CB(1)1251/12-13(03)

To: £ RTHEHEZE <landsupply@cedd.gov.hk>
From: Ken Lo
Date: 06/06/2013 11:16AM

Cc. EREEHKEET <panel_dev@legco.gov.hk>
Subject: Re: Fwd: Fwd: [{8(b T fLETRRE - FENEEINES HTRIER

Dear Sirs,

| attach a copy of an article (Chinese only) criticizing the way that the current
consultation is being handled. This is another example of what speaker(s) from Shatin
had criticized on 1 June 2013.

The matter goes to the core of the basic integrity and trust in our system. We cannot
allow these problems to go on anymore; otherwise our system will fail. Please let the
public including the people in Peng Chau have an official answer and (if applicable) a
good apology without further delay.

Yours faithfully,
Kenneth Lo

http://hk.apple.nextmedia.com/realtime/news/20130606/51459171
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On 2 June 2013 15:10, Ken Lo wrote:
Dear Mr. Yeung,

Thank you for your last email. | have watched the meeting of the Development Panel
at Legco on 1 June 2013. There are numerous objections to reclamation, etc., and our
Legco members voiced several concerns, questions and criticisms. The Chairman had
also expressed certain views that are similar to my last email enquiries about
reclamation in Central Waters.

The Government has the duty to come to Peng Chau to explain to all parties
concerned the reclamation in Central Waters and how it will, might and/or would
possibly affect Peng Chau. Last year, our Rural Committee asked representatives
from CEDD to come and all of us had voiced objections, which seems to have been
entirely ignored. | do not understand why the Government does not come to meet us
again.

As the deadline for objections and comments to CEDD is 20 June 2013, | fear that
most if not all of the people in Peng Chau will be wrongfully deemed to have
consented to the reclamation. Although you must be aware that letters of objection
and comments from concerned groups and individuals have already been submitted,
the way that the authority is handling the consultation is being publicly challenged as
evidenced by the Legco meeting yesterday. Please confirm that such wrongful view is
not taken by the CEDD or anyone in the Government.

If I have correctly heard what the Secretary said at the Legco meeting yesterday, at
the next stage of the consultation, you will officially announce the location or
locations of the artificial island or islands in Central Waters involving basically Peng



Chau, Hei Ling Chau, Lamma Island and Cheung Chau. This will come very soon
this year as the decision is already made pending certain studies that are, frankly,
incomprehensible to layman like me. No information has been officially released
about the shipping routes and the harbour operations mentioned at the meeting. All |
can remember is a tiny drawing with tiny prints in a certain puzzle-like PowerPoint
slide that does not tell me anything about what those studies are. Please give us and
the public of Hong Kong a clear picture of what those studies are about. What
purposes will they serve? Are these studies that would require public funding? If so,
how much?

| hope | am wrong but | have a very strong impression that the Government has made
its own decision on reclamation in Central Waters before the expiry of the 2nd stage
consultation.

In the circumstances, as a resident in Peng Chau and a nature lover, | have no choice
but to notify you by this email that again | have the strongest objection to the option
of creating artificial island or islands in Central Waters as proposed by the
Government in March 2013. | will submit a full objection document in due course.

Yours faithfully,
Kenneth Lo

On 9 May 2013 09:12, <landsupply@cedd.gov.hk> wrote:
Dear Mr Lo,

Thank you for your email. | would like to respond to your questions collectively as
follows:

In January 2012 when the stage 1 public engagement was half-way conducted, in
response to stakeholder suggestions, the government announced 25 illustrative
possible reclamation sites outside Victoria Harbour which were divided into four
categories comprising artificial islands, reclamation to connect islands, reclamation
upon artificial or disturbed shoreline and reclamation on sites close to natural but not
protected shoreline. When publicizing these sites, the government had emphasized
that they did not constitute a list of selected sites confirmed for implementation but
were specific examples to facilitate the public to consider the eight initial site
selection criteria for reclamation. Therefore, the previous proposal for reclamation
to connect Peng Chau and Hei Ling Chau (B1) in stage 1 PE is only an illustrative
example.

The public opinions on reclamation outside the Victoria Harbour collected from stage
1 public engagement were mixed with supporting and objecting views. Most of the
objecting views came from signature campaigns organised in the local communities
and focused on several illustrative reclamation sites among the 25 sites that might
cause greater impacts on the environment and the community. Separately, members



of the public generally agreed on the eight site selection criteria with guiding
principles in accordance with the social, environmental and economic benefits, and
with particular emphasis on the criteria relating to the environmental, marine
ecological and social impacts.

Having regard to the criteria for selecting reclamation sites, we propose five potential
near shore reclamation sites comprising Lung Kwu Tan,Ma Liu Shui, Siu Ho Wan
and Sunny Bay at Lantau North, as well as Tsing Yi Southwest. The total area of
these reclamation sites is about 600 ha. For Lung Kwu Tan, Siu Ho Wan and Sunny
Bay, there are more convenient land and marine transport and less impacts on the
environment and the community, whilst Ma Liu Shui and Tsing Yi Southwest could
be implemented as extensions to the current new towns of Sha Tin and Tsuen
Wan/Tsing Yi as the two reclamation sites are close to existing new towns and
strategic highways.

Apart from the near shore reclamation sites, we have also considered the option of
artificial islands, and reviewed the eastern waters, the central waters and the western
waters of Hong Kong outside the Victoria Harbour. The eastern waters are bound by
extensive shorelines of high ecological value and remote from existing infrastructure
whilst the western waters are already heavily constrained by a number of major
infrastructure projects. The central waters (between Hong Kong Island and Lantau)
however can generally avoid shorelines of high ecological value and if artificial
islands are provided with suitable transport infrastructure, they could be extended as
new development areas from the current urban areas. The total area of potential
reclamation sites including both the near shore reclamation and possible artificial
islands in the central waters is about 2 000 to 3 000 ha which could be used for land
reserve and other uses in future.

Despite the fact that there is opportunity to build an artificial island in the central
waters, the size and location of the which are yet to be determined. We shall carry
out strategic studies to assess this initiative's impact on marine traffic safety, port
operations, water quality and marine ecology, and examine the engineering feasibility,
external transport links, possible land uses, etc.

We are now conducting stage 2 PE. Among others, we would like the public to
advise us on what they wish the artificial islands in the central waters to be
used. After the stage 2 PE, we will carry out the above mentioned strategic studies
to identify potential sites in the area for further consideration and public consultation.

Regards,
Ricky Yeung
Engineer, Port Works Division, CEDD



From: Ken Lo

To: "landsupply@cedd.gov.hk" <landsupply@cedd.gov.hk>

Date: 28/04/2013 22:29

Subject: Re: Fwd: Fwd: [B(bL L fERN - FENEEMNES TE]IER
EDMS No.: Doc. Src. :

Dear Mr. Yeung,

How are you? Since the 2nd stage of the consultation has started, | am trying to
clarify how far Peng Chau is still caught by the proposed reclamation under the
category of "Artificial Islands in Central Water." In this connection, | should be
grateful if you would kindly advise:

1. Whether the previous proposal for "reclamation to connect Peng Chau and Hei
Ling Chau" (B1) in Stage 1 of the consultation has become entirely abortive and is to
be ignored?

2. Whether Peng Chau may still be caught by the newly proposed "Artificial Islands
in Central Water" in Stage 2, notwithstanding that Peng Chau has never been
included in the previous 3 proposals for artificial islands, Al-Hei Ling Chau West,
A2-South Cheung Chau, and A3-Lamma North?

You are aware that Peng Chau is a very small island with an area of 99 hectares (0.99
sg. km) only. The new proposal for "Artificial Islands in Central Waters" would
produce land amounting to 2,400 hectares (in addition to the 600 hectares from the
reclamation in the other 5 locations), i.e., over 24 times of the size of Peng Chau.
Would such island or islands be a new piece(s) of land erected independently on the
sea? Or would the island(s) be attached or anchored to any or some or all of the
existing outlying islands, Lamma, Cheung Chau, Hei Ling Chau or Peng Chau?

In Stage 1 of the consultation, you have listed a number of development concerns in
each proposal. Now, what are the main development concerns in respect of the new
proposal for Artificial Islands in Central Waters?

| cannot guess what the Government has on its mind and must ask for your kind
enlightenment.

Before commenting on the 2nd stage consultation, | hope | may have your kind reply
to the above enquiries and questions. Thank you for your attention.

Yours faithfully,
Kenneth Lo



On 15 November 2012 11:33, landsupply@cedd.gov.hk <landsupply@cedd.gov.hk>
wrote:

Dear Mr Lo,

Thanks for your email.

In January 2012, the Government announced 25 possible reclamation sites in
response to the feedback of the public during consultation. The purpose is to give
the public a list of possible reclamation sites to allow more substantive discussions on
the criteria for selecting reclamation sites. In fact, the Government has not decided
the location of reclamation sites outside Victoria Harbour so far.

As mentioned in our earlier email, the Government has collected about 50,000
comments/views, both quantitative and qualitative, from the public during Stage 1
Public Engagement (PE1l). The consultants are conducting a broad technical
assessment of possible reclamation sites. The above process takes a time longer than
we expected. At the moment, we have scheduled to announce the PE1 results and
kick off the Stage 2 Public Engagement in the first quarter of 2013. Please be
assured that we would attach importance to the comments of the public in selecting
reclamation sites. Thank you!

Best regards,

CS Yeung

Engineer

Civil Engineering and Development Department

----Original Message----

From:

Date: Nov 6, 2012 11:53

To: "landsupply@cedd.gov.hk"<landsupply@cedd.gov.hk>

Subj: Re: Fwd: Fwd: [(Z{b L fitEsls - FRNEBEMNES HEIER

Dear Mr. Yeung,

| note from the news that the whole consultation will be deferred to the end of thelst
quarter of 2013 (correct me if I am wrong as news can't be reliable nowadays).
Unfortunately, there is no cancellation of the 25 reclamation sites selected by CEDD,
and poor Peng Chau remains on the list!

The problems are very serious. Soon after the CEDD put Peng Chau on the
reclamation list, speculators have come here to drive up property prices, and rental
also follows. A flat with a roof top in Tung Wan Garden is now asking for HK$3.5
million (previously it must be only half). Rental for a small unit here jumps from
$3-4000 to $6000 or more! These are asking prices, of course, and may be entirely
unreliable or unrealistic. But the sole effect of the proposed reclamation, to me, is
nothing more than greater unbearable hardship to the ordinary people of HK as
evidenced by what has been happening in Peng Chau. If, as some media and
political parties have claimed, the purpose of the reclamation proposed by our



Government is to benefit landlords and developers, speculators, etc., | really can't
comment.

The situation of deferring your decision and cancelling the 25 reclamation sites is the
worst that | can imagine. For buyers or actual users, they simply cannot conduct their
affairs and family planning, If they choose to buy now or to stay in Peng Chau, the
CEDD decision on Peng Chau's future in 2013 may cause them serious losses and
harms. If they don't, such decision in 2013 may further inflate prices here and they
will have absolutely no chance to have a home here. | am talking about those who
might, despite the inflated price and rental now, or might still be able to buy or reside
here. Frankly, even some experienced banks have difficulties in assessing the value
of properties here due to the deferral to 2013. Worst affected are the poor tenants
who need a shelter in Peng Chau, and those who wish to stay in a peaceful
environment. They don't even know whether the conditions here are suitable for them
to stay if in the first quarter of 2013 the reclamation in Peng Chau is to go ahead.

The above are very practical and down-to-earth matters to the public and everyone
concerned including developers (big or small). Please do review this matter and take
out Peng Chau from the selected reclamation list latest by the end of Dec 2012. It is
too obvious that no one supports such action or is sincere in supporting such action!
There must be no further delay in this very crucial and critical matter that affects the
basic livelihood and the accommodation of ordinary people in Hong Kong.

Please let me have your kind reply and please understand the anxiety caused to all
those affected by your decision.

Regards,
Kenneth Lo

2012/10/3 Ken Lo

Dear Mr. Yeung,

Thank you very much for your reply. While | understand the complexities involved in
proposing the potential reclamation sites, | strongly wish that Peng Chau will be
excluded and an announcement by the Government to confirm this be made as soon
as possible.

About the Peng Chau reclamation, many other residents here are as anxious as (if not
more anxious than) myself. The future of our peaceful island will be determined by
your proposed list of reclamation sites.

Thanks again for your kind attention.

Yours faithfully,



Kenneth Lo

2012/10/3 landsupply@cedd.gov.hk <landsupply@cedd.gov.hk>

Dear Mr Lo,

Thank you for your emails expressing views on the possible reclamation proposal to
connect Peng Chau with Hei Ling Chau.

We would like to advise you of the progress of our study as follows.

The Government launched Stage 1 Public Engagement (“PE1”) on “Enhancing Land
Supply Strategy” in November 2011. PE1 was completed in March 2012. We have
collected about 50,000 comments/views, both quantitative and qualitative, from the
public during PEL.

The Social Sciences Research Centre of the University of Hong Kong and consultants
are now collating and analyzing the data. The consultants have also conducted a
broad technical assessment of possible reclamation sites. It takes time to complete
the collation and analysis of the huge data that we have collected. After concluding
PE1 results, we will put forward several potential reclamation and rock cavern
development sites for further public consultation. We understand that members of
the public have strong views on individual reclamation sites. In technical studies and
site selection exercise, we will attach importance to the selection criteria regarding
community impact, taking public views into full consideration. We intend to
announce the PE1 results and kick off the Stage 2 Public Engagement (“PE2”) in the
final quarter of 2012. Thank you.

CS Yeung
Engineer
Civil Engineering and Development Department

----Original Message----
From:
Date: Sep 24, 2012 10:07

To: "+ AR TF2 52 "<landsupply@cedd.gov.hk>
Subj: Fwd: Fwd: [(B({b - HLFETRRS - MENEBEMNES FR]IER

Dear Sirs,

| refer to the captioned matter and forward a copy of my email to the office of our
newly elected Chief Executive for your perusal and further a_ction.

Regards,



Kenneth Lo

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Ken Lo

Date: 2012/9/24

Subject: Re: Fwd: [{Z({b. T L FESRES - NS EMNES HE]IER

To: ceeo@ce-elect-office.hk

Dear Sirs,

| refer to our previous emails concerning the Government's proposed reclamation to
connect Peng Chau and Hei Ling Chau.

| fully support Mr. C.Y. Leung's new policy of developing the north-eastern part of
the New Territories. This is the correct course of a_ction for furthering the interest of
Hong Kong as a whole. In this connection, | believe the exclusion or deletion of the
above proposed reclamation affecting Peng Chau from the intended list of
reclamation sites announced by the CEDD in Jan is soon to be confirmed by the
Government before the end of September (i.e. by the end of this 3rd quarter as
announced previously).

| should be grateful if our newly elected CE, Mr. C.Y. Leung, would kindly confirm
the happy news to all those who are concerned with the proposed reclamation
affecting Peng Chau.

Best regards,
Kenneth Lo,
a resident in Peng Chau

2012/4/27 Ken Lo
Thank you for your attention.

2012/4/27 <ceeo@ce-elect-office.hk>

Kenneth :
WUH —+ A HEEETHREEREER - NERE
(EE TR EA

Ken Lo
25/04/2012 23:23 To ceeo@ce-elect-office.hk

cc




Subject Fwd: [(E{b-LHfftERHE - PPN EEMES
E4)=37)
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Best regards,
Kenneth Lo

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Ken Lo

Date: 2012/3/20

Subject: [(B{b LI HLIESRRS - FENEENEES L EIER

To: devbeng@devb.gov.hk, sdev@devb.gov.hk, landsupply@cedd.gov.hk,
ckhon@cedd.gov.hk, robinkblee@cedd.gov.hk, tspd@pland.gov.hk,
jcfleung@pland.gov.hk, panel dev@legco.gov.hk

Cc:  pengchaurc@yahoo.com, pcrchkwong@yahoo.com, info@pengchau.hk,
isdcadm@isdc.had.gov.hk

B BHTLEEMM CHATE 101 38 TR TAEFhRE AR 4 18
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