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Dear Mr ip

Buildings Legislation (Amendment) Bifi 2011

Tharkyou for your letter dated 16 January 2012 mvﬂmg the Institute to provide views on
the Buildings Legislation (Amendment) Bill 2011,

The Institute generafly supporfs Govemment's infroduction of the five measures proposed
i1 the Building Legislation. {Amendment) Bill 2011 to further enhance: bua!dmg safety.
However, apart from introducing strcharge and penaily to those building owners who

refuse to respend to-orders:/ notices issued by the Buildings Department (BD); we believe
'the Govemment s’zouid also addre::s the foﬂowmg core ss:sues of the problem on

bu lqus in disrmpa'r Uuualiy tmu can be drarlged on for yf-\ars 6‘?5)9013“}1 for thcse
cases oms dered tc oreaent no immmem d'an'ge'r 'to proper‘(y or fife, hence presentmq

'ectxﬁcataor works For cases in common areas of a buridmg, verv orten the rqsue is.
passed down from 1 owners’ corporation to ancther upon expiration.of its 2-year term,

hence resulting in discontinued attention by the owners’ corperation, This may
largely be due fo the insufficient resources designated by Government on control of
emimg hmidmgq bw BD Hence, to compl@ment the mtroawtaon of a surchargc, /
mcr@asmg resource% for PD to lﬁﬁonn‘or ex;simg bunldmga espec:aiiy on efforts tc:
combat UBW and enforoement of repaw omer w:tﬁ an objectsve tc substantially
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2. it saems that the propossd measures 1o, *mpose surcharge / penalty ara of a punitive
nature indiscriminate. of the conditions:of the owners,; some: of them are:old and poar.
This is particularly relevant to gid buildings occupscu by less privileged owners. The
proposed measures may sérve no purpose to address UBW of this nature.  Instead it
should be complemented by a mechanism whereby a fund is established through
fegislation to be drawn to help those under-privileged on ene hand, and fo do
preventive maintenance on the other. & fund endowed by deveiopers, plus regularly
contributicn from government rate or some other'means can be explored. it is also
noted that Government has ailotted funding to both Hong Kong Housing Society and
Urban Renewal Authority {Cperation Building Bright Schame) o help buiiding ewners
carry out malhtenance, repair and removal of UBW for dii mdatad and old buildings.
Covernment should consider expanding the scheme to- cover those less priviieged
owners. The surcharge and penaity coliected from. defaulting owners can also be
sontiibuted to such fund.

Yours sinceraly

Dominic KK Lam FHKIA RA
“resident

c:c. Prof Hon Patrick Lau, SBS, JP, Member, Legislative Coungii (Architectural, Surveying & Planning)
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