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Hi, I've made changes to the Office doc "16 04 04 Submission to Town Planning Board on Area 6f (behind 
Parkvale) Development.docx" stored on OneDrive.

To review the changes I've made, click this link.
https://onedrive.live.com/redir.aspx?cid=c34c7cae22e89c58&page=view&resid=C34C7CAE22E89C58l4B0&authk 
ev=!AMkRIQplQ6cSGGA

From: awsvune(5)netvigator.com 
To: awsvung(S)netvigator.com
Subject: Re: Tw o Applications by Hong Kong Resort (HKR) to Further Develop Discovery Bay 
Date: Wed, 6 Apr 2016 12:50:44 +0800

ISLANDS DISTRICT COUNCIL ME

Dear DB owners/residents,

HKR has made two applications to the Town Planning Board (TPB) to develop Areas 6f (behind Parkvale) and 10b 
'Service Area at the waterfront of Peninsula VHlage) in Discover/ Bay. A Town Hall Meeting was organized last 
Sunday, 3^ April 2016, to brief OB residents on HKR's applications and their impacts. The PowerPoint 
presentations may be downloaded from my website:

http:// a mvu n g^&rgJ-Jc/news. o h p ?>d=62 2

Please dick the following finks for the application briefs on the Tov/n Planning Board website:

At Parkvale, HKR proposes two l£-storey towers with a total of 476 flats. 

http://wvrwjnfo.gjcw.hlr/tob/tc/plan aocfic3tion/Att3Chment/2016031B/sl2a Y l-DB 2 0 gist.pdf

At the Service Area at Peninsula Village, HKR proposes a mix of housing ranging from 4 storeys to IS  storeys with a 
total of 1,125 flats.

Y hDB 3 0 gist.odf

At the end of the meeting, I was requested to prepare model submissions to TPB so that DB owners/residents can 
amend and add their opinions and tailor-make for their own replies to TPB. Please refer to the attached files for

https://onedrive.live.com/redir.aspx?cid=c34c7cae22e89c58&page=view&resid=C34C7CAE22E89C58l4B0&authk
http://_a_mvu_n_g%5e&rgJ-Jc/news._o_h_p_?%3ed=62_2
http://wvrwjnfo.gjcw.hlr/tob/tc/plan_aocfic3tion/Att3Chment/2016031B/sl2a_Y_l-DB_2_0_gist.pdf


these* two separate submi
Friday, 8th April 2016.

s. Kindly send them to the 7PB by email at tobtxhfroUnd.EQv hk on or before

As both the quality and quantity of your submissions count, please forward this email to your friends and 
neighbours and make as many submissions as possible to voice out your concerns and opinions.

Yours sincerely

Amy Yung
Islands District Council Member (Discovery Bay)

*Please note that your name and email address is included in the mailing list maintained by the O ffice o f Am y Yun£. 
Islands District Council M ember (Discovery Bay) because you have indicted m the pas: that you wish to receive news,
reports and announcements relating to Discovery Bay. You may request that you: personal information be removed frot 
this list at any time by replying to this email with the word Unsubscribe in the s-b je-ut line.



To: Secretary, Town Planning Board 

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

Application No.: TPB/Y/l-DB/2

Dear Sirs,

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd's Application to Develop Areas 6f (behind Parkvale)

I have the following comments:

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

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

Zoning Plan (02P) to 29,000 under the revised OZP. The Applications indude 

detailed impact statements to show that the increase is well within the 

capacity limits of the lot. However, the impact statements ignore the essential 

fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to provide 

potable water and sewerage services to the Lot.

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

services under the Land Grant, and HKR wrote to the City Owners' 

Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that the reservoir was built for a 

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

essential fact.

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

breach the Land Grant

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

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

(2) If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further 

request that the following issues be addressed.

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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HP
Oue to Government's to provide potable water and sewerage services
D
beyond a population of 25,000, HKR is proposing to restart the water 

treatment and waste water treatment plants on the Lot. Under the Deed 

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

such development does not impose any new financial obligations on 

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

I demand that all costs for water and sewerage services to areas 6f and 

10b, including operation of all treatment plants, storage facilities and 

pipelines, be charged to areas 6f and 10b and not to existing villages.

♦ Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services 

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

connections. As a result, the Owners are paying over $1 million per year 

to the Government to lease land to run pipelines outside the Lot to 

connect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are also paying for all maintenance 

of the pipelines and pumping systems.

/ demand that Government provide potable water and sewerage 

connections to the Lot boundary, just like every other residential 

development in Hong Kong.

(3) The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states that the roads both within and 

outside DB have plenty of spare capacity to cater for a population increase 

from 25,000 to 29,000. However, the TIA ignores the essential fact that, 

under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be *primarily a car-free 

development". As such, road capacity is irrelevant.

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

existing number.

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

increased traffic in competition with slow-moving golf carts that offer 

no collision protection to occupants.

I demand that Government review the sustainability of capping golf 

carts at the current level while increasing population. Golf carts are 

already selling for over HK$2 million.



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

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

different locations.

/ dem and that Governm ent review  vehicle parking before any  

population increase.

(4) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner o f the Lo t This is untrue. 

There are presently over 8,300 assigns o f  the developer who co-own the Lot 

together with HKR.

I  dem and that HKR w ith d ra w  the Applications a nd  make revisions to recognise 

the co-owners.

• •

(5) Under the DM C, City M anagem ent is supposed to represent the Owners 

(including HKR) in all matters and dealings with Governm ent or any utility in 

a ny w a y concerning the m anagem ent o f  the City. Despite this condition, HKR 

continues to negotiate direct w ith Governm ent and utilities, and conclude 

secret agreem ents to which the ow ners have no input o r access. The w ater and  

sew erage agreements, plus the lease to run the w ater and sewage pipelines 

outside the Lot, have already been mentioned, but there are m ore.

/ dem and that the LPG supply agreem ent with San Hing be made public.

I  dem and that the proposed bus depot a t Area 10b be declared a public bus 

depot, and ensure that henceforth franchised bus operators have the right to 

run bus services between Discovery B ay and other places.

I also have concerns on the following issues:

9

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

Village Passage way of Parkvale Village, HKR should explain the ways to deliver
Construction Materials and to dispose Construction Wastes.

How will HKR minimize the disturbance to existing residents and hikers during 
construction and operation periods?
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Spaces for parking and loading/untoading facilities are not provided in the proposal.

Existing open area at Woodland Court, Woodgreen Court and Woodbury Court is 

already very tight. Any new residential developments must take into account 

present-day requirements under the Planning Standards and Guidelines.

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

consider to release for enjoyment of the existing residents so as to enhance the 

livability of the area.

The Master Plan for Discovery Bay is an integral part of the Land Grant (IS6122 in the 

Land Registry). The Land Grant requires that no development or redevelopment may 

take place on the Lot until an approved Master Plan showing the development is in

place. The current Master Plan is dated 28 February, 2000. It is not compatible with
*

either the current outline zoning plan or the current development on the lot. In 

order to protect the interests of the current 8,300+ assigns of the developer, it is 

essential that the existing Master Plan and OZP are aligned with the existing 

development on the lot before consideration of any proposal to amend the OZP. 

Otherwise there is simply too much risk that the rights of the other owners of the lot 

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

Governm ent land; recognition of the Existing Public Recreational Facilities; size and 

surrounding area of the land designated Gl/C on the current OZP; configuration of

the Area N2 at the inclined lift, etc.

Unless and until m y demands are acceded to and m y concerns are addressed l object 

to the above-m entioned developm ent application.

Yours sincerely

■ i -
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Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd' s Application to Develop Areas 61 (behind Patkvale)

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board 
(Via email'.tpbpd @ pland. gov .hk) 
Application No.: TPB/Y/I-DB/2

Dear Sirs,

1918

Re: HongKoneResoit Co Ltd* s Application to DevelopAr&as6f(hebtnd ParWalp)

I have the following comments:

(1) TheApplicationsTPB/YA-DB/2 and TPB/Y/I-DB/3seekapprovaltoincreasetheultimatepopulation 
atDiscoveryBayfrom25,000under thecurrentOutlineZoningPlan

#

(OZP)to29,OOOundertherevisedOZP.TheApplicationsincludedetailed impactstatementstoshowthattheincreaseiswellwithint 
hecapacitylimitsofthe]otHowever,the impactstatementsignoretheessentialfactthat,undertheLand 
Grant,theGovemmenthasno obligationtoprovidepotablewaterandsewerageservicestotheLot

• DiscoveryBayisrequiredtobeself-sufficientinwaterandsewerageservicesundertheLand Grant, and 
HKRwrotetotheCityOwners’ CommitteeonlOJuly,1995statingthatthereservoirwasbuiltforamaximumpopulation 
of25,000.Theimpactassessmentsignorethisessendalfact.

I  dtm and thatthepopulation capof25f000bepreserved1soasnottobrsachtheLandGrant

• Inspiteof theconditions containedintheLand Grant,whenthetunnelwasbuilt Government agreed
toallowpotablewaterandsewerageconnectionstoSiuHoWan.However,theagreements arebetweenHKRandtheGove
mment,andtheyremainsecretNow,theGovemment
hasrefused toprovideadditionalwaterandsewerageservicestocaterforapopulation beyond 25,000.

/ dcmandthatGovemmentrelease theexisting waterandseweiageservicesagieements.

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

♦ DuetoGovemment’ sto provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a population of 
25,000,HKRisproposing
tjorestaitthewateitreatmentandwastewatertreatmentplantsontheLot.UndertheDeedofMutualCovenant(DMC),H 
KR mayfurtherdevelop thelot,providedsuch development

*

doesnotimposeanynewfmancialobligationsonexisting owners(Clause8(b),P. 10

mailto:tphpd@plaivl.gov.hk


I clcnuwdtJm talleastsforwa Icmndsc wciagcjcrvicestoarcas6fand
10b,including opcrationofalltrcatmcntplantŝ toragefaciliticsandpipclincsJxchMrgcdto arcastifand 10b mid
nottocxistingvillagcs.

• v Although Oovernmentagreedtoprovidewaterand
scwcragcservicestoDBwlienthctunnclwaji buiU,!trefusedtopayforand irmntaiftthccor.neciions.As a:esu\t;\ic 
Owners arepaying
over$l million pcry(^rtothcCjovernn^nUolea^landtoninpipehr»csoutsi(klhelxttoconnccttc>SiuHoWan,Trir. 
ownersarcalsopaying forallmaintenanceofthepipdinesand pumping systems.

I  demandthatGovernmcntprovidcpotablcwatcrandscwcrdgcconncctionstothdjoi toundaryjustlikc 
everyothenesidcntialdevclopmcntinHongKong.

(3) TheTrafficlmpactAssessment (TIA)statesthatlheroadsboth within and 
outsideDBhaveplentyof sparecapacitytocater forapopulaiion increase 
from25,000to29t000.However,theTl Aignores
theessentialfactthat^undertheexistingOZP.DBisdeclaredtobe “pnmar.lyacar-freedevek>pmer.\ 
capacityisirrelevant.

As suemroari

• Golfcartsaretheprimarymodeofpersonaltranspon,andarecappedatthieexisur.g number.

I  demandthattheGoveimnenteonsiderwbetheritissafetoallow increasedtraffkin competition wtihskfw- 
m ovinggolfcaitsthatoffer nocollision protectionto occupants.

I  demandthatGovenmientmviewthesustainabilityofcapping golfcartsattbecunent level wbiloncreasing 
population. Golfcartsarealreadysellingforover HK$2million.

• Noprovision hasbeenmadeforvehicleparlting(distinctfromgolfcartparking)on 
theLot,and vehiclesarecurrentlyparkedillegallyatdifferent locations.

I  demandthatGovenunentreviewvehiclepaikmg befonsanypopulationincneasa

(4) HKRclaimsintheApplicationsthatitis
thesoleowneroftheLotThisisuntrue.Therearepresentlyover 8,300assignsofthedeveloperwhoco-
owntheLottogetherv/ithHKR.

(5) UndertheDMC,CityManagementissupposedtorepresenttheOwners(including HKR)inal\matters and 
dealingswithGovemment oranyudlityinany wayconceming themanagement
oftheCitv Despite thiscondition,HKRcontinuestonegotiatedirectwithGovemment and



sewerageagreements.plustheleaseto run thewaterand
sewagepipelinesoutsidetheLoUiavealreadybeenmentioned,buttherearemore.

I demandthattheLPGsupplyagreementwith SanHingbemadepublic.

arshavetherighttorunbusservicesbetweenDiscoveryBayandotbexplaces.

I also have concerns on the following issues:

Given the fact that the only access to Area 6f is through Parkvale Drive which is a Village Passage way of Parkvale 
Village, HKR should explain the ways to deliver Construction Materials and to dispose Construction Wastes.

HKR

Spaces for parking and loading/unloading facilities are not provided in the proposal.

Existing open area at W oodland Court, W oodgreen Court and W oodbury Court is already very tig h t Any new residential 
developm ents must take into account present-day requirem ents under the Planning Standards and Guidelines.

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

The Master Plan for Discovery Bay is an integral part o f the Land Grant (IS6122 in the Land Registry). The Land Grant 
requires that no developm ent or redevelopment may take place on the Lot until an approved Master Plan showing the
development is in place. The current Master Plan is dated 28 February, 2000. It is not compatible with either the current 
outline zoning plan or the current development on the lot In order to protect the interests of the current 8,300+ assigns of 
the developer, it is essential that the existing Master Plan and OZP are aligned with the existing development on the lot 
before consideration of any proposal to amend the OZP. Otherwise there is simply too much risk that the rights of the 
other owners of the lot will be interfered with. Problems that need to be addressed include incursion on Government land; 
recognition of the Existing Public Recreational Facilities; size and surrounding area of the land designated GI/C on the 
current OZP; configuration of the Area N2 at the inclined lift, etc.



Unless anduntil my d e m a q A p  acceded to and my concerns are addressed I object to the above-mentioned
development application.

Yours sincerely

NameiNg Pui San

U- 'i
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Fw; Fw. Hong Kong Resort Co Lid’ s Application to Develop Areas 6f (behind Paikvalc)
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To: Secretary, Tpwn Planning Board
t

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

Application No.: TPB/Y/l-DB/2

Dear Sirs,

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd' s Application to Develop Areas 6f (behind Parkvalei

I have the following comments:

#

(1) The Applications TPB/Y/l-DB/2 and TPB/Y/l-DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate population at 

Discovery Bay from 25,000 under the current Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29,000 under the revised OZP.

The Applications include detailed impact statements to show that the increase is well within the capacity 

limits of the lot. However, the impact statements ignore the essential fact that, under the Land Grant, the 

Government has no obligation to provide potable water and sewerage services to the Lot.

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

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

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

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

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

be addressed.

• Due to Government's to provide potable water and sewerage services beyond a population of 25,000, 
HKR is proposing to restart the water treatment and waste water treatment plants on the Lot. Under 
the D6ed of Mutual Covenant (DMC), HKR may further develop the tot, provided such development 
does not impose any new financial obligations on existing owners (Clause 8(b), P. 10).

r

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

mailto:tpbpd@pland.80v.hk
mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


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

I demanathat Government provide potable water and sewerage connections to the Lot boundary, 
Just like every other residential development In Hong Kong.

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

/

such, road capacity is irrelevant.

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

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

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

• No provision has been made for vehicle parking (distinct from golf cart parking) on the tot, and 

vehicles are currently parked illegally at different locations.

' I demand that Government review vehicle parking before any population increase.

(4) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot. This is untrue. There are presently over 

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

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

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

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

I demand that the proposed bus depot at Area 10b be declared a public bus depot, and ensure that 

henceforth franchised bus operators have the right to run bus services between Discovery Bay and c 

places.

I also have concerns on the following issues:

Given the fact that the c o ^ c c e s s  to Area 6f is through Paikvale Drive which is a Village Passage way of Part 

Village, HKR should e ^ H  the ways to deliver Construction M aterials and to dispose Construction Wastes.



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

Spaces for parking and loading/unloading facilities are not provided in the proposal.

Existing o p e n  area at Woodland Court, Woodgreen Court and Woodbury Court is already very tight Any new residential
developments must take into account present-day requirements under the Planning Standards and Guidelines.

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

The Master Plan for Discovery Bay is an integral part of the Land Grant (IS6122 in the Land Registry). The Land Grant 
requires that no development or redevelopment may take place on the Lot until an approved Master Plan showing the 
development is in place. The current Master Plan is dated 28 February, 2000. It is not compatible with either the current 
outline zoning plan or the current development on the lot. In order to protect the interests of the current 8,300+ assigns of
the developer, it is essential that the existing Master Plan and OZP are aligned with the existing development on the lot 
before consideration of any proposal to amend the OZP. Otherwise there is simply too much risk that the rights of the 
other owners of the lot will be interfered with. Problems that need to be addressed include incursion on Government land;
recognition of the Existing Public Recreational Facilities; size and surrounding area of the land designated GI/C on the

*
current OZP; configuration of the Area N2 at the inclined lift, etc. '<>

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

Yours sincerely
0
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Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Lid* s Application to Develop Areas 6f (behind Parkvale)
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To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

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

Application No.: TPB/Y/l-DB/2

Dear Sirs,

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd's Application to Develop Areas 6f (behind Parkvale)

I have the following comments:

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

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

Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29,000 under the revised OZP. The Applications include 

detailed impact statements to show that the increase is well within the 

capacity limits of the lot. However, the impact statements ignore the essential

fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to provide 

potable water and sewerage services to the Lot.

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

services under the Land Grant, and HKR wrote to the City Owners' 

Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that the reservoir was built for a 

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

essential fact.

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

breach the Land Grant.

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

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

(2) If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further 

request that the following issues be addressed.

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


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

beyond a population of 25,000, HKR is proposing to restart the water

treatment and waste water treatment plants on the Lot. Under the Deed 
(*£of Mutual Covenant (DMC), HKR may further develop the lot, provided 

such development does not impose any new financial obligations on 

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

I demand that all costs for water and sewerage services to areas 6/ and 

10b, including operation of all treatment plants, storage facilities and 

pipelines, be charged to areas 6f and 10b and not to existing villages.

• Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services 

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

connections. As a result, the Owners are paying over $1 million per year
i

to the Government to lease land to run pipelines outside the Lot to 

connect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are also paying for all maintenance
t 4 ■ *w

of the pipelines and pumping systems.

I demand that Government provide potable water and sewerage 

connections to the Lot boundary, just like every other residential 

development in Hong Kong.

(3) The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states that the roads both within and

outside DB have plenty of spare capacity to cater for a population increase

from 25,000 to 29,000. However, the TIA ignores the essential fact that, 

under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be "primarily a car-free

development". As such, road capacity is irrelevant
%

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

existing number.

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

increased traffic in competition with slow-moving golf carts that offer 

no collision protection to occupants.
*

I demand that Government review the sustainability of capping golf

carts at the current level while increasing population. Golf carts are 

already selling for over HK$2 million.



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

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

different locations.

/ demand that Government review vehic/e parking before any 

population increase.

i y
(4) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot This is untrue. 

There are presently over 8,300 assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot 

together with HKR.

I dem and that HKR w ithdraw  the Applications and make revisions to recognise 

the co-owners.

(5) Under the DMC, City Management is supposed to represent the Owners 

(including HKR) in all matters and dealings with Government or any utility in 

any w ay concerning the management of the City. Despite this condition, HKR 

continues to negotiate direct with Government and utilities, and conclude 

secret agreements to which the owners have no input or access. The water and 

sewerage agreements, plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines

outside the Lot, have already been mentioned, but there are more.

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

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

depot, and ensure that henceforth franchised bus operators have the right to 

run bus services between Discovery Bay and other places.

I also have concerns on the following issues:

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

Village Passage w ay of Parkvale Village, HKR should explain the ways to deliver

Construction Materials and to dispose Construction Wastes.

H ow  will HKR minimize the disturbance to existing residents and hikers during 

construction and operation periods?



Spaces for parking and loading/unloading facilities are not provided in the proposal.

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

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

consider to release for enjoyment of the existing residents so as to enhance the 

livability of the area.

The Master Plan for Discovery Bay is an integral part of the Land Grant 0S6122 in the 

Land Registry). The Land Grant requires that no development or redevelopment may 

take place on the Lot until an approved Master Plan showing the development is in

place. The current Master Plan is dated 28 February, 2000. It is not compatible with 

either the current outline zoning plan or the current development on the lot. In 

order to protect the interests of the current 8,300+ assigns of the developer, it is 

essential that the existing Master Plan and OZP are aligned with the existing

development on the lot before consideration of any proposal to amend the OZP.
0

Otherwise there is simply too much risk that the rights of the other owners of the lot 

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

Government land; recognition of the Existing Public Recreational Facilities; size and

surrounding area of the land designated Gl/C on the current OZP; configuration of 

the Area N2 at the inclined lift, etc.

Unless and until my demands are acceded to and my concerns are addressed l object 

to the above-mentioned development application.

Yours sincerely

«
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To: Secretary, Town Planning Board {

(Via email: tptopdg>pland.gov.hk)

Application No.: TPB/Y/l-OB/2

Dear Sirs,

4*
Re; Hong Kona Resort Co Ltd> Application to Develop Areas 6f (behind Parfcvalel 

I have the following comments: “

(1) The Applications TPB/Y/bDB/2 and TPB/Y/l-DB/3 seek approval to increase the 

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

Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29,000 under the revised OZP. The Applications include 

detailed impact statements to show that the increase is well within the 

capacity limits of the lo t However, the impact statements ignore the essential 

fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to provide 

potable water and sewerage services to the Lot.

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

services under the Land G ra n t and HKR wrote to the Q ty  Owners' 

Com mittee on 10 July, 1995 stating that the reservoir was built for a 

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

essential fact.

I demood that the population cop of25,000 be preserved, so os not to 
breoch the Load Grant.

• In spite of the conditions contained in the Land G ra n t when the tunnel was 
built Governm ent agreed to allow potable water and sewerage 
connections to Siu Ho W an. However, the agreements are between HKR 
and the G overnm ent and they remain secret. Now, the Governm ent has 
refused to provide additional water and sewerage services to cater for a 
population beyond 25,000.

f demand that Government release the existing water and seweroge 
sendees agreements.

(2) If the Tow n Planniryg Board insists on approving the Applications, I further 

request that the following issues be addressed.

4 o
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Spaces for parking and loading/unloading facilities are not provided in the proposal.

Existing open area at Woodland Court, Woodgreen Court and Woodbury Court is 

already very tight. Any new residential developments must take into account 

present-day requirements under the Planning Standards and Guidelines.

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

consider to release for enjoyment of the existing residents so as to enhance the 

livability of the area.

The Master Plan for Discovery Bay is an Integral part of the Land Grant (IS6122 in the 

land Registry). The land Grant requires that no development or redevelopment may 

take place on the lo t until an approved Master Plan showing the development is in 

place. The current Master Plan is dated 28 February, 2G00. It is not compatible with 

either the current outline zoning plan or the current development on the lot. In 

order to protect the interests of the current 8,300+ assigns of the developer, it is 

essential that the existing Master Plan and OZP are aligned with the existing 

development on the lot before consideration of any proposal to amend the OZP. 

Otherwise there is simply too much risk that the rights of the other owners of the lot 

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

Government land; recognition of the Existing Public Recreational Facilities; size and 

surrounding area of the land designated Gl/C on the current OZP; configuration of 

the Area N2 at the inclined lift, etc.

Unless and until my demands are acceded to and my concerns are addressed l object 

to the above-mentioned development application.

Yours si

Fax

O
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To: Secretary, Town Planning Board 

(Via email: tpbpd(5)pland.gov.hk)

Application No.: TPB/Y/l-DB/2

Dear Sirs,

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd's Application to Develop Areas 6f (behind Parkvale) 

i have the following comments:

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

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

Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29,000 under the revised OZP. The Applications include 

detailed impact statements to show that the increase is well within the 

capacity limits of the lot. However, the impact statements ignore the essential 

fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to provide 

potable water and sewerage services to the Lot.

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

services under the Land Grant, and HKR wrote to the Gty Owners'

Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that the reservoir was built for a 

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

essential fact.

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

breach the Land G rant

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

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

(2) If the Tow n Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further 

request that the following issues be addressed.



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

beyond a population of 25,000, HKR is proposing to restart the water

treatment and waste water treatment plants on the Lot. Under the Deed 

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

such development does not impose any new financial obligations on 

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

I demand that att costs fo r water and sewerage services to areas 6f and 

10b, induding operation of all treatment plants, storage fadlities and

pipelines, be charged to areas 6f and 10b and not to existing villages.
«

• Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services 

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

connections. As a result, the Owners are paying over $1 million per year 

to the Government to lease land to run pipelines outside the Lot to 

connect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are also paying for all maintenance 

of the pipelines and pumping systems.

I demand that Government provide potable water and sewerage 

connections to the Lot boundary, just like every other residential

development in Hong Kong.

(3) The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states that the roads both within and 

outside DB have plenty o f spare capacity to cater fo r a population increase 

from  25,000 to 29,000. However, the TIA ignores the essential fact that, 

under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be "primarily a car-free 

development". As such, road capacity is irrelevant.

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

existing number.

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

increased traffic in competition with slow-moving golf carts that offer 

no collision protection to occupants.

I demand that Government review the sustainability of capping golf 

carts at the current level while increasing population. Golf carts are 

already selling for over HK$2 million.



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

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

different locations.

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

m

(4) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot This is untrue.
• •

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

I demand that HKR withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognise 

the co-owners.

♦

(5) Under the DMC, City Management is supposed to represent the Owners 

(including HKR) in all matters and dealings with Government or any utility in 

any way concerning the management of the City. Despite this condition, HKR 

continues to negotiate direct with Government and utilities, and conclude 

secret agreements to which the owners have no input or access. The water and 

sewerage agreements, plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines 

outside the Lot, have already been mentioned, but there are more.

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

I demand that the proposed bus depot at Area 10b be declared a public bus

depot, and ensure that henceforth franchised bus operators have the right to 

run bus services between Discovery Bay and other places.
9

o

I also have concerns on the following issues:

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

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

Construction Materials and to dispose Construction Wastes.

How will HKR minimize the disturbance to existing residents and hikers during 

construction and operation periods?



Spaces for parking and loading/unloading facilities are not provided in the proposal.

Existing open area at Woodland Court, Woodgreen Court and Woodbury Courtis
m

already v£fty tight. Any new residential developments must take into account 

present-day requirements under the Planning Standards and Guidelines.

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

consider to release for enjoyment of the existing residents so as to enhance the 

livability of the area.

The Master Plan for Discovery Bay is an integral part of the Land Grant (IS6122 in the 

Land Registry). The Land Grant requires that no development or redevelopment may 

take place on the Lot until an approved Master Plan showing the development is in

place. The current Master Plan is dated 28 February, 2000. it is not compatible with
<

either the current outline zoning plan or the current development on the lot. In 

order to protect the interests of the current 8,300+ assigns of the developer, it is 

essential that the existing Master Plan and OZP are aligned with the existing 

development on the lot before consideration of any proposal to amend the OZP. 

Otherwise there is simply too much risk that the rights of the other owners of the lot 

will be interfered with. Problems that need to be addressed indude incursion on 

Government land; recognition of the Existing Public Recreational Facilities; size and 

surrounding area of the land designated Gl/C on the current OZP; configuration of 

the Area N2 at the inclined lift, etc.

Unless and until my demands are acceded to and my concerns are addressed l object 

to the above-mentioned development application.

Yours sincerely

Name: Lawrence Tsui
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To: Secretary, Town Planning Board 
(Via email: tp b p d @ p la n d .go v.hk) 
Application No.: TPB/Y/l-DB/2

Dear Sirs,

9
Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd's Application to Develop Areas 6f (behind Parkvalei 

I have the following comments:

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

s

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

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

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

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

(2 ) If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further 

request that the following issues be addressed.

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

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk


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

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

I

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

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

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

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

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

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

I dem and that Governm ent review vehicle parking before any 
population increase.

_ (4 ) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot This is
untrue. There are presently over 8,300 assigns of the developer who co-own 
the Lot together with HKR.

I dem and that HKR w ith d ra w  the Applications and make revisions to recognise 
the co-owners.

(5 ) Under the DMC, City Management is supposed to represent the Owners



f

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

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

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

I also have concerns on the following issues:

Given the fact that the only access to Area 6f is through Parkvale Drive which is a 
Village Passage way of Parkvale Village, HKR should explain the ways to deliver 
Construction Materials and to dispose Construction Wastes.

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

Spaces for parking and loading/unloading facilities are not provided in the proposal.

Existing open area at Woodland Court, Woodgreen Court and Woodbury Court is 
already very tight. Any new residential developments must take Into account
present-day requirements under the Planning Standards and Guidelines.

%

•

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

The Master Plan for Discovery Bay is an integral part of the Land Grant (IS6122 in the 
Land Registry). The Land Grant requires that no development or redevelopment may 
take place on the Lot until an approved Master Plan showing the development is in 
place. The current Master Plan is dated 28 February, 2000. It is not compatible with 
either the current outline zoning plan or the current development on the lot. In 
order to protect the interests of the current 8,300+ assigns of the developer, it is 
essential that the existing Master Plan and OZP are aligned with the existing 
development on the lot before consideration of any proposal to amend the OZP. 
Otherwise there is simply too much risk that the rights of the other owners of the lot 
will be interfered with. Problems that need to be addressed include incursion on 
Government land; recognition of the Existing Public Recreational Facilities; size and
surrounding area of the land designated Gl/C on the current OZP; configuration of 
the Area N2 at the inclined lift, etc.

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

4



to  th e  a b o ve -m e n tio n e d  d e ve lo p m e n t application.

!*■>
Y o u rs sincerely
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To : Secretary. To w n  Planning Board 
(Via email: tpbpd@ pla nd.a o v.h kl 
Application No.: TPB/Y/l-DB/2

7
*

Dear Sirs,

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd’s Application to Develop Areas 6f (behind Parkvalel

I have the following comments:

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

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

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

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

I dem and that G overnm ent release the existing water a n d  sewerage services agreements.

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

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

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

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

mailto:tpbpd@plandgov.hk
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the Lot to conne< 
pipelines and pu

€iu Ho Wan. The owners are also paying for all maintenance of the 
Vg systems.

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

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

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

I demand that the Governm ent consider whether it is safe to allow  
increased traffic in competition with slow -m oving golf carts that offer no  
collision protection to occupants.

I demand that Governm ent review the sustainability of capping golf  
carts at the current level while increasing population. Gol f carts are 
already selling for over H K $ 2 million.

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

/ dem and that Governm ent review  vehicle parking before a ny population  Increase.

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

I demand that H K R  withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognise the co-owners

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

N

I demand that the LP G  supply agreem ent with San H ing be m ade public.

/ d e m a n d  that the p ro p o se d  b u s  d e p o t at A rea  10b be declared a p u b lic  b u s  depot, a 
ensure that henceforth franchised b u s  operators h a ve  the righ t to run bus  services  
betw een  D iscovery B ay a nd oth er p la ce s .

I also have concerns on the following issues:

Given the fact that the only access to Area 6f is through Parkvale Drive which is a Village Passa< 
of Parkvale Village, H K R  should explain the ways to deliver Construction Materials and to dispo: 
Construction W astes.



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

Spaces for parking and loading/unloading facilities are not provided in the proposal.

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

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

The Master Plan for Discovery Bay is an integral part of the Land Grant (IS6122 in the Land Registry). 
The Land Grant requires that no development or redevelopment may take place on the Lot until an 
approved Master Plan showing the development is in place. The current Master Plan is dated 28 
February, 2000. It is not compatible with either the current outline zoning plan or the current 
development on the lot In order to protect the interests of the current 8.300+ assigns of the developer, it 
is essential that the existing Master Plan and OZP are aligned with the existing development on the lot 
before consideration of any proposal to amend the OZP. Otherwise there is simply too much risk that the 
rights of the other owners of the lot will be interfered with. Problems that need to be addressed include 
incursion on Government land; recognition of the Existing Public Recreational Facilities; size and 
surrounding area of the land designated Gl/C on the current OZP; configuration of the Area N2 at the 
inclined lift, etc.

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

*
o

Yours sincerely

Name: lee kwok ping
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Li Ho Ching Carmen
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Dear Sirs

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

(Via email: tobpd@pland.gov.hk) 
Application No.: TPB/Y/l-DB/2

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd's Application to Develop Areas 6f (behind Parkvale)

I have the following comments:

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

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

Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29,000 under the revised OZP. The Applications include 

detailed impact statements to show that the increase is well within the 

capacity limits of the lot. However, the impact statements ignore the essential

fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to provide 

potable water and sewerage services to the Lot.

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

services under the Land Grant, and HKR wrote to the City Owners' 

Committee on 10 July, 1995 stating that the reservoir was built for a 

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

essential fact.

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

breach the Land Grant.

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

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

(2)  If the Tow n Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further 

request that the following issues be addressed.

mailto:tobpd@pland.gov.hk


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

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

sspf Mutual Covenant (DMC), HKR may further develop the lot, provided 

such development does not impose any new financial obligations on 

existing owners (Cause 8(b), P. 10).

I demand that alt costs for water and sewerage services to areas 6/ and 

IQb, including operation of all treatment plants, storage facilities and 

pipelines, be charged to areas 6f  and 1 0 b and not to existing villages.

♦ Although Government agreed to provide water and sewerage services 

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

connections. As a result, the Owners are paying over $1 million per year 

to the Government to lease land to run pipelines outside the Lot to 

connect to Siu Ho Wan. The owners are also paying for ail maintenance 

of the pipelines and pumping systems.

I demand that Government provide potable water and sewerage 

connections to the Lot boundary, just like every other residential 

development in Hong Kong.

(3) The Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) states that the roads both within and 

outside DB have plenty of spare capacity to cater for a population increase 

from 25,000 to 29,000. However, the TIA ignores the essential fact that, 

under the existing OZP, DB is declared to be *primarily a car-free 

development*. As such, road capacity is irrelevant

%

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

existing number.

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

increased traffic in competition with slow-moving golf carts that offer 

no collision protection to occupants.

I demand that Government review the sustainability of capping golf 

carts at the current level while increasing population. Golf carts are 

already selling fo r over HK$2 million.



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

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

different locations.

/ demand that Government review vehicle parking before any 

population increase.

(4) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot This is untrue. 

There are presently over 8,300 assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot >a_ 

together with HKR.

I demand that HKR withdraw the Applications and make revisions to recognise 

the co-owners.

(5) Under the DMC, City Management is supposed to represent the Owners 

(including HKR) in all matters and dealings with Government or any utility in 

any way concerning the management of the City. Despite this condition, HKR 

continues to negotiate direct with Government and utilities, and conclude 

secret agreements to which the owners have no input or access. The water and 

sewerage agreements, plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines 

outside the Lot, have already been mentioned, but there are more.

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

I demand that the proposed bus depot at Area 10b be declared a public bus 

depot, and ensure that henceforth franchised bus operators have the right to 

run bus services between Discovery Bay and other places.

I also have concerns on the following issues:
%

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

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

Construction Materials and to dispose Construction Wastes.

How will’HKR minimize the disturbance to existing residents and hikers during 

construction and operation periods?



Spaces for parking and loading/unloading facilities are not provided in the proposal.

^Existing open area at Woodland Court, Woodgreen Court and Woodbury Court is 

already very tight. Any new residential developments must take into account 

present-day requirements under the Planning Standards and Guidelines.

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

consider to release for enjoyment of the existing residents so as to enhance the 

livability of the area.

The Master Plan for Discovery Bay is an integral part of the Land Grant (IS6122 in the 

Land Registry). The Land Grant requires that no development or redevelopment may 

take place on the Lot until an approved Master Plan showing the development is in 

place. The current Master Plan is dated 28 February, 2000. It is not compatible with 

either the current outline zoning plan or the current development on the lot. In
v ̂  •«

order to protect the interests of the current 8,300+ assigns of the developer, it is 

essential that the existing Master Plan and OZP are aligned with the existing 

development on the lot before consideration of any proposal to amend the OZP. 

Otherwise there is simply too much risk that the rights of the other owners of the lot 

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

Government land; recognition of the Existing Public Recreational Facilities; size and 

surrounding area of the land designated Gl/C on the current OZP; configuration of 

the Area N2 at the inclined lift, etc.

Unless and until my demands are acceded to and my concerns are addressed l object 

to the above-mentioned development application.

Yours sincerely

Name: U  Ho Ching Carmen
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Rc. Application No.: TPB/Y/I-DB/2 1926

Dear Sirs

header was correct).
This objection relates to TPB/Y/I-DB/2 and not TPB/Y/l-DB/3 
thanks and Regards  
Niall G reenan

From : niall@hkstar.com 
To : tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 
Sent: Wednesday, April 6, 2016 11:12:52 PM 
Subject: Application No.: TPB/Y/I-DB/2

T o : Secretary, To w n  P lanning Board

(Via em ail: tp b p d @ o la n d .q o v .h k l 
Application No.: TPB/Y/I-DB/2

Ro: Hong Kong Resort Co Ltd's Application to Develop Area 6f (behind Park vale)

1. Th e  Main Discovery Bay Road (which runs past Greevale Village) forms part of the only ro 
ule from the DB Tunnel to this site. This road was build before the current tunnel was envisa 
ged and never designed to handle the current level of traffic, never mind the additional heavy 
construction traffic that this development is likely to require.

Th e  road is already badly in need of repair and would need to be completely relaid to handle 
additional traffic.

Until su ch  time as the road has been relaid I w o u ld  a p p o se  heavy construction vehicle
m

s using it.

2. As Chair of my
'Village Owners Committee”, I also sit on the “City Owners Committee” in Discovery Bay.
In this capacity I have raised several questions with the Developer and have not as yet recei 
ved a reply.

Until satisfactory replies are forth co m in g , I w o u ld  ask that i^ im e n d m e n t s  be m ade t 
o D isco ve ry Bay Outline  Z o n in g  Plan. ■ ■

Dear Sirs,

I currently hold the position of Chair of the "Greenvale Village Owners Committee" in 
Discovery Bay (consisting of 9 blocks, 1344 residential units).

I have the following comments / objections:

0
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3. The Applications TPB/Y/l-DB/2 and TPB/Y/I-
DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate population at Discover/ Bay from 25,000 under the current 
Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29,000 under the revised OZP. The Applications include detailed impact s 
atements to sh$to that the increase is v/ell within the capacity limits of the lot. However, the impact state 
ments ignore the essential fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to provide 
potable water and sewerage services to the Lot.

- Discovery Bay is required to be self-
sufficient in water and sewerage services under the Land Grant, and HKP. wrote to the City Owners’ Co 
mmittee on 10 July, 1995 stating that the reservoir was built for a maximum populat'cn of 25,000. The im 
pact assessments ignore this essential fact.

I d e m a n d  that the  p o p u la t io n  c a p  o f  2 5 ,0 0 0  b e  p r e s e r v e d , s o  as n o t  to b re a c h  the  L a n d  G ra n t.

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

I demand that Governm ent release the existing water and sev/erage ser/ices agreements.

4. If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, 
ues be addressed.

further request that the following is;

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

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

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

I demand that Governm ent provide potable water and sewerage connections to the Lot boundary 
ju s t like every other residential development in H ong K o n g .

5. Th e  Traffic Im p a ct A s s e s s m e n t (T IA )  states that the ro a d s  both  within a n d  outside D B  ha ve  p le n ty  of 
p a re  ca pa city to ca te r fo r a population  increa se  from  2 5 ,0 0 0  to 29 ,000. H o w e v e r, the T IA  ign ores the es 
ential fact that, u n d e r the existing O Z P , D B  is d e c la re d  to b e  "prim arily a ca r- 
free d e ve lo p m e n t”. A s  such, roa d  ca p a city  is irrelevant.

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

I demand that the Governm ent consider whether it is safe to allow increased traffic in competith 
with slow -m oving g o lf carts that offer no collision protection to occupants .

/ demand that G overtw &  
e increasing p o p u la tin g

nt review the sustainability o f capping g o lf carts at the current level wt 
G olf carts are already selling for over HK$2 m i It ion. I



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

I dem and that G overnm ent review vehicle parking before any population increase.

6. H K R  c la im s in the A p p lic a tio n s  that it is the sole o w n e r  o f  the L o t  T h is  is untrue. T h e re  are p re s e n tly  o  
v e r  8 ,3 0 0  a s s ig n s  o f  the  d e v e lo p e r  w h o  c o -o w n  the L o t  to g e th e r  with tfK R .

I dem and that H K R  w ithdraw  the Applications and make revisions to recognise the co -ow ners .

Th a
Nia1

7. U n d e r  the D M C , C it y  M a n a g e m e n t is s u p p o s e d  to re p re s e n t the O w n e rs  (in c lu d in g  H K R )  in all m a tte rs  
a n d  d e a lin g s  w ith G o v e r n m e n t  o r  a n y  utility in a n y  w a y  c o n c e rn in g  the  m a n a g e m e n t o f  the C ity. D e sp ite  

th is  co n d itio n , H K R  c o n tin u e s  to n e g o tia te  d ire ct w ith  G o v e r n m e n t  a n d  utilities, a n d  c o n c lu d e  s e c re t a g r  
e e m e n ts  to  w h ic h  th e  o w n e r s  h a v e  no  in p u t o r  a c c e s s . T h e  w a te r  a n d  s e w e ra g e  a g re e m e n ts , p lu s  the lea  
s e  to ru n  th e  w a te r  a n d  s e w a g e  p ip e lin e s  o utside  the  Lot, h a v e  a lre a d y  b e e ri m e n tio n e d , b u t th e re  are m  
ore .

I dem and that the L P G  s u p p ly  agreem ent with San H in g  be made public.

I dem and that the p ro p o s e d  bus depot at Area 10b be declared a public bus depot, and ensure tha 
t henceforth franchised b u s operators have the righ t to run bus services between D is c o ve ry  B a y  
a n d  other places.

I also have concerns on the following issues:

.  •

Given the fact that the only access to Area 6f is through Parkvale Drive,
which is a Village Passage way of Parkvale Village, H KR  should explain the ways to deliver Construction 
Materials and to dispose Construction Wastes.

How will H K R  minimize the disturbance to existing residents and hikers during construction and operatio 
n periods?
Will access to the hiking trails be maintained during the entire construction period?

• •

Spaces for parking and loading/unloading facilities are not provided in the proposal.

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

«

If Staff Quarter is no longer required in DB, the vacant sites for such uses should consider to release for 
enjoyment of the existing residents so as to enhance the livability of the area. Th e  site is already used 
extensively as a dog exercise area and forms part of a very popular hiking train

m

Th e  Master Plan for Discovery Bay is an integral part of the Land Grant (IS6122 in the Land Registry). T  • 
he Land Grant requires that no development or redevelopment may take place on the Lot until an approv
ed Master Plan showing the development is in place. Th e  current Master Plan is dated 28 February, 200
0. It is not compatible with either the current outline zoning plan or the current development on the lot. In
order to protect the interests of the current 8,300+ assigns of the developer, it is essential that the existin
g Master Plan and O Z P  are aligned with the existing development on the lot before consideration of any 
proposal to amend the O Z P . Otherwise there is simply too much risk that the rights of the other owners o 
f the lot will be interfered with. Problems that need to be addressed include incursion on Governm ent Ian 
d; recognition of the Existing Public Recreational Facilities; size and surrounding area of the land design 
ated Gl/C on the current O Z P ; configuration of the Area N 2 at the inclined lift, etc.

Unless and until my dem ands are acceded to and m y concerns are addressed I object to the above- 
mentioned development application.
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3 :G  : Application No.: TPB/Y/l-DB/2

To: Secretary, Town Planning Board

(Via em ail: tp b p d @ p la n d .g o v .hk) 
Application No.: TPB/Y/I-DB/^ 2.

Dear Sirs,

Re: Hong Kong Resort Co Lt.d*s Application to Develop Area 6f (behind Parkvale) >

I am the owner of /  / nd resident

I currently hold the position of Chair of the "Greenvale Village Owners Committee" in 
Discovery Bay (consisting of 9 blocks, 1344 residential units).

0

I have the following comments / objections:

1. The Main Discovery Bay Road (which runs past Greevale Village) forms part of the only ro 
ute from the DB Tunnel to this site. This road was build before the current tunnel was envisa 
ged and never designed to handle the current level of traffic, never mind the additional heavy 
construction traffic that this development is likely to require.

The road is already badly in need of repair and would need to be completely relaid to handle 
additional traffic.

Until such time as the road has been relaid I would appose heavy construction vehicle 
s using it.

2. As Chair of my
"Village Owners Committee", I also sit on the “City Owners Committee* in Discovery Bay.
In this capacity I have raised several questions with the Developer and have not as yet recei
ved a reply.

Until satisfactory replies are forth coming, I would ask that no amendments be made t 
o Discovery Bay Outline Zoning Plan.

3. The Applications TPB/Y/l-DB/2 and TPB/Y/I-
DB/3 seek approval to increase the ultimate population at Discovery Bay from 25,000 under the current 
Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29,000 under the revised OZP. The A p p lica t^ ^  include detailed impact st 
atements to show that the increase is well within the capacity limits of the ^ B lo w e v e r, the impact state

mailto:tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
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ments ignore the essential fact that, under the Land Grant, the Government has no obligation to provide 
potable water and sewerage services to the Lot.

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

I d e m a n d  tha t the p o p u la tio n  c a p  o f  25,000 b e  p re s e rv e d , s o  as n o t to b re a ch  the L a n d  G ra n t

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

- I demand that Government release the existing water and sewerage ser/ices agreements.

4. If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further request that the following iss 
ues be addressed.

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

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

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

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

5. The Traffic Im pact A sse ssm e n t (T IA )  states that the roads both within and outside D B  have plenty of s
pare capacity to cater for a population increase from 25,000 to 29,000. H ow ever, the TIA  ignores the ess  
ential fact that, under the existing O Z P , D B  is declared to be “primarily a car- 
free d e ve lo p m e n t. A s  such, road capacity is irrelevant

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

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

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

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

/ demand that Govert t review vehicle parking before any population increase.



6. H KR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot. This is u. WBe. There are presently o 
ver 8.300 assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot together with HKR.

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

7. Under die DMC, City Management is supposed to represent the Owners (including HKR) in all matters 
and dealings with Government or any utility in any way concerning the management of the City. Despite 
this condition, H K R  continues to negotiate direct with Government and utilities, and conclude secret agr

eements to which the owners have no input or access. The water and sewerage agreements, plus the lea 
se to run the water and sewage pipelines outside the Lot, have already been mentioned, but there are m 
ore.

I demand that the L P G  supply agreement with San Hing be made public.

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

I also have concerns on the following issues:

Given the fact that the only access to Area 6f is through Parkvate Drive,
which is a Village Passage way of Parkvale Village, HKR should explain the ways to deliver Construction 
Materials and to dispose Construction Wastes.

How will HKR minimize the disturbance to existing residents and hikers during construction and operatio 
n periods?
Will access to the hiking trails be maintained during the entire construction period?

Spaces for parking and loading/unloading facilities are not provided in the proposal.

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

If Staff Quarter is no longer required in DB, the vacant sites for such uses should consider to release for 
enjoyment of the existing residents so as to enhance the livability of the area. Th e  site is already used 
extensively as a dog exercise area and forms part of a very popular hiking train

The Master Plan for Discovery Bay is an integral part of the Land Grant (IS6122 in the Land Registry). T  
he Land Grant requires that no development or redevelopment may take place on the Lot until an approv 
ed Master Plan showing the development is in place. Th e  current Master Plan is dated 28 February, 200 
0. It is not compatible with either the current outline zoning plan or the current development on the lo t In 
order to protect the. interests of the current 8,300+ assigns of the developer, it is essential that the existin 
g Master Plan and O Z P  are aligned with the existing development on the lot before consideration of any 
proposal to amend the O Z P . Otherwise there is simply too much risk that the rights of the other owners o 
f the lot will be interfered with. Problems that need to be addressed include incursion on Governm ent Ian 
d; recognition of the Existing Public Recreational Facilities; size and surrounding area of the land design 
ated Gl/C on the current O Z P ; configuration of the Area N 2 a t the inclined lift, etc.

m

Unless and until my dem ands are acceded to and my concerns are addressed I object to the above- 
mentioned development application.

Thanks and Regards 
Niall Greenan



To: Secretory, to w n  Planning Board 

(Via email:

Application No ' 1PB/V/I OB/2 

Dear Sirs.

Ite tgncJteosScHrt Ceiuri AaeticHfenH Dmtsc XMimC Ptffcwftl

I have the following com m ents:

(JJ The Applications TP B A / I DB/2 and TPB/Y/l-DB/3 seek approval to increase the 

ultimate population at Discovery Bay from  25,000 under the current Out fane 

Zoning Plan (OZP) to 29,000 under the revised OZP. The Applications include 

detailed impact statements to show that the increase is well within the 

capacity limits of the lot H ow ever, the impact statements «n o re  the essential 

fact that, under the Land Grant, the G overnm ent has no obligation to provide 

potable w'ater and sewerage services to  the Lot

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

services under the Land Grant, and HKR w rote to  the City Owners* 

Com m ittee on 10 July, 1995 stating that the reservoir was built for a 

m axim um  population of 25,000. The impact assessments ignore this 

essential fact.

I demand that the population cap of 25,000 be preserved. so os not to 

breach the Land Grant.

• In spite of the conditions contained in the Land Grant, when the tunnel was 
built G overnm ent agreed to  allow  potable water and sewerage 
connections to Siu Ho W an. H ow ever, the agreem ents are between HKR 
and the G overnm ent, and they rem ain secret. N ow , the Governm ent has 
refused to provide additional water and sewerage services to cater for a 
population beyond 25,000.

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

(2) If the Town Planning Board insists on approving the Applications, I further 

request that the following issues be addressed.
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brŷ d 4 jtJ&Jtor*' td A OtO *«# * to -TSjr* »K̂ r
treetmenrf end « M l#  • # # »  V »# e * w #  |l r >t # •  !** JhOmr Pm *•<<! 

u fld u tw  T ' D o e r s .  m re **-rr **jt ?̂w* g**mterg ^ e  #u 

tu rh  devetugnwr* O ort nor r # o n >  m *  o t »  V r r t f r  -# > # # 0 ^  v_ 

r m l ^  o r r » » » i  K i M U  V ftL # ^

I drmand that 0# c # «h  /#r « ^ f # r  r U  m

ptpehnex, be rH o rp r#  I#  U 9 # f  i f  # 1#  i A

• Although Governm ent egreed to promd# •#*#* end t e m r r t

to D6 r t r n  the lu n o rl «res M .  < f f f A H  16 ^  end ********* 
connections A t i  r e t d ,  the O w n r^t ere g er«ng #1 * d B »»  3*» <•# 

to the Governm ent to lees* lend to p» e # # t  oufud# ^ r  uar •« 

connect to S o  Ho W en The o « n ^ t  r e  # M  C h u g v >  #1 • ^ r f e ^ n r i  

of the pipelines end pum ping i n t e n t
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(3) The Traffic import Assessmentt (TlAJ states 1not roe ro®25 aocn «v f* n  end 

outside DB hove plenty of spore copoaty to cater far a p o p u a e o ! exrease 

from 2S.000 to 29,000 However, the T]A ignores m e esserZjqt fac: that, 
under the existing 02P, OB is deOorea to be mpnmorwy a car-free 

developmentm. As such, rood copoaty is irrelevant

• Golf certs ere the prim ery m ode of persona trensport, end ere capped el 

existing num ber.

I demand that the Government consider whether tt is to fr to aBow 
increased traffic in competition with rto ir making goif carts that offer 
no collision protection to octupanti-

I demand that Government review the lustuinobMtt of cappmg golf 

carts at the current level while increasing population Golf carts are 

already selling for over HK$2 mi Ikon.



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

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

different locations.

9
V

/ dem and that Government review vehicle parking before any 

population increase.

(4) HKR claims in the Applications that it is the sole owner of the Lot. This is untrue. 

There ore presently over 8,300 assigns of the developer who co-own the Lot 4'> 

together with HKR.

-4

I dem and that HKR w ith d ra w  the Applications and make revisions to recognise 

the co-owners.

(5) Under the DM C, City M anagem ent is supposed to represent the Owners 

(including HKR) in all matters and dealings with Government or any utility in 

any w ay concerning the m anagem ent o f the City. Despite this condition, HKR 

continues to negotiate direct with Governm ent and utilities, and conclude 

secret agreements to which the owners have no input or access. The water and 

sewerage agreements, plus the lease to run the water and sewage pipelines 

outside the Lot, have already been mentioned, but there are more.

I d e m a n d  th a t the LPG  supply agreem ent w ith  San H ing be m ade public.
m

0

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

depot, and ensure that henceforth franchised bus operators have the right to 

run bus services between Discovery Bay and other places.

I also have concerns on the following issues:

Given the fact that the only access to Area 6f is through Parkvale Drive which is a
Village Passage way of Parkvale Village, HKR should explain the ways to deliver 

Construction Materials and to  dispose Construction Wastes.

How will HKR minimize the disturbance to existing residents and hikers during 

construction and operation periods?



Space v for parV4ng and loading/unloading tatW.** «** no* prev«d*d «r> \h* propo^t

Q u itt in g  o p fn  at *• at W o o d U rxJ C ourt, W o o d | r«tr ) Court iS*QOdhufy Court k  

already very tight A/ry n ew  r e W e n tW  developm ent* must ?**#• w*o account 

prevent*day re qu irem ents under the Planning Standards m d  •'V4 :d*fufte>

If Staff Quarter is no longer required r> 08, the vacant u tw  for such wmis should 

consider to release for enjoyment of the e*jsung residents* so #s to enhance the 

livability of the area.

The Master Plan for Discovery Bay is an m u g r*  part of the land »n n ^

land Registry). The Land Grant requires that no development or redevelopment m *y 

take place on the lot until an approved Master Ptan showing the development« sn 

place. The current Master Plan is dated 28 february, 2C32G- ft s net compatible with 

either the current outline toning plan or the current development on the «ct «n 
order to protect the interests of the current 8,300+ asvdryvs of the devtiaper, * rt 

essential that the existing Master Plan and QZP are aligned with the 

development on the lot before consideration of any proposal to amend the QZP 
Otherwise there is simply too much risk that the ri^tts of the other owners of the tot 

will be interfered with. Problems that need to be addressed include tn o u f* ^ on 

Government land; recognition of the Existing Pubfec Recreational facility-,, sr^e *nd 

surrounding area of the land designated Gl/C on the current OZP; configuration of 
the Area N2 at the inclined lift, etc.

Unless and until my demands are acceded to and my concerns are addressed 1 object 

to the above-mentioned development application.

Yours sincerely

. Name: Ben lahouari Karina
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*0* Secretary, Town Planning Board

fVl* ema*: <pb0d##andX Q 5Lfe*) 
APe*cation No.: TPtt/Y/l-Oe/2

Sflr>,

1 t

I tv»vr the fc>llpw>rg comments1

*.7 TNr App4<atio<u 7P6A/I-DB/2 4ixj TPBA/l-OB/3 *e*k approval to Increase the
population at O»*cov*ry Sary from 25,000 under tHa currant OvUkm ,

i orur* Plan fOZPJ to 29,000 under the revised CZP. The Appflcatfora inckid* 
detailed impact statements to show that the inor+Mi* b  w*# wfthirt th* 
capecrty iWTxtj of the lot. However, th* impact statements ignore the easamiU 
'act that, under t he Lind Grant. tb# GONnvntnl has no ohlg u feo  to provide 

do table water and sewerage services to tfaa Lot.

Discovery Bay is required to b* seff-tufhcierrt in water arid Jawerage 

irrv rts  under the Land Grim, and wtq?# to the City Owners'
Cc.rnmatae on 10 July. 1995 stalk* that the npwvoir w*J built for a

♦ *

rruximum porndation of 25,000. The impact atM ism enti ignore this
w

•isemial fact

I demand theft the population cop of 25,000be presented, $0 o$ oat to 
tottoch the Umd Grant,

in ip if  of th* conditions contained In the Uhd Grant, when the tunnel w m~r  * r *
built Goverrvnent agreed to allow potibfo water end sewerage 
connections to Sru Ho W m. Howevgr, the'igfeemerrta ere between HKR'»
a no the Government, and they remain secret. How, the Government has ‘ 
refused co provide additional water end sewerege sgfyfc^to cater tor * 
population beyond 25,000.

i demand theft Government rebate 
sendees agreements.

*r *■

a* •••s.at*’ ''S
; ^ r c r i r  • V ■-

j >

{2)  tf the Town Planning Board Insists on
■ ■ >

r roue it tha t the following fell** be adarfc&td*

v. ^ 2# ^  £':£ T i V '^ ^  ;

r  * „>»Vv-



f/i>r to r,ov<rr>M ^r('i to prCAAd# pOtabfc w « ’e/ end * * * * * g*

b*?yord .» f-c-pjUftor* o< 4?S,(XjO, rUffl rt p*t>tof*tg ID reft* ft th* »r*t*r

t r « * a i * r y j  A i U f  **«#r treatment piantaorv ih i lo t  U « i* f  the C**d

l.'ufu>) ro '.ffw r-l ), UK P mar/ ftether d«v* 4 np th* lot. provided

tuch de,«(<;pm*rir does rot ir^po^ *r»y r+w  'i/iandal cbdgettone oo
/

exis’i '-J  owners (Claus* ^ t » . P  JOJ

/ « ^ / » W  rherf oW coU\ for werttr pad sewerage s*r*4cts to orem i f  end 

1\)V, including ope rot ton of o/f treatment plants, storoge fadMOes and

pipeline fm be charped tv  areas 6 f  ond  1 0 b  ond  not tV Cfdsttng vtUngeU

* Although Government agreed to prows* we:*' end v* A>rf«fc v* -^cn  
tc? O ft 'A tH rn  the t u n n e l  b u tf t , r 4 r e f u s e d  t o  p a y  ^  » rd  r n » « n t jd f >  t S a  

CCnfi«-Cv»OAJ As # result, Ite  Owners Are peyir^ e w r  $ 1  m*tkco per y**e 

tn *K< Governm ent to l*»s* Un<J to run pipelines OCtsiCe tne wOC tc 

connect to b e  Ho Wen. Tne owners are abc paying *oe eil m *jr terrene* 

of the ptp«i»r^s end pumpeng system*.

I df that Gove/nmem provide pot able water and sewerage

ennetertiom to the lot boundary, J%n\ Wee every other mkJerrtfai 

development in Hong Kong.

(it  The Traffic fmpcxf / iw -s rm m : fTLAJ states that the roods both within and 

outside C5 have plenty of spore capacity to cater for o population bsawase

from 2SrOOO tc 29.000 However, the TtA ignores the etscrt&olfact that, 

under the em  ung Q2P, 08 is declared to be "prunortty a car-free

neve (ppm er.t~ At such, read copoctty tt irrelevant.

mode at personal transport, and « g  capped

* listing  num ber

increased traffic In

■■ *>*;/ r
- v-r . . *  ̂  5 

f- . ■ j\ **r*

‘ v '*4 ~«W -> f’ j f y 4 W; :■“ » . r?J7'

€ontUer vohtthtr*  h  « * .
> X -

cofflyian protection to occupants-.

Coeemmcat review the sustobob^tfctf

Sevci mrhjk Increasing
vtr HK$2 m H O o n r ,

k  • y x

' ‘ /- \ .
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* • \ J

No p4cv»Ux> h*> b * # n  m *d« k *  v»hfci« p ^ /tin g  {<JlfTir>cl I r j rn  godo * 1
\  ^ '

P*rkjr*f | on th# lo<. sind vehicW* eri turrw>i)V »X .

d.iirrrnt io ca ik x u .

•' . .  4 ' -  r

*r i  t*
. * 1 

■ *  . \

mK :
jf*

$  •*

' i t

9
« &>

* *- *i

a«

■V*

1 demand that Gcvmwwtent review eehide parking bejbre any

population increase.
y r*

{4} Ht.R cktar>s *n the 4/>p&ro e>onj that it fa the »c4* o o f ^  f ix  Lof, T7«ia b  itf>tTW*. 

■ ^ fr ore prejentfy ever S, SOO assign*. of the Oevehper wno ce>'<*vn the lc<

i
* >

’

1 •'

:O?ether A./rrS < • 4

t dem and that HKJt w *hdraw  the App#cntk>ns and make tevW om  to ntcognti*

the co-owners-

Under the DMC. O ty Managem ent if supposed to represent the Owners.
^ *

(tnciixirrxff HKRJ In ait matters and deaMags wfch Government or any vt&ty
cerning the monoQement of the Otyi Despite this coodkfon, / 

negodotr direct with Government and irtfBttftr ond coochjde
* i '»

whkh the owners have no fapvt or octets. The water and
%<w*eage agreements, phx the km *  to nm the water and sewage fxpe&w* 
outside the lo t  hove otrrody been mentioned, hut there ate mote.

t
*

i

■4  - W  
%  •

; •»*» >

demand that the LhC svppty ogrre ment $a* Mag b* madep*&Me*
- 4 .  * .1/

/ t .

**^5 * «  '  ^

\  w .

dem and that the proposed bus depot at A ?pcr XG6 fat decSatrda pabMc bus
■ * * *r- ~ '

** , »
I  f . :1 * % M
.i

# *

end ensure that he n r
-4 *. -  '

6i/i *erykr* between Discovery
i  ’  «  . S i  ‘  m

■ 4 'i
% ’  - 1  

• • % »  ' I

/  *

iotknrfra issues:

htt the orrfy k c « i»  to Aree U H

way of Pertygie Vf&kQt; w “ *

dtipc«#

Ho>w L^fet •

optfnilon
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' C.<ijf'ik>#C,f,l! **• r o t  orovKJeO in the

i »l'J>r^ Op*'t #rt-4 »' ,v -*co; 

very t »£•<: '*‘r,< **•■«.
Cc-4.fi.

t* » #i* tf

p r r  v** 'it f *c.; t; - ** ’ n * * ] '  .
* * t j *

Oer»l j i < 'l

0 »r?  a-nC Woodbury Court n

c>prr*nii rr. jf i  t« i*  •'.to  ac-CGofft

v~**f t'lar.fijr^ !>'*r<3*f43» ir<! <rK«t

If Suff i> r»o s o r ^ ,  f

C0n 5C1 -C :»W*j;r f?r *rv.-.
*  *  * "

^.-ed »r f'ft. :►»♦ yare^ r uu>* f *r tucf» t  ahcxAi

lr. at>»My o* thr i>rv
cf '*«*? 't i iO e n t j  w- a t  to efshance v «

r h f  M ail**.' P-*f! ?c*r D .^ < ;.
»' hay j'- ari m refra l i>*rt (h* C'*n* /'SC172 m th e

1.1--.1 P rR n iry  .< "!•.♦• .-»t\r.
i. ' t 3ij(.-e; tnj*. r-i> C f v t * C n :  ow »*dev*4o£r*'ert r~‘MV
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a.-jft -v - > p,<r '^ i t •> <5f ?tv#r .:»>•* *.e: 5JiOO« ai-sj(ni c-f the developef, »C ti

c i .«♦«. i* »* xM •••♦ Piart jn c  0 7  P a f t  *l^r>ec: w :;h  sh« t* jr t in g

<vip>i,k>y,'1',<’• • > r .ir* ic. ri r̂»Vi;5*»«at«Ofi c< any proooi-a/ 1C* arrnirwj xrm OZP

Ol^c»»v^o . f i t r t  'i  v-mciv r-r^.-h r:*,v th a t ?h« r f jh t i  of Sht o rr^<  o « ^ n  of U *  fat

•.v>ii l<’ wiC^ y |ft** r*t<$ tc  b t  a d d r ti je O  »nch jd t ‘n c c fn o n  cx\

tarv3. f<co|{nrt{o^ $,* *fv̂  c%l-Li*\£ R^rcrMTion^l r*c»*#ti#*; a n  tntS

l u r r c u ^ b ^ i  *'c-» o~ Uiv; <3csrjfv*sed Gl/C o n  th e  c u rre n t OZ?, cot%*\c^f*tJO^

(he Area N2 al Uie iH* c»*
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A ** »

? ; ♦ .? A - > 1*■ • .  jel

. • •

*-.



%

S r# * :
SF#BW :

£ 5 :

Yiu Fai Eddit Chak 
07804E 2O16**JW0 23:23
tpbpd0ptend.gov.hk
HK Resort Co ltd's application to develop arc* 6ftbehmd Park vale) TPB/Yrt-DBtf 
ChakTttFunglpdf; ChakTaLam2.pdf; YungKaYilpdf; ChakYiuFailpdf

1929

L $

4 V  • ♦

• > « . ■  
k  I „  4

r ,  -
r  *  -



*o: Secretary, Town Ptanrtfat Board 

(Via fmifl: ^».aA£9!t»&)

Appgcatlon No.: fPU/Y/l-Oe/2

Dear S*n, ■»

*t:. HpflgjfoflC ft*X>flCp Lld^AopWcatlpcitO

I hav* ?#»♦ Ipllpw irg com m en ts;

Applications TPB/Y/1-0B/2 *ndTPB/Y/}-D6/3 seek approval

ultimate population at Discovery Bay horn 25,000 under the currant Outitne 

Zoning Wan (OZP) to 29,000 under the revised OZR. The AppOcadoftt fanctod* 
<U taiWd impact statements to show that the increase is well within the

However, the Impact tfetefdentt%nooa the essential
0 -* # .  *

Grant, the Government haj'no oh%irtlon ’io provide

potable water and sewerage services to the lot.

Discovery Bay is required to  be serf-sufficient in water and sewerage
♦

service* under the Uni Grant and H*fl wrat< w. ihe Ory Owner*
Committee on 10 Juiy,, 1995 staling that, iht 
maximum population cA 25.000. The Impact

essential fad.
.  ••r

, t

I demand that the popviatfoo eafi of 2SfC0 0 be prnefvtdi t&Gf not Id

txeoch the Land Croat.
i'rfc

in spite of the conditions contained In the Und Grant; .when the tunnel was 
built Government agreed to allow poubk waterand jewefift .
connection* to Siu Ho Wan. However, the. agree#n*r^V»f* W iwtefi HKR 
and the Government, and they rtroelns«cr*chlow, ^ G o ^  ;
refused Co provide additional water and *ewef*t* .ttA'iCM to & fir  for a 
population, beyond 25,000.

4v

» i

*■ <*• i ■

. A*

«  • .

-  *

-  »  s *

/ demand tfr& Government re 
s^rykti OQreementt.

(2) tf the Town Planning Board insists on ap

recue that the



* Owe \o i~yrr/?t to provide potable water end M w a n fi snCVkj+s

beyond a popular ton of 25,€00, HICR «. propoiinf to resort the water 

tf**i merit end waste weter treatment plant* on the Urt- Under the Deed!

o f Mutual Ccrs*runi iDMC), MtfR m ay  fu r th e r  d ev e lo p  th e  lot, p ro d d e d

iixh development d o t i not impose any new Arundel obfifrtions on 

CKi«,t»r<(jr o w n e r; (G a u ie  £4bf. P 10j

t dr m ood that oil sons for werfrr and K w ^ ru g c  services to {treat 6 f and
/

J Of, InctodinQ operation of alt trratm ent plants. storage fod&bes and  

pipelines, be charged to areas 6f and lO t  and n ci to etditing tddOQtt.

♦ •V.TftcuKb Government agreed tc provide water end sewerage w M c e i  

to Dp v«hon the tunnel we; Cu*?. it refuted to pay foe and m»4ntJ*n the
COf»ne-Ct*C/vs. e . 'c iu 'l , *f*e O w n r^ i e re  paying ovn' $rl p e r  year

l.o the  G rvc-rnm cnt to  f*a;e U nd to  run  p*p+4tn+s 0<ilu04 th e  pot to  

co n n ec t to  $>*o t>o W en The O w ner I  e re  also paying for eil m a in te n a n c e  

of th e  pipeline-* jirxj pum p«n |

f denraad thoi Government provide potable water and sewerage 
connections to the Lot boundary, first like every other residential

devttoptntm In Hang Kong

fAf The Traffic (rnpart As. zessment fTlAJ s totes that the roods both within and 

outside 06 have plenty of spare capacity to cater far a popubthn increase 

from 2$,OOG to 2$,(XX?. however, the TtA ignores the essendoffact that,

vhdt-f in t  o M n g  Q?Pt 06 h declared to be 'prim oftiy a c o r-frtt

d e v e lo p m e n t "  As w z h t r o a d  ccpcwy fj h r e t e v o n t

* — ' y  V  • .

Gatf cart; ere the pnmary mode of perfectsi transport, And*rg ctpptd At m#
easting number

!* " g

/ demand that the Government consider w hether it ir  safetooH oat;
-  t i e '  ' *■ "• '

—  _ - e  *  *  < p

increased t/offk. in competition with s b  w-nvivlng pc^caris thatj

no cQliiuan protection to occupants.

i demand that Government review the
»

c o m  a* the current tevef w h ik  Mcnratfjjf 
oict otfv setting for over HK$2 mlWon,



I

•" A -

*£»•*

No prt>*u*>n K*» b ««o  m»6# kx v»h id « p*rUn( {dlitinci from
‘ ■% * ,

p*rVjnf) on Vh« lot. and v*hfci*» arm cunWNYliy pa*Wd JU*gaVy 

different location*.

, -? s • ;■ v $ H & S & £
-; ~ .V 'i%ff

= * •■ • A  ay^ jV, •
* •’ ***

/ demand that Gowrmment f*A*d**̂  d t parking before,

population increase.

i,

KO? v'io/ru r.S* App^rarkMU t/o< <1 b rbr *ok o***«r q< rb* Lot. Thki it antrm*
r  «: '  *• •

»rvrf t ore prtseecty cs+f £.300 onigrg of the developer who co-own tb* Lof **.
tojcihet mtA HXR. -*

,fc ' * «♦
*: . .•' • \  • A i i i  1
rf * .*J * '*{ ^* • t _> . .4 A/\ "

v *. r*.  j • ■ t
*  V' v< 9.

> . V!* •<
4. - > , .* £ > 7 ;  ?■**.'

*'<4 "*■*>*.• ,r w ' i •
^  ^  "*•« V r  ; /yv *. Vr ; uiy; -

?v
■,: \ . L

■( [ ,r&* > #

kr

; demand that HKR withdraw the Apptkcadons and make revisions to recognise

the tcrowners-

df Una<r rhe OMC Qty A4ar»&ptf»,nrnf b suppce+d to repeeser* the
■ Vr ^  ” ■

(tnchjdtng HJCK) ki of rhacterg ond deoOngs with G<AVndW>K Of any fa* **
<vry »vc/cwK<rmngr f/>r rtr>Cf>OC«iTV*,f1* ebr Cfay. Deapite, thk condition, HOI 
cc»n tino+i to negotiate direct with Government ond vtitote. and coadude 

secret ogteementj ro which the owners have no inpot <v access. The watef and
f ~ _ y

y+w+rope agreements, pkjs the tease ts> run the water and s+woge pipelines 

ovtude the Lo<r have OirrOdy been mentioned, but there ore more.-

3 * *» J V̂ j-.
t- • r  ’ •■

•'•» -  • • «

V  \

< r  -

-s> *
• c ■ ,9

>7 ■/*■
* * * %

V *
/ demand that the (AG 9¥ppif agreement

. '  f *4V . T* »

f

r

'  ̂ *> « «  1. v.. ‘ * r ' # ,hrkp>/^_ -■

/ demand that the proposed bus depot at Area ICb be djeiartdo fHrbMtbes > I* ^ .

depot, end ensure that
rim etas sendees between Discovery Bay oodotherphtxs*

• ■* 1

J j is o  cg<r c e m i  o «  th «  io d o w irf  b > w « ;

9

Giv*~ i*ex :K »t  :h t  of#y * c c * »  to  A t m  61 if

V^U<e P i 'U M  way o4 P#fiv«fa ,
^ ''■ i f j t

G c --.r  r v c r o n  U A tA rU U  and to  tfispo**

[■5#.

: * .  » .

^ ,<
^  mKR v rirM t*  thk dlffUtbpfK» TO *

 ̂ <• .7 - ^  ̂ -

C(XiilTjr;;^od ir<d op*r*ilor%girtfO&ly5 Z
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Eddie CH»k
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HK Resort Co Ws application to develop neat 6f(behin<i Patnlc) TPB/Yfl-DB/2
ChakTszFuni2.pdf: ChakTszLMnlpdf. YoniKaYilpdf; ChakYiuFailpdf
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fo; Secretary, Town Pfenning

fVla email: tj>|#}d#pJ*i>d.C<!*Jl*J 
*Pi>*C0tton No.: TP-ft/r/l-06/2

3
V

£>«*r

A?: Moot Qcrfc&fc £«JfcL$iCb*ta&£j!tkY^*l

l hav* th* foflovt'lril comnwnti:

 ̂ the Applications 7PBA/l-DB/2*nd TPBA/J-Ofi/3 l**k approval to Incnaes4 th* 

ultimate population at O ‘»cov*ry Bey from 25,000 under the current Qvtllo*

Zcnln# Plan (OZPj to 29.000 under the revised 02P“. The Apptica cions Inckad*.
•  « a

d« tailed impact suiaments to show that th# Increase U  well wfshfcn th#
♦ -  ■

cepecrty kmi Ji of :h# lot. However, the Impact *Sat*rn^t*\gjy>cft th* essential
• ■

fact that. under th* Land Grant, the Government fc» ho obdfaaionxo provid* 
PO table water end sew*rag* service* CO th* lo t -

D is c o v e r y  B a y  la. r e q u ir e d  to b* teffiufftcMuit in water and sewerage 
serve** u n d e r  th e  L a i d  G r u n t ,  e n d  H * H  w r o t e  tb lh# Qry O w w tr'
C om m ittee o n  10 July, 1995 stating that th* reservoir was built for a

0

maximum population of 25,000. Th# Impact iiieifsmerds ignore thb
*

eisem x.u4 foci.
* •

f demand thot the popt/intion cop of25,000 be pftrthTti to
txeoch the Lord (Zsortt. t

1 * » •  f

1 • a

In tp it* of th* cood itte m  c o o U lm d  in th*  Ui>d Grant,' wh#n th# tunnel ww
k m  It G o v e rn m e n t a g re e d  to  a llo w  po-tabl# w a te r  a n d  le v re ra f*

coone^lteoj to S4u Mo W*n, Hpwtvef, th#. agfMfVMn.ts.-tK9 between HKB V  
end the Governm ent, and they remain secret. N ow , the G ovefw nenthas

• .  v  
*

« i

>

4

*

r# • •

refused co provide additional water end *#w*r*4e «A»(^ t0.cater fof a 
oopulecion beyond 23.000, / •

V - 1 .  . T

«  V

i derrwfd n M  (Joiemimwif rekrase 
senheti agreements.

{2} if th# Town Planning Board Jnsfation
* ^ , ** - r

eouest that the followingissue?fcwadd
4 s . v "  <?

T T v *  A  ', . » > * »  - *rvv^  r£ f# 'l % . v i y

' ‘ ‘ •V-/

'  >♦
n a .



♦
f'u<* to to pfovnJ* p o U U t  wwtsr •nd

beyond » population at 21,000, HKft b  proposing to  rastart th «  arat*r

Da«d
°* b'.ivtual Covenant (O M C), HKR m ay U rtfw r  (W vaiop I Ha tot, provided  

Jixh development doe i not fmpoia Any n#w financial obS**Tion* on
**'**>•**« ov/nnr*. (o»ui* £̂ b/. P 10).

 ̂de/itand that all costs /or water and ) f w r rage Services fO ontof  ( / one/ 

J 0t>, Including operation of oil treatment pkmts, storage fodhUes and 
pipelines, be change# 19 areas 6/ and JOb and not to e*UVng 1 Piaget-

< +

1

•-V'thcujt.'t Gove'Arrant agtred to provide v/ater and veweraga tanncei 

fc DS vitKn thr tunnel wxs butd. *1 r*fused to pay for end m»4rrta4n tt>«

Ai a r r iu ll .  tf>e O w nt+ i a re  paying ova*' m illion p a r y f w  

to !Ne G overnmeTit to lea^e Land to run pipelines oots<ca tne Lot *x 

connect to $*u* Kc A 'a a . T rx  owners tfe abc paying for atl ma*ote nance 

of the pipeline* and pumping jyotarnj.

f denrond that Government provide potable water and sewerage 
cvnrhcctions to the lot boundary, Jvst Uke ewery other residential 
devebpmeni In Hong Kong.

^  Traffic r.'npact Assessment ( TtA)  states that the roods both wtthin and

Gutsxtie 05 Aove plenty of spare capacity to enter for o population tncrwo n  

from 2 0. OOO to 29,000. However, the TLA ignores ihe essential fact that, 

under the existing 02P, OB b  decreed to be 'primarily a tar-free

development* As st-vrA. 'padcapacity H irrekyent.

Golf c -m ; a re th<i primary mode of personal transport, and ar* ts p p a d  i t  ih a

editing number.

t *

‘v r. Y ^ '  ;  '  v i „  % %
ii tfdman^ rfce Government considef whether* b  sqf*tpa*Q*

intrrourd traffic In competition with
no colUiSon protection to occupants.

f z'Jjr i * z.'de'* i

ST;

f rfr/ndrtdrtef Gdrtf mmenf retfew the

carts at the torrent Jcvti while k*crttBfa9
j .  -  '  • -7r  73?

of/rccfr selling for over HK$2 mIttkNi.

e-

' ^ a s -S '
rrv.. r n o '  • « -  * ^  T  4 r. *i *?-££*
‘“*L

7 .;^ ' -V"?ri

• •  ' ®S9r
V
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p<ovttioo h*f b**« m«<W tor v«hid* fw tin *  ̂ dfftinct f r ^ ^ r S r i
Kinci on the Lot, snd vehjchs »re ciirr+ntiy p i t f l l i i w

*  <

er*nrt locations.

demand (hot Go vernment  ft* * *  parking b fjo i*  O ty

( 4 )  H K R A^pkodoni
.___ ~ .-#TJ5T ■*<«,*<
H * if i in w W

>  i » M»  r ” -a,**9'

X O  otsiom of the d& ekxxf who - —

COQrrStrf >**A

i IhotHKM wPhdttN*

t V  <r<SM««n.

Unotr n v  O m C  O f y  M a rto y w rx f K  &

(inefuding H K R ) In o §  m O fie n  o n d

o n y  i concerning the mcoogejment cjzh e Ofy. D&piUrj
y*1

^  ^ iz T 'r *  *

conC/nvef to negotiate direct.
secret agreem ent* to  w hich th e  o w n e r*  h o ve  n o  in p o t p f * * {£ ,

- *> .. * 0
e

sewtrog* agreements, pka the Lease

the Lot;

i# •**# <t* ̂
.- *w •;■ v * i

demand that the proposed busdepotetAnpi?
depot, ond ensure that__ ___________________ ._

•_ l~~* -

run bus senders between O tsa jyriyiB d f, be&pth*r\

t *i*o h*Yt c&ncmtns on Ih*
■ • ■ ~  ̂ <- J?i'- *

• . . .  - ;  <r’f Q&&* »**

. •■ '- >: c- •£r?viW&^ijr*

v%* ’

hot the chhf e c c M  joV r'
>. ■ r : v. £*f . 'r  >!'-

wary o4 Peri:

K U t~i*h  *c*3todiw6&
: .  • _  W  V  j p  _

’ 1 -- " i ‘ ^  <

Mow HICR mlntmtce

COrtit/LxTJlOO
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