS NO N E C E SS IT Y  FO R THIS DEVELOPM ENT AS PLANNED.
THE HKR COMPANY HAS O THER ALTERN ATIVES IN DB THAN TO CONVERT GREEN 
A R EA S INTO CO N CRETE. IT IS A LSO  NOT COMPATIBLE t ALONE FOR THE SEW AGE 
TREATM ENT PLANT. •
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 NOT THE C A SE  WITH BOTH TH E PLANNED DB DEVELOPM ENTS AS ALSO  THE 
PLANNED NEW W ASTE HANDLING FO R THE W HOLE OF DB , TRA N SFER AND 
D ISPO SA L
FACILIT IES A R E CO M PLETELY INADEQUATE AND ILL-PLACED UNDER A PODIUM 
STRU CTU RE. THIS WAS A LREA D Y W RITTEN IN PREVIO U S COMMENTS.
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 CEPT 
A LR EA D Y THE LIMITS REGARDING 25.000 R ESID EN TS INDICATE THAT.
TH E TPB MUST NOT FO RG ET THAT S E R V IC E  FA CILITIES ARE ALSO  S T R E S S E D  
B E C A U SE OF THE OFTEN LA RG E INFLUX OF VISITO RS AND TO U RISTS CREATING 
ENVIRONMENTAL DEGRADATION TO THIS CONFINED AREA, THE NUMBERS A R E IN 
ADDITION TO TH E R ESID EN TS IN THIS PLACE.

Air Quality Considerations



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 IT E  S E W A G E  TR E A TM EN T O D O U R S O F D IF F E R E N T  KIND M UST 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;
DB IS  E N C L O S E D  B Y  M OUNTAINS !

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  I N  M I N D  .

2 . 3 . 5

Any development which causes either conflict with the constraints or damage of the resources 
and am e门 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  SA ID  : DB IS A  
T O P O G R A P H IC A L L Y  C O N FIN E D  BA SIN  W ITH LIM ITED  D IS P E R S IV E  CAPACITY.

W aste 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 EW  S P A C E  U N D E R  A  PODIUM  S T R U C T U R E  FO R  W A STE  HANDLING ( 
T H E  A P P L IC A N T  NO W  C A L L S  IT  R E F U S E  R E C E IV IN G  STATIO N  PLA N N ED  FO R  T H E  
W H O LE  O F DB , IS  T O T A L L Y  IN A D EQ U A TE F O R  T H E  P R E S E N T  AND M UST B E  M O RESO  
F O R  T H E  F U T U R E . IT  W A S W R IT T E N  A L R E A D Y  A B O U T  IT.
A L S O  T H E  P LA N N E D  S P A C E  F O R  W A S T E  H A N D LIN G  F A C IL IT IE S  CA N N O T BE
C O M P A T B L E  W ITH T H E  P H IL O S O P H Y  O F W A S T E  -H A N D LIN G  SEPA R A TIN G
S O R T IN G  F O R  R E C Y C L IN G  A N D  R E -U S E .

IN C O N C L U S IO N  I S T R O N G L Y  O B JE C T  TO  T H IS  A P P L IC A T IO N  . 
TH O M A S G E B A U E R

Thom as Gebauer



Parkvale Village Owners' Committee
Com m ents on the Second Further Information Subm itted 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 u T o  A m e n d  D i s c o v e r y  B a 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 ib l e  u s e  f r o m  s t a f f  q u a r t e r s  to  f l a t s  a t  A r e a  6f, D i s c o v e r y  B a y u , 

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 ft!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  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 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 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 )  to  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 )  i s  

m in im 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 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 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 lu 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  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 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 ie s / *

The reality, however, which the TPB and relevant departments, su<?h 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, ifT h l 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  in  t h e  T P B  G u id e l i n e  N o ,  3 2 u ,
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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 b e  a  commitment, one which would be sub optimal, defective 
in many ways and not acceptable to both government and the DB community.

Jt 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^ letter that Ml n  a d d i t i o 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 l e ,  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  I n f r a s t r u c t u r e  w o u l d  

b e  i n s i g n i f i c 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 
comments have to be submitted in accordance with TPB Guideline No. 30B ^Guidelines -  
for submission of comments on various applications under the Town Planning Ordinancew. 
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.

P R I N C I P A L  C O N C E R N S  W I T H  T H E  A P P L I C A T I O 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 17〇m2 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



PVOC Comments on Application number： Y/I-OB/2

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.gv red tide in Discovery Bay waters. Not surprisingly HKR's consultants 
say that the sewage proposal #//s considered not an efficient sewage planning strategy".

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 U 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.

We provided further details of these concerns in our previous submission. Readers of this
subm ission should also read our previous submissions if they have not already done so.

In this subm ission we address concerns arising from HKR's latest submission and from
HKRfs intention to build a standalone sewage treatment works in Area 6f.

S E W A G E  T R E A T M E N T

All the concerns and comments submitted to the TPB in respect of sewage treatment
processing and discharge continue to be ignored.



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 L ic e n c e .'
D. Discharge of Sewage by Open Nulfah.
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 a n d  Oper a t i n g  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 no 
alternative but to build a separate sewage treatment works (STW) in Area 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

PVOC Comments on .Application number: Y/I-DB/2
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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 a p p r o priate 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 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 61, 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.n 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 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 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 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 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 A lg a e '
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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'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 miDre 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  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  In  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. 6.3.1.5 -  u 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 id e  

i s  s t 川  l 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  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  in  T I N  a n d  T P  a r e  m in im iz 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 HKR on 28 November 2016. - Why 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 / * ?  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 t h a t  ' ft h e  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  i n  t h e  v i c in 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  in  c o m p l i a n c e  w i t h  W Q O s  in  S S , £  c o l i  a n d  U I A f, are based on 
m odelled 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 
ad jacentto  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 this type of 
model was used and its reliability.

feline, ^ ^ P m e n u ：：：̂. f〇r
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"Buoyancy, assessmenf, it is stated that ^The effluent density is less than the 
surrounding ambient water density ot the discharge level. Therefore, the effluent is 
POSITIVELY BUOYANT and will tend to rise towards the surfaced This means that the 
sewage effluent w川 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 out in Appendix D MCORMlX model output* 
to the Revised Technical Note on Water Quality ahd, as mentioned in paragraph F2 
above, are exactly the same as in the October Further Information. To the layman, the 
results are probabfy 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 
u R E M I N D E R :  The user must take note that HYDRODYNAMIC MODELUNG by any known 
technique is NOTAN EXACT SCIENCE.

5. The full name of the model is "CORMIX MIXING ZONE EXPERT SYSTEM Version 5.0GT 
HYDROl: Version-5.0.1.0 December, 200T\ 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. EPO 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 ''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 nThis 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 
strateg/\ 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 hove impacts on both water quality and marine 
ecology. AH these would require a quantitative water quality model to be established 
for assessment os part of the subsequent EIAU. (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 E!A 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 uRevised Study on 
Drainage, Sewage and Water Suppl/*t paragraph 5.6.1.4, stated that uAs this new 
DBSTW will only treat sewage from 2 single residential towers for 476 units at Area



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 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. 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” 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 dearly 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.

3二 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 1HKR 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.

J. SEWAGE FROM WORKFORCE 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

PVOC Comments on Applicacion number： Y/I-D3/2

10



PVOC Conjments on Application number： Y/I-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. M ANAGEMENT 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 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 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. Jn 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 develbped so diligently over the last 30 
years by governm ent, 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 ow ners and residents 
of Parkvale Village, especially the totally unacceptable and sub optim al com m itm ent to 
build a standalone STW with discharge by open nullah directly p a st apartm ents 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 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 subm issions, HKR ’s 
application continues to be deficient in many ways. So again, we consider that the Tow n 
Planning Board is in no other position than to reject H KR^ 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

cn
c o

c o

- s i
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A p p l i c a t i o n  N o .  Y / I - D B / 2  A r e a  6 f  -  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 o 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 o 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 . P V O C  c o m m e n t s  o n  4 t h  a p p l i c a t i o n  a n d  A p p l i c a t i o n  Y - D B  3  1 0 b  P D F  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

- 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 a t e d  2 8 t h  D e c e m b e r . !  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

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


M  Gmail

for info Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/2 Area 6f
29 December 2016 at 

08:34

Thom as Gebauer

From:
To: Tp b p d  < tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk>
Sent: Wednesday, 28 December 2016, 14:52 
Subject: A P P L IC A T IO N  Y/1-DB/2 Area 6f

丁he 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

(m io  with thousa门ds of owners are bound together by a Deed of Mutual Covenant.
2. Discovery Bay (DB) is a UNIQUE development in HongKong . quasi an enclave , isptated 
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 
the way of life are proposed for this special enclave/environment as done by the 
^registered owner"1 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 
to the T P B  as what are the wishes of the many DB owners, leaving aside the various large, 
mainly commercia丨 entities and spaces owned by the developer, the HKR .
3. Due to this unique situation, any changes must be judged by the TP B  / PLAND with a holistic 
view in mind ; this proposed development as well as the application Y/l-DB/3 Area 10b ...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 PER A TIV E to look also at both current applications of the H KR 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  V ILLA G E.
5. 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 41 Asia's World C ity u to put nowadays a sewage 
treatment plant into a housing development,
6. The effluent is planned to be discharged into the shoreline next to a housing development 
and to a communal beach which is used by DB residents and others for recreational purposes

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


this effluent is in addition 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 
situation " must be clearly addressed. 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, it 
is important to consider" the straw which breaks the camel's back **.

8 The “sensitive receivers " the sea at the Discovery Bay would be “ typographically confined 
basin with limited dispersive capacity" thus effluent must be considered as "potentially 
polluting1' .
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 w.
9
From PLAND AND MY COMMENTS IN REGARD TO THIS APPLICATION:
Aims of 已nvironmenta丨 Planning
2 . 1.1
To achieve a better environment through planning....
NO BETTER ENVIRONMENT
⑻
"to avoid creating new environmental problems....
TH ERE A RE ADDITIONAL PROBLEM S
⑼
"to seize opportunities for environmental improvement....
NO OPPORTUNITY SE IZED  IN THIS DEVELOPM ENT 
Proper land use planning,
⑻
proposed land uses in particular development areas are environmentally suitable;

(b) proposed land uses in the same development area are compatible with each 
other… TH ER E IS NO N E C E SS ITY  FOR THIS DEVELOPM ENT AS PLANNED.
THE HKR COMPANY HAS O THER ALTERNATIVES IN DB THAN TO CONVERT GREEN 
A REA S INTO CO N CRETE. IT IS ALSO  NOT COMPATIBLE , ALONE FOR THE SEWAGE 
TREATM ENT PLANT.
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 NOT THE C A SE  WITH BOTH THE PLANNED DB DEVELOPM ENTS AS ALSO THE 
PLANNED NEW W ASTE HANDLING FOR THE WHOLE OF DB , TRA N SFER AND 
DISPO SAL •
FACILITIES A R E COM PLETELY INADEQUATE AND ILL-PLACED UNDER A PODIUM 
STRU CTU RE. THIS WAS A LREAD Y WRITTEN IN PREVIOUS COMMENTS.
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;
AS W RITTEN ABO VE , DB HAS LIMITED CAPACITY TO A C CEPT 
A LREA D Y TH E LIMITS REGARDING 25.000 RESID EN TS INDICATE THAT.
THE TPB MUST NOT FO RG ET THAT SER V IC E FACILITIES ARE ALSO STR ESSED  
BECA U SE OF THE OFTEN LARGE INFLUX OF VISITORS AND TOURISTS CREATING 
ENVIRONMENTAL DEGRADATION-TO THIS CONFINED AREA, THE NUMBERS ARE IN 
ADDITION TO TH E RESID EN TS 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 IT E  S E W A G E  T R EA T M EN T  O D O U R S  O F D IF FER EN T  KIND  M U ST  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 ILL BE  R EM O V ED . .
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  E N C L O S E D  BY  M O U N TA IN 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 i门 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  TO K E E P  IN M IN D  .
2.3.5
Any development which causes either conflict with the constraints or damage of the resources 
and amenity areas should be avoided, u门less 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  SA ID  : DB  IS  A  
T O P O G R A P H IC A L L Y  C O N F IN E D  B A S IN  W ITH  L IM ITED  D IS P E R S IV E  CAPACITY.

W aste 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 consideratio门 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 IU M  S T R U C T U R E  FO R  W A ST E  HANDLING  ( 
T H E  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  STATION PLA N N ED  FO R THE  
W H O L E  O F  D B  , IS  TOTALLY IN A D E Q U A T E  F O R  T H E  P R E S E N T  AN D  M U ST  BE M O R E SO  
F O R  T H E  FU TU RE. IT W A S  W R IT 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 IN G  FAC IL IT IES  CA N N O T  BE  
C O M P A T IB L E  W ITH  T H E  P H IL O S O P H Y  O F  W A S T E  -H A N DL IN G  r  SEP A RA T IN G  
S O R T IN G  F O R  R E C Y C L IN G  A N D  R E -U SE .
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Parkvale Village Owners/ Committee
Com m ents on the Second Further Inform ation Subm itted in Support of 
Section 12A Application Num ber Y/l-D B/2 to am end D iscovery Bay Outline 
Zoning Plan for rezoning the permissible use from staff quarters to flats at 
A rea 6f, Discovery Bay.

IN TRO DU CTION

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 Umited#s (HKR) Section 12A Application MTo Amend Discovery Bay Outline Zoning 
Plan for rezoning the permissible use from staff quarters to flats at Area 6f, Discovery Bayn. 
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 INFORM ATION

The Further Information submitted by HKR comprises:

1. Masterplan UmitecTs covering letter.
2. Revised Environmental Study (Executive Summary, Chapters 6, 7 and 8).
3. Revised Technical Note on Water Q u a lity ..

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 Mln 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 STWt 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 now proposed to be cotered 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, "This 
information clarifies and supplements the application, and does not constitute a material 
change identified in the TPB Guideline No. 32M.
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Furthermore, as w e  h a v e  pointed out, HKR has n o  alternative but to build a standalone S T W  

in Area 6f as the Siu Ho Wan sewage treatment facilities are not available. S o  a S T W  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 com巾unity.

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 at) government bureaux and departments are not misled 
by the HKR statement in Masterplan Limited^ letter that f,ln 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 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.

PR IN C IPA L CO N CER N S W ITH  TH E A PP LIC A T IO 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 6FA 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 ansing 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 cf 
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 "Is 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 (SMWWTW) 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 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.

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.
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 SM P", 
which includes DB.

2. All the HKR submissions consistently make no mention of the Outlying Islands SM P, 
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 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 alt 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 
nonulation eauivalent. 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. APPUCATION 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/1 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 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 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 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 9X 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^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 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 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.M

c. 6.4.1.1; 7.3.1.4; 8.1.2.1 -  MThe 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 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 unlikel/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 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  in  t h e  v i c in 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  in  S S ,  E. c o l i  a n d  U I A n 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:

PVOC Comments on Applicscion number： Y/I-DB/2
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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, CORM1X. 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 consuftants 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 KThe exit of the gravity 
sewage pipe into sea is near surfaced However, in each of the CORMIX 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 " 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

surrounding ambient water density at the discharge level. Therefore, the effluent is 
P 0 5 / 7 7 V T Z T  St/OViA/VT* crnrf iv"/ fenrf to towcrrrfj f/7e This m e a n s  t h a t  t h e

sewage effluent w川 b e  v e r y  visible n e a r  a n d  o n  t h e  s e a  surface, as Hlustrated 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  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  HC 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 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 re exactly t h e  s a m e  as in t h e  O c t o b e r  F u r t h e r  I nformation. T o  t h e  l a y m a n ,  t h e  

results are 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 t o  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  

^REMINDER: T h e  u s e r  m u s t  t a k e  n o t e  t h a t  HYDRODYNAMIC MODELLING b y  a n y  k n o w n  

technique is NOT AN EXACT SCIENCES

5. T h e  full n a m e  of t h e  m o d e l  is HC 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 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 

ver 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  o f  9 

years, as a result of its u s age, 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  that C O R M I X  versi 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  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  f o r  a n y  study.

6. 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  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  co 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.iii o f  its original application, t h a t  ^ 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  in  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 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 ,\  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  NT 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 / ,t 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. ' '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 I A n . ( 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 u d y /

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. 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 u b m i s s i o n .  Sin 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 i y ,,/ 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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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  

strategy*’ •
H. EMERGENCY ARRANGEM ENTS FOR WHEN THE STW  BREAKS DOWN INCLUDING 

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  t h a t  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  s u b 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  to t h e  existing s y s t e m  (i.e. t o  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  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 ,  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  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 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  s e v e r e l y  cha l l e n g e d .

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. A l s o  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 t o  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  req u i r e  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  t o  

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 u c k  calculation is c o n s i d e r e d  t o  b e  m o r e  

r e p 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 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 t h a t  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  i nvolve 

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

l. All o f  P a r k v a l e  Village will b e  affec t e d  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  6.2.1.3 of t h e  latest 

F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  states t h a t  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 
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 Hln 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 os stipulated in the 
operation and maintenance manuar.

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 LU SIO 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 HKR7 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 D ecem ber 2016

Mr. Kenneth i. Bradley J.P.
Parkvale Village Owners Committee Chairman

c n

G D

C O

CO
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The S e c r e t a r ia t  
Town P lan n in g  Board
1 5 /F , N o rth  P o in t Government O f f ic e s  
333 Java Road, N orth  P o in t  
(V ia  e m a il:  tpbpd@ pland• g o v • hlc)

D ear S i r s ,  •

R e ； A p p lic a tio n  No. Y /I-D B /2 Area 6 f - amendments d a ted  2 9 th  November 2016

A s I am a Parkvale 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 strongly 
object to this retrograde step and an inevitable environmental deterioration for DB residents and the marine life.

I attach the following excellent submissions concerning the above, from neighbouring villages, which, as a Parkvale 
Ownen I fully endorse, since they express my concerns better than I could m yself:

- Parkvale Village Owners' Committee submission dated 29th December, which matches my own concerns in almost all 
respects

I OBJECT TO THE ABOVE APPLICATION

Date: 30th December 2016

Name: Li Ho Ching Carmen.
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Parkvale Village Owners7 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 Discovery B a y  (DB) elected to represent the interests 

of t h e  o w n e r s  of the 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 (HKR) Section 1 2 A  Application HT 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 l a n  f o r  r e z o n i n g  t h e  p e r m i s s ib l e  u s e  f r o m  s t a f f  q u a r t e r s  to  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  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 

t h e  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 h e  Further I n f o r mation ( 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  201 6 .

FURTHER INFORMATION
T h e  Further Information s u b m i t t e d  b y  H K R  comprises:

1. M a s t e r p l a n  Limited's covering letter.

2. • R e v ised 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 vised 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  Farther Information 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 covering letter, M a s t e r p l a n  Limited, o n  behalf of H K R ,  states that "/n 5 u m m G 〇/,t/7e 

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 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 )  to  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 )  I s  

m in im 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 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  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 lu e n t  d is p e r s i o 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 ie 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  relevaht 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 rther Inf o r m a t i o n  provides 

n o  n e w  a n d  substantial F u r t h e r  Information. A s  M a s t e r p l a n  Limited states, u T h is  

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 ie d  i n  t h e  T P B  G u i d e l i n e  N o .  3 2 ,f.

1
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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^ letter that uln addition, the proposal for Area 6f Is moderate in scale, the demand on the overall Government Infrastructure would 
be insignificanf'. 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
t w o  18 storey buildings, including 4 7 6  flats, of 2 1 #6 0 0  m 2  G F A  o n  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 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  have b e e n  inadequate a n d  

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 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 Mis 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 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 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
HKR7s intention to build a standalone sewage treatment works in Area 6f.

SEWAGE TREATMENT

AH 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 E P O  

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 S M P Mt 

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 nor 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 Parkvaie 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 Parkvaie 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 fro巾 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 , 0 0 0  

population equivalent. In preparing these guidelines DSD placed special emphasis on
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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 a p p r o p r i a t e  design safety 

considerations. T h e s e  guidelines cover: g eneral d e sign considerations; design 

p a r a m e t e r s ;  practical design 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  considerations. F o l 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 F u r t h e r  i n f o r m a t i o n  w h i c h  could, acc 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 ncluded 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 h e  location 

o f  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 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 ;  hydraulic profile t o g e t h e r  w i t h  s u p p o r t i n g  

calculations; detailed p r o c e s s  design calculations; detailed d r a w i n g s  w i t h  plan a n d  

elevation s h o w i n g  plant r o o m  layout including 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  plant r o o m  a n d  access within t h e  S T W ;  ventilation a n d  lighting detaifs; 

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 ,  

capac i t y  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  th e  d r a wing); 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  O 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  Island 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  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 t he 

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 ocated o n  a s t e e p  slo 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  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  t h a t  it is i n a p p r o p r i a t e  t o  locate a S T W  

in A r e a  6f, d u e  t o  t h e  potential s m e l l  a n d  h e a l t h  h a z a r d ,  especially a s  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  nu 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  

o f  a residential building a n d ,  s u b s e q u e n t l y ,  into th e  ? e a  a d j a c e n t  to a n  o c c u p i e d  area. In 

v i e w  o f  t h e  s erious 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  believe that t h e  

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  a d vise 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 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  5 7 W . W This 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 ltants 

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  r e s p o nsible 

f or 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 rejected?

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  t o  t h e  T P B  a n d 7 o f  c ourse, 

t h e  p u b l i c  sin c e  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 d id 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. This o p e n  n u llah 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 

o f  Hillgrove 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
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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 h e  o p e n  nullah looking u p s t r e a m  V i e w  of t h e  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 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  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 ,  b ut 

d u r i n g  p e r i o d s  of 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 nullah is full to t h e  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  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 to b a c k - u p  into t h e  S T W ; b o t h  w i t h  serious h ealth 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  it 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  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  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  o f  a m a r i n e  outfall. T h e  outlet is adjac 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  centre, w h i c h  H K R  is a b o u t  to 

build, a n d  is l oc 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  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 

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 pedestrian 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  

r estaurants 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 c o n c e n t r a t i o n s  of 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 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 high 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  of h a r m f u l  algae 

("red tides"), particularly in s h a l l o w  coastal are a s  {see p a g e  1 7 0  of ^ 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 HK^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 wil) 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 lncluded 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 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 -  uThe 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 -  uThe discharge concentration has therefore been reduced 
as much as practicable to ensure that the Increase in TIN and TP ore 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. Why would HKR delete this text if the 
ffoccurrence 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 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 "the water quality in the vicinity of marine- 
based WSRs would be in compliance with WQOs in S5y £  coli and UIAtf 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 DB bus station published by HKR with the location 
of the sewage discharge outlet added

Would HKR7s 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 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.

B. Paragraph 4.3.1.2 of the Technical Note on Water Quality states HThe e x it  o f  the  g ra v ity  
s e w a g e  p ip e  in to  s e o  is  n e a r  s u r fa c e d  However, in each of the CORMIX scenarios, under



^Buoyancy assessmenft it is stated that ltThe effluent density is less than the 
surrounding ambient water density at the discharge level. ■ Therefore, the effluent is 
POSnyveLY BUOYAAJT and wW tend to rfse towarc/s 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 ''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 CORMiX reports, which is the 
^REMINDER: The user must take note that HYDRODYNAMIC MODELLING by any known 
technique is NOTAN EXACT SCIENCE.

5. The full na巾e of the 巾odel is wCO/?M/X M/XWG ZO/V£ £XP£/?r5KS7"fM Vers/on S.OGT 
HYDROl: Version-5.0.1.0 December, 200Tf. 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 PUNNING STRATEGY CONFIRMED BY HKR̂ S CONSULTANTS AND 
NO ENVIRONMENTALIMPACTASSESSMENT

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 arean. Furthermore, 
paragraph 5.6.2.2 of HKR's Study on Drainage, Sewerage and Water Supply Systems 
for Area 6f notes that uThis STW wil! treat sewage only from 2 single residential 
towers for 476 units at Area 6fso it is considered not an efficient sewage planning 
strategy". Paragraph 5.6.4.1 also notes that a local STW may cause ''an offensive 
smeil 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 
for assessment as part of the subsequent EIA11. (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 HRevised Study on 
Drainage, Sewage and Water Supply ,̂ paragraph 5.6.1.4, stated that uAs this new 
DBSTW will only treat sewage from 2 single residential towers for 476 units at Area

PV̂ OC Comments on Application number: Y/I-DB/2
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6f so this decentralized scheme is considered not an efficient sewage planning 
strategy.

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" 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 l  (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.

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

1. All of Parkvale Village will be affected by the proposed method of sewage generated 
from the workforce during the devek>pment 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 DSD guidelines (referred to in section 
B above) it is stated in paragraphs 5.1/2 that Hln 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 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 £PD, WSD and DSD and their respective policy bureaux.

CO N CLU SIO N

We {the Parkvale Village Owners Committee representing the Owners of Parkvale Village,
w hich is adjacent to A re a  6 f and through w hich 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 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.

Signed on behalf of the PVOC: Date:

PVOC Comm ent on Application number: Y / I-D B /Z

29 December 2016

Mr. Kenneth J. Bradley J.P.
Parkvale Village Owners Committee Chairman

oo
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t p b r :_____________________________________________________________________________ _________________________________

寄件者： mackinnon H H H H H H H H B H H H I
寄件日期： 3 0日12月2016年星期五 13:21
收件者： tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
主旨： Application No. Y /I-D B /2 A rea 10b - amendments dated  29th November 2016 - O BJE C T IO N

5840

M y h u s b a n d  a n d  I o w n s e v e ra l p ro p ertie s in D is c o v e r y  B a y , in c lu d in g  a p ro p e rty  in 
P e n in s u la  V
illag e.... W e are d e e p ly  c o n c e rn e d  b y  the n u m e ro u s  b a d  a s p e c t s  o f  this A p p lica t io n  w h ich  h a v e  
b e e n  c o v e re d  b y  e a rlie r co n su lta tio n s.

T h is  4th ro u n d  con su ltation  co n firm s the re in troduction  o f  lo c a l s e w a g e  treatm ent w ith in  D is c o v e r y  
B a y  a n d  I p articu larly  o b je ct to th is retrograde s te p  a n d  an  in e v ita b le  e n v iro n m e n ta l d e te rio ra tio n  
fo r D B  re s id e n ts  a n d  the m a rin e  life. I a lso  o b je c t  to the cu ttin g  d o w n  o f  m a tu re  tre e s.

I attach the follow ing e x c e lle n t  su b m iss io n  co n c e rn in g  the a b o v e , from  n e ig h b o u rin g  v illa g e s, w h ich  
I fu lly  e n d o rse , s in c e  it e x p r e s s e s  ou r c o n c e rn s  b e tte r than I c o u ld  m yse lf.

Y o u rs

Preview attachment APPLICATION Y 1-DB 3 Area 10b.pdf

APPLICATION Y 1-DB 3ArealQb.pdf

¥ i ；

199 KB
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寄件者■: 
寄件日期: 
收件者： 

副本：

主旨：

Dear Sirs

Rainbow
30日12月2016年星期五13:27 
Town Planning Board

5 8 4 1

Alice Li; Dominic Ho at Yahoo; Janice Fung; JOHN ANTWEILER &  SHIRLEY NG; KIMBERLEY KENG; LAU M.K.; Martin Reynolds; 
Maityn Keen; MICHAEL N4cGUIRE; Mr Fok; Mr. Edmund Fan; Mr. Lam Wai Man; Ms. Umchara Yukiko; Nicola Wcpcner; NIGEL REID; 
Edwin Tam
Application No. Y/l-DB/2 Area 6f - Amendments dated 29th November 2016 - Objection

I write in my capacity as Chairman of the Hillgrove Village Owners Committee.

On behalf of the VOC, and therefore the Hillgrove Owners, I can speak with confidence that the Hillgrove VOC (copied 
is completely against the Application No. Y/l-DB/2 Area 6f) and say that we fully endorse the submission by one of our 
VOC members, Nigel Reid, and restated below.



I would also add that the VOC have been circulated with the following submissions from neighbouring villages.

-Parkvale Village Owners' Committeesubmission dated29th December, which matches my own concerns in 
alm ost all respects

-Serene Village Ownerdated 28th December.

Again I can say with confidence that the Hillgrove members will fully endorse these two submissions also. I trust that the 
TPB accepts that by offering a consultation between 9 - 29 December, it was impossible for this VOC to convene a 
meeting, and we were unable to make a joint submission.

I particularly want to stress that HKR has not addressed the highly relevant public comments made in previous 
rounds. HKR avoids the public comments and their doubts about the sincerity of HKR stated aims:



a B e t t e r  C o m m u n i t y

計 釗 周 佥 打 造 更 美 好 的 社 區

Many technical objections have been raised and, together with the serious concerns over sewage covered by the current 
amendment, are enough to deny any evidence that what is on offer supports a Sound Development.

I have not met anyone in DB that agrees that what is proposed will make for a Better Community. There are no reasons 
why it should.

However, these proposals head towards a very different community, andlittle different from the other private estates in 
Hong Kong and AWAY FROM Discovery Bay, recently described by the Assistant Director for City Management, 
Patrick Ho, in his self-introduction in theDecember 12th City Management Newsletter circulated to all mail boxes:

Quotes fromPatrickHo's first paragraph :

.... beautiful scenery, idyllic setting and leisure ambience
It is very relaxing and enjoyable to take a stroll on the tree lined promenade along the main road 

Final paragraph .

.... condmmlly uphold environmental protection 
We will endea vour our best to build an even better living en vironment

I believe that the TPB will not see 
many of 
Patrick Ho's • *

* words reflected in the submissions emanating from City Management staff, who ought to



havqfp
remain
ed
neutral anyway. '

Nigel Reid's submission is copied below.

Arising from some of his words in I would like to add my concern about how information is being handled.

The two photos below were taken during the first days of the this Application process from 17C Verdant Court looking 
down on the 10b site. These were two separate visits to the site, who they are I do not know. What is strange is that, at 
that time, there was almost no activity in the area, which is not a true representation of reality (I will provide plenty of 
evidence in a separate submission - in fact I have formed an opinion that the 10b Application is unworkable in practice 
due to the levels of activity required in the space provided). ,

I want to put on record that if any judgements on the Application was based on samples from these two visits they would 
be wrong. The remarks below are so important in order to be sure of a correct assessment.

A s  p o in ted  out in  m y orig inal sub m issio n  w hich co n ta in e d  s e v e ra l p h o to s  a n d

v id e o s  illustrating the very re a l dangers, H K R  c o n tin u e s  to fail to subm it, in  its

F u rth e r Information, a Traffic Im pact A s se s s m e n t  o n  P e d e str ia n s  and the

P a rkva le  com m unity.

I  strongly urge the TPB to visit D B and work with the various community residents'representatives so as to  
properly understand the significance and importance o f  the issues raised.



and more traffic and golf carts definitely not the way to go:
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T e l :  2 9 8 7 - 7 4 5 5

C o m m e n t s  o n  t h e  S e c o n d  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 

S u p p o r t  o f  S e c t i o n  1 2 A  A p p l i c a t i o n  N u m b e r  Y / l - D B / 2  ( t h e  

" A p p l i c a t i o n " )  t o  a m e n d  D i s c o v e r y  B a 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  r e s i d e n t i a l  

f l a t s  i n  A r e a  6 f, b e h i n d  P a r k v a l e  V i l l a g e  ( " P a r k v a l e " )  D i s c o v e r y  

B a y  (“D B ”).

S U M M A R Y

M y  s u b m i s s i o n  c o m m e n t s  o n  t h e  l a t e s t  -  a n d  c o n t i n u e d  i n a d e q u a t e  -  p u r p o r t e d

" F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n ”（p u b l i s h e d  b y  t h e  T P B  o n  9  D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 6 )  in s u p p o r t  o f

t h e  A p p l i c a t i o n ,  s u b m i t t e d  o n  b e h a l f  o f  H o n g  K o n g  R e s o r t s  ( " H K R " )  o n  2 8

N o v e m b e r  2 0 1 6 .  I c o n t i n u e  t o  o b j e c t  t o  t h e  A p p l i c a t i o n  a n d  r e q u e s t  its r e f u s a l .

T h i s  s u b m i s s i o n  a r i s e s  f r o m  m y  o w n e r s h i p  o f  p r o p e r t i e s  in b o t h  P a r k v a l e ,

i m m e d i a t e l y  a d j a c e n t  t o  t h e  6 f  a r e a ,  a n d  

in

H i l l g r o v e  V i l l a g e  w h i c h  n e i g h b o u r s

P a r k v a l e  a n d  will a l s o  b e  a d v e r s e l y  a f f e c t e d  b y  t h e  p r o p o s e d  c o n s t r u c t i o n  a n d  

e s p e c i a l l y  t h e  l a c k  o f  p r o p e r  s e w e r a g e  t r e a t m e n t  p r o p o s a l s .

R e g r e t t a b l y ,  t h e  i m m u t a b l e  f a c t  r e m a i n s  t h a t  n o  c h a n g e s  o f  a n y  s u b s t a n c e  h a v e  

b e e n  m a d e  b y  t h i s  l a t e s t  " F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n " ,  t o  t h e  s e c o n d  a n d  t h i r d  F u r t h e r  

I n f o r m a t i o n  " b i t e s  a t  t h e  c h e r r y "  s u b m i t t e d  b y  H K R  in J u n e  a n d  O c t o b e r  2 0 1 6 .  

I n d e e d  a s  H K R ' s  a g e n t  M a s t e r P l a n  a d m i t s  in t h i s  l a t e s t  s u b m i s s i o n  o n  b e h a l f  o f  

H K R :  " 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  in t h e  T P B  G u i d e l i n e  N o .  3 2 " .  

P R E V I O U S  S U B M I S S I O N S  B Y  M Y S E L F  A N D  O T H E R S  I D E N T I F I E D  

N U M E R O U S  L E G I T I M A T E  C O N C E R N S  A N D  R E A S O N S  F O R  T H E  T P B  

R E F U S I N G  T H E  A P P L I C A T I O N .  T H E S E  C O N C E R N S  R E M A I N  

U N A N S W E R E D  A N D ,  T H E R E F O R E ,  T H E  F A I L U R E  T O  A N S W E R  S U C H  

A P P R O P R I A T E L Y I N T H E L A T E S T T U R T H E R I N F O R M A T I O N ” - 

P A R T I C U L A R L Y  T H O S E  R E L A T I N G  T O  S E W E R A G E  - W O U L D  C O N T I N U E



T(?Tj B L I G E  THE TPB  TO  R E F U S E  TH E A PPLICA TIO N  AND TH R O W  IT OUT.

I strongly urge the T P B  to vis it DB and w ork with the various com m unity 

residents' representatives so  as to properly understand the s ign ifican ce  and 

im portance of the issu e s raised. Further detailed comments are set out in 

Appendix A, below.

Respectfully submitted: Nigel J  H Reid 

Appendix A

U NAN SW ERED  -  O R U N A N SW ERA BLE -  O B JE C T IO N S  R A ISED  

Such concerns and objections include, inter-alia:

Unanswered pedestrian area, Parkvale road and access safety issues

• No detail about the construction of the building site access road through 

Parkvale is provided. This is a fatal flaw omission.

• The proposed development of 6f raises numerous health and safety issues 

arising from unsuitable access to the 6f site notably: that 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; the obvious width 

constraints of Parkvale Drive which limit the ability of larger vehicles, including 

buses and construction vehicles, to pass one another; the 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.

• As pointed out in my original submission which contained several photos and 

videos illustrating the very real dangers, H K R  continues to fail to submit, in its 

Further Information, a Traffic Impact Assessm ent on Pedestrians and the 

Parkvale community.

Sewerage discharge health issues

• A sew age treatment works (Works) is to be included in Area 6f with ultimate 

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. HKR's submitted 

comments make it clear that the latter is the intended approach which will (a) 

result in noxious odours for the Parkvale and Hillgrove Village residents; and (b) 

increase the probability of more frequent red tide in DB waters which are 

regrettably already a witnessed feature by myself in the Nim Shu Wan Bay on 

the South Side of DB. The main bay of DB -  where the sewerage will ultimately 

be discharged -  has ever since the creation of DB been used as a beach, 

swimming and sailing area. To discharge sewerage into this area will likely 

deprive the DB community of one of it's most important features.

• The nullah next to Hillgrove village is part of a water run off system designed to 

cope with excess rain waters in the DB reservoir and run off waters from the 

mountainous landscape leading up to the reservoir. Parts of it, particularly 

around the Hillgrove Village boundary are often used by residents and their pets 

as a recreation area when safe to due so. When heavy rain falls, particularly in 

Amber, Red and Black falls it quickly fills up and develops into a raging torrent. 

Adding sewerage to the throughput in such conditions raises immense health 

issues. At the moment the infrasructure only has to cope with natural elements 

e.g., rainwater water and foliage which already block up the system in extreme 

conditions. Adding sewerage and other liquid discharge will introduce elements 

it was not designed to deal with, with all the attendent consequences of not 

being fit for purpose.

• Not suprisingly, in a weak attempt to dodge the fit for purpose and health 

issues HKR's consultants say that a comprehensive, and more costly sewerage 

proposal "is considered not an efficient sewage planning strategy". This totally 

fails to respect the living conditions and health of the existing residents who will 

be adversely affected.

Misleading water supply assertions/representations

• H KR  misleads the TPB  by saying there are two water supply options. Because



the Oovernment has confirmed that its facilities at the Siu Ho Wan ("SHW") 

Water Treatment Works and the SHW  Fresh Water Pumping Station are not 

available, there is only one option, which is a potable water supply to be 

provided by re-opening the 16 year defunct DB potable water treatment plant 

and sourcing water from the DB reservoir.

• While this may be feasible, it should be noted that the current DB residents 

have paid the Government directly for potable water for years now and only 

contribute to the cost of untreated flushing and cleaning water in the DB water 

station. Were any approval for 6f to be given, it should be a condition that all 

incremental costs of providing potable water should be certified independently 

by the auditors of the DB city accounts and be charged solely to the 6f 

residents.

Other utilities -  impact thereon and safety concerns

• No information is provided regarding the provision of other utilities to Area 6f 

and how it will affect Parkvale, Hillgrove or other nearby villages such as Beach 

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 ageing DB LPG  gas system

which has recently suffered an explosion which is the subject of 

investigations by EM SD  and FSD .

Slope safety issues

• Despite the fact that M AJO R slope safety works have been found necessary 

behind Hillgrove Village which area neighbours the 6f area, slope safety of the 

6f area, has been ignored, notwithstanding that Annex C  paragraph 2.1.1.4 

states that a key element of the development is site foundation. H K R  continues 

to ignore CED D 's request of H K R  to assess the geotechnical feasibility of the 

proposed development and to submit a Geotechnical Planning Review Report. 

A ccess and Ownership issues



• I IKR's legal right lo use Parkvale Drive as a means of access to a developed 6f 

Area is disputed. This is a separate issue to the road and traffic safety issues 

during any proposed construction period, and could result in a landlocked 6f 

Area post development.

Inaccurate population estimates

• Discovery Bay planning controls of Discovery Bay have been 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).

• Apart from being incomplete, inaccurate and unreliable, HKR has a conflict of

interest regarding population data, in that current figures are provided by its

wholly owned subsidiary, DB Services Management Limited. As I have pointed

out before, The population data HKR relies on as regards the s 
E
veral flats I own 

is completely wrong!

Furthermore HKR's estimates are flawed and inconsistent 

with their own website.

Process and transparency

• Inadequate and unreliable Application and Further Information has been 

submitted. For example HKR has submitted studies and papers and not impact 

assessments, in a blatant attempt to avoid having to study the impact on the 

DB community the people most affected by its proposal.

• Inadequate and non-transparent consultation with the DB community and wider 

community at large. Many submissions that purport approval for the Application 

are provided by HKR employees and commercial tenants. There is of course the 

ongoing matter of fraudulent letters of support submitted in the name of the DB 

District Councellor.

• Inadequate and incomplete consultation with the appropriate Government 

departments.



#

* Q asive, incomplete and irrelevant responses by H K R  to Government

Department Application comments.

• Unacceptable process: It is not acceptable in this consultation exercise for the 

Applicant to unilaterally decide what is commercially sensitive and to keep that 

information from public review and comment Ali information provided by the

Applicant must be placed in the public domain so it can be considered and

commented 〇〇 if appropriate, 

end
5841
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Suren Safaya |

tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Application No. Y/I-DB/2 Area 6f - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - OBJECTION
B. PVOC Fouith Comments on the Section 12A Application further information_final - Copy.pdf; APPLICATION Y_1-DB_2 Area 6f.pdf

Dear Sir/Madam,

I am a Peninsula Village ownerand 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 reintoduction 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.

I attach the following excellent submissions concerning the above, from neighbouring villages, which, 
as a Peninsula Village Owner, I fully endorse, 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 

Regards,

(a V〇C member)

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


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 and December 2016 we, the Parkvale Vi丨丨age 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 A m e nd  D isco very  B ay O utline Zo ning  
Plan  f o r  rezoning the perm issible use fro m  sta ff  quarters to fla ts  a t A rea  6f, D isco very  B ayN. 
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 uIn sum m ary, the  
Fu rth er Inform ation relates to the fo llo w in g  issues:

L  The rece iv ing  w ater quality o f  the e fflu en t d ischarge o f  the p ro p o se d  o n-s ite  Sew age  
Treatm ent W orks (STW ) to ensure increase in To ta l Ino rgan ic  N itrogen (TIN ) is 
m inim ised.

2. The co ntingency m easure f o r  the p ro p o se d  o n-s ite  STW , by  p ro v id in g  an em ergency  
o verflo w  p ipe  fro m  the pro p o sed  ST W  a t A rea  6 f  to existing  sew ag e p um p ing  statio n  no.
1 (SPS1) lo ca ted  a t the jun ctio n  o f  D isco very  Ba y  Ro ad  a nd  D isco very  Valley Road),

3. The m o de lling  scen ario s o f  efflu en t dispersion.

The a dd itio n a l 440  m3 p e r  day sew ag e gen era ted  b y  the p ro p o se d  reside ntia l d eve lo pm ent  
Is  n o w  p ro p o se d  to be ca tered  by  o n-site  sew ag e treatm ent fa c ilit ie s/ '

The reality, however, which the TPB and relevant departments, such as the £PD 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, uThls 
in fo rm a tio n  c la rifies  a nd  sup p lem en ts the application, a nd  does n o t co nstitu te  a m a teria l 
c h a n g e  id e n tif ie d  in the TPB G uideline No, 3 2 H.

PVOC Comments on Application number: Y/I-DB/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 OB community.

It is clear that HKR, through the penultimate paragraph of Masterplan Umrted^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 lim ited^ letter that uin  add itio n , the p ro p o sa l f o r  
A re a  6 f  is m o derate  in  scale, the d em a nd  on the o ve ra ll G overn m en t In frastru ctu re  w o u ld  
be Insign iftcanf*. This is irrelevant as government facilities arc 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 property 
complied with TPB Guideline No. 30B, whereas the Submission of Further Information 
from HKR does not.

PRIIMCIPAL CONCERNS WITH THE APPLICATION
(n 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 BO regulations and the effect of additional construaion 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 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 Farther Information, a Traffic Impact A ssessment on  

Pedestrians which is listed under the Reports to be submitted.

G. A  s e w a g e  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. H owever, it is clear f rom 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 B a y  waters. N o t  surprisingly HKR's consultants 

say that the s e w a g e  proposal ,lis considered not an efficient sewage planning strategy".
H. H K R  is misleading the T P B  by saying there are t w o  options re water 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  Treatment 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, which is a potable water 

supply to be provided by re-opening, after 16 years, the D B  water treatment plant a nd 

using water f r o m  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 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 G  gas system which has 

recently suffered an explosion w hich is the subject of investigations by E M S D  a n d  FSD.

i. Slope safety of the area, w h e r e  the t w o  p r o p o s e d  18 story buildings will be built, is 

ignored, despite A n n e x  C  paragraph 2.1.1.4 stating that a key e lement of the 

d e v e l o p m e n t  is site formation. H K R  continues to ignore CEDD's request for H K R  to 

assess the geotechnical feasibility of the p roposed 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. 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 a n d  p h o t o m o n t a g e s  are often misleading, inaccurate a n d  of poor quality.

W e  provided further details of these concerns in o ur 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 f r o m  HKR's latest submission a n d  f r o m

HKR's intention to build a standalone sewage treatment works in Area 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 and discharge continue to be ignored.
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W e  have, again, set out a n d  e x p a n d e d  o ur concerns a n d  c o m m e n t s  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 S e w a g e  Processing a n d  Effluent Discharge.

G. Inefficient S e w a g e  Planning Strategy Confirmed by  H K R’s Consultants a n d  n o  

Environmental Impact Assessment.

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  Operating Costs.

L. Consultation.

A. SEW AGE MASTER PLANS

1. In 1989, a s e w a g e  disposal strategy w a s  formulated by the G o v e r n m e n t .  Since then 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 (SMPs) a n d  D S D  has h a d  the role of w o r k s  agent 

to i m p l e m e n t  the 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 ave be e n  re-grouped into 8 areas for conducting the S M P  R e v i e w  Studies. 8 S M P  

Reviews h ave b e e n  co m p l e t e d  a n d  these include the wR e v i e w  of Outlying Islands S M P " ,  

wh i c h  includes DB.

2. All the H K R  submissions 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 OB, as illustrated b y  the 
proposals for b o t h  A r e a s  6f a n d  10b, is inconsistent with that plan. Therefore E P D  a n d  

D S D  h a v e  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  has n o  

alternative but to build a separate s e w a g e  treatment w o r k s  ( S T W )  in A r e a  if t he 

p r o p o s e d  c h a n g e  in use 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 people living in Parkvale Village w o u l d  h a v e  a S T W  adjacent to th e m .  

H K R  is not providing details of the design, its exact location a n d  h o w  it wiil b e  m a n a g e d  

a n d  maintained. A s  H K R  wili w a n t  to minimize costs, w e  are c o n c e r n e d  h o w  a d e q u a t e  

such a facility will b e  a n d  the risk of its breaking d o w n .  If the T P S  a pproves the c h a n g e  

of use of A rea 6f, the residents of Parkvale Village, w h o  at n o  stage h a v e  b e e n  consufted 

by HKR, will be forced by 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 course 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 the inadequacies of this submission, a n d  all the previous H KR  
submissions, that there is n o  reference w h a t s o e v e r  to the D S D  ^Guidelines for the 

Design of Small S e w a g e  T r e a t m e n t  Plants* 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
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the pro 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 

parameters; practical design a n d  installation; operation a n d  mainte n a n c e ;  a n d  

environmental considerations. Following these guidelines w o u l d  h a v e  e n a b l e d  H K R  to 

provide a design submission in this latest Further Information w h i c h  could, according 

to paragraph 2.9 of the guidelines, h a v e  included for e x ample: 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 the d e v e l o p m e n t  in relation to residential units a n d  surrounding facilities; 
process a n d  instrumentation diagrams; hydraulic profile together with supporting 

calculations; detailed process design calculations; detailed drawings 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 the 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  schedule s h o w i n g  n u m b e r  of duty 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 schedule should b e  s h o w n  b n  the drawing); e q u i p m e n t  catalogues a n d  

operation/maintenance manual.

3. A l though the D S D  has built a n d  operates 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 ntau Island a n d  Outlying Islands, H K R  has n o t  stated the t ype or explained the 

design of S T W  it proposes to build in A r e a  6f, nor has it d e m o n s t r a t e d  that a n y  of the 

three s e w a g e  treatment processes c o m m o n l y  a d o p t e d  b y  the D S D  o n  Lantau Island is 

suitable for a site located o n  a steep slope a n d  far f r o m  the sea, with a discharge point 

so close to a residential area. '

4. D u e  to its proximity to o u r  village, w e  consider that it is inappropriate to locate a S T W  

in A r e a  6f, d u e  to the potential smell a n d  health hazard, especially as the effluent 

s e e m s  highly likely to b e  discharged into a n  o p e n  nullah a n d  f l o w  u n d e r  the balconies 

of a residential building and, s u b s e q u e n t ^  into the sea adjacent to an  o c cupied area. In 

v i e w  of the serious inadequacies a n d  shortfall of the 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 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.

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 the Revised E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S t u d y  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.H This is a too v a g u e  a statement. A r e  the consultants 

referring to the s u b mission of Application F o r m  A  ( E P D  117); w h o  will b e  responsible 

for submitting the application; w h o  will p a y  the licence fee; a n d  w h a t  are the 

c o n s e q u e n c e s  if the application is rejected?

2. This aspect of the S T W  requires c o m p r e h e n s i v e l y  explaining to th e  T P B  a n d ,  of course, 

the public since this Further Information 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. H K R  is still saying, as it did in its previous submissions, that discharging the treated 

s e w a g e  directly into a n  o p e n  nullah is still a n  option to b e  considered at the 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. Therefore, every d a y  4 4 0  m 3  per d a y  of s e w a g e  will b e  flowing
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alongside approximately 2 0 0  m e tres of footpath/road a n d  direah^ u n d e r  tr.e balccnies 

of a r o u n d  2 0 0  apartments in this village. This is illustrated in the following photogr2phs.

View of the open nullah looking upstream View of the open nuliah looking dowastream j 
past Hillgrove Village________________________ towards Hillgrove Villsge •_____________ I

2. T h e  nullah serves the dual p u r p o s e  of a sto r m  w a t e r  channel an d  as an overflow relief 

for the reservoir at the top of Discovery Valley Road. Normally it is virtually e m pty, but 

during periods of rainstorm an d / o r  reservoir discharge this nullah is full to the top. T h e  

addition of the s e w a g e  effluent to the s t o r m  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  a p p e a r  to b e  c h e a p e r  than building a gravity s e w a g e  pipa a n d  it is 

considered that H K R  will a d o p t  this option whilst giving the impression to ths TPB, E P D f 

etc. that it will build a gravity pipe, w h i c h  w o u l d  p r e sumably 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 r o m  A rea 6f into the ma r i n e  waters 

adjacent to the ferry pier without the n e e d  of a ma r i n e  outfall. T h e  outlet is adjacent to 

a pedestrian wal k w a y ,  residential buildings a n d  a shopping 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  artificialJy 

m a d e  b e a c h  fronting the very shallow a n d  silted Tai Pa k  W a n .  T h e  proposal for the 

discharge of effluent into a shallow seabed, adjacent to a pedestrian wal 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 ^ l k  

restaurants a n d  ferry pier is environmentally unacceptable a n d  will en c o u r a g e  tcxic red 

tides as well as concentrations of E. coli.

2. W e  are extremely c o n c e r n e d  a b o u t  the effluent being discharged into the sea in D3. 

Alth o u g h  the effluent will h a v e  b e e n  treated, it will h a v e  a high concentration cf 

nutrients w h i c h  has 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 harmful a:gae 

("red tides1'), particularly in shallow coastal areas (see p a g e  1 7 0  of " H armful Algae*,

6
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v o l u m e  9, i s s u e  1 0 ,  2 0 1 0  o f  ' E l s e v i e r ' )  a n d ,  a s  t h e  p r e v a i l i n g  w i n d s  c o m e  f r o m  t h e  e a s t ,  

b l o w i n g  o n t o  D B ,  s u c h  h a r m f u l  a l g a e  w o u l d  n o t  d j s s i p a t e  e a s i l y .

3 .  T h e  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  a s s e s s m e n t  n o t e s  t h a t  f o r  t h e  w h o l e  o f  H o n g  K o n g  w a t e r s  a d j a c e n t  t o  

t h e  P e a r l  R i v e r  D e l t a  a n d  i n c l u d i n g  t h e  w a t e r s  a r o u n d  D B  t h a t  t h e  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 )  a l r e a d y  e x c e e d s  t h e  W Q O .  W e  w o u l d  n o t  d i s p u t e  t h i s ,  b u t  t h i s  d o e s  n o t  

j u s t i f y  H K ^ s  i n t e n t i o n  t o  i n c r e a s e  t h e  s u s p e n d e d  s o l i d s  a n d  E - C o l i  c o n t e n t  o f  t h e  

s e w a g e  p l u m e  i n  t h e  v e r y  p u b l i c l y  e x p o s e d  w a t e r s  a n d  b e a c h e s  o f  T a i  P a k  W a n .

4 .  I n  p r e v i o u s  s u b m i s s i o n s ,  H K R  t r i e d  t o  d o w n p l a y  t h e  o c c u r r e n c e  o f  r e d  t i d e s  d e s p i t e  t h e  

d i s c h a r g e  o f  m o r e  T I N s  a n d  T P s  w h i c h  w i l l  i n c r e a s e  t h e  p r o b a b i l i t y  o f  m o r e  r e d  t i d e s .  

T h e  l a t e s t  F u r t h e r  I n f o r m a t i o n  h a s  o m i t t e d  r e f e r e n c e s  i n  t h e  p r e v i o u s  v e r s i o n  t o  T P  

( r e f e r r e d  t o  a s  T o t a l  P a r t i c u l a t e s  i n  t h e  E x e c u t i v e  S u m m a r y  o f  t h e  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S t u d y  

a n d  a s  T o t a l  P h o s p h o r o u s  i n  t h e  T e c h n i c a l  N o t e )  a n d  t o  r e d  t i d e s .

5 .  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  i n  O c t o b e r  i n c l u d e d  t h e  f o l l o w i n g :

a .  E x e c u t i v e  S u m m a r y  -  uThe discharge concentration has therefore been reduced as 
m uch as practicable to ensure that the increase in TIN a n d  Tota l Pa rticu lates (TP) ore 
m inim ized. W ith the d ischarge standard, the N itro g en  (N ) to Ph o sp h o ru s (P) ra tio  is  
m a in ta in e d  g rea ter than 18.1. H ence the occurrence o f  re d  tid es w ill be unlikely.

b .  6 . 3 . 1 . 5  -  uThe com puted N: P  ratio concluded that the possibility o f 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  
os m uch as practicable  to ensure that the increase in TIN  a n d  TP are m inim ized. W ith 
the d ischa rge standard, the N t o P  ra tio  is  m a in ta in e d  g re a te r than 18.1. Hence the  
occurrence o f  re d  tides w ill be  u n like ly/ '

6 .  T h e  t e x t  i n  b o l d  d o e s  n o t  a p p e a r  i n  t h e  l a t e s t  v e r s i o n  o f  t h e  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S t u d y  

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  d e l e t e  t h i s  t e x t  if t h e

occurrence o f  red  tides w ill be unlikel/*? T h u s  t h e  p r e v i o u s  v e r s i o n  t r i e d  t o  d o w n p l a y  

t h e  l i k e l y  o c c u r r e n c e  o f  r e d  t i d e s ,  w h i l s t  t h e  o m i s s i o n  o f  t h e  r e f e r e n c e s  t o  r e d  t i d e s  i n  

t h e  l a t e s t  v e r s i o n  i m p l i e s  t h a t  w h a t  w a s  s t a t e d  i n  t h e  p r e v i o u s  v e r s i o n  w a s  i n c o r r e c t ,  

a n d  t h a t  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  d i s c h a r g e  o f  t h e  s e w a g e  

Into  t h e  s e a  i n c r e a s i n g  t h e  l i k e l i h o o d  o f  r e d  t i d e s  o c c u r r i n g .

7 .  T h e  c o n c l u s i o n s  i n  t h e  T e c h n i c a l  N o t e  t h a t  Hthe w ater quality in the vicinity o f  m arine- 
b a sed  W SRs w ould be in com pliance with W QOs in SS, E. co li and UlA,f a r e  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  a t  W S R  0 7  ( T a i  P a k  P e n i n s u l a  C P A ) ,  2 7 0  m e t r e s  f r o m  t h e  

s e w a g e  d i s c h a r g e  p o i n t .  T h i s  i g n o r e s  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  a r e a  o f  t h e  s e a  i n t o  w h i c h  t h e  

s e w a g e  w o u l d  b e  d i s c h a r g e d  s h o u l d  a l s o  b e  c o n s i d e r e d  t o  b e  a  W S R .  T h i s  a r e a  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 ,  r e s i d e n t i a l  b u i l d i n g s  a n d  a  s h o p p i n g  c e n t r e  w h i c h  H K R  

is a b o u t  t o  b u i l d ,  a s  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  p i c t u r e  d e m o n s t r a t e s :

7
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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.

3. Paragraph 4.3.1.2 of the Technical Note on Water Quality states uThe exit o f the gravity 
sew/erge p/pe 5eo /5 nearSL///ace, 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 BUOYANT and will tend to rise towards the su rfaced  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 0 "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 CORMIX reports, which is the 
"REMINDED: n e  user must take note that HYDRODYNAMIC MODELLING by any known 
technique is NOTAN EXACT SCIENCE^.

5. The full name of the mode! is mCORMtX MiXfNG ZONE EXPERT SYSTEM Version 5.0GT 
HYDROl: Version-5.0.1.0 December, 2QQT. It is difficult to understand why a 9 year old 
version of this model was used and this aspect should be investigated by EFD. 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.

S. INEFFICIENT SEWAGE PLANNING STRATEGY CONFIRMED BY HKR#S CONSULTANTS AND 
NO ENVIRONMENTAUMPACT ASSESSMENT

L. 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 area10. Furthermore, 
paragraph S.6.2.2 of HKR#s Study on Drainage, Sewerage and Water Supply Systems 
for Area 6f notes that ^This STW witt 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 Man offensive 
smell and is health hazard**,

b. mThfs 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 os part of the subsequent EIAM. (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 Infornlation Annex G MRevised Study on 
Drainage, Sewage and Water Supply**, paragraph 5.6.1.4, stated that ^As this new 
DB5TW will only treat sewage from 2 single residential towers for 476 units at Area
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6 f  so  th is  d e ce n tra lize d  sch e m e  is  co n sid e re d  n o t an e ffic ie n t se v/cg e  p la n n in g  
stra teg y^ .

H. EMERGENCY ARRANGEMENTS FOR WHEN THE STW BREAKS DOV/N \HCLUOlUG 
ACCESS TO PUMPING STATION NO, 1

I .  No mention was made in HKR's first and second submissions of v/hat v/ou*d happen to
the sewage in the event that the STW broke down. Onty in Its third and fourth 
submissions was the subject of emergency arrangements addressed. These induce: 
dual feed power supply for the STW； ^suitable bac^p* of the STVV treatment process 
(but no information as to what is suitable}; and ccnnectirg the gravity sewage p;;>e to 
the existing sewage system at Pumping Station No 1 {to te  cr-V used c jrx g  
emergencies), which would feed the sewage to the existing y/stem (Le- to He V/sn 
STW), and, as backup, the movement of sewage by 35 sewage veh efes per C3/ tc
the Siu Ho Wan STW.

2. Connection to the existing sewage system Is dearty most IlScê y tc «sed crce
left on permanently, since there is no desaiption of hew this Ectlcn te  r*=-age2 
{hence making unapproved use of the government Siu Ho V；2 r. faaTtles) as e r s t - g  
DB Services Management Limited (as illustrated by rts day to day Is Srcth
management and engineering severely challenged.

3. Government cannot allow such a connection since it would be an epen mvtotkm to 
abuse and illegalfy use the SHWSTW.

4. Also the only access to Pumping Station No. 1 (and escec's^V ree%c-:t d-rtrg 
emergencies) is currently blocked by the area around the puncing stater: te r̂-g rTepl-V 
used for vehicular parking. The Lands Department has recently requester HKR szzz 
the parking as this area should onty be used for the purposes re'ete- tc Xr.e cce^ctcr, cf 
the pump house. HKR should have advised its ccnsuttar;ts abd-t t r s  st'-Ht.c** 
issuing rts instarctions. Therefore it is necessary that this issue c f  access be addressed 
by HKR and the Lands Department.

5. Movement of sewage by truck is dearty unacceptable in a modem nty srrv'xcrrrerrt,
especially as it would require 36 sewage tanker vehidss a day tc rerr.c\^ sevvsgs tc 
the Siu Ho Wan STW, and is inconsistent with governments efforts tc nrodsmlse 
treatment and disposal in Hong Kong. The 36 truck ca!cui3t!cn Is corsdere- tc be -rcre 
representative than the calculation in paragraph 63.2.1 of tne latest Further 
Information which implies that sewage will only be moved on fre bass cf a of a
d a/s sewage being moved in 6 hours. Furthermore, HKR has bean to-d that it cannct 
feed the sewage to the Siu Ho Wan STW.

6. In addition, HKR has not mentioned anything about emergerqr arrangements in 
event of the open nullah discharge approach being taken. This would prehab^y Ltvc\e 
the 36 trucks per day travelling through Parkvale village and Discov-enr Bay go'rg tc tre 
Siu Ho Wan STW, which HKR does not have approval to use for this sev^ge.

I, SEWAGE FROM WORKFORCE 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 6.2.13 cf the latest 
Further Information states that portable chemical toilets v.ill 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 Parkvate 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 HIn selecting the type of treatment process, 
the designers should take due consideration of the availobility 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 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 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
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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 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.

Signed on behalf of the PVOC: Date:

29 December 2016

Mr. Kenneth J. Bradley J.P.

Parkvale Village Owners Committee Chairman

12



for info Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/2 Area 6f

Thomas Gebauer

------Forwarded M essage」
F r o m : _______________

T o :  T p b p d  < t p b p d @ p l a n d . g o v . h k >

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 4 : 5 2  

S u b j e c t :  A P P L I C A T I O N  Y / 1 - D B / 2  A r e a  6 f

丁he Town Planning Board:
Application Y/卜DB/2 Area 6f

1.1 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 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, (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 iDy the TPB / PLAND 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 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 to look also at both current applications of the HKR together.
4.ln 6 f 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 CO STA V ILLAG E.
5, 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 C ityM to put nowadays a sewage 
treatment plant into a housing development,
6 . The effluent is planned to be discharged into the shoreline next to a housing development 
and to a communal beach which is used by DB residents and others for recreational purposes

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


this effluent is in addition 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 
situation " must be clearly addressed. In HK one must get away from the view *' it is only little 
pollution11

beside the pollution of HK-waters and around, we are facing already many types of pollution, it 
is important to consider" the straw  which breaks the camel's back

8 The "sensitive receivers " 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 -pollutionH.
9
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
⑻
Mto avoid creating new environmental problems....
TH ER E ARE ADDITIONAL PROBLEM S
⑼
"to seize opportunities for environmental improvement....
NO OPPORTUNITY SEIZED  IN THIS DEVELOPM ENT 
Proper land use planning,
⑻
proposed land uses in particular development areas are environmentally suitable;

(b) proposed land uses in the same development area are compatible with each 
other.....TH ER E IS NO N EC ES SITY  FOR THIS DEVELOPM ENT AS PLANNED.
THE HKR COMPANY HAS OTHER ALTERNATIVES IN DB THAN TO CONVERT GREEN  
AREAS INTO CO N CRETE. IT IS ALSO  NOT COMPATIBLE t ALONE FOR THE SEWAGE 
TREATMENT PLANT.
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 丨S NOT TH E C A SE  WITH BOTH TH E PLANNED D巳 DEVELOPMENTS AS ALSO THE  
PLANNED NEW W ASTE HANDLING FO R TH E W HOLE OF DB , TRAN SFER AND 
DISPOSAL
FACILITIES A RE CO M PLETELY INADEQUATE AND ILL-PLACED UNDER A PODIUM 
STRUCTURE. THIS WAS ALREADY W RITTEN IN PREVIO US COMMENTS.
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;
AS WRITTEN ABOVE , DB HAS LIMITED CAPACITY TO A C CEP T  
ALREADY TH E LIMITS REGARDING 25.000 R ESID EN TS INDICATE THAT.
TH E TPB MUST NOT FO RG ET THAT SE R V IC E  FACILITIES ARE ALSO ST R ES SE D
BECA U SE OF TH E OFTEN LA RG E INFLUX 〇F VISITO RS AND TO URISTS CREATING
ENVIRONMENTAL DEGRADATION TO THIS CONFINED AREA, TH E NUMBERS ARE IN 
ADDITION TO TH E R ESID EN TS 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  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 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 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
An 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  SAID : 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 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 
locatio门s 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  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  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 U S T  B E  M O R E S O  
F〇R T H E F U T U R E . I T W A S W R 1 T T E N A L R E A D Y A B 〇UTIT.

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 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  RE-USE.

10
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T H O M A S  G E B A U E R  
owner/reside 门 t

T h o m a s  Gebauer
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Area 6f.pdf; ATT00039.txt

T o  w h o m  it m a y  c o n c e r n :

I a m  a  P e n i n s u l a  V i l l a g e  o w n e r ,  w h o  is e x t r e m e 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  life.

I a t t a c h  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  

P e n i n s u l a  V i l l a g 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  :

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


Parkvale Village Owners' Committee
C o m m e n t s  o n  t h e  S e c o n d  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  i n  S u p p o r t  o f  

S e c t i o n  1 2 A  A p p l i c a t i o n  N u m b e r  Y / I - D B / 2  t o  a m e n d  D i s c o v e r y  B a 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  a t  

A r e a  6 f ,  D i s c o v e r y  B a y .

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 (OB) 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 X2A 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 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  a t  A r e a  6 f ,  D i s c o v e r y  B a y u . 

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 i t s  covering letter, Masterplan Limited, on behalf of HKR, states that u l 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 t  

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 o 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 U t i e s . H

The reality, however, which the TPB and relevant departments, such as the EPD and DSD, 
wifi see when they review this latest submission, is that this Further Information provides 
no new and substantial Further Information. As Masterplan Limited states, , fT 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 u .

PVOC Comments on Application number； Y/I-DB/2
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Furthermore, as we have pointed out, HKR has no alternative but to build a standalone STW 
in Area 6 f 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^ 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 u l n  a d d i t i o 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 l e ,  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  I n f r a s t r u c t u r e  w o u l d  

b e  ms/gn//7canfi,. This is irrelevant as government facilities are not available, and will not 
be available in the potential timeline of both the Area 6 f and Area'IOb 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.

P R I N C I P A L  C O N C E R N S  W I T H  T H E  A P P L I C A T I O 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 6 FA 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

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 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 6 f 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 Mi 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 f , .

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 IPG 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, desprte Annex C paragraph 2.1.1.4 stating that a key element of the 
development is site formation. HKR continues to ignore CEOD'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 HKR7s latest submission and from 
HKR^s intention to build a standalone sewage treatment works in Area 6f.

S E W A G E  T R E A T M E N T

Ail the concerns and comments submitted to the TPB in respect of sewage treatment 
processing and discharge continue to be ignored.



W e  have, again, set o u t  a n d  e x p a n d e d  o u r  c o n c e r n s  a n d  c o m m e n t s  in t h e  f o l l o w i n g

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.
6 . 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 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 SM P", 
which includes DB.

2. All the HKR subm issions consistently make no mention of the Outlying Islands SM P, 
which would appear to be because their sewage strategy for DB, as illustrated by the 
proposals for both Areas 6 f 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 no 
alternative but to build a separate sewage treatment works (STW) in Area 6 f, 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 6 f, 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 6 f 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 OSD ^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

PVOC ComrrietMS on Application number:
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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 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 f, 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 6 f ,  due to the potential smeff 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

L. 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 "  This is a too vague a statement. Are the consultants 
referring to the submission of Application Form A (EPD H 7 );  who will be responsible 
for submitting the application; who will pay the licence fee; and what are the' 
consequences if the application is rejected?

1. 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.

) . DISCHARGE OF SEWAGE BY OPEN NULLAH

L 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 Hlustrated 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 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 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 
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 -  MT 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 . L  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 -  u 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 i l l  i o w . n

c. 6.4.1.1; 7.3.1.4; 8 .1.2.1 -  HT 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 / *

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 
' ' 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  Thus the previous version tried to downplay 
the likely occurrence of red tides, w hilst the om ission of the references to red tides in 
the latest version implies that w hat was stated in the previous version was incorrect, 
and that we, and governm ent, 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 u 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 f i  a n d  U I A f, 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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W ould HKR's conclusions have been the sam e if it had m odelled m easurem ents at the 
sewage discharge outlet instead of 270 m etres from it?

F. THEORETICAL MODEUIINIG SCENARIOS OF SEWAGE PROCESSING AND EFFLUENT 
DISCHARGE

1. The consultants have not undertaken a sensitivity analysis regarding their various  
calculations, nor a risk assessm ent as to environmental aspects, daily operations and 
em ergency arrangem ents of a STW . In addition, there is no m ention of the assum ptions 
and limitations as to their approach to modelling. In a public consultation exercise there  
should be a layman's guide to the scientific and m athem atical acceptability of their 
approach (and its quality), since, w ithout this, the vast majority 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 CORM IX  
include outfall configuration, am bient current speed, vertical density profile and effluent 
flow rate. As this latest Further Information merely repeats the sam e scenarios, with the 
sam e key inputs and assumptions, as in the October Further Inform ation, the results are 
naturally the same! (Appendix D CORM IX model is same as in October). How ever, HKR 
has deleted references to the likelihood of red tide which was m entioned in the O ctober 
Further Information, with no explanation as to why. This is unprofessional and 
m isleading. Furthermore, there is no mention by the consultants as to w hy this type of 
mode! was used and its reliability.

3. Paragraph 4.3.1.2 of the Technical Note on W ater 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 . 0  How ever, in each of the CORM IX scenarios, under



PVQC Comments on Application number： V/I-D8/2

"Buoyancy assessment^ it is stated that NThe effluent density is less than the 
surrounding ambient water density at the discharge tevef. Therefore, the effluent is
P O S I T I V E L Y  B U O Y A N T  a n d  w i 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 / '  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 out in Appendix D uCORMlX 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 CORM1X reports, which is the 
^REMINDER: The user must take note that HYDRODYNAMIC MODELLING by any known 
technique is NOT AN EXACT SCIENCE11.

5. The full name of the model is X 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 6 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 Q Q T .  It is difficult to understand why a 9 year old 
version of this model was used and thi^ 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 ASSESSMENT

1. In its Application and Further Information of June and October, HKR's consultants have 
said:

a. In paragraj3h 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 9*. 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  

rtrofegy*. Paragraph 5.6.4.1 also notes that a local STW may cause “an
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  £/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 (EIAJ, 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 6  mR e v i s e d  S t u d y  o n  

Dra/Vioge, Sewage anrf Water paragraph 5.6.1.4, stated that * 4 5  t/i/s new
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 i 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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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. EMERGENCY ARRANGEMENTS FOR WHEN THE STW BREAKS DOWN INaUDING  
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 backups of the STV/ 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 V^an 
STW), and, as backup, the movement of sewage by 36 sewage tanker vehides 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.

3. Government cannot allow such a connection since rt 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 instnjetions. Therefore it is necessary that this issue of access be addressed 
by HKR and the Lands Department.

5. Movement of sewage by truck is cleariy unacceptable in a modem dty 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 governments 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 
da/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 arrangerr.e.^ts in The 
event of the open nullah discharge approach being taken. This wodd 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
1 . All of Parkvale Village will be affected by the proposed method of se**sge generated 

from the workforce during the development of Area 6 f. Paragreph 6.2.1.3 c f 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 DSD guidelines (referred to in section 
B above) it is stated in paragraphs 5.1/2 that NIn 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 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.

CONCLUSION

We (the Parkvale Village Owners Committee representing the Owners of Parkvale Village,
which is adjacent to Area 6 f and through which all traffic to Area 6 f would pass) continue to

11
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be surprised and disappointed that no Governm ent D e p artm e n t, n o r  H K R , a p p e a r s  t o  h a v e  
considered the adverse impact of the proposed d e ve lo p m en t on th e  o w n e r s  a n d  r e s id e n t s
of Parkvale Village, especially the totally unacceptable and su b  o p t im a l c o m m it m e n t  t o  
build a standalone STW with discharge by open nullah d ire ctly  p a s t  a p a r t m e n t s  a n d  in t o  
the sea. In view of the serious inadequacies and sh o rtfa ll o f th e  S T W  a n d  d is c h a r g e  
proposal we believe that the DSD and EPD have no a lte rn a tiv e  b u t  to  r e je c t  t h e  H K R  
proposal and advise the TPB to not approve the application.

As clearly demonstrated in not only this subm ission but in all o u r  s u b m is s io n s , H K R ^s  
application continues to be deficient in many ways. So again, w e  c o n s id e r  t h a t  th e  T o w n  
Planning Board is in no other position than to  reject HKR^s ap p lica tio n  to  re z o n e  A r e a  6 f .

We again encourage the Town Planning Board to visit the site and m e e t re s id e n ts . In  d o in g  
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 :

2 9  D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 6

Mr. Kenneth J. Bradley J.P.
Parkvale Village Owners Committee Chairman
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M  Gmail E d w i n  R a i n b o w

for info Fw: A PPL ICA T IO N  Y/1-DB/2 Area 6f

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 g e  --

F r o m :  ^ ____________

T o :  T p b T ? ^ T p 5 p d © p I a n d . g o v . h k >

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 4 : 5 2  

S u b j e c t :  A P P L I C A T I O N  Y / 1 - D B / 2  A r e a  6 f

The Town Planning Board: 
Application Y/I-DB/2 A rea 6 f

1.1 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 l o p m e n t  a s  p r e s e n t e d  b y  t h e  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  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 t u a l  C o v e n a n t .

2.Discovery Bay ( 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  . q u a s i  a n  e n c l a v e  , i s o l a t e d  

f r o m  H o n g K o n g  p r o p e r  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  ferry.

S p e c i a l  r u l e s  a p p l y  in / f o r  t h e  a r e a ,  a s  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  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  in D B  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  T o w n  P l a n n i n g  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 a f f e c t  t h e  e n v i r o n m e n t  a n d  

t h e  w a y  o f  life a r e  p r o p o s e d  f o r  thi 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 1' t h e  H o n g k o n g  R e s o r t  C o .  L t d ,  ( H K R ) .

T h e  T P B  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  in D B  ( r o u g h l y  8 . 0 0 0  h o u s e s / f l 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  f o r m  a n  O w n e r s  C o r p o r a t i o 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  T P B  a s  w h a t  a r e  t h e  w i s h e s  o f  t h e  m a n y  D B  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 i a l  e n t i t i e s  a n d  s p a c e s  o w n e d  b y  t h e  d e v e l o p e r ,  t h e  H K R .

3 . D u e  t o  t h i s  u n i q u e  s i t u a t i o n ,  a n y  c h a n g e s  m u s t  b e  j u d g e d  b y  t h e  T P B  / P L A N D  w i t h  a  h o l i s t i c  

v i e w  in m i n d  ; t h i s  p r o p o s e d  d e v e l o 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 / l - D B / 3  A r e a  1 0 b  ..；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  o w n  b u t  h o w  it a l s o  will a f f e c t  t h e  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 t h e  D B  s e r v i c e  facilities 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  it is 

I M P E R A T I V E  t o  l o o k  a l s o  a t  b o t h  c u r r e n t  a p p l i c a t i o n s  o f  t h e  H K R  t o g e t h e r .

4 . In 6 f  it is p r o p o s e d  t o  built a  s e w a g e  t r e a t m e n t  p l a n t  -o n  site" a n d  t h e  e f f l u e n t  is p l a n n e d  t o  b e  

* d e l i v e r e d  t h r o u g h  a  g r a v i t y -  s e w e r a g e  - p i p e , o r  e v e n  c o n s i d e r e d  t o  b e  d e l i v e r e d  t h r o u g h  a  

n u l l a h ,

t o  t h e  s e a ,  n e x t  t o  t h e  D i s c o v e r y  F e r r y  P i e r  a n d  n e x t  t o  t h e  e x i s t i n g  h o u s i n g  d e v e l o p m e n t  

of LA  C O S T A  V IL L A G E .
5 ,  W e  a r e  li v i n g  in t h e  2 1 s t  c e n t u r y  a n d  T o w n  P l a n n i n 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  m e  it is 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 r l d  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门t o  a  h o u s i n g  d e v e l o p m e n t ,

6 ,  丁h e  e f f l u e n t  is p l a 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  s h o r e l i n e  n e x t  t o  a  h o u s i n g  d e v e l o p m e n t  

a n d  t o  a  c o m m u n a l  b e a c h  w h i c h  is u s e d  b y  D B  r e s i d e n t s  a n d  o t h e r s  f o r  r e c r e a t i o n a l  p u r p o s e s



this e f f l u e n t  is in a d d i t i o n  to t h e  a l r e a d y  p o l l u t e d  w a t e r s  in t h e  S o u t h  o f  H o n g k o n g .

7 . T o  b l a m e  p o l l u t i o n  o n  t h e  P e a r l  R i v e r  D e l t a  is 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  u a s  is 

s i t u a t i o n w m u s t  b e  c l e a r l y  a d d r e s s e d .  In H K  o n e  m u s t  g e t  a w a y  f r o m  t h e  v i e w u it is o n l y  little 

p o l l u t i o n  H

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 a n y  t y p e s  o f  p o l l u t i o n ,  it 

is i m p o r t a n t  t o  c o n s i d e r u 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 ' s  b a c k

8  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  s e a  a t  t h e  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  w o u l d  b e u 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 u s  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  like.

All 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  sa 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  is " w a t e r  - p o l l u t i o n M .

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  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  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 . . . .

N O  B E T T E R  E N V I R O N M E N T

⑻
" 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 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

⑼
" 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  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  I N  T H I S  D E V E L O P M E N T  

P r o p e r  l a n d  u s e  p l a n n i n g ,

(a)

p r o p o s e d  l a n d  u s e s  in p a r t i c u l a r  d e v e l o p m e n t  a r e a s  a r e  e n v i r o n m e n t a l l y  s u i t a b l e ;

(b) p r o p o s e d  l a n d  u s e s  in t h e  s a 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 . . . . . T H E R E  I S  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  I N  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 .  I T  I S  A L S O  N O T  C O M P A T I B L E  t 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  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  facilities 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  all 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 .

T H I S  I 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  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  I N  P R E V I O U S  C O M M E N T S .

2.2.2
⑹
t h e  c a p a c i t y  o f  t h e  e n v i r 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 l e ,  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  a n 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 o n m e n 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  facilities t o  a c c o m m o d a t e  f u r t h e r  

r e s i d u a l 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

EN V IR O N M EN T A L D EG R A D A TIO N  T O  T H IS  C O N F IN 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  I N  T H I S  P L A C E .

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 i r  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 .........

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  p r a c t i c a b l e ,  m a j o 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 r b a n  

a r e a s  a n d  n e w  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 i n d s ;

D B  I S  E N C L O S E D  B Y  M O U N T A I N S  !

W a t e r  Q u a l i t y  C o n s i d e r a t i o n s

2 . 3 . 4

It s h o u l d  b e  n o t e d  t h a t  t h e r e  is 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  in a  w e s t  t o  

e a s t  d i r e c t i o n  i n  t h e  c o a s t a l  w a t e r s  o f  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  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 l d  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 .

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  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  

a n 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 l o p m e n t  c o n t r o l s  is p r a c t i c a b l e .  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  

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  is m a x i m i s e d .  A S  S A I D  : D B  I S  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  C o n s i d e r a t i o n s

2 . 3 . 6

I n  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 l d  b e  m a d e  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 i c 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 ities.... A s  s o 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  a n d  t o  g i v e  r i s e  t o  s p e c i a l  r e q u i r 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 l d  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  i m p a c t s .

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  I T  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  , I S  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 .  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  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  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 .

10
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  .

T H O M A S  G E 巳A U E R

Thomas Gebauer



a \
c o

c o



lU 9pIS9 ^_ I 9 UM〇

iresns

NOiLvonddv 3A〇av am 01 loarao
O M O U L S I  ̂ O T O n s u o o  }〇 spnnoi s n o u s i d  aaiqi aqi S u u n p  aui A q  paSpo^ Aisnouaid Qsoqi uo p u ^  {spun〇jS osaxp u〇

•：raqUI303Q[ q ig 乙 p 哪 P J3UM〇 3如爪八  3 U3：13S - 

3 加 3 M 3S cn
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t ^ i - iv  . ' ^ i  H*v>, ^vfei^- w,k>> r̂ il; 4*^X ^  «-W<f：t»»>；.*̂ w；̂ .
-> > «• Vv. i'-* N̂N'.-SV. ^  v̂.NV ^

- ( H  ^ - '^ * V -  <^>-(：.x>. , %  f«V<^
•fv̂  wsf. »iV(«. ^  ^ \ i f i  ^'■ N.^- VN «!.^ t> ,\t： N vjv .̂v  ̂$ .^ .-K N s^ .% ^
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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 〇N -SITE SEW AGE TREATM ENT ODOURS OF D IFFER EN T KIND MUST BE 
CO N SID ER ED  A LSO  WHEN SLU D G E W ILL 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 EN C LO SE D  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 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  丁〇 K £ 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. A S SAID : DB IS A 
TO PO G R A PH ICA LLY  CONFINED BASIN WITH LIMITED D ISP E R SIV E  CAPACITY.

Waste Management Considerations 
2.3.6
In the preparation of la门d 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 SED  NEW  SP A C E  UNDER A  PODIUM ST R U C T U R E  FO R W ASTE HANDLING ( 
T H E  A P P LICA N T NOW C A LLS  IT R E F U S E  R ECEIV IN G  STATION PLANNED FO R TH E
W H O LE O F DB _ IS TO TALLY INADEQUATE FO R  TH E  P R E S E N T  AND MUST BE M ORESO
FO R  TH E  FU TU RE. IT WAS W RITTEN  A LR EA D Y  A BO U T IT.
A LS O  TH E  PLANNED SP A C E  FO R  W A STE HANDLING FA C ILIT IES  CANNOT BE  
CO M PATIBLE WITH TH E P H ILO SO P H Y O F W A STE -HANDLING SEPARATING  
SO R TIN G  FO R  R E C Y C LIN G  AND R E-U SE.
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IN CO N CLU SIO N  I STR O N G LY  O B JE C T  TO TH IS APPLICATIO N  .
THO M AS G EB A U ER  
owner/resident

Thomas Gebauer



PVOC Comments on Application number： Y/l-DB/2

Parkvale Village Owners1 Committee
C o m m e n t s  o n  t h e  S e c o n d  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  i n  S u p p o r t  o f  

S e c t i o n  1 2 A  A p p l i c a t i o n  N u m b e r  Y / l - D B / 2  t o  a m e n d  D i s c o v e r y  B a 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  a t  

A r e a  6 f ,  D i s c o v e r y  B a y .

I N T R O D U C T I O N

In April, July and December 2016 we, the Parkvale Village O w n ers Committee (PVOC), a 
body of owners in Parkvale Village in Discovery Bay (DB) elected to represent the interests 
o f the owners of the 6 0 6  flats in the village, submitted our comments on Hong Kong Resort 
Com pany Limited's (HKR) Section 12A Application a T o  A m e n d  D i s c o v e r y  B a 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  a t  A r e a  6 f ,  D i s c o v e r y  B a y H. 

Our comments were assigned numbers 1512 (April), 2787 (iuly) 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 Novem ber 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 Mi 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 y 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

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 departm ents, 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 Information. As Masterplan Limited states, f , 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 f , .
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Furthermore, as we have pointed out, HKR has no alternative but to build a standalone STW 
in Area 6 f 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 u l n  a d d i t i o 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 l e ,  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  I n f r a s t r u c t u r e  w o u l d  

b e  i n s i g n i f i c 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 
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 o u r  previous submission, w h i c h  w a s  assigned n u m b e r  5297 ( D e c e m b e r )  b y  the TPB, w e  

n o t e d  the following principal co 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 created to 

a c c o m m o d a t e  a 170tm2 G F A  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 waccess 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 
叩 erational 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 o f em ergency 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 subm it, in its Further Inform ation, a Traffic Impact Assessm ent on 
Pedestrians w hich is listed under the Reports to be subm itted.

G. A  sew age treatm ent w orks (STW ) is to be included in Area 6 f 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. How ever, it is clear from  HKR's com m ents that the latter is 
the intended approach. A lso, H KT tries to m inim ise the pollution im pact of discharge of 
sew age into the sea w hereas it will increase the TIN and TPs, thereby increasing the 
probability of, e . g . ,  red tide in Discovery Bay w aters. Not surprisingly HKR's consultants 
say that the sew age proposal *7s 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 11.

H. HKR is m isleading the TPB by saying th ere are tw o options re w ater supply but, as 
previously pointed out (since governm ent has confirm ed that its facilities at the Siu Ho 
W an W ater Treatm ent W orks (SH W W TW ) and the SH W  Fresh W ater Pum ping Station 
are not available fo r the fo reseeable future), there is only one# which is a potable water 
supply to be provided by re-opening, after 16 years, the DB w ater treatm ent plant and

- using w ater from  the DB reservoir.
I. No inform ation is provided regarding th e  provision o f other utilities to Area 6 f  and how  

it will affect Parkvale Village, despite the O ctober Further Inform ation Annex C 
paragraph 2 .1 .1 .4 stating th at a key e lem ent of the developm ent is the provision of 
utilities. Furtherm ore, th ere  is no referen ce to  the DB LPG gas system  which has 
recently suffered an explosion w hich  is the su bject of investigations by EMSD and FSD.

J. Slope safety of the area, w here the tw o proposed 18 story buildings will be built, is 
ignored, despite Annex C paragraph 2.1.1.4  stating that a key elem ent of the 
developm ent is site form ation. HKR co n tin u es to  ignore CED D 's request for HKR to 
assess th e  geotechnical feasibility  of the proposed developm ent and to subm it a 
G eotechnical Planning Review  Report (GPRR).

K. O w nersh ip  issues - HKR's right to use Parkvale Drive as access to Area 6 f  is still disputed.
L. P lanning co n tro ls of D iscovery Bay are ignored in respect o f the M aster Plan (MP) and 

O utline Zone Plan (OZP) relationship, the 25 ,0 0 0  population ceiling and the allocation of 
undivided sh ares and m anagem ent units under the Deed o f M utual Covenant (DMC). 
Fu rtherm o re, HKR has a conflict o f interest regarding population data, in that current 
figu res are provided by its w holly  ow ned subsidiary, DB Services M anagem ent Limited.

M . D iagram s and ph oto m o n tages are often m isleading, inaccurate and of poor quality.

W e p rovided fu rth er details of these co n cern s in our previous subm ission. Readers of this
su bm issio n  sh o uld  also read our previous su bm issions if they have not already done so.

In th is su b m iss io n  w e ad d ress co n ce rn s a risin g  fro m  H KR's latest subm ission and from
H K R ^  In te n tio n  to bu ild  a sta n d a lo n e  sew age tre atm en t w orks in Area 6 f.

SEWA6ETREATMENT

AM the co n ce rn s  and co m m en ts subm itted to the TPB in respect of sew age treatm ent
p r o c e s s i n g  a n d  d i s c h a r g e  c o n t i n u e  t o  b e  i g n o r e d .

3
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W e have, again, set out and expanded our concerns and com m ents in the follow ing
sections:

A. Sewage M aster Plans.
B. Standalone Sewage Treatm ent Works.
C. Application for Discharge Licence.
D. Discharge of Sewage by Open Nullah. .
E. Effluent to be Discharged into the Sea.
F. Theoretical M odelling Scenarios of Sewage Processing and Effluent Discharge.
G. Inefficient Sewage Planning Strategy Confirmed by HKR's Consultants and no 

Environm ental Impact Assessment.
H. Em ergency Arrangem ents for when the STW  Breaks Down Including Access to Pumping 

Station No 1.
!. Sewage from the Workforce during Construction.
J. M anagem ent of the STW.
K. Capital and Operating Costs.
L. Consultation.

A. SEW AGE M ASTER PLANS

I .  In 1989, a sewage disposal strategy was form ulated by the Government. Since then EPD 
has produced 16 Sewage M aster Plans (SMPs) and DSD has had the role of works agent 
to im plem ent the recom mended 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 SMP 
Reviews have been completed and these include the "Review of Outlying Islands SMPW, 
which includes DB.

2. All the HKR subm issions consistently m ake no m ention of the Outlying Islands SM P, 
w hich w ould appear to be because their sew age strategy fo r DB, as illustrated by the 
proposals fo r 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. STAND ALO NE SEW AG E TREATM EN T W O RKS

1. Since governm ent facilities are not available in the foreseeable future, HKR has no 
alternative but to build a separate sewage treatm ent works (STW) in Area 6 f, if the 
proposed change in use is approved and if the proposed development is in fact built. 
This m eans 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 6 f, 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 6 f 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 
subm issions, that there is no reference w hatsoever to the DSD ^Guidelines for the 
Design of Small Sew age Treatm ent 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 
param eters; practical design and installation; operation and maintenance; and 
environmental considerations. Follow ing these guidelines w ould 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 showing location 
of developm ent and effluent discharge location; plan and section showing the location 
o f 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; 
equipm ent 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/m aintenance manual.

3. Although the DSD has built and operates a num ber of sm all sew age treatm ent 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 f# nor has it dem onstrated that any of the 
three sewage treatm ent processes com m only adopted by the DSD on Lantau Island is 
suitable for a site located on a steep 5lope 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 A rea 6 f, due to the potential sm ell and health hazard, 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. A PPLICA TIO N  FOR DISCHARGE LICENCE

1. Paragraph 6.3.1.6 of the Revised Environm ental Study glib ly  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 
re ferring  to the subm ission of Application Form  A  (EPD 117); who will be responsible 
fo r subm itting the application; who will pay the licence fee; and what are the 
consequences if the application is rejected?

2. Th is asp ect of the STW  requires com prehensively explaining to the TPB and/ of course, 
th e  p u blic  since this Further Inform ation is supposed to be subject to public 
co n su ltatio n.

D. D ISC H A R G E OF SEW A G E BY OPEN NULLAH

1 . HKR is still saying, as it did in its previous subm issions, that discharging the treated  
sew age 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.

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 6 f 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 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 scierUifically proven to encourage growth of harmful algae 
("red tides"), particularly in shallow coastal areas (see page 170 of ^Harmful Algae",
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volum e 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. The water quality assessm ent 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 QO. W e w ould not dispute this, but this does not 
justify  H K R ^  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 subm issions, 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 Environm ental Study  
and as Total Phosphorous in the Technical Note) and to red tides.

5. The Further Information subm itted by HKR in O ctober 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 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 i l l  ! o w / f

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  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 . u  •

6 . The text in bold does not appear in the latest version of the Environm ental Study  
subm itted by HKR on 28 N ovem ber 2016. W hy w ould 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 ! / ' ?  Thus the previous version tried to dow nplay  
the likely occurrence o f red tides/ w hilst the om ission o f the references to red tides in 
the latest version im plies that w hat w as stated in the previous version w as incorrect, 
and that w e, and governm ent, 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 a 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 f, are based on 
m odelled m easurem ents at W SR 07  (Tai Pak Peninsula CPA), 270 m etres from  the 
sew age discharge point. This ignores the fact that the area of the sea into which the 
sew age w ould 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 follow ing picture dem onstrates:
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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 M ODELLING SCENARIOS OF SEW AGE PROCESSING AND EFFLUENT 
DISCHARGE

1. The consultants have riot 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 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 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.

B. Paragraph 4.3.1.2 of the Technical Note on Water Quality states ,fThe exit of the gravity 
sewage pipe into sea is near surfaced However, in each of the CORMIX scenarios, under
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^Buoyancy assessment11 it is stated that HThe 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 tfCORMIX 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 CORMfX 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 name of the model is ,lCORMlX MIXING ZONE EXPERT SYSTEM Version 5.0GT 
HYDROl: Version-5.0.1.0 December, 2007J,. It is difficult to understand why a 9 year old 
version of this model was used and this aspect should be investigated by EPO. 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. JNEFFICIENT 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 "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 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. MThis 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 EIAM. (June Revised Environmental Study,
6.3.1.3). Furthermore, in the October Further Information there is no reference to a 
subsequent Environmental Impact Assessment (E1A), 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 Supplf t paragraph 5.6.1.4, stated that aAs this new 
DBSTW will only treat sewage from 2 single residential towers for 476 units at Area
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6f so this decentralized schem e is considered not an efficient sewage planning  
strateg^^

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*' 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.

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

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

PVOC Comments on Application number: Y/i-DB/2
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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 uln selecting the type of treatment process, 
the designers should take c/ue 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 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 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 Areg 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 o
tp>
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A D £ tiO T N fY /IkDB/2 Area 6 f - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - OBJECTION 
B PVOC Fourth Comments on flie Section 12A Application further information_final - Copy.pdf; ATT00086.htm

Dear Town Planning Board,

I own two apartments at 
Peninsula Village (| 
and environmental damages of this Application.

and I am deeply concerned by the numerous shortcoir

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 m 
life. -

To me it is outrageous to even consider in "Asia s World City to put nowadays a sewage treatment plant into 
housing development and to discharge the effluent into the shoreline next to a housing development and to a comm 
beach which is used by DB residents and others for recreational purposes.

I attach the Parkvale Village Owners' Committee submission dated 29th December, which matches my own cone 
all respects and which I fully endorse.

I OBJECT TO THE ABOVE APPLICATION 

Best regards .
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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 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 UmitecTs (HKR) Section 12A Application "Tb Amend D/scoi/e/y fiGy Out//"e Zon/叩 
Plan for rezoning the permissible use from staff quarters to flats at Area 6f, Discovery Baynt 
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 În 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 Roacf 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 now proposed 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, 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 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 addition, the p ro p o sa l f o r  
A re a  6 f  is  m ode rate in scale, the dem and on the o vera ll G overnm ent In frastructure w ould  
be insign ificant,\  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 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.

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 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.

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.gv red tide in Discovery Bay waters. Not surprisingly HKR's consultants 
say that the sewage proposal w/s considered not an efficient sewage planning strategy".

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 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.

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.

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.
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 wReview of Outlying Islands SMPW# 
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 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 devel叩ment.

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 PlantsM 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 DSD has built and operates a number of small sewage treatm ent 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 Sf, 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 th a t tfMoreover, the 
operation of the STW shall also apply fo ra  discharge licence from the relevant authority 
before the operation of the STW/* 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?

1. 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.

DISCHARGE OF SEW AGE BY OPEN NULLAH

. 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 View of the open nullah looking downstream 
past Hillgrove Village_____________________  towards Hiligrove 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 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, 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. 丁he 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-Coll 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 -  tfThe discharge concentration has therefore been reduced as 
much os 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 i$ 
maintained greater than I S . i .  Hence the occurrence of red tides will be unlikely/*

b. 6.3.1.5 -  HThe computed N: P ratio concluded that the possibility of having red tide 
is still Iow.f/

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 t o P  ratio is maintained greater than 18.1. Hence the 
occurrence of red tides will be unlikely.u

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 unlike!/,7 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 Mthe water quality in the vicinity of marine- 
based WSRs would be in compliance with WQOs in 55, £  coli and UIAV 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.

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 surfaced However, in each of the CORMIX scenarios, under
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" B u o y a n c y  a s s e s s m e n t 1', it is stated that " T h e  e f f lu e n t  d e n s i t y  i s  l e s s  t h a n  th e  

surrounding ambient water density a t the discharge level. Therefore, th e  e ff lu e n t is  
P O SIT IV ELY  BU O YA N T and wiU tend  to rise tow ards the su r fa c e / '  T h is  m e a n s  th a t  th e  
se w a g e  e fflu e n t  w川 be v e ry  v is ib le  n e a r  a n d  o n  th e  se a  s u r fa c e , as 川ustrated 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(X model output 
to the Revised Technical Note on Water Ouality 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 CORM1X reports, which is the 
"REMINDER: The user must take note that HYDRODYNAMIC MODELLING by any known 
technique is NOTAN EXACT SCIENCE1*.

5. The full name of the model is /W/X/A/G ZCW f fXPf/Jr SKSTTM \/ers/on 5.0G7"
HYDROl: Version-5.0.1.0 December, 200T. It is difficult to understand why a 9 year old 
version of this model was used and this aspect should be investigated by EPO. 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 ''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 areau. Furthermore, 
paragraph 5.6.2.2 of HKR's Study on Drainage, Sewerage and Water Supply Systems 
for Area 6f notes that aThis STW will treat sewage only from 2 single residential 
towers for 476 units at Area 6fso it is considered not an efficient sewage planning 
strategy^. Paragraph 5.6.4.1 also notes that a local STW may cause Man 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 os part of the subsequent EIAn. (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 HRevised Study on 
Drainage, Sewage and Water Supply^f paragraph 5..6.1.4, stated that aAs this new 
DB5TW will only treat sewage from 2 single residentiat towers for 476 units at Area
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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 i d e r e d  n o t  a n  e f f i c 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 f,.

H. EMERGENCY ARRANGEMENTS FOR WHEN THE STW  BREAKS DOW N 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" 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.

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 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 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

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

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 DSD guidelines (referred to in section 
B above) it is statedin paragraphs 5.1/2 that M!n selecting the type of treatment process, 
the designers should take due consideration of the ovoilability 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 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 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 rpodern sewage treatment 
and discharge practices and DSD guidelines as developed so diligently over the last BO 
years by government, namely EPD, WSO 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



PVOC Comments on Application number: Y /I-D 5/2

PV O C  C o m m e n ts  o n  A p p l i c a t i o n  n u m b e r :  Y / I - D B /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 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

5
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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 
Discovery 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
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* 5847

Application No. Y/I-DB/2 Area 6f - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - OBJECTION

I am a long term resident of Discovery Bay, currently renting in Parkvale Village. I am very concerned by the 
many bad ideas in this Application which have been covered by earlier consultations.

This 4th round consultation confirms the reintroduction o f local sewage treatment within Discovery Bay ana 
I particularly object to this retrograde step and an inevitable environmental deterioration fo r DB residents 
and the marine life.

I attach the following excellent submissions concerning the above, from neighbouring villages, which, I fully 
endorse, since they express my concerns better than L could myself

- Parkvale Village Owners1 Committee submission dated 29th December, which matches m y own concerns 
in almost all respects

- Serene Village Owner dated 28th December.

I OBJECT TO THE ABOVE APPLICATION

Brian Lowe

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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S u b je ct: A P P L IC A T IO N  Y/1-DB/2 Area 6f

The Town Planning Board:
A pplication Y/l-DB/2 Area 6f

1.1 strongly object to the planned development as presented by the HongKong Resort Company
i
who with thousands of owners are bound together by a Deed of Mutual Covenant.
2 . D isco ve ry B ay (D B) is a U N IQ U E  development in H ongKong . quasi an enclave , isolated 
from H on gKo ng proper and only accessib le  through one tunnel and by ferry.
S p e c ia l 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 D B must therefore get a recognised voice and special attention 
from the Town Planning Board (T P B ) when major changes which will affect the environment and 
the w ay of life are proposed for this special enclave/environment as done by the 
R egistered  owner" the Hongkong Resort Co. Ltd, ( H K R ) .
T h e  T P B  m ust 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 vs^hich could give a clear voice 
to the T P B  a s  what are the wishes of the m any D B  owners, leaving aside the various large, 
m ainly com m ercial entities and spa ces 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 LA N D  with a holistic 
vie w  in mind ; this proposed deve丨opment as well as the application Y/l-DB/3 Area 10b … cannot
be judge d 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 
IM P E R A T IV E  to look also at both current applications of the H K R  together.
4 .ln 6f it is proposed to built a sew age treatment plant “on site" and the efflue门t is planned to be 
M delivered through a gravity- sew erage -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 IL L A G E .
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 M A sia's World City " to put nowadays a sewage  
treatment plant into a housing developm ent,
6 . T h e  effluent is planned to be discharged into the shoreline hext to a housing development . 
and to a com m una丨 beach which is used by D B residents and others for recreational purposes
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this effluent is in addition 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 
situation " must be clearly addressed. In HK 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, it 
is important to consideru the straw which breaks the camel's ba ckM. '

8 The "sensitive receivers ** 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 M.
9
From PLAND AND MY COM M ENTS IN REG A R D  TO TH IS APPLICATION:
Aims of Environmental Planning
2 .1.1
To achieve a better environment through planning....
NO B E T T E R  ENVIRONM ENT
⑻
"to avoid creating new environmental problems....
T H E R E  A R E  ADDITIO N AL PRO B LEM S
⑼
"to seize opportunities for environmental improvement....
NO O P P O R T U N IT Y  S E IZ E D  IN T H IS  D EV ELO PM EN T 
Proper land use planning,
⑻
proposed 丨and uses in particular devel叩ment areas are environmentally suitable;

(b) proposed land uses in the same development area are compatible with each 
other.....T H E R E  IS NO N E C E S S IT Y  FO R  TH IS  D EVELO PM EN T A S PLANNED.
T H E  H KR COM PANY H AS O T H E R  A LTER N A TIV ES IN DB THAN TO CO N VERT GREEN  
A R E A S  INTO C O N C R E T E . IT IS A LS O  NOT COM PATIBLE , ALO N E FO R TH E SEW AGE  
TREATM EN T PLANT.
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 T H E  C A S E  WITH BOTH TH E  PLANNED DB D EVELO PM EN TS A S ALSO  TH E  
PLANNED NEW  W ASTE HANDLING FO R  TH E  W HO LE OF DB , TR A N SFER  AND 
D ISP O SA L
FA C IL IT IE S  A R E  C O M P LE TE LY  INADEQUATE AND ILL-PLA CED  UNDER A  PODIUM 
S T R U C T U R E . TH IS  W AS A LR E A D Y  W RITTEN  IN P REV IO U S COMMENTS.
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 RITTEN  A B O V E , DB HAS LIMITED CAPA CITY TO A C C E P T  
A LR E A D Y  TH E  LIM ITS R EG ARD IN G  25.000 R ES ID E N TS  INDICATE THAT.
T H E  TP B  M UST NOT FO R G E T  THAT S E R V IC E  FA CILITIES  A RE A LSO  S T R E S S E D  
B E C A U S E  O F T H E  O FTEN  LA R G E  INFLUX OF V ISITO R S AND TO U RISTS CREATING  
EN VIRO NM ENTAL DEGRADATION TO TH IS CO NFINED AREA, TH E  NUM BERS A R E  IN 
ADDITION TO  T H E  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  F O R  AN O N -S IT E  SE W A G E  TR E A TM EN T O D O U R S O F D IFFER E N T KIND MUST BE 
C O N S ID E R E D  A L S O  W HEN S L U D G E  W ILL B E  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;
D B IS  E N C L O S E D  B Y  M OUNTAINS !

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  TO  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. A S  SAID  : DB IS A 
T O P O G R A P H IC A L L Y  C O N FIN ED  BA SIN  W ITH LIM ITED D IS P E R S IV E  CAPACITY.

W aste M anagement Considerations
2.3.6
In the preparation of 丨and 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 EW  S P A C E  U N D ER  A  PODiUM  S T R U C T U R E  FO R  W A STE HANDLING ( 
T H E  A P P L IC A N T  NO W  C A L L S  IT R E F U S E  R E C E IV IN G  STATION PLAN NED  FO R TH E 
W H O LE  O F DB , IS  TO T A LLY  IN A D EQ U A TE F O R  T H E  P R E S E N T  AND MUST BE M ORESO 
F O R  T H E  F U T U R E . IT  W AS W R ITTE N  A L R E A D Y  A B O U T IT. _
A L S O  T H E  P LA N N E D  S P A C E  FO R  W A S T E  HAN D LIN G FA C IL IT IE S  CANNO T BE 
C O M P A T IB LE  W ITH T H E  P H IL O S O P H Y  O F W A ST E  -HAND LING SEPA RA TIN G  t- 
S O R T IN G  F O R  R E C Y C L IN G  A N D  R E -U S E .

Thomas Gebauer
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寄件者： 
寄件曰期: 
收件者： 
主旨：

30 H 12 月?( H #  星期  i i  16:49 
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Application No. Y/I-DB/2 Area 6f - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - OBJECTION

5848
Application No. Y/I-DB/2 Area 6f - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - O BJECTIO N  
Dear Sirs,

As a resident of a block in Peninsula Village, Discovery Bay, I a m  writing to express m y  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

Discovery Bay. If implemented this move would not only have a severely detrimental affect on the environment for
Discovery B a y  residents, but also for marine life in the waters the treated waste would be discharged into.

Kind regards

Dr Yasmin Jiwa

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


珩件打： Katiina Lowe ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■
Vfi*(t-PWJ： 3〇ni2Jj2()16iiJtUUi：/j： 16:55
收件松  t|)h|xl @ plane!. gov.hk
主R: Application No. Y/l-DB/2 Area 6f - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - OBJECTION
Pf'J 件： APPLICATION Y_1-DB_2 Area 6f.pdf; ATT00043.hUn • 5849

Sent from  m y  iPhone

D a te : 30 D ecem ber 2016  at 4 :5 1 :06 PM  Katrina LO W E
S u b ject: Fw d : A p p lica tion  N o . Y /I-D B /2  A rea 6 f  - am en d m en ts d a ted  29th  N ovem b er 2016  - 
O B JE C T IO N

D ate: 30 D ecem ber 20 1 6  at 16:47
Subject: A pplication  N o . Y /I-D B /2  A rea 6 f  - amendments dated 29th N ovem b er 20 1 6  -
O BJEC TIO N
T o: tpbpd@ pland.g〇v.hk

Application No. Y/I-DB/2 Area 6f - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - OBJECTION

I am a long term resident of Discovery Bay, currently renting in Parkvale Village. I am very 
concerned by the many bad ideas in 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.

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

- Parkvale Village Ownersi~ 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

Katrina Lowe
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for info Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/2 Area 6f
29 December 2016 at 

08:34

Thomas Gebauer

----- Forwarded M essage------
F r o m :
To: Tpbpd <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>
Sen t: Wednesday, 28 December 2016, 14:52 
Su b je ct: A PPLICA TIO 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

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/forthe 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 owne^ the Hongkong Resort Co. Ltd, (H KR ).
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 couid 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/卜DB/3 Area 10b … 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 to look also at both current applications of the HKR together.
4.In 6f it is proposed to built a sewage treatment plant Mon site'1 2 3 * * 6 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 COSTA VILLAGE.

are living in the 21st century and 丁own Pla门门ing must be a forward looking endeavour ■
To me it is outrageous to even consider in M Asia’s \A/or!ci C ity" to put nowadays a sewage 
treatment plant into a housing development,
6. The effluent is planned to be discharged into the shoreline next to a housing development 
and to a communal beach which is used by DB residents and others for recreational purposes
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this effluent is in addition 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 
situation " must be clearly addressed. 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, it 
is important to considerM the straw which breaks the camel's backH.

8 The "sensitive receivers " 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 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)
"to avoid creating new environmental problems....
TH ERE ARE ADDITIONAL PROBLEMS
(b)
"to seize opportunities for environmental improvement....
NO OPPORTUNITY SEIZED  IN THIS 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 are compatible with each 
other.■ … THERE IS NO N EC ESSITY  FOR THIS 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)
adequate and suitab丨y sited environmental facilities are provided to ensure pr叩 er hand丨ing and
disposal of all wastes and waste water arising from proposed developments.
THIS IS NOT THE CA SE WITH BOTH THE PLANNED DB DEVELOPMENTS AS ALSO THE
PLANNED NEW WASTE HANDLING FOR THE WHOLE OF DB , TRANSFER AND 
DISPOSAL
FACILITIES ARE COM PLETELY INADEQUATE AND ILL-PLACED UNDER A PODIUM 
STRUCTURE. THIS WAS ALREADY WRITTEN IN PREVIOUS COMMENTS.
2.2.2
⑹the capacity of the environment to receive additional deve丨叩merits, 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 
ALREAD Y THE LIMITS REGARDING 25.000 RESIDENTS INDICATE THAT.
THE TPB MUST NOT FORGET THAT SERVICE FACILITIES ARE ALSO STRESSED  
BECAU SE OF THE OFTEN LARGE INFLUX OF VISITORS AND TOURISTS CREATING 
ENVIRONMENTAL DEGRADATION TO THIS CONFINED AREA, THE NUMBERS ARE IN 
ADDITION TO THE RESID EN TS 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 
dista门ce between emission sources and receptors, topography, height and width of buildings as 
well as meteorology.......
A S  FO R  AN O N -SITE SEW A G E TREATM ENT O DO URS OF D IFFER EN T KIND MUST BE 
C O N SID ER ED  A LSO  WHEN SLU D G E  W ILL BE REM OVED.
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 E N C LO S E D  B Y  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 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  TO K E E P  IN MIND .
2 .3 .5
Any development which causes either conflict with the constraints or damage of the resources 
and ame门ity 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  SAID  : DB IS A  
TO PO G R A PH IC A LLY  CO N FIN ED  BASIN  WITH LIM ITED D IS P E R S IV E  CAPACITY.

Waste Msnageme门t Considerations
2 .3 .6
In the preparation of land use plans, effort should be made to reserv穿 sufficient sites in suitable 
locations for municipal waste reception and transfer facilities.... As some uses have potential to 
cause nuisa门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 impacts.
TH E  P R O P O SE D  NEW  S P A C E  U N D ER A  PODIUM S T R U C T U R E  FO R W ASTE HANDLING ( 
T H E  A PP LIC A N T NOW C A L L S  IT R E F U S E  R E C E IV IN G  STATION PLANNED FO R THE 
W H O LE O F DB , IS TO TA LLY INADEQ UATE FO R  T H E  P R E S E N T  AND MUST BE M ORESO • 
FO R  TH E  FU TU RE. IT W AS W R ITTEN  A L R E A D Y  A BO U T IT.
A LSO  TH E  PLANN ED  S P A C E  FO R  W A STE HANDLING FA C ILIT IES  CANNOT BE 
COM PATIBLE WITH TH E  P H ILO SO P H Y  OF W A STE -HANDLING SEPARATING 
SO RTIN G  FO R  R E C Y C L IN G  AND R E -U S E .

10
IN CONCLUSION I STRONGLY OBJECT TO THIS APPLICATION .
THOMAS GEBAUER

Thomas Gebauer
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寄件-tf: 
寄件曰期: 
收件者： • 
主旨：

30曰12月2016年M期五17:56
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Comments for Area 6F Discovery Bay

( 5 8 5 0

Dear Sir/Madam,

I write to seek the TPB members' site visit to the above area to better understand the havoc the proposal will 
create for existing residents at Woodbury Court, Woodgreen Court and Woodland Court. This is my third 
submission of comments in demonstrating to the TPB that approval should only be given where quality of living h 
improved for all concerned. Why destroy the very image of low density, environmentally friendly living that 
Discovery Bay is known for, when such is not being kept but chipped away incrementally year by year? Do come 
and see, walkthrough the area, investigate the proposed extension of the access road and you'll see how it is 
going to ruin the neighbourhood BIG time!

Margaret Chow
DB resident for over 2 decades

Sent from my iPad

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


寄件者： 

寄件日期: 
收件者：

全旨：

Carmen U  
30曰12月2 
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Section 12A Application No. Y/I-DB/2 Area 6f, Lot 385 RP & Ext (Part) in D.D. 352, Discovery Bay 5 8 5 1

The Secretariat
Town Planning Board
15/F, North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point
(Via email: tpbpd@pland.g〇v.hk)-

Dear Sir,

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

Objection to the Submission by the Applicant dated 28.11.2016

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

to address the departmental comments regarding the captioned application on 28.11.2016.

Please kindly 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. HKR claims that they are the sole land owner of Area 6f is in doubt, as the lot is now held under the Principal Deed 
of Mutual Covenant ("PDMC') dated 20.9.1982. Area 6f forms part of either the J<City Common Areas" or the "City 
Retained Areas" as defined in the PDMC. Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section I of the PDMC, every Owner (as defined in 
the PDMC) has the right and liberty to go pass and repass over and along and use Area 6f for all purposes connected with 
the proper use and enjoyment of the same subject to the City Rules (as dqfined 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 25,000 residents and property 
owners nearby are substantial, and the submission has not been addressed.

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


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

6. The revision of development as indicated in the Revised Concept Plan of Annex A is still unsatisfactory in term of 
its proposed height, massing and disposition 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 all the conunents for further review and comments, 
the application for Area 6f should be withdrawn and not approved by the government.

Date: 30th December 2016

Name of Discovery Bay Owner / Resident: Li Ho Ching Carmen

Address:
Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android

5851
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收汴名：

主 ift: 
附件：

Gregory ■ p m H H B  
3 0 B 1 2 ^ 2 0 J 6 ^ ^ i£  19:06 
tpbpd@pIand,gov.hk 
Section 12A
Scan 196.jpc2； Scan 195. jpeg

5352

Please see attached documents. 

Thank you,

O l i v i a  G r e g o r y



The Secretaiiat
Town Planning Board
15/F, North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Poinl.
(Via email: ii)[\|l<i：y/pi:vnd.i>nv.l)k or fax: 2877 0245 / 2522 8426)

Dear Sir、

S e c t io n  12A A p p lic a tio n  N o . V /I - P B /2  
A ren  6f. L o t  3 85  R P  &  E xt (Pnvt) in P .D . 3.S2. D is c o v e r y  B ay

O b je c lio n  to  the S u b m iss io n  b y  th e  A p p l ic a n t  on  2 8 .1 1 ,2 0 1 6

I refer ro the Response to Comments submitted by (he consultant oi Hong Kong 
Resort Masteiplan Limited, to address the departmental comments regarding
the captioned application on 28.11.2016.

Kindly please note tliat I strongly object to the submission regarding tJie proposed 
development of the Lot. My main reasons of objection on this particular submission are 
listed as foJIows:-

J. HKR claims that they are the sole land owner of Area 6f is in doubt, as the lot is 
now held under the Principal Deed of Mutual Covenant ("PDMC) dated 

,20.9. .1982. Area 6f forms part of either the “City Common Areas” or the "City 
• Retained Areas'1 as defined in the PDfvIC. Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section I of 
the PDMC, every Owner (as defined in the PDMC) has tiie right and Liberty to go 
pass and repass over and along and use Area 6f for all purposes connected witii 
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. 了’he 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. Tlnere is major change to the devclopmenr concept of Uic Lot and a flmdamentai 
deviation to the land use of the original approved Master Plans or the approved 
Outline Zoning Plan in the application, i.e. ft om staff quarters into residential area, 
and approval of it would be an undesirable precedent case tiom environraental 
perspeedve and against tlie interest of aH property' owners of the district. 4

4. The original stipulated DB population of 25,000 should be fully respected as the 
underlying infrastructure capacity could not afford such substantial increase in 
population by the submission, and a!! DB propert>, owners would have to suffer 
and pay for the cost out of this submission in upgrading the surroimding 
infrastructure so as to provide adequate supply or support to the. proposed 
development, e.g. all required road network and related utilities improvement
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work^ ansed oui of (Jiis submission incividin*» (he sewage (reatmenl pi'oj^osal etc. 
The proponent shouid consult and liaise with all property owners being affected 
and undertake the cost and expense or all nilrasfmcture out of this developiuent. frs 
disrupdon during consiruction to other property owners in ihc vicinity should be 
properly mitigated and nddressed in ihe submission. ^Hie proposed sewage 
U'earment plant is unacceptable in tean of its proposed sciile and extent and pose 
substantial visual and environmental impacts to ihe iinmedicite suiroundings.

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 tuiacceptable and the proposed tree preservation plan or tlie tree 
compensatoiy proposal are unsatisfactory.

6. The revision of development as indicated in the Revised Concept Plan of Annex 
A is still unsatist'actor\, in terai of its proposed height, massing and disposition in 
this revision. The two towers are still sitting too close (o 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 respoiises to the cominents for
fiirther review and comment, the application for Area 6f should be wilhdrawn.

Address:
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Please see attachments.

T h a n k  y o u ,

Olivia Gregory
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/i'be Secretariat 
Town Planning Board
15/F, Nol11i Poinl Government Offices '
333 Java Road, North Point
(Via email: M^nKi：；v)t)>an(l^ov.hk or fax: 2877 0245 / 2522 8426)

Dear Sir,

vSection 12A Applic<itior» N o. Y /I -D B /2  
A rea  6 f. L ot 3 8 5  R P  & F ,\t  (Partli in D .H . 3 52 . D iscoven ^  B av

O b j e c t i o n  t o  t h e  S u b m i s s i o n  b y  t h e  A p p l i c a n t  o n  2 8 , 1 1 , 2 0 1 6

i refer to the Response to Comments submitted by the consultant of Hong Kong 
Resort (“1-L1CR”)， Masterplan Limited, to address the departmental comments 
regarding the captioned application on 28.11.2016.

Kindly please note that 1 strongly object to tbe submission regarding the 
proposed development of the Lot. My main reasons of objection on this pailicular 
submission are listed as follovvs:-

1. HKR claims that they are the sole land owner of Area 6f is in doubt, as the lot is 
now held under the Principal Deed of Mutual Covenant ("PDMC') dated 
20.9.1982. Area 6f forms part of either the “City Common Areas” or the "City 
Retained Areas" as defined in the PDMC. Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section I 
of the PDMC, ever>̂  Owner (as defined in the PDMC) has the right and libeity 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 ia tlie 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 ajid respected.

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

3. 丁here is major change to the development concept of' the Lot and a ftmdamental
deviation to the land use of the original approved Master Plans or the approved 
Outline Zoning Plan in the application, i.e. fi'om staff quarters into residential 
area, and approval of it would be an undesirable precedent case from 
environmental perspective and against tlie interest of all property owners of the 
district. .

4. The original stipulated DB population of 25,000 should be fully respected as the 
imderlying infrastaicture capacity could not afford such substantial increase in 
population by the submission, and all DB propeity owners would have to suffer 
and pay for the cost out of this submission in upgrading the surroimding 
infrastructure so as to provide adequate supply or support to the proposed

l o f  2
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developmeni, e.g. all required road network and related utilines improvemenl 
works ajised out of tin's submission including the sewage Ireatinent proposal etc. 
The proponenl should consult and liaise with all property owners being affected 
and undertake the cosl and expense of all infrastnicture out of this development. 
Its disruption during construction to other property owners in the vicinity sh〇u】d 
be properly mitigated and addi'essed in tlie submission. The proposed sewage 
treatment plant is unacceptable in term of its proposed scale aiid extent and pose 
substantial visual and environmental impacts to tlie immediate suiToundings.

5. The proposed telling of 118 nos. mature trees in Area 6f is an ecological disaster, 
cmd poses a substantial environmental impact to the immediate natural setting.

. The proposal is unacceptable juid the proposed tree preservation plan or the tree 
compensatory proposal are unsatisfactory.

6. The revision of development as indicated in the Revised Concept Plan of Annex 
A is still unsatisfactoiy 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 tlie comments
for further review and ccrmnent, the application for Area. 6f should be withdrawn.
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tp bpd@ p lan d .gov .h k

A p p lic a t io n  N o . Y /I -D B /2  A rea  6 f  - am endm ents dated 29th N o vem be r 2016  - O B J E C T I O N

To Whom it may concern;

As an owner of a Hillgrove property I am very concerned at the proposed sewage treatement for this 
new development and feel that further discussion is needed.

I am in support of the Parkvale Village Owners' submission Dated December 29, 2016 which clearly 
states the concerns for many residents of Discovery Bay.

I O B JE C T  TO THE ABO VE APPLICATION

Joanne Rowland

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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The Secretariat
Town Planning Board
15/F, North Point Government Offices
333 Java Road, North Point
(Via email: tpbpd@pIand.g〇v.hk)

Dear Sir,

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

Objection to the Submission bv the Applicant

I refer to the additional information submitted by the consultant of Hong Kong Resort (4£HKR,,)} Masterplan 
Limited recently.

Since no attempts have been made to address Discovery Bay residents5, concerns, particularly the water and sewage 
problems, I maintain my position and strongly object to the application.

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

Yours sincerely,

Amy Yung
Islands District Council M em ber — Discovery Bay 
21st Floor, Fortune House 
61 Connaught Road Central 
Hong Kong
Direct Line: 25415190  
Telephone: 25415166  
Fax: 25415660
E-mail: aw svuna^)netviaotorxom

mailto:awsyung@netvigator.com
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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附件：

B IG A957  p p H B i 585S
30日12月2D16年星期五 21:25 ^
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Application No. Y /I-D B /2  Area 6 f  - amendments dated 29th Novem ber 2016 - O B JE C T IO N
A P P L IC A T IO N  Y 一l - D B —2 A rea 6f.pdf; B. P V O C  Fourth Comments on the Section 1 2A  Application further in fo rm a ti… .pd f

Dear Sirs,

i live in Discovery B a y  in Peninsula Village and I a m  the o w n e r  of two apartments.

I a m  deeply concerned by the n u m e r o u s  bad aspects of the this Application which h a v e  b e e n  covered by 

earlier consultations.

This 4th round consultation confirms th*e reintroduction of local s e w a g e  treatment within Discovery B a y  

and I particularly object to this retrograde step a n d  an inevitable environmental deterioration for D B  

residents a n d  the marine life.

i attach the following excellent submissions concerning the above, from neighbouring villages, which. I 
fully endorse, since they express EXACTLY mv concerns:

- Parkvale Village Owners' Committee submission dated 29th D e c e m b e r ,  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.

1 O BJECT TO THE ABOVE APPLICATION

N a m e :  G I A N ^ A N C O B I G A g l ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^

Apartment

T h i s  e m a i l  h a s  b e e n  c h e c k e d  f o r  v i r u s e s  b y  A v a s t  a n t i v i r u s  s o f t w a r e .  

w w w . a v a s t . c o m

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
http://www.avast.com


卜1 Gmail E d w i n  R a i n b o w

for info Fw: APPLICATION Y/1-DB/2 Area 6f
29  D ecem ber 2016 at 

08:34

Thomas Gebauer

F〇---------------
F r o m :

T o :  Tpbpd < tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk>
S e n t :  W ednesday, 28 D ecem ber 2016, 14:52  
S u b je c t :  A P P L IC A T IO 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
i
who with thousands of owners are bound together by a Deed of Mutual Cove门ant.
2. Discovery Bay (DB) is a UNIQUE development in HongKong . quasi an enclave , isolated 
from HongKong proper and only accessible through onp 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 
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 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
to the TPB as what are the wishes of the many DB owners, leaving aside the various large, 
mainly commercial entities a门d 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/3 Area 10b ...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 PERATIVE to look also at both current applications of the HKR together.
4.In 6f it is proposed to built a sewage treatment plant "on site" and the effluent is planned to be 
u 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 STA  V ILLA G E.
5. 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 H Asia's World C ityM to put nowadays a sewage 
treatment plant Into a housing development,
6. The effluent is planned to be discharged into the shoreline next to a housing development 
and to a communal beach which is used by DB residents and others for recreational purposes

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


this effluent is in addition 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 
situation " must be clearly addressed, in HK one must get away from the view" it is only little 
pollution M
beside the pollution of HK-waters and around, we are facing already many types of pollution, it 
is important to consider" the straw which breaks the camel's backM.

8 The "sensitive receivers ** the sea at the Discovery Bay would be " typographically confined 
basin with limited dispersive capacity" thus effluent must be considered as Mpotentially 
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.
9
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) .
"to avoid creating new environmental problems....
TH ER E A RE ADDITIONAL PROBLEMS
(b)
"to seize opportunities for environmental improvement....
NO OPPORTUNITY SEIZED  IN THIS DEVELOPMENT 
Proper land use planning,
⑻
proposed land uses in particular development areas are environmentally suitable;

(b) proposed land uses in the same development area are compatible with each 
other.....TH ER E IS NO N EC ESSITY  FOR THIS DEVELOPMENT AS PLANNED.
THE HKR COMPANY HAS OTHER ALTERNATIVES IN DB THAN TO CONVERT GREEN  
AREAS INTO CO N CRETE. IT IS ALSO  NOT COMPATIBLE , ALONE FOR THE SEWAGE . 
TREATMENT PLANT 
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 NOT TH E C A SE WITH BOTH THE PLANNED DB DEVELOPMENTS AS ALSO THE 
PLANNED NEW W ASTE HANDLING FOR. THE WHOLE OF DB r TRANSFER AND 
DISPOSAL
FACILITIES ARE COM PLETELY INADEQUATE AND ILL-PLACED UNDER A PODIUM 
STRU CTU RE. THIS WAS ALREADY WRITTEN IN PREVIOUS COMMENTS.
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; '
AS WRITTEN ABOVE , DB HAS LIMITED CAPACITY TO A CCEPT  
A LREAD Y THE LIMITS REGARDING 25.000 RESIDENTS INDICATE THAT.
TH E TPB MUST NOT FO RG ET THAT SER V ICE FACILITIES ARE ALSO STR ESSED  
B ECA U SE OF THE OFTEN LARGE INFLUX OF VJSITORS AND TOURISTS CREATING 
ENVIRONMENTAL DEGRADATION TO THIS CONFINED AREA, THE NUMBERS ARE IN
ADDITION TO THE R ESID EN TS IN THIS PLACE.

Air Quality Considerations

2.3.2



A i r  q u a l i t y  is 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 q s  a s

w e l l  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  p r a c t i c a b l e ,  m a j o 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 r b a n  

a r e a s  a n d  n e w  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 i n d s - 

D B  I S  E N C L O S E D  B Y  M O U N T A I N S  !

W a t e r  Q u a l i t y  C o n s i d e r a t i o n s

2 . 3 . 4

It s h o u l d  b e  n o t e d  t h a t  t h e r e  is 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  in a  w e s t  t o  

e a s t  d i r e c t i o n  in t h e  c o a s t a l  w a t e r s  o f  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  a r e  like 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 l d  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 .

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  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  

a n d  a m e 门 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 l o p m e n t  c o n t r o l s  is p r a c t i c a b l e .  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  

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  is m a x i m i s e d .  A S  S A I D  : D B  I S  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  C o n s i d e r a t i o n s

2 . 3 . 6

I n  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 l d  b e  m a d e  t o  r e s e r v e  s u f f i c i e n t  s i t e s  in s u i t a b l e  

l o c a t i o n s  f o r  m u n i c 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  facilities.... A s  s o 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  a n d  t o  g i v e  r i s e  t o  s p e c i a l  r e q u i r 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 l d  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

T H E ^ 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  I T  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  I S  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

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 .

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
I N

T H O M A S  G E B A U E R  

o w n e r / r e s i d e n t

T h o n f a s  G e b a u e r



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.

IIMTRODUCTIOIM
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 LimitecTs (HKR) Section 12A Application "To Ament/ D/’scovery Bay Out//>7e Zon/Vjg 
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  a t  A r e a  6 f ,  D i s c o v e r y  B a y , t . 

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 , f l 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 o 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  o d d i t i o n a i  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 u .

PV;OC Comments on Application number: Y/l-DB/2



PVOC Comments on Application number： Y/l-DB/2

Further m o r e ,  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 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  sub optimal, defective 

in m a n y  w a y s  a n d  n o t  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 penultimate para g r a p h  of M a s terplan Limited^ 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 repe 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.water infrastructure for 

Lantau.

It is i m p erative 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  misled 

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  U m i t e d #s letter that MIn addition, the proposal for  
Area 6 fis  moderate in scale, the demand on the overall Government Infrastructure would 
be insignificanf1, This is irrelevant as g o v e r n m e n t  facilities are not available, a n d  will not 

b e  available in t h e  potential timeline of b o t h  th 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  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  Planning O r d i n a n c e H . 

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  t h e  P V O C  has again properly 

c o m p l i e d  w i t h  T P B  Guideline N o .  30B, w h e r e a s  t h e  S u b m i s s i o n  of Further Information 

f r o m  H K R  does'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  

n o t e d  t h e  following principal co 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 created 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 information h a s  b e e n  provided b y  H K R .  E.g. H K R  has 

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  assessments, th e r e b y  avoiding having to 

s t udy the 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-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  has b e e n  

i n a d e q u a t e  a n d  incomplete.

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 taken.

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  acceptable in a public consultation exercise for the applicant alone 

to deci d e  w h a t  is co 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 

undivided shares) a n d  to k e e p  that information f r o m  b e ing publicly c o m m e n t e d  u p on.

All information provided by the applicant must be placed in the public domain so the
public c a n  c o m m e n t  o n  it. T h e  table setting ou t  these r e sponses c a n n o t  b e  considered 

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 t h e  O c t o b e r  Further Information stating in para 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 b p m e n t  is t h e  “access road", there is n o  information provided

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 th e  site s u c h  as: the part of Parkvale Drive w h i c h  is desi 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; 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 pass o n e  another; potential



Parkvale Village Owners' Committee
Comments on the Second Furtherlnformation Submitted in Suppprt of 
Section 12A Application Number Y/I-DB/2 to amend Discovery Bay Outline- 
Zoning Plan for rezoning the permissible use from siaff quarters to flats at 
Area 6f, Discovery Bay.

INTRODUCTION
In April, Juiy 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  ( P V O C ) ,  a 

b o d y  of o w n e r s  in Parkvale Village in Di s c o v e r y  B a y  (DB) ele c t e d  to r e p r e s e n t  t h e  interests 

o f  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  Reso r t  

C o m p a n y  Limited's ( H K R )  Section 1 2 A  Application n T o  A m e n d  D i s c o v e r y  B a 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 { t  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  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 )  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  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  t h e  

TPB 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  Fur t 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. Masterplan Limited's covering letter.
2. Rev 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. Revised Technical Note on Water Quality.

N o  substantive c h a n g e  h a s  b e e n  m a d e  t o  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  

O c t o b e r .

In its co v e r i n g  letter, M a s t e r p l a n  Limited, o n  beha l f  of H K R ,  states that u 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 . 1*

The reality, however, which the TPB and re丨evant 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/)/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 M.

PVOC Comments on Application number； Y/l-DB/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 a!n addition, the p ro p o sa l f o r  
A re a  6 f is  m o d e ra te  in  sca le, the dem a n d  on the o ve ra ll G overnm ent Infrastructure w ou ld  
be m significanf* . 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 Ordinancew. 
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 W ITH 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 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 devel叩 ment is the *access「oadw, 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

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 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 tris considered not an efficient sewage planning strategy11,

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 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.

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.

S E W A G E  T R E A T M E N 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 MReview of Outlying Islands SMPW, 
which includes DB.

Z. 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 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 ail 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 deve丨叩ment.

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

4
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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  p l a n 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  s a f e t y  

considerations. These guidelines cover: general design considerations; design 
parameters; practical design and installation; operation and maintenance; and 
environmental considerations. Following these guidelines w ould have enabled HKR to 
provide a design submission in this latest Further Inform ation 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 num ber of sm all sewage treatm ent 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 dose 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 6i, 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 glib ly states that ''Moreover, the 
operation of the STW shall also apply fo ra  discharge licence from the relevant authority 
before the operation of the STW/* 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 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 Inform ation 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 
o f Hillgrove Village. Therefore, every day 440 m3 per day of sewage will be flowing
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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  d i r e c t l y  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  i n  t h i s  v i l l a g e .  T h i s  is i l l u s t r a t e d  in t h e  f o l l o w i n g  p h o t o g r a p h s .

View of the open nullah looking upstream View of the open nullah looking downstream 
pastHillgrove Village______________________ | towards Hit丨grove Village__________________

2. The nuliah 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 aption 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 is1 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",



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 -  fiThe 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/1

b. 63.1.5  -  uThe computed N: P ratio concluded that the possibility of having red tide 
is st 川  low. “

c. 6.4.1.1; 7.3.1.4; 8.1.2.1 -  '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 of red tides will be unlikely.M

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

〇/ red t/’c/es iv/// be 下hus 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 "the water quality in the vicinity of marine- 
based WSRs would be in compliance with WQOs in SS, £  coli and 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:

PVOC Comments on Application number: Y/!*DB/2
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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.

3. Paragraph 4.3.1.2 of the Technical Note on Water Quality states ''The exit of the gravity 
sewage pipe into sea is near surface/* However, in each of the CORMIX 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  
P O S IT IV E LY  B U O YA N T a nd  w ilt te n d  to rlse  tow ards 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 HCORMIX model outputf, 
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 
uR EM IN D ER : The u se r m ust take note that H YD R O D YN A M IC  M O D ELLIN G  b y  a ny  know n  
te ch n iq u e is  N O T A N  E X A C T  S C IE N C E .

5. The full name of the model is uCORMIX MIXING ZONE EXPERT SYSTEM Version 5.0GT 
HYDROl: Version-5.0.1.0 December, 200T\ 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 ^alternative on-site sewage 

treatment plant could be provided, either ot 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 aThis 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 aan offensive 
smell and is health hazard'1.

b. tfThis 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 EIAf\ (June Revised Environmental Study,
63.1.3). 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 aRevised Study on 
Drainage, Sewage and Water Suppl/, paragraph 5.6.1.4, stated that uAs this new 
DBSTW will only treat sewage from 2 single residential towers for 476 units at Area
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6f so thh decentralized scheme is considered not an efficient sewage planning 
strategy.

H . EM ER G EN C Y  A R R A N G E M E N T S FO R W H EN  T H E  STW  BREAKS DO W N IN CLU DIN G  
A C C ES S  T O  PU M PIN G  STA TIO N  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^ of the STW treatment process 
(but no information as to what is suitable); and conneaing 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.

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 
da/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

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.B 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 Parkvaie 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 uin 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 martuar.

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 Parkvaie 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 
a n d  discharge practices and DSD gu丨defines 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 Parkvaie Village Owners Committee representing the Owners of Parkvaie 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 alt 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  on b e h a lf o f  the PVO C: Date:

29 December 2016

Mr. Kenneth J. Bradley J.P. •
Parkvale Village Owners Committee Chairman

CJ1
CO
CJ1
c n

j
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D e a r  S i r s .

I l i v e  in D i s c o v e r y  B a y  i n  P e n i n s u l a  V i l l a g e  a n d  I a m  t h e  o w n e r  o f  t w o  a p a r t m e n t s .

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  life.

1 a t t a c h  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 ,  which, 1 
fully endorse, since they express EXA CTLY mv concerns:

- 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  all 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 JE C T  TO TH E ABOVE APPLICATION

N a m e :  M r s .  N I C O L E T T A  N U N Z I A T I  

O w n e r  o f
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Thomas Gebauer

— F o r w a r d e d  M e s s a g e  —  * 2 3 4 5 6

F r o m :
To: Tpbp^tpbpa@ pland.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 4 : 5 2  

S u b j e c t :  A P P L I C A T I O N  Y / 1 - D B / 2  A r e a  6 f

The Town Planning Board:
Application Y/丨-DB/2 Area 6f

1.1 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 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, (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/3 Area 10b ...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 to look also at both current applications of the HKR together.
4. fn 6f it is proposed to built a sewage treatment plant Mon 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 COSTA VILLAGE.
5. We are living in the 21st century and Town Planning must be a forward looking endeavour.
丁o me it is outrageous to even consider in ** Asia’s World City “ to put 门owadays a sewage 
treatment pla门t into a housing development,
6. The effluent is planned to be discharged into the shoreline next to a housing development 
and to a communal beach which is used by DB residents and others for recreational purposes



this effluent is in addition 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 
situation " must be clearly addressed. In UK one must get away from the viewu it is only little 
pollution"
beside the pollution of HK-waters and around, we are facing already many types of pollution, it 
Is important to consider" the straw which breaks the camel's back",
8 The "sensitive receivers M the sea at the Discovery Bay would beM typographically confined 
basin with limited dispersive capacity'1 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 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
⑻ .
"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,
(a)
proposed land uses in particular development areas are environmentally Suitable;

(b) proposed land uses in the same development area are compatible with each 
other.… .THERE IS NO NECESSITY FOR THIS 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 
丁REATMEN丁 PLANT.
.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 NOT THE CASE WITH BOTH THE PLANNED DB DEVELOPMENTS AS ALSO THE 
PLANNED NEW WASTE HANDLING FOR THE WHOLE OF DB , TRANSFER AND 
D ISP O SA L
FACILITIES ARE COMPLETELY INADEQUATE AND ILL-PLACED UNDER A PODIUM . 
STRUCTURE. THIS WAS ALREADY WRITTEN IN PREVIOUS COMMENTS.
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;
AS WRITTEN ABOVE , DB HAS LIMITED CAPACITY TO ACCEPT 
ALREADY THE LIMITS REGARDING 25.000 RESIDENTS INDICATE THAT.
TH E TPB MUST NOT FO RG ET THAT S ER V IC E  FACILITIES ARE ALSO  S T R E S S E D  
B EC A U SE  OF TH E OFTEN LARG E INFLUX OF V ISITO RS AND TO U RISTS CREATING 
ENVIRONM ENTAL DEGRADATION TO THIS CONFINED AREA, THE NUMBERS A R E IN 
ADDITION TO TH E  R ESID EN TS IN THIS PLACE.

Air Quality Considerations

2.3.2



A i r  q u a l i t y  is 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  ai 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 ........

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  p r a c t i c a b l e ,  m a j o 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 r b a n  

a r e a s  a n d  n e w  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 i n d s ;

D B  I S  E N C L O S E D  B Y  M O U N T A I N S  !

W a t e r  Q u a l i t y  C o n s i d e r a t i o n s

2 . 3 . 4

It s h o u l d  b e  n o t e d  t h a t  t h e r e  is 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  in a  w e s t  t o  

e a s t  d i r e c t i o n  i n  t h e  c o a s t a l  w a t e r s  o f  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  a r e  likely 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 l d  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 .

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  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  

a n 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 l o p m e n t  c o n t r o l s  is p r a c t i c a b l e .  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  

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  is' m a x i m i s e d .  A S  S A I D  : D B  I S  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  C o n s i d e r a t i o n s

2 . 3 . 6  ■

I n  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 l d  b e  m a d e  t o  r e s e r v e  s u f f i c i e n t  s i t e s  in s u i t a b l e  

l o c a t i o n s  f o r  m u n i c 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  facilities.... A s  s o 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  a n d  t o  g i v e  r i s e  t o  s p e c i a l  r e q u i r 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 l d  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  i m p a c t s .

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  I T  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  , I S  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 .  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  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  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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PVOC Comments on Application number: Y/l-DB/2

Parkvale Village Owners’ Committee
Com m ents 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 
Com pany Limited's (HKR) Section 12A Application ,4To Amend Discovery Bay Outline Zoning 
Plan fo r rezoning the permissible use from staff quarters to flats at Area 6f, Discovery BayM. 
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 uln summary, the 
Further Information relates to the following issues:

X. The receiving water quality of the effluent discharge of the proposed on-slte 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 at the junction of Discovery Bay Road and Discovery Volley Road).

3 . The modelling scenarios of 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.N

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, 4<This 
information clarifies and supplements the application, and does not constitute a material 
change identified in the TPB Guideline No. 3T\
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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 Lim iters letter that #7n 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 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.

0. 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. Despl-te 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 Parkva丨e village. There are many issues aris丨ng 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



P VO C Con\nients on A p p licatio n  n um b er： Y / l-D B / 2

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 w/s considered not an efficient sewage planning strategy,r.

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 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 subsidia^ 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
HKRfs 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.
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 projeas 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 wReview 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 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



the problems usually found with sma丨丨 plants and included appr叩 「 iate 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 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 HMoreover, the 
operation of the STW shall also apply for a discharge licence from the relevant authority 
before the operation of the STW/1 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 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

PVOC Comments on Application num ber； Y/l-DB/2
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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 wi丨I 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 sho叩 ing 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 OB, 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 -  "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 -  f/The 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 -  tfThe 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. Why would HKR delete this text if the 
"occurrence of red tides will be unlikely,,7 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 Hthe 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 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 fentre 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

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  m o d e l l e d  m e a s u r e m e n t s  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 tayman'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 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 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 uThe exit of the gravity 
sewage pipe into sea is near surfaced However, in each of the CORMIX scenarios, under
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^Buoyancy assessment', it is stated that MThe 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 ^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 CORMIX reports, which is the 
aREMINDER: The user must take note that HYDRODYNAMIC MODELLING by any known 
technique is NOTAN EXACT SCIEN CE.

5. The full name of the model \s ifCORMIX MIXING ZONE EXPERT SYSTEM Version 5.0GT 
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 丨t 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 PU N N IN G  STRATEGY CONFIRMED BY H K ^ 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 ualternative 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 area1*. Furthermore, 
paragraph 5.6.2_2 of HKR's Study on Drainage, Sewerage and Water Supply Systems 
for Area 6f notes that ''This STW will treat sewage only from 2 single residential 
towers fo r 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 ,fan offensive 
smell and is health hazard1'.

b. HThls 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 of the subsequent EIAr\  (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 o f an EIA has been dropped. Logically there should be a full scale EIA as part 
of this Section i2 A  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 ftRevised Study on 
Drainage, Sewage and Water Supply, paragraph 5.6.1.4, stated that uAs this new 
DB5TW will only treat sewage from 2 single residential towers for 476 units at Area

PVOC Comments on Applicadon number： Y/l-DB/2
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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 backupw 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.

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.

|. SEWAGE FROM WORKFORCE 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
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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 ftln selecting the type of treatment process, 
the designers should take due consideration of the ovoilability 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 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 W_an)# 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} continu兵 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 optim al com m itm ent to 
build a standalone STW with discharge by open nullah directly past apartm ents 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 att our submissions, HKR ’s 
application continues to be deficient in many ways. So again, we consider that the Tow n 
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

u y
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tpbpd
寄件者： Craig
寄件日期： 30日12月201碎 星 期 五 21:38
收件者： tpbpd@pland.E〇v.hk C O C O
主旨： Objection to Y/I-DB/2 in Discovery Bay °  U  U  U

D e a r  S i r / M a d a m ,

My name is Robert Craig and I am a resident of Parkvale Village in Discovery Bay. I am writing to 
formally object to HKRI's poorly conceived plan to have area 6f in Discovery Bay re zoned as 
residential and then developed.

There are many issues for the TPB to consider in this case however two crucial issues are that 
HKR has not satisfactorily allayed fears that we have in our Parkvale com m unity with regards to 
access and water/sewage.

Firstly, access during the construction phase and afterwards is planned to be via the existing road 
structure which is at present saturated with such narrow access that two bus sized vehicles 
cannot pass each other on corners with single file traffic on the road beside W oodbury. W hen 
emergency vehicles have been required to access any of the three highrise buildings of 
Woodland, Woodgreen or Woodbury, regular vehicle access ie buses and g o lf carts is im possible. 
This w ould lead to delayed access to our homes in an emergency situation.

Secondly, both sewage treatment options being considered are w oefully inadequate and/or 
inappropriate. Proper studies have not been completed and HKR is very secretive  of their plans 
and will always take the least expensive option. The nulla option which w ould  direct treated 
sewage into our harbour where we have boat club and a sw im m ing beach w ill be a direct health 
hazard to anyone using these facilities not to mention a prom enade with al fresco restaurants 
which would lose out jf this option was allowed. I personally do not want a sew age treatm ent 
plant in my backyard because no matter how well constructed and efficient the treatm ent plant 
would be there will be the inevitable foul odour that would make living here im possible - sim ply 
driving by the SHW site located outside the DB tunnel tells that story as the sm ell there is 
unbearable. The resulting property price drop with existing properties will not have been 
considered by HKRI as they are only interested in selling new units, making a fast buck and then 
moving on to the next project.

As an aside, HKRI claims that this project will enhance living in DB. Currently, rents in DB are so 
high that our regular shops are having difficulty making a living. In addition, HKRI promote 
weekend events on a regular basis here in DB which detracts from  normal living for residents and 
any new development will simply make this more acute.

This has to stop.

Sincerely,

Robert Craig



Y/I-DB/2

Sent from my iPad 5858



赌 者 ：

主旨：
ii§l

1 refer to the captioned appiication, and raise my objection to such proposed development as the 
amfehdinnent suSmiiteci 'on 2§^11^201§ nrot a'didfess aRfd pro îldS ard§^iiafe an'd sbilifeh fc
address the sewerage treatment problem created the proposed nê / development.

Therefore i consider that the praposed rie\̂  de îsiopinneht proposal should be reje&ted. Thank ^ou for 
^our attentibn.

Larn &H§ FiranSis 
8磁 Sir .



tpbpd

寄件者：
寄件日期 
收件者：
主旨：

Dear Sir,

I raised my objection to the application no. Y/l-DB/2 Area 10b amendments dated 29/11/2016 for the reason that the 
applicant has not made sufficient solution to the sewage treatment in the said area. Moreover, I object to the change of 
the land grant to residential development.

Deborah Wan

Deborah Wan |
3 0曰12月2016年星期五 2 m  
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Application No. Y /l-D B /2  Area 10b am endments dated 29/11/2016 5860

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


寄件者： Deborah Wan
寄件日期： 30日12月2016年星期五22:24 •
收件者： tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
主旨： Application No. Y/l-DB/2 A rea 6f am endments dated 29/11/2016 5860

- Dear Sir,

I raised my objection to the application No, Y/l-DB/2 Area 6f amendments dated 29/11/2016 for the applicant has not 
provided solution to the sewage problem raised by the said development.

Therefore, the application should be rejected by the Town Planning Board.

Thank you for your attention.

Deborah Wan

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


寄件者： 
寄件曰期: 
收件者： 
主旨： 
附件：

58613 0曰12月2016年星期五 23:57 w  w  u  *
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Application No. Y/I-DB/2 Area 6 f - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - OBJECTION
B. PVOC Fourth Comments on the Section 12A Application further informationJinal - Copy.pdf; APPLICATION Y_1-DB_2 Area 6f.pdf

Dear Sir,

I am a

Peninsula V
illage owner. Iam 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 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.

I attach the following excellent submissions concerning the above, from r
neighbouring villages, which, as a Peninsula Owner, I fully endorse, 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

I OBJECT TO THE ABOVE APPLICATION

Lienhard Buechi

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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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 December 2016 we, the Parkvale Village Owner's Committee (PVOC), a 
body of owners in Parkvalfe 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 tfTo Amend Discovery Bay Outline Zoning 
Plan for rezoning the permissible use from staff quarters to fiats 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 aln 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 now proposed 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, ,fThls 
information clarifies and supplements the application, and does not constitute a material 
change Identified in the TPB Guideline No. 32H.
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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 miskd 
by the HKR statement in Masterplan Limited^ letter that uin addition, the proposal for 
Area 6f is moderate in scale, the demand on the overall Government Infrastructure would 
be insignificanf. This is irrelevant as government facilities are not available, and will not 
be available in the potential timetine 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.

PRIN CIPA L CONCERNS W ITH THE 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 r70m2 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 roadM# 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

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 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 rt/s considered not an efficient sewage planning strategyN.

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 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.

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 HKR7s 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.



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 duripg 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 SMPW, 
which includes DB.

2. AH 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 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

PVOC Comments on Application number: Y/I-DB/2
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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 D50 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 Snd, 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 
6e/ore t/ie opercrf/_on o/t/?e 571V." 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 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 N U LU H

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 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 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 Algae1',
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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^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 T!Ns 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 -  HThe discharge concentration has therefore been reduced as 
much as practicable to ensure thot 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 -  HThe computed N: P ratio concluded that the possibility of having red tide 
fsstiUlow.,f

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 wilt be unlikely,M

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 unlikel/'l 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 Mthe water quality in the vicinity of marine- 
based W5/?5 would be In compliance with WQOs In SS, E. coli and UIAn 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.

3. Paragraph 4.3.1.2 of the Technical Note on Water Quality states HThe exit of the gravity 
sewage pipe into sea is near surfaced However, in each of the CORMIX scenarios, under



MBuoyancy assessm enf/lt  is stated that HThe 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 wifi 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 u 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 CORM IX reports, which is the 
MR 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 O E N C E * 1.

5. The full name of the model is ,fC 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 t,. It is d ifficult to understand w hy 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 improvem ents 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 requirem ent for any study.

G. INEFFICIENT SEWAGE PLANNING STRATEGY CONFIRM ED BY HKR^S CONSULTANTS AND 
NO ENVIRONM 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 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  in  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 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 ,f. Furthermore, 
paragraph 5 . 6 . 2 . 1  of HKR's Study on Drainage, Sewerage and W ater Supply Systems 
for Area 6f notes that u 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 / * .  Paragraph 5.6.4.1 also notes that a local STW  may cause u a n  o f f e n s i v e  

s m e i l  a n d  i s  h e a l t h  h a z a r d ^ ,

b. u 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 I A f,. (June Revised Environmental Study,
6 3 . 1 . 3 ) .  Furthermore, in the October Further Information there is no reference to a 
subsequent Environm ental Im pact Assessm ent (EIA), w hich like ly m eans that the 
subject o f  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 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 11, paragraph 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 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

PVOC Comments.on Application number: Y/I-DB/2
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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 i d e r e d  n o t  a n  e f f i c 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. EMERGENCY ARRANGEM ENTS 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'* 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.

3. 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 Pum ping 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 Departm ent.

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 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 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. 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.B 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 DSD 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 monuar.

2. Would Discovery Bay Services Management Limited, the wholly owned subsidiary of HKR 
which manages OB, 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 w川 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

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^ 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

12
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Gmail Rainbow

for info Fw: APPLICATION Y/l-DB/2 Area 6f

2 9  D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 6  at 

0 8 : 3 4

Thomas Gebauer

•—— F 〇--------
From:
To: Tpt
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 4 : 5 2

S u b j e c t :  A P P L I C A T I O N  Y / 1 - D B / 2  A r e a  6f 1

The Town Planning Board:
Application Y/l-DB/2 A r e a  6f

1.1 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 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, (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/3 Area 10b ...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 PERATIVE to look also at both current applications of the HKR together.
4.ln 6f it is proposed to built a sewage treatment plant (,on siteM and the effluent is planned to be 
u 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 I L L A G E .

5. W e  are living in the 21st century a n d  T o w n  Planning m u s t  b e  a forward looking e n d e a v o u r .

To me it is outrageous to even consider in ** Asia's World C ityH to put nowadays a sewage 
treatme门t plant into a housing development t
6. The effluent is planned to be discharged into the shoreline next to a housing development 
and to a communal beach which is used by DB residents and others for recreational purposes



this effluent is in addition 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 
situation 11 must be clearly addressed. In HK one must get away from the view" it is only little 
pollution u
beside the pollution of HK-waters and around, we are facing already many types of pollution, it 
is important to consider" the straw which breaks the camel's back

8 The "sensitive receivers" 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 M.
9
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)
"to avoid creating new environmental problems....
THERE ARE ADDITIONAL PROBLEMS
⑼
"to seize opportunities for environmental improvement....
NO OPPORTUNITY SEIZED IN THIS 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 are compatible with each 
other.....THERE IS NO N ECESSITY FOR THIS 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.
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 NOT THE C A SE WITH BOTH THE PLANNED DB DEVELOPMENTS AS ALSO THE 
PLANNED NEW WASTE HANDLING FOR THE WHOLE OF DB t TRANSFER AND 
DISPOSAL
FACILITIES ARE COMPLETELY INADEQUATE AND 01-PLACED UNDER A PODIUM 
STRUCTURE. THIS WAS ALREADY WRITTEN IN PREVIOUS COMMENTS.
2.2.2
⑹
the capacity of the environment to r台ceive additiona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;
AS WRITTEN ABOVE , DB HAS LIMITED CAPACITY TO ACCEPT 
ALREADY THE LIMITS REGARDING 25.000 RESIDENTS INDICATE THAT.
THE TFB 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
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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 FOR AN ON-SITE 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 north-easterly winds;

*DB IS EN CLO SED  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 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 EEP 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. A S 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 disposa丨 and effluent 
discharge, due consideration should be given to their location and design to minimise the 
potential impacts.
THE PRO PO SED  NEW SPACE UNDER A PODIUM STRUCTU RE FOR WASTE HANDLING ( 
THE APPLICANT NOW C A LLS IT R EFU SE RECEIVING STATION PLANNED FOR THE 
W HOLE OF DB , IS TOTALLY INADEQUATE FO R THE PR ESEN T AND MUST BE MORESO 
FOR THE FUTURE. IT WAS WRITTEN ALREA D Y ABOUT IT.
A LSO  THE PLANNED SPA CE FOR W ASTE HANDLING FACILITIES CANNOT BE 
COMPATIBLE WITH THE PHILOSOPHY OF W ASTE -HANDLING t- SEPARATING 
SORTING FOR RECYCLIN G  AND RE-USE.

10
IN CONCLUSION I STRON GLY O B JECT TO THIS APPLICATION .
THO M ASGEBAU ER . 
ovvner/resident
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Andrew Burns 
30 日 12 月 2016

5 8 6 2tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Application No. Y/I-DB/2. Arba 6f， D iscovery Bay 
T P B  Y I-D B 2  Area 6 f R4 Potable Water and Sewage.pdf

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board 
Date: 30 December, 2016

Dear Sirs,

Re: Application No. Y/l-DB/2. Area 6f, Discovery Bay -- Potable Water and Sewage Further Information

I take pleasure in forwarding the attached submission to the Town Planning Board in respect of the subject 
Application.

Yours sincerely,
Andrew Burns

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


To: Secretary, Town Planning Board
cc: District Lands Office, Islands; LACO
Date: 30 December, 2016

Dear Si「s,

Re: Application No. Y/i-DB/2. Area 6f. 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 Com pany 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.

A s 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:

T h e  A p p l i c a n t  b e l i e v e s  t h a t ,  s h o u l d  W S D  a n d  E P D  p l a n s  f o r  i n f r a s t r u c t u r e  

e x p a n s i o n ,  a l l  p r o p o s e d  f u t u r e  d e v e l o p m e n t s  i n  t h e  v i c i n i t y  a r e a s ,  i n c l u d i n g  t h o s e  i n  

t h e  D i s c o v e r y  B a y ,  s h o u l d  b e  c o n s i d e r e d  o n  e q u a l  a n d  f a i r  b a s i s .

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:

G o v e r n m e n t  d o e s  n o t  u n d e r t a k e  t o  s u p p l y  w a t e r  t o  t h e  lo t.

Regarding sewage treatment, at Special Condition 31 the New Grant states:

T h e  d r a i n a g e  o f  a n y  b u i l d i n g  e r e c t e d  o n  t h e  l o t  s h a l l  b e  e f f e c t e d  a s  m a y  b e  r e q u i r e d  

b y  t h e  s a i d  D i r e c t o r  a n d  t h e  G r a n t e e  s h a l l  n o t  d i s c h a r g e  o r  c a u s e  o r  p e r m i t  o r  s u f f e r  

t o  b e  d i s c h a r g e d  i n t o  a n y  s e w e r ,  s t o r m - w a t e r  d r a i n ,  c h a n n e l ,  s t o r m - c o u r s e  o r  s e a ,  

a n y  s e w a g e ,  f o u l  o r  c o n t a m i n a t e d  w a t e r ,  o r  n o x i o u s  o r  h a r m f u l  l i q u i d s  w i t h o u t  t h e  

p r i o r  w r i t t e n  c o n s e n t  o f  t h e  s a i d  D i r e c t o r  w h o  s h a l l  a s  a  c o n d i t i o n  o f  g r a n t i n g  h i s  

c o n s e n t  r e q u i r e  t h e  G r a n t e e  to  p r o v i d e ,  o p e r a t e  a n d  m a i n t a i n  t h r o u g h o u t  t h e  t e r m  

h e r e b y  g r a n t e d  a t  h i s  o w n  e x p e n s e  a n d  t o  t h e  s a t i s f a c t i o n  o f  t h e  s a i d  D i r e c t o r
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suitable works at the positions shown on the approved Master Layout Plan for the 
treatment and disposal of sewage or foul or contaminated water.

On the current Master Plan (the Master Plan is defined at Condition 10 and Special 
Condition 6 of the New Grant), the Minimum Associated Facilities (as defiend in the New 
Grant) are listed. These still include a Sewage Treatment Plant and a Dam/Reservoir.

Therefore, provision of potable water and sewage services is not a simple matter of 
considering a request on an "equal and fair basis." Provision of potable water and sewage 
service's will require formal modification of the New Grant and Master Plan, to remove the 
requirement that the Grantee is responsible for such services.

The Town Planning Board and relevant Government departments should take note that the 
present arrangements for the supply of potable water and sewage services to the Lot are 
unsatisfactory. The plans were drawn up and executed in secret and in haste, in a manner 
that is incompatible with the DMC and the New Grant.

The agreement was negotiated between 1995 and 1997, some 15 years after the DMC was 
executed. In contravention of the DMC, the Applicant negotiated direct with the 
Government. According to the DMC, only the Manager, not the Applicant, shall "represent 
the Owners in all matters and. dealings with Government or any utility or other competent 
authority or any other person whomsoever in any way touching or concerning the due 
management of the City." This must include supply of all services. The term "Owners" is 
defined in the DMC to include the Applicant.

Under the deal reached in secret between the Applicant and the Government, and unlike 
other lots in Hong Kong, services are not provided to the Lot bounday. The Applicant 
entered into short-term tenancies (STTs) with the Government to connect to the pre-existing 
faciliites of the Water Supplies Department and Drainage Services Department, located 
several kilometres from the Lot. The STTs were only revealed to the City Owners' 
Committee six years after the fact. Although the Government sends the invoice for the STTs 
to the Applicant, the Applicant does not pay -  the invoice is passed to the Manager for 
payment from the Management Funds.

If the Government is to provide potable water and sewage services to the Lot, the injustice 
perpetrated in 1997 must be addressed. Potable water and sewage services should be 
provided to the Lot boundary on the same terms and conditions as potable water and 
sewage services are supplied to all other residential and commercial areas in Hong Kong.

■ Furthermore, the agreement must be negotiated transparently with the Manager, not in 
secret with the Applicant.

Yours sincerely,

Andrew Burns
Owner and resident, Discovery Bay

Page 2 of 2



寄件者： 

寄件曰期： 

收件者： 

主旨：

tpbbd

Vera Lea | _____
29日12月2016年M■期 四 15:00 
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Objection to Application number: Y/I-DB/2

5863

DearSir/Madam,

Please accept this email as m y  objection to the proposed development of Area 6f in Discovery B a y  at Parkvale Village. This letter also 

objects to the proposed development of a S e w a g e  Treatment Facility o n  the basis that it is an unhealthy proposal a n d  not suitable for being 

in our environment.

I support the letter being submitted by our President of the Village O w n e r s  Committee of Parkvale Village, a n d  a d d  that e v e n  without all the 

research, it is just completely w r o n g  to have treated s e w a g e  being d u m p e d  into the bay near operating restaurants a n d  a n  active b e a c h  

area. T h e  bacteria a n d  toxins released from s e w a g e  discharge will breed an unhealthy environment that e x p o s e s  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 a n d  our every d a y  

living environment. H o w  is one to enjoy a m e a l  out or a walk along the boardwalk with the stench of discharged s e w a g e ?  Just g o  stand at 

the ferry pier in Central... it smells horrible. It's completely unacceptable and unhealthy a n d  the proposal should b e  rejected, a n d  T P B  

should not approve the application.

Contrary to other submissions supporting the project as a positive development for our community, H K R  cannot and/or d o e s  not maintain 

and support its current responsibilities. O u r  grass and gardens are not well kept - often times the reason cited is b e c a u s e  of budget 

restraints. O u r  internal transportation system is extremely taxed - between the buses being overflowing at times, a n d  the lack of hire car 

availability, there are times w here our transportation needs cannot b e  met. Earlier this year, there are two occasions w h e r e  another village 

had burst pipes and residents w e r e  without flushing water for several days. H K R  should look after its existing infrastructure problems first 
before being given permission to build m o r e  to add to the current problems w e  have.

T o  say that n e w  development will bring in m o r e  m o n e y  to share the costs of maintenance e x p e n s e s  of c o m m u n a l  facilities a n d  will bpnpfit 

say〇theyrn o w rh bbl，SthSi devel〇pment Wil1 cost an a b u n d a n c e  of m o n e y. and it will take time before H K R  will b e  in a position to

T o  remove existing mountainside, greenery, bushes, etc. to build not only the towers, but the S e w a a e  Treatmpnt F a〇;iih, 

the com m u n i t y  in a n y  way. To say that the n e w  development will beautify and bring in n e w  leisure facilitiP«； k  ^  n〇t benefit 

better than the natural setting that currently exists. There will be N O  n e w  park for the barking deer the birri^ ^  S，nCe nothln9 »s

dogs and children to run freely, or for us to enjoy the natural beauty a n d  nature of N O T  H A V I N G  3  towers in our backyarcTS， 3〇 £， ^  〇Uf

Please reject the proposal and not approve the applications being requested.

M a n y  thanks a nd kind regards, "

Vera Giovannitti

te,
lis
be
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A r e a 6 f

I a m  writing to highlight m y  serious concerns over the inaccurate resubmission of the information submitted in support of Application N u m b e r  i 

Y/I-DB/2 to a m e n d  Discovery B a y  Outline Zoning Plan for rezoning the permissible use f r o m  staff quarters to flats at A r e a  6f, in Discovery B ay . I

A s  y o u  are aware, this is the second resubmission of additional information to the T o w n  Planning Board, but the content and quality of this ! 

submission is shameful as it is full of technical errors, inappropriate assumptions and misleading images and c o m m e ntary . S u c h  an application 丨 

should clearly b e  rejected as the applicant has not invested sufficient time or expertise to justify the change of zoning with this proposed s c heme . I

* j

T h e  detailed list to justify the complete rejection of this submission has been collated b y  the Parkvale Village O w n e r  s C o m m i t t e e  ( P V O C ) ,  of 

which I a m  a m e m b e r ,  but as I a m  a w a r e  of so m a n y  errors within this application, and as a Fellow of the Institution of Civil Engineers (FICE), of 

the H o n g  K o n g  Institute of Engineers ( F H K D E )  and a Master Planner, I strongly feel that these mistakes n e e d  to b e  highlighted clearly to the 

T o w n  Planning Board for their studious review.

In m y  personal submission I wish to d r a w  the Boards attention to these specific items;

1) T h e  S e w e r a g e  Treatment Proposal.

2) T h e  size of this development o n  the allotted land.

3) T h e  inaccurate Traffic Study a n d  the clear safety implications.

寄件者： 

寄件日期： 

收件者： 

主旨：

Neil Robbins ■  _______
29曰12月2016年星期四 i 
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Application Y/I-DB/2 Area 6f: Discovery Bay

Dear S i r / M a d a m

1) T h e  S e w e r a g e  Treatment Proposal offered under this application is very clearly misleading a nd is bas e d  o n  unacceptable premise that 

water m a y  \>e freely discharges into the Resortl_s bay w h i c h  is used b y  all ages (the old and very y o u n g )  for swimming a nd water sports. 
A s  I a m  sure y ou are aware, the beaches in Discovery B a y  have recently be e n  highlighted in the public press for the discovery of large 

quantities of medical waste (syringes etc) that are -washing up  o n  to the shores. Apart f r o m  the immediate risk to children a nd adults alike 

w h o  could easily b e  hurt a n d  contract a n u m b e r  of life threatening medical conditions f r o m  this criminal situation, this also clearly 

demonstrates that the tidal conditions within these bays lead to particulate solids being returned to the beaches.

T h e r e  is no consideration; n o  technical data; n o  environmental study provided b y  the applicant to justify that there will not b e  an  

increased risk to the residents of Discovery B a y  and visitors w h o  use these popular beaches. H K S A R  has taken significant m e a s u r e  

over the past decade to i m p r o v e  the environmental quality of H o n g  K o n g  waters a n d  this is b a c k w a r d  step that poses a n  i m m e d i a t e  

health risk to residents a nd the suffering wildlife. This also goes against current G o v e r n m e n t  environmental policies w h i c h  h a v e  led to 

the recent development of the H o n g  K o n g  sludge treatment facilities.

T o  date Tai P a k  b a y  has experienced red tides due to the current water quality, a nd the n e w  proposal will lead to a significant 
deterioration the water quality to a level which w o u l d  p o s e  a direct risk to public safety.

In addition to the issue of the sea outfall, the technical data presented to the boa r d  o n  the pretreatment of the sewerage is inaccurate, 

misleading and inaccurate. F or a development designed for 1190 people, (476 units) the sanitary discharge is significant In this 

submission the applicant has failed to describe the content of the standalone s e w a g e  treatment process, a n d  based o n  w h a t  w o u l d  b e  

expected in this location, the applicant has;

a) N o t  provided answers o n  the technical criteria for pre-treatment i.e. w h a t  type of treatment w o u l d  b e  provided.

b) N o t  provided answers o n  the necessary footprint of such equipment a n d  the necessary infrastructure that w o u l d  b e  required to 

support this facility.
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c) N o t  provided a n s w e r  to the T o w n  Planning B o a r d  o n  h o w  a vehicle could reach the prop o s e d  site for regular maintenance and for 

e m e r g e n c y  conditions. N o t e  that the applicant has stated that 3 6  s e w a £ e  tankers w o u l d  b e  required o n  a daily basis to address a 

failure in their prop o s e d  facility -  this equates to 1.5 truck m o v e m e n t s  per h our (including loading times) with absolutely n o  

provisions for parking, safe loading a n d  additional traffic m o v e m e n t s  in a n  already oversubscribed m i n o r  road system. For issues 

regarding tlie road ne t w o r k  please see following section.

d) N o t  provided a n y  analysis o n  the i m p a c t  of the S e w e r a g e  T r e a t m e n t  Plant o n  adjacent sensitive receivers. T h e  proposed site is at 

an elevated position, a b o v e  the W o o d s .  It w o u l d  b e  located o n  land that is currently very steep a n d  has n o  flat or accessible areas 

for such a sizable plant. T h e r e  are n o  existing or logical r o a d w a y s  for maintenance or e m e r g e n c y  provisions. T h e r e  is n o  data o n  

tlie risks associated with smell or toxicity within tlie submission.

2) T h e  size of this d e v e l o p m e n t  o n  the allotted land is misleading to the T o w n  Planning Board. T h e  ph oto m o n t a g e s  presented as part of the 

Gist s e e m  to h a v e  b e e n  prepared to reflect the m i n i m u m  impact of this development. T h e  quality o f  those mont a g e s  very poor a n d  

misleading. T h e  locations of the viewing points are questionable as the positions d o  not appear to include the m ost populous locations 

w h e r e  the impact w o u l d  b e  far more. T h e  P V O C  h ave prepared a n e w  set of m o n t a g e s  that s e e m  m o r e  representative of the actual 

conditions faced b y  residents. It does not s e e m  acceptable to m e  that the applicant' s submission has tabled such mis-representative 

i m a g e r y  to the T o w n  Planning B o a r d  for their review.

A s  mentioned in I t e m  1, the allotment of land for the S e w e r a g e  T r e a t m e n t  Plant is not accurate a n d  has n o  consideration for vehicular 

access for m a i n t enance or e m e r g e n c y  planning.

T h e  profile of the existing landscape in front of the 6 F  d evelopment a n d  at the rear of Crystal a n d  Coral courts is incorrect w h e n  based 

o n  the data provided b y  the survey and m a p p i n g  services of the L a n d s  Department, a n d  quite obvious contradictions for a visual study. 

A s  a  result, it is clear that the construction o f a very large retaining structure w o u l d  b e  necessary a n d  that construction w o u l d  involve an 

increase in the n u m b e r  of trees that w o u l d  b e  required to b e  felled, a n d  o n  the construction impact a n d  overall risk of  this development. 

Therefore, the applicant* s proposal for retaining the quantities of existing trees o n  this slope is incorrect a n d  could be misleading to 

m a n y .

；

3) T h e  Traffic Study that w a s  tabled b y  H K R  contains m a n y  inaccuracies a n d  assumptions that cause grave concern to the c o m m u n i t y  of 

Discovery Bay;

a) T h e  Traffic S t u d y  fails to recognize the increased safety risks to the w h o l e  c o m m u n i t y  d u e  to the unreasonable increase in traffic 

v o l u m e s  for b o t h  construction and long term operations.

T h e  very real concern is for safety. Discovery B a y  is a very y o u n g  c o m m u n i t y  that is not used to this quantity of h e a v y  

construction traffic. T h e  traffic is being forced o n  to roads that are shared b y  golf-carts, cyclists ( m a n y  o f  w h o m  are school 

children), pedestrians, buses and the occasional car. This is a clear recipe for a fatality or m a j o r  traffic incident. This situation- 

exists also at the designated ‘access path’ into the 6 F  site. H e r e  the pedestrian p a v e m e n t  is used b y  children, b y  cyclists, b y  

hikers, a n d  b y  elderly -  it is an environment that is wholly unsuitable for h e a v y  construction traffic a n d  for increased long term 

traffic flow to the n e w  project.

b) T h e  Traffic S t u d y  does not assess the current standard or likely d a m a g e  to the existing road n e t w o r k  f r o m  the increased v o l u m e  of 

traffic. A s  previously highlighted b y  both the P V O C  and the residents, the existing road system struggles to c o p e  at present. T h e  

road surface is cracked a n d  u n e v e n  d u e  to existing w e a r  and tear, a n d  the Study has failed to address the concerns of the holistic 

traffic loading that w o u l d  result on  the road network if 6F, I O C  a n d  other construction projects within Discovery B a y  overlap. T h e  

roads simply cannot take this traffic loading.

c) T h e  Traffic S t u d y  fails to identify the very real possibility that a single b r e a k d o w n  or accident w o u l d  gridlock the road system.

d) T h e  Traffic S t u d y  does not contain sufficient detail to demonstrate if their proposal for access a n d  logistics is practical. A t  present 

there is insufficient r o o m  for a bus a n d  a second vehicle to pass e ach other in front of the W o o d s  pedestrian p a v e d  area. T h e r e  

seems very little h o p e  that an articulated lorry or a haulage truck a n d  a b us could negotiate the existing space. A t  present there is 

only 1 1 c m  clearance f r o m  a vehicle to the side of W o o d b u r y  Court. This is insufficient for a pedestrian safety reserve for residents 

accessing their property, and creates a very real safety concern of a significant accident or fatality.

T h e r e  are so m a n y  errors in this Submission, misleading images a n d  incorrect assumptions that it should b e  rejected immediately. T h e  s c h e m e  is 

ill conceived and inappropriate for the suggested site that w a s  Master Planned for a m u c h  smaller staff property. I raise these issues as a 

concerned resident and professional a n d  trust that the T o w n  Planning B o a r d  will recognize that the Submission for rezoning o f  6 F  m u s t  be 

rejected o n  technical, safety a n d  environmental reasons alone.



faithfully

Ir N eil R o b b i n s
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tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Objection to Application number: Y/I-DB/2 5865

Dear Sir/Madam,

Please accept this email as my objection to the proposed development of Area 6f in Discovery Bay at Parkvale 
Village. This letter also objects to the proposed development of a Sewage Treatment Facility on the basis that it 
is an unhealthy proposal and not suitable for being in our environment.

I support the letter being submitted by our President of the Village Owner7 s Committee of Parkvale Village, and 
add that 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. It" s 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 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 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 to run freely, or for us to 
enjoy the natural beauty and nature of NOT HAVING 3 towers in our backyard.

Please reject the proposal and not approve the applications being requested.

Many thanks and kind regards,
Vera Giovannitti
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significant. In this submission the applicant has failed to describe the content of the standalone sewage treatment process, and 

based on what w o u l d  be expected in this location, the applicant has;

a) N o t  provided answers o n  the technical criteria for pre-treatment i.e. w h a t  type of treatment w o u l d  be provided.

b) Not provided answers o n  the necessary footprint of such equipment and the necessary infrastructure that w o u l d  be required to 

support this facility.

c) Not provided answers to the T o w n  Planning Board o n  h o w  a vehicle could reach the proposed site for regular maintenance 

and for emerg e n c y  conditions. N o t e  that the applicant has stated that 36 sewage tankers wo u l d  be required o n  a daily basis to 

address a failure in their proposed facility - this equates to 1.5 truck m o v e m e n t s  per hour (including loading times) with 

absolutely n o  provisions for parldng, safe loading and additional 通 c m o v e m e n t s  in an akeady oversubscribed _  

system. For issues regarding the road network please see following section.

d) N o t  provided any analysis o n  the impact of the Sewerage Treatment Plant on adjacent sensitive receivers. T h e  proposed site 

is at an elevated position, above the Wo o d s .  It wou l d  b e  located o n  land that is currently very steep and has no flat or 

accessible areas for such a sizable plant. There are n o  existing or logical roadways for maintenance or emergency 

provisions. There is n o  data on the risks associated with smell or toxicity within the submission.

2) T h e  size of this development o n  the allotted land is misleading to the T o w n  Planning Board. T h e  photo montages presented as part 

of the Gist s e e m  to have been prepared to reflect the m i n i m u m  impact of this development. T h e  quality of those montages very 

poor and misleading. T h e  locations of the viewing points are questionable as the positions d o  not appear to include the most 

populous locations where the impact w o u l d  be far more. T h e  P V O C  have prep脱 d  a n e w  set of monta^^ 

representative of the actual conditions faced by  residents. It does not s e e m  acceptable to m e  that the applicant' s submission has 

tabled such mis-representative imagery to the T o w n  Planning B o a r d  for their review.

A s  mentioned in Item 1, the allotment of land for the Sewerage Treatment Plant is not accurate and has n o  consideration for 

vehicular access for maintenance or emergency planning.

T h e  profile of the existing landscape in front of the 6 F  development and at the rear of Crystal a n d  Coral courts is incorrect w h e n  

based on the data provided by  the survey and mapping services of the Lands Department, and quite obvious contradictions for a 

visual study. A s  a result, it is dear that the instruction of a very large retaining structure would b e  necessary and that 

construction w o u l d  involve an increase in the n u mber of trees that wou l d  be required to be felled, and on the construction impact 

and overall risk of this development. Therefore, the applicant' s proposal for retaining the quantities of existing trees o n  this 

slope is incorrect and could be misleading to many.

3) T h e  Traffic Study that w a s  tabled b y  H K R  contains m a n y  inaccuracies and assumptions that cause grave concern to the c o m m u n i t y  . 

of Discovery Bay;

a) T h e  Traffic Study fails to recognize the increased safety risks to the whole c o m m u n i t y  du e  to the unreasonable increase in 

traffic v o l umes for both construction and long term operations.

T h e  very real concern is for safety. Discovery B a y  is a very young c o m m u n i t y  that is not used to this quantity of heavy 

construction traffic. T h e  traffic is being forced on to roads that are shared by golf-carts, cyclists (many of w h o m  are school 

children), pedestrians, buses and the occasional car. This is a clear recipe for a fatality or major traffic incident. This 

situation exists also at the designated 'access path' into the 6 F  site. Here the pedestrian pavement is used b y  children, by 

cyclists, b y  hikers, and b y  elderly - it is an environment that is wholly unsuitable for heavy construction traffic and for 

increased longterm traffic flow to the n e w  project.

b) T h e  Traffic Study does not assess the current standard or likely d a m a g e  to the existing road network fr o m  the increased 

volume of traffic. A s  previously highlighted b y  both the P V O C  and the residents, the existing road system struggles to cope 

at present. T h e  road surface is cracked and uneven due to existing wea r  and tear, a n d  the Study has failed to address the 

concerns of the holistic traffic loading that would result o n  the road network if 6F, I O C  and other construction projects within 

Discovery B a y  overlap. T h e  roads simply cannot take this traffic loading.

c) T h e  Traffic Study fails to identify the very real possibility that a single b r e a k d o w n  or accident w o u l d  gridlock the road 

system.

d) T h e  Traffic Study does not contain sufficient detail to demonstrate if their proposal for access and logistics is practical. At 

present there is insufficient r o o m  for a bus and a second vehicle to pass each other in front of the W o o d s  pedestrian paved

area* There seems very little ho p e  that an articulated lorry or a haulage truck a n d  a bus could negotiate the existing space*



e A t  present there is only 11 c m  cleai'ance from a vehicle to the side of W o o d b u r y  Court. This is insufficient for a pedestrian 

safety reserve for residents accessing their property, and creates a very real safety concern of a significant accident or fatality.

There are so m a n y  en'ors in this Submission, misleading images and incorrect assumptions that it should be rejected immediately. T h e  

s c h e m e  is ill conceived a nd inappropriate for the suggested site that w as Master Planned for a m u c h  smaller staff property. I raise these 

issues as a concerned resident and professional and trust that the T o w n  Planning B oard will recognize that the Submission for rezoning of 

6 F  mu s t  be rejected on technical, safety and environmental reasons alone. 5866
Yours faithfully 

Dr Jane Robbins
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Doris Chan (
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Objiction to Y/I-DB/yArea 6f and Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b

5867

Application No. Y/l-DB/2 Area 6f - a m e n d m e n t s  dated 29th N o v e m b e r  2016 - OBJECTION

Application No. Y/I-DB/B Area 10b - a m e n d m e n t s  dated 29th N o v e m b e r  2016 - OBJECTION

I a m  a Hillgrove Village o w ner of Glamour Court. 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.

H K R  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 

residents directly. D B  residents have to supper all air, sound and water pollution.

Once again, I object to the above application.

Your sincerely, 

Chan Yin Yat
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3 0日12月2016年星期五 20:29 
tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Objection to Y/I-DB/2 Area 6 f and Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b 5868

Application 6f - amendments dated 29th November 2016 - OBJECTION

Application No. Y/I-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 residents directly. DB residents have to supper all air, sound and water pollution.

Once again, I object to the above application.

Your sincerely, 
Chan Siu Kong

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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寄件日期： 30日12月2016年星期五20:24
收件者•• tpbpd@pland.gov.hk '
主旨： Objection to Y/I-DB/2, Area 6f and YI/-DB/3, Area 10b 5863

Application N o.\^/I-D B /2 Area 6f ~ amendments dated 29th Novem ber 
2016 - OBJECTION ^

Application No. Y/I-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 o f  the this Application which 
have been covered by earlier consultations.

This 4th round consultation confirms the reintroduction o f local sewage 
treatm ent within Discovery Bay and I particularly object to this 
retrograde step and an inevitable environmental deterioration for DB 
residents and the marine life.

HK R 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 residents directly. DB residents have to supper all 
air, sound and water pollution.

Once again, I object to the above application.

Your sincerely,
Chan Suk Chine

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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Bhavna Sh ivpu ri j m m i H  
3 0日12月2016年星期五 15:36
tpbpd @ pland.gov 
Bhavna S h iv p u n ^ p e rso n aK
Applica tions n<& Y / I -D B /2 y ia te d  to Area 6 f  and Y /I -D B /3  related to A rea  1 0 b . 
A rea 10b letter A rea  6 f k t te r3 0 D e c .p d f

5870
feedback on amendments dated 29th N ovem be r 2016

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 S. Shivpuri

3 0 lh D e c e m b e r ,  2 0 1 6

5870
T h e  Secretariat

T o w n  Planning B oard

15/F, North Point G o v e r n m e n t  Offices

333  Java R oad, N o rth  Point

(V ia  email: (:〇 I?pc)@i，>ianc! .gov.h k )

D e a r  Sir,

I refer to the a b o v e  a n d  w o u l d  like to p ut f o r w a r d  m y  c o n c e r n s  as follows r e garding t h e  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  above. M y  objections a n d  co 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 ot b e e n  

clearly identified w h i c h  pla:ces 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 ischarged f r o m  the S T W  are not b e i n g  fully treated as p e r  a c c e p t e d  current 

global n o n n 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  p ut directly into t h e  s ea w a t e r s  

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  ver>r ad v e r s e  effect o n  the living 

e n v i r o n m e n t  for residents n ot just a r o u n d  the S T W ,  b u t  also the nullah a n d  the s e a  / b a y  w h e r e  

its eventually 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  o r  accidents a n d  this h a s  n o t  b e e n  i ncluded in t h e  plan.

U n l e s s  a n d  until the applicant is able to p r o v i d e  detailed r e s p o n s e s  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 .

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

Objection to the Amendments dated 29th November 2016

N a m e  o f  D i s c o v e r y  B a y  O w n e r  / Resident: B h a v n a  Shivpuri



作 MW7JVm>\ VlUI/i IDV> JU  f l
l|(/f| ft; l|il，|M(*ti|»l;川il K<iv.hk
|'(J； |<W(I, Olill',(TIUNST()(l)A|>|.liuil|(in Y/l DII^Ainifil AND (Z) Ap|/lK«li«Mi V/l \)Wi h n  \ih

The Town Phtmiiii)' Hourd:

O H J I i C r i O N S  T O

(1) Application l\rca 6f ■

(2) Application Y/I-DB/3 Area 10b

a m e n d m e n t s  dated 29lh N o v e m b e r  201 6  

- am e n d m e n t s  dalcxi 2(f  N o v e m b e r  2016

1 • I strongly object to the planned development as presented by the H o n g  K o n y  Resort C o m p a n y ,  

w h o  is with thousands of owners arc b o u n d  together by a D e e d  of Mutual Covenant.

2. Discovery B a y  (DB) is a U N I Q U E  development in M o n g  Kong, quasi-enclave, isolated from 

H o n g  Ko 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 .  O w n e r s  in Discovery B a y  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 ( T P B )  w h e n  major changes which will affect the environment and the w a y  of life are 

proposed for this special enclave/cnvironment as done 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  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. D u e  to this unique situation, any changes must be judged b y  the T P B / P L A N D  with a holistic 

view in m i n d； the proposed development as well as the applications Y/I-DB/2 A r e a  6f and Y/IDB/3 

A r e a  10b cannot be judged solely on their o w n  but h o w  it also will affect the whole environment in 

Discovery B ay 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  to look also at both current applications of the H K R  together.

个 In 6f it is proposed to build a sewage treatment plant "on site" and the effluent is planned to 

be delivered through a gravity sewerage pipe, or even considered to be delivered through a nullah, to the



sea, next to the Discovery F e n y  Pier a n d  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 century and T o w n  Planning m u s t  be a forward looking endeavour. T o  

me it is outrageous e ve n  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 b e discharged into the shoreline next to a housing development and 

to a c o m m u n a l  b e a c h  w h i c h  is used 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 o n g .

7. T o  b l a m e  pollution o n  the Pearl River Delta is not a point to m a k e  as facts as it is situation must 

be clearly addressed. In H K  o n e  mu s t  get a w a y  f r o m  the v i e w  “it is only little

pollution u beside the pollution of H K  waters an d  around, w e  are facing already m a n y  types of pollution, 

it is important to consider ' **the straw w h i c h  breaks the camel' s back".

8 T h e  "sensitive receivers" the sea at the Discovery B a y  w o u l d  b e  "typographically confined basin with 

limited dispersive capacity" thus effluent mus t  be  considered as “potentially polluting” . N o t  e v e n  to 

mention the matter of storm surge, backflow and the like.

All of the tables a n d  calculations of the applicant should be taken with a large pinch o f  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-



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  I N  T H I S  D E V E L O P M E N T

Proper land u se planning,

(a) p roposed land uses in particular development areas are environmentally suitable；

(b) p roposed 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 .  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  I N  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 .  I T  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) adequate a n d  suitably sited environmental facilities are provided to ensure proper handling a n d  

disposal of all wastes a n d  waste water arising fr o m  proposed developments.

TfflS 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 .  TfflS 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 .

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 a n d  assimilate residuals or the capacity of the environment infrastructure 

such as sewerage 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  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  TfflS 

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  TfflS P L A C E .

Air Quality Considerations



2.3.2 Air quality is affected b y  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 and width of buildings as well as 

mete 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 jor air pollution emitters are sited to the west or southwest of urban areas and 

n e w  towns to take advantage of the prevailing northeasterly w i nds ；

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 w h i c h  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  I N  M I N D .

2.3.5 A n y  development w h i c h  causes either conflict with the constraints or d a m a g e  of the resources a nd 

amenity areas should be avoided, unless the-conflict can be resolved or the imposition of appropriate 

development controls is practicable. T h e  water based developments should b e  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  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 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 potential to cause 

nuisances a nd to give rise to special requirements for waste disposal a n d  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 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  

⑴ 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  〇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 .

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 E  T W O  A P P L I C A T I O N S .

C H A O , H U I H U A

owner/resident

email: ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■

5871
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^fiction 1 2 A  Application No. Y/I-DB/3 

Ufj.Z.pdf; 10b LZ.pdf

5872

>

> H i ;

>

> 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 of

mailto:lpbpd@pland.gov.hk


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

Dear Sir,

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

Objection to the Submission by the Applicant on 27.10,2016

I refer to the Response to CommQnts submitted by the consultant of Hong Kong 
Resort (^KR55), 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 My main reasons of objection on this particular submission are 
listed as follows:-

1. HKR claims that they are the sole land owner of Area 6f is in doubt, as the lot is 
now held under the Principal Deed of Mutual Covenant (nPDMC') dated 20.9.1982. 
Area 6f forms part of either the Ĉity Common Areas,5 or the "City Retained 
Areas” as defined in the PDMC. Pursuant to Clause 7 under Section I of the PDMC， 

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

2. The disruption, pollution and nuisance caused by the construction to the 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 fundamental 
deviation to the land use of the original approved Master Plans or the approved 
Outline Zoning Plan in the application, i.e. from staff quarters into residential area,

io f2

mailto:tpbpd@pIand.gov.hk
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a n d  a p p r o v a l  o f  it w o u l d  b e  a n  undesirable p r e c e d e n t  c a s e  fi*om e n v i r o n m e n t a l  

p e r s p e c t i v e  a n d  against the interest o f  all property o w n e r s  o f  the district.

4. T h e  original stipulated D B  popu l a t i o n  o f  2 5 , 0 0 0  s h o u l d  b e  fully respected as the 

u n d e r l y i n g  infrastructure capacity c o u l d  not afford s u c h  substantial increase in 

p o p u l a t i o n  b y  the s u bmission, a n d  all D B  pr o p e r t y  o w n e r s  w o u l d  h a v e  to suffer 

a n d  p a y  for the cost out o f  this s u b m i s s i o n  in u p g r a d i n g  the s u r r o u n d i n g  

infrastructure so as to pr o v i d e  a d e q u a t e  s u p p l y  or  s u p p o r t  to the p r o p o s e d  

d e v e l o p m e n t ,  e.g. all required r o a d  n e t w o r k  a n d  related utilities i m p r o v e m e n t  

w o r k s  arised o ut o f  this s u b m i s s i o n  etc. T h e  p r o p o n e n t  s h o u l d  consult a n d  liaise 

w i t h  all p r o p e r t y  o w n e r s  bei n g  affected a n d  u n d e r t a k e  t h e  cost a n d  e x p e n s e  o f  all 

infrastructure out o f  this d e v e l o p m e n t .  Its disruption during' construction to other 

p r o p e r t y  o w n ' e r s  in the vicinity s h o u l d  b e  p r o p e r l y  m i t i g a t e d  a n d  a d d r e s s e d  in the 

s u b m i s s i o n .

5. T h e  p r o p o s e d  felling o f  118 nos. m a t u r e  trees in A r e a  6 f  is a n  ecological disaster, 

a n d  p o s e s  a  substantial e n v i r o n m e n t a l  i m p a c t  to the i m m e d i a t e  natural setting. T h e  

p r o p o s a l  is u n a c c e p t a b l e  a n d  the p r o p o s e d  tree p r e s e r v a t i o n  p l a n  o r  the tree 

c o m p e n s a t o r y  p r o p o s a l  are unsatisfactory.

6. T h e  revision o f  d e v e l o p m e n t  as indicated in the R e v i s e d  C o n c e p t  P l a n  o f  A n n e x  

A  is still unsatisfactory in t e r m  o f  its p r o p o s e d  height, m a s s i n g  a n d  disposition in 

this revision. T h e  t w o  towe r s  are still sitting too close to e a c h  other w h i c h  m a y  

create a wall-effect to the existing rural natural setting, a n d  w o u l d  p o s e  a n  

u n d esirable visual i m p a c t  to the i m m e d i a t e  s u r r o u n d i n g ,  especially to t h o s e  

existing t o w e r s  in the vicinity.

U n l e s s  a n d  until the applicant is able to p r o v i d e  detailed r e s p o n s e s  to the c o m m e n t s  for 

flirther r e v i e w  a n d  c o m m e n t ,  the application for A r e a  6 f  s h o u l d  b e  w i t h d r a w n .

2 of 2



tpupd

奇件者： Ruby w 〇〇

寄件日期： 29日12月2016年 星 期 四 17:07
收件者： tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
主旨： objection

Dear Sir

y  /  \ ~ v 3 j z
5873

I a m  a Hillgrove Village p w n e r  m s  Mei Chun I a m  deeply

concerned b y  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 . P V O C  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 

m y  concerns better than I could myself.

I O B J E C T  T O  T H E  A B O V E  APPLICATION

Regards 

Mei Chun W o o

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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件日期 : 
件者： 

旨：

30曰 12月2016年星期五 18:33 
tpbpd@pland.g〇'
Applications Nol Area 6f and No. Y/L-DB/3 Area 10b

sa r Sir,

jm writing to ra ise  our con ce rn  tha t num erous C ity  M anagem en t (CM ) sta ff'w ho w o rk  for the  H ong  Kong  R e so r t  
ternationa l C om pany, not owning o r resid ing in D iscovery  Bay , g ’w ing the ir w ritten su ppo rts  to the sub ’ie ctappU ca to^  
nd deve lopm en t. They ha ve  se r io u s  conflicts of interest. C o u ld  you p le a se  lo o k  in to  th is m atter and  adv\se w h a t m ea su re s  
lou ld be app lied  to tack le  the  p rob lem .

>ok forw ard to hearing from  you.

ote. Someone with the same name as our CM Manager, supported the HKR app\Vcat\on m  
)und 3.
n my view City Management staff not owning, or residing, \n DB should rema\n neutra\ to 
/oid any question of conflict of interest).

5st regards, 
jng K a  P o  
Amer

MuUintt c.'mnmtnl i.n

U c f c i  c i i c c  N u m l i c r :

提 交 限 期 09/A1/20\6

提 交 曰 期 及 時 閲

l)i*tc and tim e of subm ission:
2〇m  /i q \

有關的規刻申諛编號  .、
The application no. to which the cuminuni rclntv.v..v n ^ ) \ s a

「提意見人 j 姓名/名稱 

Nui3K cf person rnakir^ tb.is commtnt: 先 生 M t . G R K o o

意見詳愤
Details of the Comment:

New developments in Discovery Bay surcAy cTcaVt tirvplo'yTncut opportumV/ \tv 
y. Fully support >



__ ______________________________ ______________ __________ 4479
就規刺申諮/搜核提出您見 Making Con丨mt•丨丨t on A p p丨it:丨fioii / Review
參考《
Reference N u m b e r :

16 1 1 2 0 - 2 2 5 8 3 0 - 7 0 5 6 3

較 限 期

D ead lin e  fo r submission: W/l 2/2016

槪 曰 期 及 時 間
D a t e  and time of submission:

20/11/2016 22:58:30

有關的規刺申請編號
T h e  application no. to which the c o m m e a t  relates:

Y/I-DB/3

广提意見人 j 姓名/名稱

Naar.c of person !his c o m m e n t :
先生 M r .  G H K o o

意見詳情
Details of the C o m m e n t :

N e w  developments in Discovery B a y  suxely create employment opportunity in property industr 

y. Fully support__________________；____________________________________________ ;________________



0 0 / D

R efe ren ce  N u m b er:

就規割申請 /覆核提出意見  M ak ing  C om m en t on P lann ing  A pplication  /  Review  

# # 編號
161230-141016-04094

較 隨
D ead lin e  f o r  subm ission : 30/12/2016

駿 曰 期 及 時 間
30/12/2016 14:10:16

D a te  a n d  tim e  o f  subm ission:

有關的規劃申請編號

T h e  ap p lica tio n  no. to  w hich  the  com m en t re la tes :
Y/I-D B/2

「提意見 人 j 姓名 /名稱  

N am e  o f  p e rso n  m a k in g  this com m ent:
女士  M s. W innie Leung

意見詳情

D eta ils  o f  th e  C o m m e n t:

rt is  good  to have proper developem ent for m ore residential and  recreational area  fo r a  better Ho 
ng K ong.
Proper use o f  lands should be adapted to H ong K ong to  a  be tter future

le:/A\n!fl-em<;?\〇nHne C nm m pnrtl 61910-14101 ^ -04094 rn m m p n t Y  T-DR ? htm] n v m /9 n i7
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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

R eference N um ber:

提交限期
Deadline for submission:

提交日期及時間

D ate  an d  tim e o f subm ission:

有關的規劃申請編號

T h e  app lica tio n  no. to  w hich  th e  com m ent relates

「提意見人」姓名 /名稱

N am e o f p erso n  m a k in g  th is  com m ent:

意見詳情

D etails o f th e  C o m m e n t:

On beha lf o f  m yself and m y infant daughter I object stxongly to the developm ent at 6 f referred t 
o in  this application. The m ain objections are around environmental im pact to the existing trees 
and w ildlife in  the area. The road to the site is too small and children regularly play there so ther 
e is a  safety concern i f  the developm ent goes ahead. I am also concenred about the water and se 
wage treatm ent proposals, introducing further toxic pollution to the neighbourhood and putting e 
xcessive p ressure on the services to  the area. I have heard tha t a local w ater - sewage treatm ent p 
lant w ill be required due to the inability  to draw  sewerage away from  the area. I think this w ould 
be very dangerous to  the environm ent and the people including many fam ilies living in  the neigh 
bourhood. I support other developm ent plans under consideration by Hong Kong resorts but mos 
t definitively N O T  this one. Thank you.__________________

161230-141032-25717 

30/12/2016 

30/12/2016 14:10:32 

Y/I-DB/2

夫人  Mrs. Barry Halpenny
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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  161230-141159-07521
R eference N um ber: 

駿 限 期

D eadline fo r subm ission:
30/12/2016

:提交日期及時間  

D ate  an d  tim e o f subm ission:
30/12/2016 14:11:59

有 關 的 規 劃 甲 請 編 號 獅 B/2 
T h e  app lica tion  no. to w hich  the  com m ent relates:

'「提意見人」姓名/名稱

N am e o f p erson  m aking  this com m ent:

意見詳情

D etails o f th e  C o m m e n t:

小姐  M iss M s Leung

丨增加土地，改善房屋供應 i
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就規劃申請 /覆核提 1 出意見  M a l d n g ' C o m m i e n t  o!n P M m M g  Application / R e v i e w

m m m

R e f e r e n c e  N u m b e r :

提交限綱

D e a d l i n e  for submission:

提交e 期 麵 閫  ■
D a t e  a n d  t ime of submission:

有關的規劃申請編號  " .

T h e  application no. to ̂ h i c h  the c o m m e n t  relates:

1「緹意見人 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 a t i

m m m

Details o f the C o m m e n t :

161230- 1 7 1 4 2 9 - 2 6 4 8 7

30/12/2016

30/12/2016 17:14:29

Y/I- D B / 2

先生 M r .  Y a u W i n g

As realized f r o m  the additional infomaaljion provided, the impact of the n e w  devdoipment to the 

existing utilities a n d  surrourndkg area Is r n m n d ,  if not m m .  T h e  development can bring m o r e  

residential limits to H o ^ g  Kong, people a n d  it is desirable. I s^npoft the development definilely:.
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就規剴申請 /覆核提出意見  M aking  C om m ent on P lann ing  A pplication  /  Review

参考編號  

R e f e rence：n c e  N u m b e r :
161230-172 6 1 4 - 3 9 1 1 7

30/12/2016
D e a d l i n e  for submission:

提交日期及時間

D a t e  a n d  t ime of submission:

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:

「提意見人 j 姓名/名稱 

N a m e  of per s o n  m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t :

30/12/2016 17:26:14 

Y / I - D B / 2

先生  M r .  A n d r e w  L a m

意見詳情

Details of the C o m m e n t :

I support the plan as it will improve the c o m m u n i t y  leisure spaces, facilities a n d  services throug 

h  suitable developments o n  private plots of land with well thought out planning consultation a n d  

impact assessments.

Regrading 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 feasibil 

ity o f  his proposal, I opine that the go v ernment should, base o n  equal a n d  fair principle, expand t 

he capacity of  Siu H o  W a n  water a n d  sewerage treatment plants taking care of  the needs of Disc 

overy Bay.______________________________________________________________________________ _______________

r .〇TTur>p.nt\lfi1?^n-17?^14-^Q n7 V  T-HR 9 Ktml 0^/01/9017
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就規劃申請 /覆核提出意見  M a k i n g  C o m m e n t  o n  P lanning Application / R e v i e w

參考編號

R e f e rence N u m b e r :  

提交 限 期

161230-174852-86886

30/12/2016
Dead l i n e  for submission:

提交曰期及時間

D a t e  a n d  time of submission:
30/12/2016 17:48:52

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/I-DB/2

厂提意見人」姓名 /名稱  • 女士 M s .  Sophia Lau-Duehri

N a m e  of per s o n  m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t : n g

意見詳情

Details of the C o m m e n t :

Dear Sirs

T h e  development of 6f with using Parkvale Drivee is still disputed. There is no  information wit 

h the development of 6f a n d  its effect o n  Paxkvale Village e5g.Traffic, Safety, Hygiene and Secu 

city. T h e  slope safety o f the area w h e r e  the proposed building will be built is a big safety issue a

n d  it is n

ignored.Parkvale Drive is a private road and is designed 

ulations.

as a pedestrian p a v e m e n t  under B D  reg

T h e  s e w a g w  treatment w o r k s  w h i c h  will discharge directly into the sea next to the ferry pier will 

affect the restuarants, the water sports participants w h o  w o u l d  be residentsand visitors, and will i 

acrease the probability of  R I D E  T I D E  in Discovery B a y  waters a nd thus affect hygiene, pollutio 

ns health hazard for all rsidents in Dioscoverv B a y  and nearby islands such as P e n g  Chau, Disne

yland etc.

D u e  to the proximity of our village in Parkvale, it is not appropriate to have the s e w a g e  system i

n area 6f.
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就規劃申請 /覆核提出意見  M a k i n g  C o m m e n t  o n  P l a n n i n g  Application / R e v i e w

參考編號
1 6 1 2 3 0 - 1 8 0 9 1 7 - 2 6 6 2 4

R e f e r e n c e  N u m b e r :

駭 限 期
30/12/2016

D e a d l i n e  for submission:

提交曰期及時間
30/12/2016 18:09:17

D a t e  a n d  t i m e  o f submission:

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 / I - D B / 2

厂提意見人j 姓名/名稱
N a m e  o f  p e r s o n  m a k i n g  this c o m m e n t :

女士  M s .  Sophia Duehring

意見詳情
Details o f  the C o m m e n t :

T h e  d emolition o f  over 1 0 0  trees in area 6 f  is absolutely b a d  for the enviromnent as w e  have mil 

lions o f  hikers f r o m  all over H o n g  K o n g  passing b y  the area. T h e  area 6f has b e e n  a recreational 

area for thousands o f  D B  residents doing hiking a n d  recreationalactivities o n  a daily basis.

T h e  d e v e l o p m e n t  of  6f will cause noise,air pollution,

Safety 3 health hazards for all residefits in Parkvale a n d  nearby Hillgrove a n d  M i d v a l e  residents. 

T h e  private road in Parkvale does not a c c o m m o d a t e  bulldozers a n d  trucks. W e  h a v e  a small roa 

d.. w i t h  our daily buses, delivery vans, golf carts..it is already full.let alone w h e n  w e  have e m e r  

gencies ..with the

吞resence o f  a m b u l a n c e，fire engines a n d  police cars.

W e  consider the T o w n  Planning B o a r d  is in n o  other position than to reject H K R rs application to 

d e v e l o p e  area 6f.

W e  w o u l d  like to invite y o u  T h e  T o w n  Planning B o a r d  to m e e t  the residents a n d  visit the site. T  

h e  m a n y  issues will b e  m o r e  evident.

Y o u r s  sincerely

S o p h i a  L a u - D u e h r i n g  -

O w n e r  a n d  resident since N o v e m b e r  1991.



practicable to ensure that the increase in T I N  and T P  are minimized. W i t h  the discharge standar 

d, the N  to P  ratio is maintained greater than 18.1. H e n c e  the occurrence of red tides will b e  unli 

Icely.”
The text in bold and underlined does not appear in the latest version of the Environmental Study.
Why would HKR d e le te  t h i s  t e x t  i f  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 ” ?  T h u s  t h e  previ
ous version tried to downplay the likely occurrence of red tides, whilst the omission of the refere 

nces to red tides in the latest version implies that wh a t  w a s  stated in the previous version w a s  inc 

orrect, and that residents of Discovery Bay, the T P B  and government should be  concerned about 

the discharge of the sewage into the sea increasing the likelihood of red tides occurring. .

H K R  states that it proposes to discharge the treated sewage into the marine waters adjacent to Di
scovery Bay Plaza via a gravity sewage pipe. However， it also states that during the subsequent
detailed design, it will determine the feasibility of discharging the treated effluent into the nullah 

and b o x  culvert directly. Given the cost of laying a gravity sewage pipe, w h i c h  w o u l d  have to be 

underground m u c h  of tihe way, all the w a y  from A r e a  6f to the sea, it is probable that H K R  will 

use the nullah to discharge the treated sewage, even though it states that it will use a gravity s e w  

age pipe, even though the nullah flows under the balconies of a residential building.
Although it did not do so in its earlier submissions， in its third submission，H K R  proposed altem
ative m e a n s  of disposing of the untreated sewage in the event of the S T W  brealcing down. H o w e  

ver，both of the alternative methods include using the Siu H o  W a n  sewage treatment facilities，w  

hich government has already told H K R  it cannot use due to lack of available capacity. Conse q u e  

atly, these alternatives methods are not viable. S o ' h o w  w o u l d  H K R  dispose of the untreated s e w  

age in the event of the S T W  breaking d o w n ?

Although the D S D  has built and operates a n u m b e r  of small sewa g e  treatment facilities on Lanta 

u Island and Outlying Islands, these facilities serve small isolated communities, whereas A r e a  6f 

is part of a large development housing 20,000 to 25,000 residents. Furthermore, H K R  has not sta 

ted the type or explained the design o? the S T W  it proposes to build in A r e a  6f，nor has it d e m o n  

strated that any of the three s e wage treatment processes c o m m o n l y  adopted b y  the D S D  on Lant 

au Island is suitable for a site located o n  a steep slope and far from the sea, with a discharge poin 

t adjacent to a residential area.

Paragraph 5,62.2 of H K R ^  Study o n  Drainage, Sewerage a nd W a ter Supply Systems for A r e a  

6f notes that uThis S T W  will treat se w a g e  only f r o m  2  single residential towers for 4 7 6  units at 

Area 6f so it is considered not an efficient sewa g e  planning strategy”. Paragraph 5.6.4.1 also not 

es that a local S T W  m a y  cause tcan offensive smell and is health hazard". H K R  should be requir 

ed to .confirm that the capital and operating costs , of the s e wage disposal w o r k s  should be borne 

by either H K R  or the undivided shareholders of the A r e a  6f and Ar e a  10b proposed de v e l o p m e n
ts, and not b y  the owners of Parkvale Village or b y  the owners of any other village in Discovery 

Bay, w h o s e  sewage is disposed of through the government S T W  in Siu H o  W a n .

It is hard to believe that H K R  is serious in proposing to build a standalone s e w a g e  treatments w o  

rks in the midst of built up  Discovery B a y  to m e e t  the needs of t w o  proposed high rise buildings, 

with no viable alternative in the event the wor k s  break dow n ,  w h i c h  will likely discharge the tre * 

ated sewage though an open nullah, whi c h  passes under the balconies of a residential building, a 

nd which will discharge the treated s e wage into the sea adjacent to a pier, residential buildings, a 

shopping centre, a bus station and a p r o m e n a d e  and near to a bathing beach.

In view of the serious inadequacies of the S T W  proposal, the D S D  and the E P D  h ave n o  altemat 

ive but to reject H K R 5s proposed S T W  and to advise the T P B  to not approve the application.
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就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 M a k i n g  C o m m e n t  on Planning Application / Re v i e w

參考編號

Reference N u m b e r :
161230-150651-89464

駿 限 期
Deadline for submission:

30/12/2016

提交曰期及時間
Date a n d  time of submission:

30/12/2016 15:06:51

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/2

厂提意見人」姓名/名稱 夫人 Mrs. S i m o n  M I N S H A

N a m e  of person m a k i n g  this comment: L L

意見詳情
Details of the C o m m e n t :

I a m  an owner of a residential flat in Parkvale Village, Discovery Bay, the village adjacent to A r  

ea 6f, through which H K R  proposes to access Area 6f. I have lived in Discovery B a y  for m o r e  t 

han 30 years and seen its considerable growth and the benefits which have arisen from this gr o w  

th. Although I think it is appropriate to further develop Discovery Bay, I believe that H K R 5s pla 

ns to build two 18 storey buildings，including 476 flats，of 21，6〇6 m 2  G F A  o n  a platform create 

d to accommodate a 1 7 0 m 2 G F A  three storey building are very ill judged and that the T o w n  Plan 

ning Board should reject H K R ' s  application to rezone Area 6f.

[ have submitted the reasons for m y  objection to the proposed change in use previously in respo 

nses to H K R ，s application and its submissions of Further Information in June 2 0 1 6  and in 〇ctob 

er 2016. This objection is in response to H K R ' s  latest submission of Further Information which 

was m a d e  available to the public on 9 December 2016. A s  this latest submission relates to H K  

R 5s proposed method of sewage disposal, I do not repeat the reasons for m y  objection to the pro 

i〇sed change of use here and only c o m m e n t  on the proposed method of sewage disposal.
A s  H K R  has been told by government that it cannot use the Siu H o  W a n  sewage treatment facili 

ties for the sewage which would be generated from the proposed development at Area 6f, H K R  i 

proposing build a standalone sewage treatments works ( S T W )  adjacent to or in Area 6f.

Despite submitting a 50 page documentj the only change of note has m a d e  in its latest sub 

mission is the removal of the reference to red tides, although it does not highlight this in its cove 

ring letter.

In previous submissions, H K R  tried to downplay the occurrencie of red tides despite the discharg 

e of mo r e  TINs and T P s  which will increase the probability of mo r e  red tides. T h e  latest Fuither 

Infoimation has omitted references in the previous version to T P  (referred to as Total Particulate 

in the Executive S u m m a i y  of the Environmental Study and as Total Phosphorous in the Techni 

cal Note) and to red tides.

The Further Information submitted by H K R  in October included the following:

1. Executive S u m m a r y  -  ctT h e  discharge concentration has therefore been reduced as m u c h  as pr 

acticable to ensure that the increase in T I N  and Total Particulates (TP) are minimized. With the 

discharge standard, the Nitrogen (N) to Phosphorus (P) ratio is maintained greater than 18.1. H e  

nee the occurrence of red tides will be unlikely.”

2. 6.3.1.5 - <sT he computed N: P  ratio concluded that the possibility of having red tide is still lo 
”

6.4.L1; 73,1.4; 8.1.2.1 - uTh e  discharge concentration has therefore been reduced as m u c h  as



就規劃申請/覆核提出意見  M aking  C om m ent on P lann ing  A pplication  /  Reviev

參考編號

R eference N um ber:
1 6 1 2 30-170709-87015

較 圓

D e a d l i n e  for submission:

提交曰期及時間

D a t e  a n d  t ime of submission:

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:

「提意見人」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 :

意見詳情

Details of the C o m m e n t :

30/12/2016

30/12/2016 17:07:09

Y/I - D B / 2

先生  M r .  K e n  Bradley

A .  I N A D E Q U A T E  A N D  U N R E L I A B L E  I N F O R M A T I O N  H A S  B E E N  P R O V I D E D  B Y  H K R  

.It c a n  b e  seen f r o m  the latest Further Information that the consultants h a v e  not visited A r e a  6f 

since April -  June 2014. In v i e w  of the m a n y  c o m m e n t s  m a d e  previously a n d  the intense concer 

n  over the proposal, it is very surprising a n d  negligent that the consultants h a v e  not revisited the 

site to see the physical nature of the c o m m e n t s  (e.g. over traffic issues) a n d  the current condition 

o f  the area.

2. In the latest Gist published b y  the T P B  there is a list of  Plans, D r a w i n g s  a n d  Reports Submitte 

d  b y  H K R  in its latest submission of Further Information. T h e  planning process b y  n o w ,  19 year

since the Handover, should b e  bi-lingual. T h e  current situation m e a n s  that only residents w h o  c 

a n  read English will "be able to read the application a n d  submit c o m m e n t s，thereby excluding m a  

n y  residents f r o m  a so called public consultation exercise.

3. M a n y  Plans, D r a w i n g s  a n d  Reports are missing. T h e  T P B  should request H K R  to provide the 

missing items so that there is a M l  an d  u p  to date picture of A r e a  6f an d  to m a k e  sure that the p u  

blic are fiilly informed about the project. Without this information there is the distinct possibility 

that H K R  is guilty of misrepresentation.

.T h e  following Plans, D i a g r a m s  a n d  Reports hav e  never b een provided:

..Floor plans

b. Elevations '

c. Traffic impact assessment o n  pedestrians

d. Geotechnical impact assessment

.Drainage impact assessment .

f_ S e w a g e  impact assessment

R i s k  assessment ,

.T h e  following Plans, D i a grams and Reports have not b een provided since H K R  first submitte 

d its application which, in v i e w  of the m a n y  public and government c omments, is a serious omis 

sion: * . • . .

a. B l o c k  plan

b. Visual impact assessment 

L a n d s c a p e  impact assessment

d. Tree survey

6. H K R  submits studies and papers and not impact assessments, thereby avoiding having to stud 

y the impact o n  the c o m m u n i t y  and people most affected b y  its proposal.



7. T h e  consultants reports provided b y  H K R  are not considered reliable for a public consultatio 

a exercise. This is because the k e y  consultant, O v e  Arup, has stated in respect of  its reports the f 

ollowing: uThis report takes into account the particular instructions and requirements of our die 

nt. It is not intended for, a n d  should not, be relied u p o n  b y  any third party a n d  n o  responsibility i 

s undertaken to any third party**.

8. B a s e d  o n  the above, the process of public consultation is distorted, not transparent and patentl 

y unfair, s m c e  it is only possible to see the correct and full picture b y  bringing together the instr 
uctions/requirements given to O v e  A r u p  with the response, i.e. the reports. Furthermore, h o w  ca 

a anyone, including the go v e r n m e n t  and the public, rely o n  the reports in v i e w  of the statement a 

bout liability!

9. T h e  T P B  is requested to obtain f r o m  H K R  its full and detailed instructions/requirements provi 

ded to all their consultants involved in this Section 1 2 A  application and to confinn one w a y  or t 

he other that the reports can b e  relied upon.
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參考編號 ’ 161230-144945-97759

Reference Number:

駿 圆
Deadline for submission:

30/12/2016

提交曰期及時間

Da t e  a n d  time of submission:

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:

30/12/2016 14:49:45 

Y/I-DB/2

先生  Mr. StuartFarr
N a m e  of person m a k i n g  this comme n t :

意見詳情
Details of the C o m m e n t :

r still strongly object to the submission in the s a m e  w a y  I have every single time the developer h  

as proposed it I feel that the developer is acting in a deceitful and underhand m a n n e r  by repeate 

dly submitting and re-proposing these plans in the hope that opposition will dwindle due to the e 

ffort required to keep resubmitting repeatedly. This is particularly egregious this time as respons 

e period is over the Christmas holiday w h e n  m a n y  D B  residents will be a w a y  o n  holiday.

M y  m a i n  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 un 

der the Principal D e e d  of Mutual Covenant ("PDMC') dated 20.9.1982. Area 6f forms part of eit 

her the “City C o m m o n  Areas” or the "City Retained Areas" as defined in the P D M C .  Pursuant t 

o Clause 7 under Section I of the P D M C ,  every O w n e r  (as defined in the P D M C )  has the right a 

nd liberty to go pass and repass over and along and use Area 6f for all purposes connected with t 

he proper use and enjoyment of the s a m e  subject to the City Rules (as defined in the P D M C ) .  T h  

e applicant has failed to consult or seek proper consent from the co-owners of the Lot prior to thi 

s 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. T h e  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 fundamental deviation to t 

he land use of the original approved Master Plans or the approved Outline Zoning Plan in the an 

plication, i.e. -from staff quarters into residential area, and approval of it would be an undesirable 

precedent case from environmental perspective and against the interest of all property owners of 
m e  Qisinci.

4. T h e  original stipulated D B  population of 25,000 should be fully respected as the underlying in 

n p e capaĉ  could not such substantial increase in population by the submission

D2radina?hr〇Perty °w n e l's .would have t0 suffer P^y for the cost out of this submission in u  
dlng the surr〇unding infrastructure so as to provide adequate supply or support to the nrnnn 

3ed development, e.g. all required road network and related utilities 〇



ut of this submission etc. T h e  proponent should consult and liaise with all property owners being 

affected and undertake the cost and expense of all infrastructure out of this d e v e l opment Its disr 

uption during construction to other property owners in the vicinity should be properly mitigated 

and addressed in the submission.

5. T h e  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. T h e  proposal is unacceptable

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

6. T h e  revision of development as indicated in the Revised Concept Plan of A n n e x  A  is still xms 

atisfactory in term of its proposed height, massing and disposition in this revision. T h e  t w o  towe

rs are still sitting too close to each other which m a y  create a wall-effect to "the existing rural natu

ral setting, and wou l d  pose an undesirable visual impact to the immediate surrounding, especiall 

y to those existing towers in the vicinity.

Unless and until the applicant is able to provide detailed responses to the c o m m e n t s  for further r 

eview and comment, tiie application for Area 6f should be withdrawn.____________________________
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就規劃申請/覆核提出意見 M a k i n g  C o m m e n t  on Planning Application / R e view

參考編號
Reference N u m b e r :

161230-183932-99908

駿 限 期
Deadline for submission:

30/12/2016

提交曰期及時間
Date a n d  time of submission:

30/12/2016 18:39:32

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/2

「提意見人」姓名/名稱 夫人  Mrs. Veronique Clara

N a m e  of person m a k i n g  this co m m e n t : m b a u x

意見詳 情 - * 

Details of the C o m m e n t :

Kindly please note that I strongly object to the submission regarding the proposed development 

of the L o t  M y  main reasons of objection on this particular submission axe 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 un 

der the Principal D e e d  of Mutual Covenant ("PDMC') dated 20.9.1982. Area 6f forms part of eit 

her the ctCity C o m m o n  Areas55 or the "City Retained Areas" as defined in the P D M C .  Pursuant t 

o Clause 7 under Section I of the P D M C ,  every O w n e r  (as defined in the, P D M C )  has the right a 

nd liberty to go pass and repass over and along and use Area 6f for all purposes connected with t 

he proper use and enjoyment of the same subject to the City Rules (as defined in the P D M C ) .  T h  

e applicant has failed to consult or seek proper consent from the co-owners of the Lot prior to thi 

s unilateral application. The property rights of the existing co-owners, i.e. all property owners of 

the Lot, shoiild be considered, secured and respected.

2, T h e  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 fundamental deviation to t 

he land use of the original approved Master Plans or the approved Outline Zoning Plan in the ap 

plication, i.e. firom staff quarters into residential area, arid approval of it would be an undesirable 

precedent case from environmental perspective and against the interest of all property owners of 

the district.

4. T h e  original stipulated D B  population of 25,000 should be fully respected as the underlying in 

frastructure 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 u 

pgrading the surrounding infrastructure so as to provide adequate supply or support to the propo 

sed development, e.g. all required road network and related utilities improvement works arised o 

at of this submission including the sewage treatment proposal etc. T he proponent should consult 

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

structure out of this development. Its disruption during constmction to other property owners in t 

he 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 visu



5. T h e  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. T h e  revision of development as indicated in the Revised Concept Plan of A n n e x  A  is still uns 

atisfactory in term of its proposed height, massing and disposition in this revision. The two towe 

rs are still sitting too close to each other which m a y  create a wall-effect to the existing rural natu 

ral setting, and would pose an undesirable visual impact to the immediate surrounding, especiall 

y to those existing towers in the vicinity.

Unless and until the applicant is able to provide detailed responses to the comments for further r 

eview and comment, the application for Area 6f should be withdrawn._________________________

al and environmental impacts to the immediate surroundings.
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就規劃申請/覆核提出意見  M a k i n g  C o m m e n t  on Planning Application / Review

1 6 1 2 3 0 -1 8 3 7 3 5 -1 7 9 0 2

骹 限 期
D e a d l in e  f o r  s u b m is s io n :

3 0 /1 2 /2 0 1 6

辑交曰期及時間 3 0 /1 2 /2 0 1 6  18 :37 :35
D a te  a n d  t i m e  o f  s u b m is s io n :

有關的規劃申請編號

T h e  a p p l i c a t io n  n o . to  w h ic h  t h e  c o m m e n t  re la te s :
Y /I-D B /2

「提意見人j 姓名/名稱
N a m e  o f  p e r s o n  m a k in g  th i s  c o m m e n t :

先生  M r. T h o m a s  A ld e rw e i 

r e ld

意見詳情
D e ta i ls  o f  t h e  C o m m e n t :

K in d ly  p le a s e  n o te  th a t  I  s tro n g ly  o b je c t  to  th e  s u b m is s io n  re g a rd in g  th e  p ro p o s e d  d ev e lo p m e n t 
o f  th e  L o t  M y  m a in  re a s o n s  o f  o b je c tio n  o n  仕lis p a r tic u la r  su b m is s io n  a r e  l is te d  a s  fo llo w s:-

1. H K R  c la im s  th a t  th e y  a re  th e  so le  la n d  o w n e r  o f  A r e a  6 f  is  i n  d o u b t, a s  th e  lo t  is  n o w  h e ld  u n  
d e r  th e  P r in c ip a l  D e e d  o f  M u tu a l C o v e n a n t (" P D M C ')  d a te d  2 0 .9 .1 9 8 2 . A r e a  6 f  fo rm s  p a r t  o f  e it 
h e r  th e  (tC ity  C o m m o n  A xeas^  o r  th e  "C ity  R e ta in e d  A re a s "  a s  d e f in e d  in  th e  P D M C . P u rsu a n t t  
o  C la u s e  7  u n d e r  S e c tio n  I  o f  th e  P D M C , e v e ry  O w n e r  (a s  d e f in e d  in  th e  P D M C ) h a s  th e  r ig h t  a  
n d  l ib e r ty  to  go  p a s s  a n d  re p a s s  o v e r  a n d  a lo n g  a n d  u s e  A r e a  6 f  f o r  a l l  p u rp o s e s  co n n e c te d  w ith  t  
h e  p ro p e r  u s e  a n d  e n jo y m e n t  o f  th e  s a m e  su b je c t  to  th e  C ity  R u le s  (a s  d e f in e d  in  th e  P D M C ). T h  
e  a p p l ic a n t  h a s  fa ile d  to  c o n s u l t  o r  s e e k  p ro p e r  c o n s e n t  f r o m  th e  c o -o w n e r s  o f  th e  L o t  p r io r  to  th i 
s u n i la te ra l  a p p lic a tio n . T h e  p ro p e r ty  r ig h ts  o f  tihe e x is tin g  c o -o w n e r s，i.e . a ll p ro p e r ty  o w n e rs  o f  
th e  L o t , s h o u ld  b e  c o n s id e re d , s e c u re d  an d  re sp e c te d .

2. T h e  d is ru p t io n , p o l lu tio n  a n d  n u is a n c e  c a u s e d  b y  th e  c o n s tru c t io n  to  th e  im m e d ia te  re s id e n ts  
a n d  p ro p e r ty  o w n e rs  n e a rb y  a re  su b s ta n t ia l ,  a n d  th e  s u b m is s io n  h a s  n o t  b e e n  ad d re s se d .

3 . T h e r e  is  m a jo r  c h a n g e  to  th e  d e v e lo p m e n t  c o n c e p t  o f  th e  L o t  a n d  a  fu n d a m e n ta l  d ev ia tio n  to  t  
h e  la n d  u s e  o f  th e  o r ig in a l  a p p ro v e d  M a s te r  P la n s  o r  th e  a p p ro v e d  O u tlin e  Z o n in g  P la n  in  th e  ap  
p l ic a t io n , i .e . f r o m  s t a f f  q u a r te rs  in to  re s id e n t ia l  a re a , a n d  a p p ro v a l o f  i t  w o u ld  b e  a n  u n d es ira b le  
p re c e d e n t  c a s e  f r o m  e n v iro n m e n ta l  p e r s p e c t iv e  a n d  a g a in s t  th e  in te re s t  o f  a ll p ro p e r ty  o w n ers  o f  
th e  d is tr ic t .

4 . T h e  o r ig in a l  s t ip u la te d  D B  p o p u la t io n  o f  2 5 ,0 0 0  s h o u ld  b e  fu lly  re s p e c te d  a s  th e  u n d e r ly in g  in  
f r a s t ru c tu re  c a p a c ity  c o u ld  n o t  a f fo rd  su c h  s u b s ta n tia l  in c re a s e  in  p o p u la t io n  b y  th e  su b m iss io n , 
a n d  a l l  D B  p ro p e r ty  o w n e rs  w o u ld  h a v e  to  s u f f e r  a n d  p a y  fo r  th e  c o s t  o u t o f  th is  su b m is s io n  in  u  
p g ra d in g  th e  s u r r o u n d in g  in f ra s tru c tu re  so  as  to  p ro v id e  a d e q u a te  su p p ly  o r  su p p o r t  to  th e  p ro p o  
s e d  d e v e lo p m e n t ,  e .g . a ll  re q u ir e d  ro a d  n e tw o rk  a n d  re la te d  u ti li t ie s  im p ro v e m e n t  w o rk s  a r ise d  o 
u t  o f  th is  s u b m is s io n  in c lu d in g  th e  s e w a g e  t re a tm e n t  p ro p o s a l  e tc . T h e  p ro p o n e n t  s h o u ld  c o n su lt 
a n d  l ia is e  w ith  a l l  p ro p e r ty  o w n e rs  b e in g  a f fe c te d  a n d  u n d e r ta k e  th e  c o s t  a n d  e x p e n se  o f  all in fra  
s t ru c tu re  o u t  o f  th is  d e v e lo p m e n t . I ts  d is ru p t io n  d u r in g  c o n s tru c t io n  to  o th e r  p ro p e r ty  o w n e rs  in  t 
h e  v ic in i ty  s h o u ld  b e  p ro p e r ly  m itig a te d  a n d  a d d re s s e d  in  th e  s u b m is s io n . T h e  p ro p o s e d  sew ag e  
t re a tm e n t  p la n t  is  u n a c c e p ta b le  in  te rm  o f  its  p ro p o s e d  s c a le  a n d  e x te n t  a n d  p o s e  su b s tan tia l  v isu



5. T h e  p ro p o se d  fe llin g  o f  118 nos. m a tu re  tree s  in  A rea  6 f  is a n  eco log ica l d isa s te r, an d  p o ses  a 
su b s tan tia l en v iro n m en ta l im p ac t to  th e  im m ed ia te  na tu ra l setting . T h e  p ro p o sa l is  u naccep tab le  
an d  th e  p ro p o se d  tree  p re se rv a tio n  p la n  o r th e  tree  co m p en sa to ry  p ro p o sa l a re  u n sa tisfac to ry .

6. T h e  re v is io n  o f  d ev e lo p m e n t as in d ica te d  in  th e  R ev ised  C o n cep t P la n  o f  A n n e x  A  is  still uns  
a tis fa c to ry  in  te rm  o f  its  p ro p o se d  h e ig h t, m assin g  an d  d isp o s itio n  in  th is  re v is io n . T h e  tw o  tow e 
rs  a re  s til l  s ittin g  too  c lo se  to  e a ch  o th e r w h ich  m ay  crea te  a  w a ll-e ffe c t to  th e  ex is tin g  ru ra l n atu  
ra l se tt in g , an d  w o u ld  p o se  a n  u n d es ira b le  v isu a l im p ac t to  th e  im m ed ia te  su rro u n d in g , especiall 
y to  th o se  ex is tin g  to w ers  in  th e  v ic in ity .

U n le ss  an d  u n til  th e  ap p lica n t is  ab le  to  p ro v id e  de ta iled  re sp o n ses  to  th e  co m m en ts  fo r  fa rth e r r  
e v ie w  a n d  co m m en t, t iie  ap p lica tio n  fo r  A re a  6 f  shou ld  b e  w ithd raw n .___________________________

al and environmental impacts to the immediate surroundings.


