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Mr Leung Chun Ying, GBM, GBS, JP
House 4, 4 Peel Rise

The Peak

Hong Kong

Dear Mr Leung,
West Kowloon Reclamation Concept Plan Competition

I am writing to seek your kind assistance with respect to the
captioned Competition held in Hong Kong in 2001/02, of which you
were one of the jurors.

Recently, there have been media enquiries about your
conflict of interest declaration and requests for disclosure of relevant
information. We also note from media reports that you have suggested
that additional information pertaining to the Competition be disclosed.

Taking into account our obligation to safeguard the
confidentiality requirement and public interest consideration, we intend
to disclose to the public further information. This will include the
following documents as attached — '

1) Letter dated 21 February 2002 from Mr Eric Johnson to you
(Annex 1);
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i)
ii1)
iv)

V)

Vi)

Declaration by Members of the Jury made by you on
25 February 2002 (Annex 2);

Process of selecting winning entries (Annex 3);

Voting record of Mr C Y Leung (Annex 4);

Letter dated 11 March 2002 from you to Mr Eric Johnson
(Annex 5); and

Letter dated 23 March 2002 from Mr Eric Johnson to you
(Annex 6).

We hope to be able to obtain your consent regarding the

above proposed disclosure. We will take into account your response n
determining the way forward on the matter.

You may wish to note that we are approaching Dr Kenneth

Yeang about the proposed disclosure to the public of his registration
form and updated list of project team members, which were submitted to
the Organiser of the Competition in 2001.

Encl.

Yours sincerely,
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REAEM YOUR BEF.

BY FAR

. : 21 February 2002

West Kewioon Reclamation Concept Ylas

Further 10 my letters 0f 29 33%3*\/ and 7 Fobruary 2002, 1 attach the
proposed programme for the week of the Jury meeting, The programme bas the
geners ap@xowai. of the Chairman of the Fury and the Secretary for Plamning and

"

o
Lands.
< There are o pumber of points that 1 should like to highlight, as ollows —

Sunday 24 F o*uw*y is devoted to the vicwing of presenfation boards at
ibe Jury mee ns* venue, whick is on the Fzst fioor of the City Hall, Low Block, so that
atl ;42‘01" may have 3 good sight of il of the boards in an informal atmosphere before
adiudication begins on 25 Pebruary. Individual jurors are free to attend at times of
their choos_rg during mowming 294 afternoon sessions.

After copsultation with Lord Rothschild, we are setting up the

;}’{ eventation boards for viewing sccording %o - the <afegory info which - the

orresponiding eniries were placed by the Techaieal Panel. A layout plen witl be
vailable for you o arrival at City Hall.
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Preliminaries

The morning of 25 February will be devoted mainly to consideration vf
¢ report of fae Technical Panel and adopting a sixategy for the adjudication process.
As requited by the Competiion Document, the Chairman of the Technical Panel,
Mr Bosco Fung, wili attend the meetings of the fwy to present the Panel’s
253eSsments.

Lunch on 25 February will be hosted by the Secretary for Flanning and
Lands, Mz John Tsang. I you bave any special dietary requirements, please let me
; know beforehand.

In the sftermoon, jurors will be takem to view the West Kowloon
§

Reclamation area from one of (wo suitable vantage points.  Afterwards, tiere will be

a further opportunity for viewing of the presentation hoards.

Adindication sessions

The 26, 27 and the mommng of 28 February will be devoted t©
adiudication of the entries.

Media conference on 28 February

Lord Rothschild has consented to chair 2 media conference in the
afternoon of 28 Februsry fto announce the wimping enujes. The event will be
broadeast Hve on the Government's internet home page.  We hope that all jurors will
he availabie to attend the media conference to assist Lord Rothechild in answering
questions fTrom the floor and make themselves available for post-counference
mterviews with the media. The Secretary for Planming and Lands and the Director of
Planning will also be atfending.

Cocktadl receptionr on 23 February

e

The Secretary for Planning and Lands will hold a cockizil reception a
Government House jn honow of the Jury. We have imvited members of th
Technical Panel and a wide variety of people im the comumumity, imcluding
representatives of e professional organizations and advisory bodies with an interest
in the project.  We anticipate an attendance of about 14¢ people. '

Kindly note that there will be no need for formal attize at any of the
functions in the programme fox the Fary.

e
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In addition —

Confict of mterest declarations

Before the Technical Panel met, T sought the Professional Adviser’s
advice on whether the competition requiremenis concerming ineligibility of certain
persons and on mainteining anonymity throughout the assessmient process should be
supplemented with declarations of interest by Papel members. He advised 28
follows —

“I think it is mot an imposition on Technical Panel members, Jury members. or
anyone officially commected with the competition lo declare whether or not
their association wilh o contestami or & business represemis o conflict of
interest, either real or implied. [ would be happy to review such cases on ar
individual busis if vour group feels it would be helgful. Normally, oll Jurors
and Technical Panel members are expected lo sign o binding agreement of

hados
confidentiality and conflict of interest notification, such as the one you have
developed.”
The declaration form used on that cccasion was completed by ail
members of the Technical Panel and Mr Lacy. Lord Rothschild is content that a
similar form showvld be completed by juxors.
- " 1 attach the declaration form and should be grateful if you wouid

complete it and return it to me by fax by 23 February.
Please note the following points before completing the form —

) paragraph 16 of the General Condifions in the Competiton Document
provides among other things thet the wembers of the Jury, thew
immediate family members, their employees, thelr close professional

associates and any company of which they are a divector of major

sharebolder are ineligible o enter the competition;

(1) as regards inumediate

iy

ity  teembers, employees and  close
professional associafes, the onus is onr the prospective participant ©
check whether he has such a relationship with any member of the Jury,
50 that he does not entex the competition when incligible. Hence it ig
sufficient in the declazation. form for te furor to declare o the best of
his knowledge (in item (2)) or belief (initem (0Y);



(iv) where item (b) applivs, perhaps because the juror has been told by
someone that he has entered the competition, this will not necessarily be
a problem, as the likelibood is that no conflict of intevest will arise if the
juror has not participated in the cotrant’s project and does not kuow
which of the entries is from that entrank;

(v)  asregards directorships and majority shereholdings, the juror is assumed
to be aware of the activities of his compamies, if sy, and the onus is
therefore on him to ensure that none enters the competition.  Hence the
declaration. here - with a choice between items (&), (d) 2ad (¢) in the
form - assumnes full knowledge on the part of the declarant; and

(vi) the completed declarations will be reviewed initially by the orgamizer
and Lord Rothschild on 24 February and be discussed at the first Jury
meeting on 25 February. it is therefore essential thai vou return the

completed form to me by 23 February.

Policy appraisal of enixies

The Competition Brief states that the submiited proposals should be
compliance with the policy objectives of the Govermment in promoting arts and
culinre. Pricfly, these are to sepport and promote the development of the arts and
culture i Hong Kong and the preservation of the commumity’s cultuzal beritage.
The Government prumotes e plualistic development of the cultural scene in Hong
Kong and sims to make avaitable o the commumity a wide choice of arts and cultural
facilities.

The Home Affairs Bureay, which is responsible for arts and cultvral
policy, has assessed the individual epfties, in sirict confidence, as to (hei broad
comsistency with the Govemment’s pelicy objectives in promoting the arts and
culbuge, - :

The Bureau. finds that 151 of the enirles are broadly consistent with the
policy objectives, whereas 18 emites sre sither broadly inconsistent with them (7
enfries) or fall %o provide sufficient information o allow proper assessment (1%
eniries). The 7 eafries broadly inconsistent with the policy objectives cither fail to
provide sufficient cultural faciiies or put far o0 much erophasis on sports and/or
entertsinment facilities. These entties carry ‘the setial numbers 014, 031, 055, 07 3,
113, 120 and 140. The 11 enwies filing to. provide sufficient information o allow
Droper asseseiment carry the serial numbers 003, 021, 029, 076, 478, 079, 083, 117,
122, 122 and 139.

3 eniries whose seriel numbers aze quoted above ate In e

Techmical Panel’s Calezory 2 (enttes which fail to raeet the techuical requirements of
FEAA 2 X

the competition brief in iraportant respects). '
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The remaining 12 entries - out of the grand totai of 161 - were not
assessed by the Home Affairs Bureau, as the Techmical Panel has recomumended their
disqualification. (The Panel decided that its findings should be made known 1o the
Bureau fo assist it in its task.)

With best regards,

Yours sincerely,

(Eric Johnson)
Competition Co-ordinator



West Kowloon Reckamation Concept Plan Competition
PROGRAMME FOR THE JURY
21 February to 2 March 2002
(As at 21 Pebruary)

of entry presentation b
sacors af Gmes convenient (o them (morming $E881031)

2.530 pm— iV.iewiug of entry presentation boards at City Hall by individuat
i
1

jurors at times convenient o thetmn (afternoon session)

3.00 om Preparatory oeeting at City el attended by the Chairmen of the

ury, the Professional Agdvisor, the Chalrman of the Technical Panel

: -
Tury meeting at City Hall
Agenda iters

%\ Chairmon’s opening remarks

| Conflict of interest declarations

| Report by the Chairman of the Technical Pawel
Consideration of the Report of the Tecknical Parel
| Consideration of adjudicaiion process

o e e At

T anoands, at,
NS 3 ,

: 1,

Tury to view the West Kowloon Reclomation area from suitzble

| vaniage poinis

4,15 po— 'i‘Vi@VY'iﬂg of entry presentaiion boards at City Hall by individual
% 600 pm ‘i jurors

19.30 am ; Jury meeting
| - iAgendd

.

TN
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Adjudication of entries (untif 12.30 pin)

Ty ry mctmv at{ ﬁy Hall

Agenda
Adjudzcaifz'on of entries (untif 5.3Q pr)

‘ Mry mee emg at Czi‘y I a{}

Agenda
Adjudication of entries ( urtil 12.30 pm)

oubxc“’g % individual com mtmcnrs. w;ﬂn mﬁ' r_;

Jury meeing etCzay Hall.
Agenda,

Adjudication, of entries (urtil 5.30 pm)

Fury meeting at City Hall
Agenda

Adjudication of eniries (continued, if necessary)
Jury’s views on winning entries {for publication)
Fdertity of winners

Form and content of the Jury Report
Arrangements for the rest g

o

¥ ithe day

330 pm — Media conference chaired by Lord Roths cm{a accompanied by the

4£.20 oo Secretary for Planning end Lands, st Central Government Offices
New Amnexe, Lower Albert Road, o announce and display the
Winning e;"i:r; es; other Jury members, Professional Advisor snd
Director of Planning to attend

£30pm—  {Opportunity for one- OR-008 IBErTiews by the media with members

5:00pm  |of the Fury and senior 0ffcials




and representatives of professional orgamfat;ons, advisoty, bodies
P and govertment departments concerned :
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Vst Kowloen Rechamation Concept Plan Competition
DECLARATION BY MEMBERS OF THE JURY
1, being a member of the Jury for the West Kowloon Reclamation Concept Plan Competition,

declare that I have read paragraph 16 of the General Conditions of the Cormpetition Document,
reproduced below: ‘

16.  All those likely to be in conflict of interest are excluded from, the Competition including but
not necessarily limited to the following:

(i) Persons closely associated with the Competition and iheir inmediate family members;

(ii} Meanbers of the Jury and. the Techiical Parel, and the Professional Advisor and, their
inunediote family members;

- (iii)  An employee, ony person having an employmeni-type contract or al continuons and close
professional association. or partagrship with a member in category (i) and (i) above; or

(iv) A compary of which o member it Celegory (i) and (ii} above is o director or major
shoreholder.

and, that, in relation to paxagraph 16 (i), (i) and (iv) above —

*(a) 1o the best of my knowledge, none of my immediate family members or employess and. no-
ome who has an employment-type contract or close professiona association or partnership
with me, has entered the competition;

%b) I believe that the following, among my immediate family members or employess and those
who have an employment-type contract or close professional association of parmership with
me, heve entered the competition;

«

Neame of entrant Relationship with entrant

Y

#c) Iamnota director of raajor shareholder of any company;

#d)  nocompany of which I a2 director or major shereholder has entered the competition;

#e) acompeny of which I am a director o major sharcholder has entered the comnpetition. The
company’s name is:

T understond that the exiries to the competition are issued fo me for my personal and confidential
assessment and that the adjudination of entries is to be carried out in strict confidence.

* delete (a) or (b} if you delete . Signed
(a), coirplete (b}

# delete/complete as oppropriale;
whichever one applies, dele'e the Date
other iy




Annex 2

West Kowloon Reclamation Concept Flan Competition
DECLARATION BY MEMBERS OF THE JURY
I, being a member of the Jury for the West Kowloon Reclamation Concept Plan Competition,

declare that I have read paragraph 16 of the General Conditions of the Competition Document,
reproduced below:

16. All those likely to be in conflict of interest are excluded from the Competition including but
not necessarily limited to the following:

() Persons closely associated with the Competition and their immediate family members;

(ii) Members of the Jury and the Technical Panel, and the Professional Advisor and their
immediate frmily members;

iii An employee, any person having an employment-type contract or al continuous and close
Loy Y £ g ploy yp
professional association or partnership with a member in category (i) and (ii) above; or

(iv) A company of which a member in category (i) and (i) above is a director or major
shareholder.

and that, in relation to paragraph 16 (ii), (iii) and (iv) above —

*(a)  to the best of my knowledge, none of my immediate family members or employees and no-

one who has an employment-type contract or close professional association or partnership
with me, has entered the competition;

#(b) 1 believe that the following, among my immediate family mémbers or employees and those

who have an employment-type contract or close pro glonal association or partnership with
me, have entered the competition;

Name of entrant Relationship with entrant

#(c) Iam nota director or major shareholder of any company;
#(ﬁk—mmmﬁy—e@wbichlamm@s%e%@x oz shareholder hasentered the-corapetition;—

: W&kwmwmemw&mwms%mﬁhﬁmp%ﬁ%&%w
| company’s-nameis : ' : :

T understand that the entries to the competition are issued to me for my personal and confidential
assessment and that the adjudication of entries is to be carriled out in styibt confidence.

* delete (a) or (b); if you delete Signed : /
(a), complete (b) ™ < il
_ Name : W L.
# delete/complete as appropriale; I
whichever one applies, delete the Date : >E \\QJ"'“ >ED >

other two



1.

West Kowloon Reclamation Concept Plan Competition

Process of Selecting Winning Entries

All entries were shown to the Jury on an anonymous basis and each was

represented by a serial number. The Jury agreed upon an elimination process for
selecting the first prize winner, the second prize winner and three honourable
mentions by casting votes.

Selection of first prize winner on 26 February 2002

2.

(2)

(b)

()

The first prize winner was selected in the following manner —

Each member of the Jury was invited to vote for five entries meriting further
consideration as the winning entry, on a non-binding basis and without ranking
them (Voting Round 1). 20 entries were selected in this way. After reviewing
the votes cast, the Jury decided that the nine entries with the most votes should
be discussed further. The entry, which was subsequently found to be
associated with Mr C Y Leung (hereafter referred to as “the entry concerned”),
was among these nine entries.

The nine entries with the most votes were each brought in front of the Jury in
serial number order. Individual Jury members discussed specific aspects which
they felt merited the Jury’s consideration.

Members then each cast one vote on a non-binding basis to select a winner from
the nine entries discussed (Voting Round 2). After reviewing the votes cast,
the Jury decided to discuss further the three entries receiving the most votes.
The entry concerned was among these three entries



(d) After thorough discussion of all the three entries concerned, each Jury member
cast a binding vote to select the first prize winner (Voting Round 3). The
selected entry was from a team led by Foster and Partners.

Selection of second prize winner on 26 February 2002
3. The second prize winner was selected in the following manner —

(a) The eight entries remaining from the original group of nine considered for

selection as the first prize winner were again displayed in turn.  After

~ discussion, five entries (including the entry concerned) were nominated for
further consideration.

(b) Members then each cast a non-binding vote for one entry from the five selected
entries (Voting Round 4).  After reviewing the votes cast, the Jury decided to
discuss the three entries receiving the most votes. The entry concerned was
among these three entries.

(c) Each of these three entries was placed before the Jury in turn for further detailed
discussion, after which each member cast a binding vote to select the second
prize winner (Voting Round 5). The selected entry was from a team led by Mr
Philip Y K Liao.

Selection of honourable mentions on 27 February 2002

4, The three entries awarded honourable mentions (of equal standing) were
selected in the following manner —

(a) The Jury decided to award honourable mention prizes to entries presenting
interesting alternative ways of tackling the competition site.

(b) The seven entries remaining from the group of eight considered for selection as
the second prize winner were again displayed in turn. Members were invited
to nominate any entry from among these seven, or any other entry, that they felt
merited further consideration. After discussion, six entries (including the entry
concerned) were nominated.



(c) Members discussed all of the entries nominated and cast binding votes for the
three entries to be awarded honourable mentions (Voting Round 6).

(d) The entry concerned was one of the three entries with the highest votes to be
awarded honourable mentions.

Disqualification of the entry concerned on 28 February 2002

5. On 28 February 2002 before the announcement of the competition results,
the Competition Team informed Mr Leung of the finding that a project team
member of an entrant on the preliminary list of winning entries appeared to be
associated with him. Mr Leung reported the matter to the Jury that morning, and
the Jury decided to disqualify the entry concerned. Except for the disqhaliﬁed

entry, the three entries with the most votes were selected as the honourable
mentions.



Annex 4

West Kowloon Reclamation Concept Plan Competition

Voting Record of Mr C Y Leung

Rounds of Voting

26 February 2002

Voting Round 1
(Selection of 20 entries for
further consideration)

Voting Round 2
(Non-binding vote to select
the first prize winner)

Voting Round 3
(Binding vote to select the
first prize winner)

Voting Round 4
(Non-binding vote to select
the second prize winner)

Voting Round 5
(Binding vote to select the
second prize winner)

Mr C Y Leung’s vote

Mr Leung was absent from this round

of voting. He selected 18 entries
during the viewing session on
25 February 2002. 6 of his 18

selected entries (including the entry,
which was subsequently found to be
associated with  him  (hereafter
referred to as “the entry concerned”)),
received  enough
considered further.

votes 1o be

Mr Leung voted for the entry
concerned, which was among the nine
entries with the most votes.

Mr Leung voted for the entry
concerned, which was among the
three entries with the most votes.

Mr Leung voted for the entry
concerned, which was among the five
entries nominated.

Mr Leung voted for another entry
among the three entries with the most
votes.



27 February 2002

Voting Round 6

(Binding votes for three
entries to select the three
honourable mentions)

Mr Leung voted for three entries,
including the entry concerned, among
the six nominated entries.



Annex 5

PERSONAL & CONFIDENTIAL

Ref: CYMAR26/im

11 March 2002

Mr Eric Johnson

Planning and Lands Bureau
9/F Murray Building
Garden Road

HongKong

Dear Mr Johnson,

West Kowloon Reclamation Coneept Plan Competition

T refer to our conversation on 28 February 2002. 1 was in Shenzhen on the
following day, and for the best part of last week, I was in Shanghai
attending a Trade Development Council function.

T undertook to come back to you regarding the role of DTZ Debenham Tie
Leung in one of the entries.

I have been given to understand that one of the entrants named DTZ
Debenham Tie Leung as “Property Advisers”.

T was not aware of this before the Jury, including myself as a member, had
completed the voting process. I was informed of this well after 10:00 am on
28 February 2002. I took the first opportunity to report this to the Jury that
morning, after brief discussions with my DTZ colleagues. I also undertook
to write to you.

I have spoken to KK Chiu and KB Wong who were among the four DTZ
personnel named by the entrant. I have also read the file that has been
handed to me by KB Wong. To the best of my knowledge, the following
was the sequence of events. These events were in essence the same as what
I reported to the Jury on the moming of 28 February 2002.

A2
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1. DTZ was approached by Davis Langdon & Seah, 2 firm of quantity
SULVEyors, 1 September 2001 to provide land value, on a no fee basis,
based on the schedule of accommeodation and free-hand sketches of 2
design concept.

™

KB Wong wrote 10 LWK & Partners on 18 September 2001,
providing his opinion of land premium for the retail, residential, hotel
and office uses. The Jast paragraph of his letter says “the cstimations
sre however rough ball park indications and are subject t0 the terms
of sale and other development conditions. They are based on current
market prices. JLis also important to note that the factor of time value
(i.e. the effect of discounting the future 1and sale revenue to present
day value) has not been reflected in the above calculation.”

(OS]

Tn response tO queries by Davis Langdon & Seah, KB Wong wrote
the second and last letter on 25 September 2001 clarifying certain
assumptions used in his earlier letter.

4. There has been no agreement or understanding between DTZ and
Davis Langdon & Seah or anyone else for any future role or fees in

respect of this exercise. Neither was there any indication or promise
of future work if the entrant wins the competition.

w

On 25 September 2001, 2 secretary of DTZ faxed over information of
the firm and brief CV of KX Chiu, KB Wong and two other DTZ
personnel. These pames were given it a paragraph headed “the key
personuel who worked on the project”. This was the end of DTZ’s
correspondence with the entrant and the end of DTZ’s involverment.

Like other professional firms, DTZ has 2 practice of checking against
potential conflict of interest, 0 avoid subsequent and  conflicting
‘nstructions on the same matter. As the indication of site value to Davis
Langdon & Seal and LW & Partners was not 2 formal instruction and was
not fee paying, it does not feature amongst our assignments and was not
given a2 Valuation Job number. :

s e !

Ly AT
LSy




To complete my declaration, I attach a full list of companies in the DTZ
Group, in which DTZ Debenham Tie Leung is the main operating company.
T am a shareholder and Managing Director of DTZ Debenham Tic Leung. I
also sttach names of other companies, including publicly listed cornpanies,
of which I am a director or major shareholder. To the best of my
knowledge, with the exception of the correspondence described above, none
of these corupanies had any interests or involvement in the Competition.

Yours sincerely,

. 4

Wb_

s /
/

C.Y. Leung

Encl.




DIRECTORS

SHIFPS

OF LEUNG CHUN YING

P

L Name of Comparny

P .
| Place of
| [ncorporation

Nature of
Business

\ Datc af |
Commencement

l of Directorship

e
DTZ Debenham Tie Leuny
lgProj'ect' Services Ltd.

i
1
iHong Kong

H
t
i

Project Consultancy
Project Manageraent

23 June 1998

‘DTZ Debenham Tie Leung

_EPchrtv Management Ltd, iHong Kong Property 01 May 1996
: Management. |

'DT7 Debenham Tie Leung ‘
lhw estments Services Ltd.  {Hong Kong Dormant 14 October 1998

?. %
‘DT7 Debenham Tie Leung ! \ \ ‘_\
l/\sse\a Management Lid. IHong Kong ‘)Dormant 09 October 1998
| ~ |
loT . ; IRecal Estate
i]IDSdZ Debenham Tie Leung ‘Hong Kong Consultants 30 November 1 991‘\
— — |
DT worid.com Ltd. ‘Hong Kong K‘e~Commerc_e \\

' !

27 June 2000

b e e e e A_.__.J‘

DTZ Debenham Tie Leung - ¢ |Real Estate i

Beijing ‘Beljing |Consultancy 12 August 1997 i

1 a i B

DTZ Debenham Tie Leung | \Real Estate | \

iSHan ¢hai ‘Shanghai |Consvitancy “26 December 1992 |

_______ - \ l |

D 17 Dcbenham Tie Leung —: Real Estate ‘t }

Guangzhou :Guangzhou ‘Consu).tancy ‘01 December 1997 |

‘ ! !

D77 Debenham Tie Leung ! \Rca} Estate i

ITianiin Tianjin IConsultancy 19 July 1998 §

L ‘ 'z t \ J

TT7 Debenham Tie Leung - Real Estate [ !

Da\ an Dalian Consultancy \‘25 Jemuary 1998 !
: | . |

D17 Debenham Tie Leung —: |Real Estate |

{Chongqing :Chongaing Consultancy 12 November 1999 |

| | |

'HK Millennium Ltd éBlmSh Virgin

“ v ’ Islands Tnvestment Holdings |25 October 1999

! N '

} H

!Mﬁv i British Virgin

PWintrack Worldwide Lid. [slands Tnvestment Holdings |19 November 199%

i . i

: , |

I L B T < =y T

- D Brtsh virein i, R

!DTZ Pacific Holdings Ltd. il}?lfci uEn Investment Holdings |20 Noveraher 199%

i HSlanNUs

l

Updated on 2002/2(12



| iBritish Virgin
IDTZ Tie Leung Co. Ltd. Islands Investment Holdings |19 November 1999
“British Virgin
CY Leung (China) Ltd. Islands Dormant 16 August 1995
CY Leung & Co. Ltd. Hong Kong Dormant 21 December 1999
Banson Investments Ltd. Hong Kong Dormant 22 June 1994
|Beson [nvestments Ltd. IHong Kong Dormant 22 June 1994
#_Brilliunt Thme Investment t
|Ltd. {Hong Kong Service Company |06 April 1993
| '
ACE Link Property Ltd. iﬁﬁi Virgin i1 sestment Holdings |21 September 2001
DTZ Japan Ltd. iﬁ?ﬁ;%rgm Investment Holdings |28 September 2001
r—_‘ A .! N v v
IEuroAsia Properties Ltd. {18311::18(1}: Virgin - lyogestment Holdings |21 Septeraber 2001
— | .
! . | Charity/public
I
lli agon Foundation Ltd. Hong Kong services 12 February 2000
t ) -
IJumbo Land Ltd. |Hong Kong Family Assets 15 December 1994
[
ELm\:es\ L. |Hong Kong Family Assets 13 April 1985
(- i -
iOmne Country Two Systems | . .
: _ ; : Public Policy
¥ i i o
iResemCh Institute Ltd. ;Honb Kong Research 06 Jane 1990
|
tl’ | Development of
China Homes Ltd. . affordable housing in
%Smgapore Maioland China 28 August 1998
i !
'}’ﬁlobal China Technology i
iGroup L. Hong Kong Technology & Media |20 July 2000
r Business Space
Ascendas Pte Ltd Singapore Investor 25 April 2001
!
i
lDao Heng Bank Group Ltd. Bermuda Holding Company |21 July 2001
:%Dao Heng Bank Ltd. [Hong Kong Banking 27 July 2001
a !
T
l;D a0 Heng Finance Ltd. 1;Hong; Kong Finance 27 July 2001
i
: .
|Overseas Trust Bank Ltd. iHong Kong Banking 27 July 2001
L % s

Updated on 2002/3/12
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The Government of the Hong Kong Special Administrative Region

PLANNING and LANDS BUREAU

o (X3

RS MURRAY BUILDING, GARDEN ROAD,
HefC EMEFRE HONG KONG

A BMmEE OUR WEBSITE: httpi/www.plb.gov.hk Tel. no. : 2848 2568

4 /Bkeu% OUR REF. Fax no. : 2869 0167

I YOUR REF.

Persopal and Confidential 23 March 2002

The Hon CY Leung, GBS, JP

DTZ Debenham Tie Leung Limited
10/F, Jardine House

Central

Hong Kong

Dear Mr Leung,
West Kowloon Reclamation Concept Plan Competition

Thank you for your letter of 11 March 2002 in which you provided
information regarding the role of DTZ Debenbam Tie Leung in one of the
entries to the competition.

Your letter also provides the information that you are a shareholder
and Managing Director of DTZ Debenham Tie Leung, the names of companies
in the DTZ Group in which DTZ Debenham Tie Leung is the main operating

_company and the names of other companies of which you are a director or
major shareholder.

1 shall inform Lord Rothschild, the Chairman of the Jury, that you
have provided the supplementary declaration agreed upon when the matter was
discussed on 28 February 2002,

Yours sincerely,

Es/l}/ d?f\/\M S~

(Bric Johnson)
Competition Co-ordinator



W ORg A8 -*-{S GOVERNMENT SECRETARIAT

7"1 53 ¥ : HOME AFFAIRS BUREAU
T 25/F, WANCHAI TOWER
s k " 12 HARBOUR ROAD
1H Jl
il WAN CHAI
M= HONG KONG

A< 5 % ¥ OUR REF

H # TEL. No. £ 3102 5060
W 4% B FAXLINE 31025997
By email and courier
16 February 2012
Confidential

Mr Leung Chun Ying, GBM, GBS, JP
House 4, 4 Peel Rise
The Peak, Hong Kong

Dear Mr Leung,
West Kowloon Reclamation Concept Plan Competition
Thank you for your letter dated 15 February 2012.

As reiterated by the Government on various occasions, we
have to take into account considerations of confidentiality as well as
public interest when addressing the issue of disclosure of information on
the captioned subject. We will consider the requests in your letter dated
15 February 2012 for disclosing additional information and/or documents
on the basis of the aforementioned considerations.

In this connection, we would be grateful for your express
confirmation that you have no objection to the proposed disclosure of the
following documents, irrespective of the requests in your letter dated
15 February 2012 for disclosing additional information and/or
documents: -

i) Letter dated 21 February 2002 from Mr Eric Johnson to you
(Annex 1);

HABCS 10




i) Declaration by Members of the Jury made by you on
25 February 2002 (Annex 2);

iil) Letter dated 11 March 2002 from you to Mr Eric Johnson
(Annex 3); and

iv) Letter dated 23 March 2002 from Mr Eric Johnson to you
(Annex 4).

Regarding the document on the process of selecting winning
entries (Annex 5), which is based on the Jury Report, and your voting
record (Annex 6), we have made refinements to present the voting
process in further detail and in a manner which is consistent with
considerations of confidentiality (both in respect of the jurors and of other
entrants) and public interest. We would also be grateful for your express
confirmation that you have no objection to the proposed disclosure of
these two annexes, irrespective of the requests in your letter dated
15 February 2012 for disclosing additional information and/or documents.

Your responses to the above will be taken into account by
the Government on the subject of disclosure.

On the question of the discovery of the company associated
with you being among the project team members of an entrant on the
preliminary list of winning entries, as indicated in Mr Eric Johnson's
letter dated 21 February 2002, the completed declarations were scheduled
to be reviewed by the organizer and Lord Rothschild on 24 February
2002 before the adjudication process started on 25 February 2002. The
Competition Team received your declaration as per Amnex 2 on
25 February 2002. As mentioned in the press release on the captioned
subject on 8 February 2012, the discovery was made by the Competition
Team after the voting process had been completed. The Competition
Team informed you of the finding in the morning of 28 February 2002.
You reported the matter to the Jury, which decided to disqualify the entry
concerned.



As stated in the Government’s response on 14 February 2012
to enquiries about the issue of press release on 8 February, we will not
comment on media reports based on anonymous sources.

Yours sincerely,

for Secretary for Home Affairs

Encl.
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Annex 1

FLANMING and LANDS BUREAU
MURRAY BUBDING, GARDEN ROAD,
HONG KONG

Eric Jobnson tel. no. 1 2348 2563
E-mail : e.johnson@plb.govhk

AR OUR WEBSITE: hitp:/fwww.pib.gov.hk Agnes Tang tel. no. 2948 2570
ARG OUR REF: ' ' B-mail 1 aiktang@plb.gov.hk

Fax No, 1 2845 2439

S
HEGEI YOUR B8

;n

BY FAX

21 February 20072

?@xsesxai apg Confidental

Wast Kowloon Reclamation Concept Plan Competition
“““““““““ Further 0 my letters of 29 Jammary and 7 F@‘bmar‘ 2002, 1 attach the
p}:opo"w programme for ‘r}ac week of the Jury meeting. The pro”rsmwe has the
general approval of the Chairmarn of the Jury and e Soo;:etau v for Planping and

There are 2 pumber of points that 1 should like to highlight, as follows — :

.W«

~

 Sunday 24
the Fury meeting vemue, 3

- presenfaiion boards at ;

iy H .T:i, Low mo <\, so‘. ek

b4 i

all jurors may bave 8 good sight of all of the boards in ar
adiuddication begins on 25 Febru ary. Individual jurors are free <;o '€'C Ad aj: times of

their choosing during morming and afiernoon sessions.

s

Afrer copsultation with Lord Rothschild, we are seifing wp the

ERL fab,on @oams o "ﬂewmg M/‘ﬁ?défw to -the cafegory info whick - the
6;*10 eniries were ps‘.afao' the Technieal Panel. A layout plen will be
Ho? for you on az':iva_'z at Cits

g é% *“4

L"'T
9: 7



Prehiminaries

The morning of 25 February will be devoted roainly to consideration vf
the report of the Technical Panel and adopting a sirategy for the adjudication process.
As required by the Competition Document, the Chairman of the Technical Panel,

Mr Bosco Fung, will attend the meetings of the Ruy to present the Panel’s
ASSESSMENts.

Lunch on 25 Febsuary will be hosted by the Secretary for Planning and
Lands, Mr John Tsang, Jf you have any special dietaty requirerments, please let me
Fknow beforehand.

In the aftemcon, jurors will be taken o view the West Kowl
Reclamation area from one of two suitable vantage poinfs. Afterwards, there wil
a further opportunity for viewing of the presentation boards.

1

on
be
Adjudication sessions

The 26. 27 and the momming of 28 TFebruary will be devoted
adiudication of the entries

RO,

Media confersnce on 28 February

Lord Rothschild bas consented to chair » media conference in e
afternoon of 28 February to announce the winming entries. The evemt will be
broadeast live on the Covernment's internet home page.  We hope that all jurors will
be available 10 attend the media conference o assist Lord Rotbschild in answenng
questions fom the floor and make themselves available for post-conference
nterviews with the media. The Secreiary for Planaing and Lands and the Director of
Planning will also be attending.

Cacktail reception on 2% ¥ebruary

The Secretary for Flanming and Lands wilt hold a cockesil reception at
Government House in honouwr of the Fury. We have invited members of the

Technical Papel and a wide varety of people in the commuunity, mcluding

represeniatives of te professional orgapizations and advisory bodies with ap inferest
in the project.  We anticipate an attenddnce of about 140 people.

Kindly note that there will be no need for formal attire at any of the
functions in the programwme for the Jury.

Fe
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In addition —
Conflict of mterest declarations

Before the Techmical Panel met, I sought the Professional Adviser’s
advice on whether the competition requireméenis concerning incligibility of certain
persons 2nd o maintaining anonymity throughout the assessment process should be
supplemented with declarvations of interest by Pamel members. He advised as
follows —

B3 PY

[ think it is not an imposition, on Technicol Panel members, Jury members, or
anyome officially conmecied with the competition to declore whether or rot
their association with a contestant or @ business represents o conflict of
inierest, either real ov implied. [ would be happy to review such cases on ar
individual basis if your group feels it would be helpfil. Normally, oIl Jurors
and Technical Pamel members are espected to sign o binding agreement of
confidentiality and conflict of interest notification, such as the one you have
developed.”

The declaration form wused on that occasion was comepleied by al
members of the Technical Papel and Mr Lacy. Lord Rothschild is content that
simmilar forme should be completed by jurors.

o
0

}’ £

- 1 attach the declaration form and should be grateful if you would
complete it and return it to me by fax by 23 February.

Please note the following points before completing the form —
; & k’ &

&) paragraph 16 of the General Conditions in the Competiion Document

provides among other things fhat the wembers of the Jury, ther
immediate family mewmbers, their exmployees, their ciose professional
associatés and any compeny of which they are a divector ©f major
sharehiolder are ineligible to enter the competition;

() as regards imumediate famwily wembers, employess apd  close

professional associates, the onus is or the prospective participant ©
check whether he has such a relationship with any member of the Jury,
s0 that he does not enter the competition when ineligible, Hence it i
sufficient in the declaration form for the furor to declare io the best of

x his knowledge (in item ()} or belief (n item (0));

(i) itis not incumbent upon jnrors to make enguiries of any close associate
or contact (o astertain whether or not they have entered the competition;

s R



(iv) where item (b) applies, perhaps because the juror has been told by
someone that he has entered the competition, this will not necessazily be
2. problem, as the likelihood is that no confhict of interest will arise if the
juror has not participated in the cotrant’s project and. does not know
which of the entries is from that entrant;

(v)  as regards directorships and majority shereholdings, the juror is assumed
0 be aware of the activities of his compamies, if any, and the opus is
therefore on him to ensure that none enters the competition.  Hence the
declaration. here - with a choice between items (), (&) and (e) in the
form - assuznes full knowledge on e paxt of the declarant; and

(vi) the completed declarations will be reviewed imitially by the orgamizer
2nd Lord Rothschild on 24 February and be discussed at the frst Jury
meeting on 25 February. it is therefore =ssental that you retumn the

completed form to me by 23 February.

Policy appraissl of entxies

The Competition Brief states that the submitted proposals should be i
compliznce with the policy objectives of the Government in promoting arts and
cultare. Briefly, these are to support and promete the development of the arts and
culture in Hong Kong and the preservation of the community’s caltural beritage.

The Governmment promotes (he pluralistic development of the cultural scene in Hong
Kong and aimas to make avsilable © fhe commmumty 2 wide choice of arts and cultural
.

fac1iales.

he Home Affairs Bureau, whick is responsible for arts and cultural
policy, has sssessed fhe individuel eniries, in strict confidence, a5 to their broad
comsistency with the Government's policy objectives in prometing the arts and
culture. - :

x1

1 of the entries are broadly consistent with the
poficy objectives, whereas 1% eniries are cither broadly inconsistent with them

The Bureau finds that 1

% 7
epiries) or fail to provide sufficient nformation w0 allow proper a550ssment (1%
entries). The 7 entries broadly inconsistent with the policy nbjectives either fil to

orovide sufficient cultural facilities or put far 100 much cmphiasis on sports and/or
entertzinment facilities. These entries carry the setial aumbers 014, 031, 035, 075,
113, 120 and 140. The 11 entries failing o provide sufficient information 0 allow
propet.assessment Carty the serial numbers 003, 021,029, 076, 978, 079, 0983, 117,
122, 123 and 139

Techpical Panel’s Category 2 (entties which fall to mee

All of the 18 entries whose seriel numbers aze quoted above are n the

i s the techuical requirements Of
fhe competizion brief in rportant respects).

™

Y



The remaining 12 entries - out of the grand totai of 161 - were not
assessed by the Home Affairs Bureau, as the Techmical Panel has recommended their
disquakification. (The Pancl decided that its findings should be made known w0 the
Bureau fo assist if in ifs task.)

With best regards,

Yours sincerely,

(Eric Johnson)
Competition Co-ordinator



Wast Kowicon Reclamation Concept Plan Competition
PROGRAMME FOR THE JURY
21 February to 2 March 2002
(As ot 21 February)

10. OO sm— | Viewing of entry presentation boards at City Hall by individual l
100 pm g | jurors at times converient to them (morRing sesgioi) i
: ; |
230 pm— | Viewing of eniry D"CéC"{ﬁoj?Ol’? Doards at City Hall by individual i
6.00 pm. l jurors at times convenient o them (afternoon session) 1
| | |
13.00om i Preparatory meeting at City Hall attended by the Chairman of the |
.Tury, the Fro fossmml Advisor, the Chelzman of the Technical Panel 3
tand Cac \Jompdmo Co-ordinator, to discuss the Jury’s work t

‘ | programeme and related activities
| |

wnaa zicm,
C? AIFTaR’S O, rcninv remarks
Conflict of interest declarations
| Report by the Chairman of the Technical Panel
Consideration of the Report of f,r’m c‘mm@i Fanel
Consideration af adjudicaiion pirc

e w_._,_‘,_.”,..,«-

.""—v‘\\ ..

o~
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Adjudication of entries (until [2.30 pm)

S-commiirents

ith, other memberfs of the: Jory

o fi
t
O
=

Jury meeting at City Hali
Azenda
Adjudication of entries (until 5.3G pm)

\.-. »"I‘rv Sy
?’?ry meeting at City Hall
Agenda
Adjudication of entries | / umtil 12.30 pm)

Sibjeet 16 individual comumitments, with other fienibers of

=

Jury meeting at City Hall.
Agendo
Adjudication of entries (until 5.30 pm)

_JVE)‘?IR’W‘ .

Jury meemnc at Cix a&}
Agenda

Adjudication of entries (continued, if necessary)
Fury’s views on winning entries {for publication}
Edentity of winners

Farmand content of the Jury Report
Arvangements for the rest of the day

iy oM ROIENES] with ofHE

Media confersnce chaired by Lord Rothschild, accompanied by tbe

Secretery for Planning and Lands, st Central Government Of fice
New Amnexe, Lower Aisoeri Road, 10 anmounce and display &
winning enities; other Fury menbers, Professional Advisor nd
Director of f Planming to aitend

£30pim—  {Opportunity for one-on-one interviews by the media with mexibers
5:0Qpm. £ the Fury and-senior officials




and represengatives of professional organizaton
and govertimens degartments concerned '

né

N

advisoty, bedies.

Pl
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Wast Bowleon Rechamation Concept Fian Competition

DECLARATION BY MEMBERS OF THE JURY

1, being a member of the Tury for the West Kowloon Reclamation Concept Plan Comopetition,
declare that I have resd paragraph 16 of the General Conditions of the Competition Document,

reproduced below:

16, Allthose likely to be in conflict of interest are excluded from the Competition including but
not necessarily limited to the following:

(i} Persons closely associated with the Campetition and ikeir inumediate family members;

(i}  Members of the Jury and. the Techiical Parel, and. the Frofessional Advisor ond their
inunediate family members;

(iii)  An employee, oy person having an employmeni-type contract or ok continuous and close
professional association or partnership with a member in category (i) ond (ii) above; or

(iv) A comparny of which a member in calegory (i) ard (ii} above is o director o MAOF

shareholder.

and that, in relation to paragraph 16 (i), (i) and (iv) above -

@)

- #(b)

w0 the best of my knowledge, none of my immediate family members or employess and. no-
one who hes an employment-type contract or close professional association of partnership
with me, has entered the competition;

T believe that the following, among my immediate family members or employees and those
who have an employment-type contract or close professional association ot parmership with
me, have entered the competition;

Name of entrant Relationship with entrant

(e o e

I am not 2 director or wmajor shareholder of any company;
no comapany of which 1 axn. a director or major sharcholder has entered the competifion;

a company of which I em a director of major sharehclder has entered the cornpetition. The
company’s name is:

7.understand fat the extries to the competition are issued to me for my personal and confidential
assessment and that the adjudication of entries is to be carried out in strict confidence.

* delete (a) or (b); if you delzste Signed
(a), cormplete (B}

i Name
# deletefcomplete as appropriate;
whichever one applies, dele’e the Date

other two




Annex 2

West Kowloon Reclamation Concept Flan Competition
DECLARATION BY MEMBERS OF THE JURY
I, being a member of the. Jury for the West Kowloon Reclamation Concept Plan Competition,

declare that I have read paragraph 16 of the General Conditions of the Competition Document,
reproduced below: ‘

16. Al those likely to be in conflict of interest are excluded from the Competition including but
not necessarily limited to the following:

G) Persons closely associated with the Competition and their immediate family members,

(i) Members of the Jury and the Technical Panel, and the Professional Advisor and their
immediate family members;

(iii)  An employee, any person having an employment-type contract or al continuous and close
professional association or parinership with a member in category (i) and (ii) above, or

(iv) A company of which a member in calegory (i) and (ii) above is a direclor or major
shareholder.

and that, in relation to paragraph 16 (if), (i) and (iv) above —

*(a) to the best of my knowledge, none of my immediate family members or employees and no-

one who has an employment-type contract or close professional association or partnership
with me, has entered the competition; '

*(b) 1 believe that the following, among my immediate family m@mbers or employees and those
who have an employment-type contract or close prg gional association or partnership with
me, have entered the competition;

Name of entrant Relationship with entrant

#(c) Iam nota director or major shareholder of any company;

#(ﬁmmmﬁy%wmmmwmmm@w;@@m%m&

#(e)y e cotpaT yﬁfwwﬂmﬁéiﬁ%%ﬁma}@%&mh@@@%&mﬁhe@empﬂiﬁ%w@_w

1 understand that the entries to the competition are issued to me for my personal and confidential
assessment and that the adjudication of entries is to be carried out in sttt confidence.

* delete (a) or (b); if you delete Signed
(a), complete (b)
' Name .
# delete/complete as appropriate; I
whichever one applies, delete the Date : , >E \\Qi’} YED

other [wo



PERSONAL & CONFIDENTIAL

Ref: CYMARZ6/im

11 March 2002

Mr Eric Johnson

Planning and Lands Bureau
9/F Murray Building
Garden Road

Hong Kong

Dear Mr Johmson,

West Kowloon Reclamation Concept Plan Competition

T refer to our conversation on 28 February 2002. 1 was in Shenzhen on the
following day, and for the best part of last week, 1 was in Shanghai
attending a Trade Development Council function.

T undertook to come back to you regarding the role of DTZ Debenham Tie
Leung in one of the entries.

1 have been given to understand that one of the entrants named DTZ
Debenham Tie Leung as “Property Advisers™.

I was not aware of this before the Jury, including myself as 2 member, had
completed the voting process. 1 was informed of this well after 10:00 am on
28 February 2002. I took the first opportunity to report this to the Jury that
morning, after brief discussions with my DTZ colleagues. I also undertook
to write to you.

I have spoken to KK Chiu and KB Wong who were among the four DTZ
personnel named by the entrant. I have also read the file that has been
handed to me by XB Wong. To the best of my knowledge, the following
was the sequence of events. These events were in essence the same as what
I reported to the Jury on the moming of 28 February 2002.

)

-




1. DTZ was approached by Davis Langdon & Seah, a firm of quantity
surveyors, in September 2001 to provide land value, on 8 no fee basis,
based on the schedule of accommodation and free-hand sketches of 2
design concept.

™~

KB Wong wrote to LWK & Partners on 18 September 2001,
providing his opinion of land premium for the retail, residential, hotel
and office uses. The last paragraph of his letter says “the estimations
are however rough ball park indications and are subject to the terms
of sale and other development conditions. They are based on. current
market prices. Itis also important to note that the factor of time value
(i.e. the effect of discounting the future land sale revenuo to present
day value) has not been reflected in the above calculation.”

2

Tn response to queries by Davis Langdon & Seah, KB Wong wrote
the second and last Jetter on 25 September 2001 clarifying certain
assumptions used in his earlier letter.

4. There has been no agreement or understanding between DTZ and
Davis Langdon & Seah or anyone olse for any future role or fees in
respect of this exercise. Neither was there any indication or promise
of future work if the entrant wins the competition.

|9,

On 25 September 2001, a secretary of DTZ faxed over information of
the firm and brief CV of KK Chiu, KB Wong and two other DTZ
personnel. These pames Were given in a paragraph headed “the key
personnel who worked on the project”. This was the end of DTZ’s
correspondence with the entrant and the end of DTZ’s involvement.

Like other professional firms, DTZ has a practice of checking against
potential conflict of interest, to avoid subsequent and conflicting
instructions on the same mater. As the indication of site value to Davis
Langdon & Seah and LW & Partners was not a formal instruction and was
not fee paying, it does not feature amongst our assignments and was not

given a Valuation Job number.

~
)

y oy e - - o
Lo Vi Tgl (8579 7307 0885 MWL Fex 1332y 2530 1535
o/F sgrdire House, Cendral Heng Kong



To complete my declaration, I attach a full list of companies in the DTZ
Group, in which DTZ Debenham Tie Leung is the main operating company.
T am 2 shareholder and Managing Director of DTZ Debenham Tie Leung. I
also attach names of other companies, including publicly listed companies,
of which 1 am a director or major sharebolder. To the best of my
knowledge, with the exception of the correspondence described above, none
of these companies had any interests or involverment in the Competition.

Yours sincerely,

y
Vs
C.Y.Leung

Encl.




DIRECTORSHIPS

P C e

OF LEUNG CHUN YING

L Naime of Comparny

i Place of
' hzcmpomtiam

Date of
Comnmencenment
of Directorsiip

Nature of
Business

s -
iDTZ Debenham Tie Leung
%Proj'ect'Services Ld.

i
|

1
iHong Kong

Project Consultancy |53 june 1998

Project Management
'DTZ Debenham Tie Leung :
; P' R o { Property
\Property Management Lid. IHong Kong 01 May 1996
: Management
lT‘TZ Debenham Lie Leung
11nvc<t ments Services Ltd. ‘;Hong Kong Dormant 14 October 1998

‘DT7 Debenham Tie Leung
!/\sse\s Management Lid.

i
| E————

[}
]

\09 October 1998

DTz
iLtd

EHOﬂg Kong lDonnant
|
1
B . : IReal Estate
Debenham Tie Leung i . }
‘ s ‘Hong Kong Consultants 30 November 1991

%DTZ worid.com Ltd.

‘Hong Kong

\27 June 2000
1

iDT7 Debenham Tie Leuny

\. -Commerce
i
|Real Estate

Beijing :Beijing |Consultancy 12 August 1997
DTZ Debenham Tie Leung — \R al Estate ! i
IShanghai 'Shanghai suitancy \126 December 1992 |
i H
S . ‘ | x -
D17 Dcbenham Tie Leung —; iReal Estate “ |
;Guangzhou iGuangzhou ‘Consultancy \01 Decernber 1997 |
|
DTZ ‘Debenham Tiec Leung —! \Rca [ Estate |
Tranjin Tianjin \Consultancy 19 July 1998 1
L ; 1 §
PTZ Debenham Tie Leung - : Real Estate f i
Palian ‘Dalian Consultancy \\25 January 1993 !
N ‘: » |
D17 Dehenham Tie Leung — Rea) Estate |
Chon 2qing :Chongaging Consultancy 12 November 199 9J
| ]‘;British Virgin |
:hI\ Millenmium Ltd. 'slands Tnvestment Holdings [25 October 1999
S S
! British Virgin
AWintruck Worldwide Lid.  Islands Tnvestment Holdings |19 November 1999
, ‘ .
!
r____,n,_.__ ______
'DT7 acific Holdings L. il)lauii Virgin Investment Holdings |20 November 1999
| B4

L

Updated on 20027312




R

iBritish Virgin

iDTZ Tie Leung Co. Ltd. Islands Tnvestment Holdings |19 November 1999
| TBritish Virgin

CY Leung (China) Ltd. Islands Dormant 16 August 1995
CY Leung & Co. Ltd. Hong Kong Dormant 21 December 1999
LIianson Investments Ltd. Hong Kong Dormant 22 June 1994
\Beson Investments Ltd. IHong Kong Dormant 22 June 1994

i

IBrilliant Time Investment
Lid.

i
[Hong Kong

Service Company

06 April 1993

ACE Link Property Ltd.

British Virgin
Jslands

Investment Holdings

21 Septembex 2001

British Virgin

DTZ Japan Ltd. Investment Holdings |28 September 2001

o Islands

|EuroAsia Properties Ltd. i‘lg;séls Virgin Investment Holdings |21 Septeraber 2001

Dragon Foundation Ltd. Hong Kong Chax."xty/pubho 12 February 2000

1 services

1 H

|Tumbo Land Ltd. Hong Kong Family Assets 15 December 1994

*‘" i

ILotvest Lid. |Hong Kong Family Assets 13 April 1983

- i A

{Onc Country Two Systems Public Polic

[Research Institute Ltd. \Hong Kong Y 06 June 1990

| : Research

{

*\ Development of

China Homes Ltd. ‘ affordable housing in

Singapore Mainland China 28 August 1998

E !

i;*Global China Technology

IGroup Ltd. Hong Kong Technology & Media |20 July 2000
Business Space

Ascendas Pte Ltd Singapore Investor 25 April 2001

Dao |leng Bank Group Ltd. Bermuda Holding Company |21 July 2001

Dao Heng Bank Ltd. Hong Kong Banking 27 July 2001

Dao Heng Finance Ltd. Hong Kong Finance 27 July 2001

Overseas Trust Bank Ltd.  |Hong Kong Banking 27 July 2001

Updated on 2002/3/12
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n% of the Hong Kong Special Administrative Region

The Governm

]

PLANNING and LANDS BUREAU

A EB MURRAY BUILDING, GARDEN ROAD,
HTCEEEFRE HONG KONG
AFE@EE OUR WEBSITE: http://www.plb.gov.hk Tel. no. : 2848 2563
U — : Fax no. : 2869 0167
FeE AT YOUR REF.:
Personal and Confidential 23 March 2002

The Hon C Y Leung, GBS, JP

DTZ Debenham Tie Leung Limited

10/F, Jardine House !
Central
Hong Kong

Dear Mr Leung,
West Kowloon Reclamation Concept Plan Competition

Thank you for your letter of 11 March 2002 in which you provided
information regarding the role of D1Z Debenbam Tie Leung in one of the
entries to the competition.

Your letter also provides the information that you are a shareholder
and Managing Director of DTZ Debenham Tie Leung, the names of companies
in the DTZ Group in which DTZ Debenham Tie Leung is the main operating

_company and the names of other companies of which you are a director or
major shareholder.

I shall inform Lord Rothschild, the Chairman of the Jury, that you

have provided the supplementary declaration agreed upon. when the mafter was
discussed on 28 February 2002.

Yours sincerely,

E e (0ntre

(Eric Johnson)
Competition Co-ordinator



Annex 3
West Kowloon Reclamation Concept Plan Competition

Process of Selecting Winning Entries

1. All entries were shown to the Jury on an anonymous basis and each was
represented by a serial number. The Jury agreed upon an elimination process for
selecting the first prize winner, the second prize winner and three honourable
mentions by casting votes. There were a total of 10 jurors.

Selection of first prize winner on 26 February 2002
2. The first prize winner was selected in the following manner —

(a) Each member of the Jury was invited to vote for five entries meriting further
consideration as the winning entry, on a non-binding basis and without ranking
them (Round 1 - Voting). 20 entries were selected in this way. After
reviewing the votes cast, the Jury decided that the nine entries with the most
votes should be discussed further. The entry, which was subsequently found to
be associated with MrCY Leung (hereafter referred to as “the Entry
Concerned”), was among these nine entries.

(b) The aforesaid nine entries with the most votes were each brought in front of the
Jury in the order of their serial numbers. Individual Jury members discussed
specific aspects which they felt merited the Jury’s consideration.

(c) Members then each cast one vote on a non-binding basis to select a winner from
the nine entries discussed (Round 2 - Voting). After reviewing the votes cast,
the Jury decided to discuss further the three entries receiving the most votes.
The Entry Concerned was among these three entries.




(d) After thorough discussion of all the three entries concerned, each Jury member
cast a binding vote to select the first prize winner (Round 3 - Voting). The
selected entry was from a team led by Foster and Partners.

Selection of second prize winner on 26 February 2002
3. The second prize winner was selected in the following manner —

(a) The eight entries remaining from the original group of nine considered for
selection as the first prize winner were again displayed in turn.  After
discussion, five entries (including the Entry Concerned) were nominated for
further consideration (Round 4 -  This round involved discussion only. No
voting took place).

(b) Members then each cast a non-binding vote for one entry from the five selected
entries (Round 5 - Voting ).  After reviewing the votes cast, the Jury decided to
discuss the three entries receiving the most votes. The Entry Concerned was
among these three entries.

(c) Each of these three entries was placed before the Jury in turn for further detailed
discussion, after which each member cast a binding vote to select the second
prize winner (Round 6 - Voting ). The selected entry was from a team led by
Mr Philip Y K Liao.

Selection of honourable mentions on 27 February 2002

4. The three entries awarded honourable mentions (of equal standing) were
selected in the following manner —

(a) The Jury decided to award honourable mention prizes to entries presenting
interesting alternative ways of tackling the competition site.

(b) The seven entries remaining from the group of eight considered for selection as
the second prize winner were again displayed in turn. Members of the Jury
were invited to nominate any one entry from among these seven, or any other
entry (even though not among these seven), that in their view merited further
consideration. After discussion (no votes were taken), six entries (including

2



the Entry Concerned) were nominated.

(c) Members discussed all of the entries nominated and cast binding votes for the
three entries to be awarded honourable mentions (Round 7 - Voting).

(d) The Entry Concerned was one of the three entries with the highest votes to be
awarded honourable mentions.

Disqualification of the Entry Concerned on 28 February 2002

5. On 28 February 2002 before the announcement of the competition results,
the Competition Team informed Mr Leung of the finding that a project team
member of an entrant on the preliminary list of winning entries, namely the Entry
Concerned, appeared to be associated with him. Mr Leung reported the matter to
the Jury that morning, and the Jury decided to disqualify the Entry Concerned.
Disregarding the disqualified entry, the three entries receiving the most votes in
Round 7 were selected as the honourable mentions.



Annex 6
West Kowloon Reclamation Concept Plan Competition

Voting Record of Mr C Y Leung

Rounds of Voting Mr C Y Leung’s vote

26 February 2002

Round 1 - Voting Mr Leung was absent from this round
(Selection of 20 entries for  of voting. He selected 18 entries
further consideration) during the viewing session on

25 February 2002. At Round 1, 7 of
these 18 entries were also voted for by
other jurors.  Although Mr Leung
was absent, it was agreed by other
jurors that his selection should be
added to the tally of votes (i.e. adding
one more vote to the total number of
votes received by these 7 entries).

Out of Mr Leung’s 18 selected entries,
6 (including the Entry Concerned )
were among the top 9 entries with the
most votes. It was agreed that these
9 entries should be discussed further.
The Entry Concerned received a total
of 4 votes in this round of voting.

Round 2 - Voting Mr Leung voted for the Entry
(Non-binding vote to select ~ Concerned, which received 3 out of
the first prize winner from the 10 votes in this round of voting.

0 entries with the most votes

in Round 1)

* The entry, which was subsequently found to be associated with Mr C Y Leung, is
referred to as “the Entry Concerned”.
1



Round 3 - Voting
(Binding vote to select the
first prize winner from the 3

entries with the most votes
in Round 2)

Round 4

(Discussion to nominate 5
entries from the 8§ entries
remaining from the original
group of 9 considered for
selection as the first prize
winner. ~ No voting took
place)

Round 5 - Voting
(Non-binding vote to select
the second prize winner from

the 5 entries nominated in
Round 4)

Round 6 - Voting
(Binding vote to select the
second prize winner from the

3 entries with the most votes
in Round 5)

27 February 2002

Round 7 - Voting

(Binding votes for three
entries to select the three
honourable mentions)

Mr Leung voted for the Entry
Concerned, which received 2 out of
10 votes in this round of voting.

The Entry Concerned was among the
5 nominated entries.

Mr Leung voted for the Entry
Concerned, which received 3 out of
10 votes in this round of voting.

Mr Leung did not vote for the Entry
Concerned, which received 1 out of
10 votes in this round of voting.

Mr Leung voted for three entries,
including the Entry Concerned, which
received 9 out of 30 votes in this
round of voting. Given that the 30
votes consisted of each of the 10
jurors voting for 3 entries, this meant
that 9 out of the 10 jurors cast a vote
for the Entry Concerned.
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Mir Leung Chun Ying, GBM, GBS, I?P
House 4, 4 Peel Rise
The Peak, Hong Kong
Dear Mr Leung,
West Kowloon Reclamation Concept Plan Competition

&

Thank you.for your letter dated 20 February 2012.

The statements made by the Gowvettiment on § Kebruary
2012 were in response to enquiries from the media on the captioned
matter. As reitersted by the Government on various occasions, including
our letter to you dated 16 February 2012, we have to take into account
the considerations of confidentiality as well as- the public interest when
addreqsme the issue of disclosute. of information in relation to the West
Kowioon Reclamation Concept Flan Compe’ntmn We would like to
emphas*ze that the Government has acted fmpartially in respect of the
matter of disclosure.

Four of the six afinexes to our previous letiers werte relevant
primafy documents proposed for disclosure to the publie. We note that
zM have expresséd cencert about the '»,feramty axﬁ accumcy of the

formation: contained, in our prpwmm es’r n
é 6 enclosed thevewih fotr your consider
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thar Annexes 5
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disclosure. The said Annexes were prepared based on the
contemporaneous records, and the information contained in the Annexes
is true and accurate. The matters you identified in paragraphs (a) to (c) of
your letter of 20 February 2012 were not differences in substance, but
represent different and more refined ways of presenting and explaining
what actually happened at the time with considerations of confidentiality
and the public interest in mind, so that the readers will be able to view
the voting record in context.

Specifically, our responses to paragraphs (a) to {c) are set
out below — ‘

(a) As Round 4 only involved discussion to nominate entries
for selection of the second prize winner and no actual voting
took place, we did not present this “nomination round” in
Annex 4 to our letter dated 14 February 2012. However, as
explained in our letter dated 16 February 2012, we have
made refinements to present the voting process in further
detail, hence the description in Annex 6 to our subsequent
letter was amended to include information about the
“nomination round”, making it 7 rounds of voting and
discussions (as opposed to 6 rounds of voting).

(b) There is no contradiction between the descriptions on the
“Binding vote to select the second prize winner” in the
annexes to our letters dated 14 and 16 February 2012.
Annex 4 to our letter dated 16 February 2012 seeks to

highlight the Entry Concerned, which is the subject of
public interest.

(c) As stated in Annex 5 on the “Process of Selecting Winning
Entries” to our letter of 16 February 2012, for the selection
of the three entries awarded honourabie mentions, Members
of the Jury were invited to nominate any one entry from
among, the seven entries remaining from the group of eight
considered for selection as the second prize winner, or any
other entry (even though not among these seven), that in
their view merited further consideration. After discussion, 6
entries (including the Entry Concerned) were nominated.
Each member were to vote for three entries among the 6
nominated entries. There was no suggestion that after the
second prize winner was selected, there were only four
entries left for the selection of three honourable mentions.



As you may be aware, the House Committee of the
Legislative Council (“LegCo”) has scheduled a meeting on 24 February
2012 to discuss “Issues relating to allegations of conflict of interests in
the West Kowloon Reclamation Concept Plan Competition”, and has
further requested the Government to provide information relevant to the
allegations of conflict of interests involving yourself and one of the
entrants therein. The Government has fully considered the matter and
decided to disclose to the House Committee information relevant to
those allegations.

We enclose herewith the LegCo House Committee Paper
and its annexes. Some of the annexes are identical to those sent to you
in our earlier letters but some have been revised so as to explain the
voting process in further detail and in a manner which is consistent with
considerations of confidentiality (both in respect of the jurors and of

other entrants) and the public interest. In this connection, we have also-

taken into account your views and suggestions as contained in your said
letter as part of the considerations of confidentiality as well as the public

interest when addressing the scope of the disclosure to the House
Committee.

Yours sincerely,

i~

for Secretary tor Home Affairs

A2l



