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APPLICATION NO. A/NE- LT/628

CHUNG Lap Kee, CHUNG Chor Hei, CHUNG Cheuk Wai and CHUNG
Wing Chun represented by Mr. HUI Kwan Yee

Lots 408 S.B ss.2, 408 S.B ss.3, 408 S.B ss.4, 408 S.B ss.5 and 408 SBRP
(Part) in D.D. 10, Chai Kek Village, Lam Tsuen, Tai Po, New Territories

About 705.6 m®
Block Government Lease (demised for agricultural use)
Approved Lam Tsuen Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) No. S/NE-LT/11

“Agriculture” (“AGR”) (about 84.5%)
“Village Type Development (“V*) (about 15.5%)

Temporary Private Car Park (Private Cars and nght Goods Vehicles) for a
Period of Three Years

1. The Proposal

1.1

1.2

1.3

The applicant seeks planning permission for a temporary private car park
(private cars and light goods vehicles) for a period of three years at the
application site (the Site) (Plan A-1)." According to the Notes of the OZP,
temporary use or development of any land or building not exceeding a period
of three years requires planning permission from the Town Planning Board
(the Board), notwithstanding that the use or development is not provided for
in terms of the OZP. The Site is currently used for the applied use without
valid planning permission.

There will be a total of 27 parking spaces for private cars and light goods
vehicles within the Site (Drawing A-1). The car park will serve local
residents and operate 24 hours a day. No toilet facilities will be erected on the
Site. The Site is accessible via a local track from Chai Kek Road. Plans
showing the site layout and vehicular route from Chai Kek Road to the Site
are at Drawing A-1.

In support of the application, the applicant has submitted the following
documents:
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(@)  application form and attachments received on 22.11.2017 (Appendix
I); and

(b) further information received on 20.12.2017 on minor clarification on
non-provision of toilet facility and no generation of wastewater from
the proposed use (Appendix Ia) (accepted and exempted Jrom
publication and recounting requirement); and

(c)  further information received on 28.12.2017 on minor clarification on
the vehicular ingress/egress of the Site (Appendix Ib) (accepted and
exempted from publication and recounting requirement).

1.4 Part of the Site is the subject of two previous applications (No. A/NE-LT/530
and 616) (Plan A-2) submitted by two of the applicants of the subject
application (Mr. CHUNG Cheuk Wai and Mr. CHUNG Wing Chun) each for
the development of a proposed house (New Territories Exempted House
(NTEH) — Small House), which were rejected by the Board on review in 2015
and the Rural and New Town Planning Committee (the Committee) in 2017
respectively.

Justifications from the Applicant

The justifications put forth by the applicant in support of the application are detailed
in Part 9 of the application form and attachment at Appendix I They can be
summarized as follows:

(a) there is increasing demand for parking spaces and no public car park available
in the area; and

(b)  approval of the application will relieve the problem of roadside parking and
hence reduce traffic accidents. It would provide a convenient and safe
environment to the residents.

Compliance with the “Owner’s Consent/Notification” Reguirements

The applicants are the sole “current land owners” of the Site. Detailed information
would be deposited at the meeting for Members® inspection.

Background

According to the Chief Town Planner/Central Enforcement and Prosecution, Planning
Department (CTP/CEP, PlanD), the Site is the subject of an active enforcement case
against unauthorized parking of vehicle. Enforcement Notice (EN) was issued to the
concerned landowners on 19.10.2017. The EN will expire on 19.1.2018 and CTP/CEP
of PlanD will monitor the case according to the established procedures.



Previous Applications

5.1

5.2

Part of the Site is the subject of two previous applications (No. A/NE-LT/530
and 616) each for the development of a proposed house (NTEH — Small
House). Both applications were rejected by the Board on review on 10.7.2015
and the Committee on 8.9.2017 respectively mainly on the considerations that
the proposed developments were not in line with the planning intention of the

© “AGR?” zone and land was still available within the “V” zone of the concerned

village for Small House development.

Details of the previous applications are summarized at Appendix II and their
locations are shown on Plan A-2.

Similar Application

There is no similar application for the same use within the same “AGR” and “V”

Z0ones.

The Site and Its Surrounding Areas (Plans A-1, A-2 and photos on Plans A-3 and
A-4a to A-4b)

7.1

7.2

The Site is:

(a) generally flat and mainly hard-paved;

| (b)  situated at the northwestern fringe of Chai Kek and accessible via a

local track from Chai Kek Road (Drawing A-1); and
(c)  besides Lam Kam Road.
The surrounding areas are predominantly rural in character with village houses,

temporary structures, active/fallow agricultural land and tree groups. A cluster
of village houses are found to the immediate east of the Site.

Planning Intentions

8.1

8.2

The planning intention of the “AGR” zone is to primarily retain and safeguard
good quality agricultural land/farm/fish ponds for agricultural purposes. It is
also intended to retain fallow arable land with good potential for rehabilitation
for cultivation and other agricultural purposes.

The planning intention of the “V” zone is to designate both existing
recognized villages and areas of land considered suitable village expansion.
Land within this zone is primarily intended for development of Small House
by indigenous villagers. It is also intended to concentrate village type
development within this zone for a more orderly development pattern,
efficient use of land and provision of infrastructures and services.

ol
:ﬂl
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Comments from Relevant Government Departments

9.1

The following Government departments have been consulted and their views
on the application are summarized as follows:

Land Administration

9.1.1

Traffic

9.12

9.13

Comments of the District Lands Officer/Tai Po, Lands Department
(DLO/TP, LandsD):

(2)
(b)

©

(d)

(e)

no objection to the application;

the Site consists of five private lots namely Lots No. 408 S.B
ss.2, 408 S.B ss.3, 408 S.B ss.4, 408 S.B ss.5 and 408 S.B RP
(Part) all in D.D. 10 with four different ownership. All these
private lots are held under Block Government Lease demised
for agricultural purpose and no structure shall be erected on the
aforesaid lots without prior approval from LandsD;

the recent inspection revealed that the Site has been used for an
open car park;

a Small House application was once received for Lot No. 408
S.B ss.5 in D.D. 10. However, it was rejected by this office on
15.11.2017 as the Board rejected the concerned s.16 application

(No. A/NE-LT/616) for Small House development on 8.9.2017,
and

there is no guarantee to the grant of a right of way to the
temporary private car park.

Comments of the Commissioner for Transport (C for T):

(a)

(b)

no in-principle objection to the application from traffic
engineering view point; and

the existing village access connecting the Site is not under
Transport Department’s management. The land status,
management and maintenance responsibilities of the road and
footpath should be clarified with the relevant lands and
maintenance authorities accordingly in order to avoid potential
land disputes.

Comments of the Chief Highway Engineer/New Territories East,
Highways Department (CHE/NTE, HyD):

(@)

no comment on the application if the applicant could secure a
vehicular access through Chai Kek Road; and
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9.14
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if the proposed site access routes through private lots, the
applicant should secure the access right by his own.

Comments of the Director of Environmental Protection (DEP):

(a)

no objection to the application;

(b) the Site falls partly within the “AGR” and partly within the “V”

(©)

Landscape

9.1.5

zones and falls within water gathering grounds (WGG). The
applicant confirmed that there will be no toilet facility or
wastewater generation from the applied use; and

as the application is for temporary use, the applicant is advised
to follow the latest “Code of Practice on Handling the
Environmental Aspects of Temporary Uses and Open Storage

Sites” issued by the Environmental Protection Department
(EPD). .

Comments of the Chief Town Planner/Urban Design and Landscape,
Planning Department (CTP/UD&L, PlanD):

(2)

(®

©

@

(e)

no objection to the application from landscape planning
perspective;

the Site is located at Chai Kek Village and Small Houses are
concentrated within the “V” zone to the east and the south,
while vacant land and farmlands are found to the west and the
north. The Site is involved in two previous applications (No.
A/NE-LT/530 and 616) of Small House development;

the Site is situated in an area of rural landscape character
comprising of natural woodlands, village houses and farmlands.
Although the applied use is not in line with the planning
intention of the “AGR” zone, the proposed use is not
incompatible with the surrounding environment;

most of the. Site is hard paved while a small portion is covered
with grasses. Two mature trees (Bischofia javanica (FX#&)) are
found in the close proximity outside the northern boundary
(Plans A-2 and A-4a). No tree is found within the Site. Adverse

impact on landscape resources caused by the applied use is not
anticipated;

since the surrounding landscape already provides sufficient
screening for the applied use, further landscaping within the
Site is not recommended. Should the application be approved
by the Board, the standard condition on submission and
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implementation of landscaping proposal is not recommended;
and '

it is noted that two numbers of mature trees (Bischofia javanica
(FX##)) are found in close proximity to the northern boundary
of the Site, it is advised that tree protection measures, e.g.
kerb/wheel stopper/bollard, should be installed at minimum
distance of 1m from the tree to guard against potential damage
of vehicular movements.

9.16  Comments of the Chief Engineer/Mainland North, Drainage Services
Department (CE/MN, DSD):

(2)
(b

(©)

(d

(e)

Agriculture

no objection to the application from public drainage viewpoint;

the Site is within an area where connections to existing public
stormwater drainage is available in the vicinity. Should the
application be approved, an approval condition should be
included on the submission and implementation of drainage
proposal to ensure that it will not cause adverse drainage impact
to the adjacent area;

the Site is within an area where connections to existing
sewerage networks are available in the vicinity. Should the
applicant choose to connect his proposed drainage systems to
DSD’s networks, he shall furnish his connection proposals for
DSD’s agreement;

should the applicant choose to dispose of sewage of the applied
use through other means, views and comments from EPD
should be sought; and

the applicant is required to rectify/modify  the
drainage/sewerage systems if they are found to be inadequate or
ineffective during operation. The applicant shall also be liable
for and shall indemnify Government against claims and
demands arising out of damage or nuisance caused by failure of
the system. '

9.1.7  Comments of the Director of Agriculture, Fisheries and Conservation
(DAFC):

the Site is vacant and currently used as a car park. Nevertheless,
there are active agricultural activities in the vicinity and the Site
possesses potential for agricultural rehabilitation. As such, he has
reservation on the application from agricultural point of view.



Water Supply

9.1.8

Comments of the Chief Engineer/Construction, Water Supplies
Department (CE/C, WSD):

(@)

(b)

the Site is located within the upper indirect WGG and is less
than 30m from the nearest water course. He has no objection to
the application on conditions that the preventive measures
against water pollution to the upper indirect WGG should be
properly maintained and the development should not cause any
water pollution to the upper indirect WGG; and

the applicant should note the advisory comments at Appendix
V.

Electricity and Town Gas Safety

9.1.9

Comments of the Director of Electrical and Mechanical Services
(DEMS):

Electricity Safety

(2)

no comment on the application from electricity supply safety
aspect. However, in the interests of public safety and ensuring
the continuity of electricity supply, the parties concerned with
planning, designing, organizing and supervising any activity
near the underground cable or overhead line under the
application should approach the electricity supplier (ie. CLP
Power) for the requisition of cable plans (and overhead line
alignment drawings, where applicable) to find out whether
there is any underground cable and/or overhead line within
and/or in the vicinity of the concerned site. The applicant
should also be reminded to observe the Electricity Supply Lines
(Protection) Regulation (the Regulation) and the “Code of
Practice on Working near Electricity Supply Lines” established
under the Regulation when carrying out works in the vicinity of
the electricity supply lines;

Town Gas Safety

(b)

©

there is a high pressure underground town gas transmission
pipeline (running along Lam Kam Road) in the vicinity of the

Site;

the applicant/consultant/works contractor shall therefore liaise
with the Hong Kong and China Gas Company Limited in
respect of the exact locations of existing or planned gas
pipes/gas installations in the vicinity of the Site and any
required minimum setback distance away from them during the
design and construction stages of development; and
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(d) the applicant/consultant/works contractor is required to observe
the requirements of the Electrical and Mechanical Services
Department’s “Code of Practice on Avoiding Danger from Gas
Pipes™.

Public Safety

9.1.10 Comments of the Commissioner of Police (Cof P):

- no objection to the application provided that no
obstruction/danger is caused to road users and members of the
public. _

9.2 The following Government departments have no objection/comment on the
application:

(@) Director of Fire Services;

(b) Head of Geotechnical Engineering Office, Civil Engineering and
Development Department;

() Project Manager/North, Civil Engineering and Development Department;
and _

(d) District Officer/Tai Po, Home Affairs Department.

Public Comments Received During Statutory Publication Period (Appendix III)

On 1.12.2017, the application was published for public inspection. During the first
three weeks of the statutory public inspection period, which ended on 22.12.2017, two
public comments was received from World Wide Fund for Nature Hong Kong and an
individual objecting to the application on the grounds that the Site is the subject of an
unauthorized development and it should not be tolerated; the applied use will induce
adverse impacts on environment, drainage and pedestrian circulation.

Planning Considerations and Assessments

11.1  The Site falls mainly within the “AGR” (about 84.5%) and partly within the
“V” (about 15.5%) zones. The temporary private car park under application is
not in line with the planning intention of the “AGR” zone, which is to retain
and safeguard good quality agricultural land/farm/fish ponds for agricultural
purposes. It is also intended to retain fallow arable land with good potential
for rehabilitation for cultivation and other agricultural purposes. DAFC has
reservation on the application as there are active agricultural activities in its
vicinity and the Site possesses potential for agricultural rehabilitation.
Nevertheless, given its temporary nature and small scale, it is considered that
the approval of the application on a temporary basis for a period of three years
would not frustrate the long-term planning intention of the “AGR” zone.

11.2 Whilst the applied use is not in line with the planning intention of “V” zone
where land is primarily intended for development of Small Houses by
indigenous villagers, the application is for a temporary car park to serve the
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local residents. DLO/TP, LandsD has no objectidn to the application. It is
considered that granting temporary planning permission for private car park
would not frustrate the long-term planning intention of the “V” zone.

11.3  The Site is located at the northwestern fringe of the “V> zone of Chai Kek. The
temporary private car park will provide a total of 27 parking spaces for private
cars and light goods vehicles (Drawing A-1). The Site is mainly hard-paved
and no trees are found within the Site. The applied use is considered not
incompatible with the surrounding areas which are predominantly rural in
character with village houses, temporary structures, fallow/active agricultural
land and tree groups (Plans A-2 and A-3). CTP/UD&L, PlanD has no
objection to the application from landscape planning perspective as adverse
impact on landscape resources caused by the applied use is not anticipated.

11.4  The Site is located within the WGG and the applicant confirmed that there will
be no toilet facility or wastewater generation from the applied use (Appendix
Ia). In this connection, both DEP and CE/C of WSD have no objection to the
application on conditions that the preventive measures against water pollution
to the upper indirect WGG should be properly maintained and the
development should not cause any water pollution to the upper indirect WGG.
Other relevant Government departments consulted including C for T, CE/MN
and CE/PM of DSD, CHE/NTE of HyD, D of FS and C of P have no objection
to or adverse comment on the application. Besides, CTP/CEP, PlanD advises
that EN was issued to the concerned lot owners against the unauthorized
parking of vehicles and the case would be monitored by the Planning
Authority according to the established procedures.

11.5 To minimize any possible environmental nuisance generated by the applied
use and ensure that the temporary private car park would not degrade the
environmental quality of the rural surrounding, approval conditions on
restricting the types of vehicles and preventive measures against water
pollution to the upper indirect WGG during the planning approval period are
recommended in paragraphs 12.2 (a) to (d) below. Any non-compliance with
the approval conditions will result in revocation of the planning permission
and unauthorised development on-site will be subject to enforcement action
taken by the Planning Authority. Besides, the applicant will be advised to
follow the “Code of Practice on Handling Environmental Aspects of
Temporary Uses and Open Storage Sites” to alleviate any potential
environmental impact. ’

11.6  Regarding the public comments objecting to the application mainly for the
reasons of being subject of an unauthorized development and having adverse
impacts on environment, drainage and pedestrian circulation, Government
departments’ comments and the planning assessments above are relevant.

12. Planning Department’s Views

12.1 Based on the assessments made in paragraph 11 and having taken into account
the public comments mentioned in paragraph 10, the Planning Department
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considers that the temporary use under the application could be tolerated for a
period of 3 years.

Should the Committee decide to approve the application, it is suggested that
the permission shall be valid on a temporary basis for a period of 3 years until
12.1.2021. The following conditions of approval and advisory clauses are also

‘suggested for Members’ reference:

Approval Conditions

(2)

)

(©)

(d)

(e)

®

(2

(h)

no medium or heavy goods vehicles exceeding 5.5 tonnes including
container tractors/trailers, as defined in the Road Traffic Ordinance, are
allowed to be parked/stored on or enter/exit the Site at any time during
the planning approval period;

no reversing of vehicles into or out from the Site is allowed at any time
during the planning approval period;

the preventive measures against water pollution to the upper indirect
water gathering ground should be properly maintained at all times
during planning approval period;

the development should not cause any water pollution to the upper
indirect water gathering ground at any time during the planning
approval period;

the provision of boundary fencing on the Site within 6 months from the
date of planning approval to the satisfaction of the Director of Planning
or of the Town Planning Board by 12.7.2018;

the submission of drainage proposal within 6 months from the date of
planning approval to the satisfaction of the Director of Drainage
Services or of the Town Planning Board by 12.7.2018;

in relation to (f) above, the implementation of drainage proposal within
9 months from the date of planning approval to the satisfaction of the
Director of Drainage Services or of the Town Planning Board by
12.10.2018;

if any of the above planning conditions (a), (b), (c) or (d) is not
complied with during the planning approval period, the approval
hereby given shall cease to have effect and shall be revoked

- immediately without further notice;

if any of the above planning conditions (e), (f) or (g) is not complied
with by the specified date, the approval hereby given shall cease to
have effect and shall on the same date be revoked without further
notice; and
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)] upon expiry of the planning permission, the reinstatement of the Site to
an amenity area to the satisfaction of the Director of Planning or of the
Town Planning Board.

. Advisory Clauses

The recommended advisory clauses are attached at Appendix IV.

Alternatively, should the Committee decide to reject the application, the
following reasons for rejection is suggested for Members’ reference:

(a)  the development is not in line with the planning intention of the “AGR”
zone which is primarily to retain and safeguard good quality
agricultural land/farm/fish ponds for agricultural purposes, and to retain
fallow arable land with good potential for rehabilitation for cultivation
and other agricultural purposes. It is also not in line with the planning
intention of the “V* zone which is primarily intended for development
of Small Houses by indigenous villagers. There is no strong planning
justification in the submission for a departure from the planning
intentions of “AGR” and “V” zones, even on a temporary basis; and

(b)  the approval of the application, even on a temporary basis, would set an
undesirable precedent for similar applications in the “AGR” zone. The
cumulative effect of approving such applications would result in a
general degradation of the rural environment of the area.

Decision Sought

13.1 The Committee is invited to consider the application and decide whether to
grant or refuse to grant permission.

13.2  Should the Committee decide to approve the application, Members are invited
to consider the approval conditions and advisory clauses to be attached to the
permission, and the date when the validity of the permission should expire.

13.3  Alternatively, should the Committee decide to reject the application, Members
are invited to advise what reason(s) for rejection should be given to the
applicant.

Attachments

Appendix I Application form and attachments received on 22.11.2017

Appendix Ia Further information received on 20.12.2017

Appendix Ib Further information received on 28.12.2017

Appendix II Previous applications for Small House developments at the

Site
Appendix I1I Public comments ~
Appendix IV Recommended advisory clauses

Appendix V Advisory comments of the Chief Engineer/Constructioh,



Drawing A-1
Plan A-1
Plan A-2
Plan A-3
Plans A-4a and A-4b
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Water Supplies Department

Site plan submitted by the applicant
Location Plan

Site Plan

Aerial Photo

Site Photos



Appendix II of RNTPC
Paper No. A/NE-LT/628

Previous apglications for Small House developments at the Site
Rejected Applications

S . Date of Rejection
Application No. Proposed Development Consideration Reasons
Proposed House 10.7.2015
A/NE-LT/530 (New Territories Exempted o R1,R2
(on Review)

House — Small House)

Proposed House
A/NE-LT/616 (New Territories Exempted 8.9.2017 R1,R2
House — Small House)

Rejection Reasons

RI1.  The proposed development was not in line with the planning intention of the “AGR”
zone for the area which was primarily to retain and safeguard good quality
agricultural land/farm/fish ponds for agricultural purposes. It was also intended to
retain fallow arable land with good potential for rehabilitation for cultivation and
other agricultural purposes. There was no strong planning justification provided in the
submission to justify a departure from the planning intention;

R2.  Land was still available within the “V* zone of the concerned villages which was
primarily intended for Small House development. It was considered more appropriate
to concentrate Small House development close to the existing village cluster for more
orderly development pattern, efficient use of land and provision of infrastructures and
services.

Approved Applications
Nil



(a)

(b)

(©)

(d)

(e)

®

€]

(h)

Appendix IV of RNTPC
Paper No. A/NE-LT/628

Recommended Advisory Clauses

prior planning permission should have been obtained before commencing the applied
use at the Site;

to note the comments of the District Lands Officer/Tai Po, Lands Department
(DLO/TP, LandsD) that no structure shall be erected on the aforesaid lots without
prior approval from LandsD and there is no guarantee to the grant of a right of way to
the temporary private car park; '

to note the comments of the Commissioner for Transport (C for T) that the existing
village access is not under Transport Department’s management. The land status,
management and maintenance responsibilities of the road and footpath should be
clarified with the relevant lands and maintenance authorities accordingly in order to

avoid potential land disputes;

to note the comments of the Chief Highway Engineer/New Territories East,
Highways Department (CHE/NTE, HyD) that if the proposed site access routes
through private lots, the applicant should secure the access right by his own;

to note the comments of the Director of Environmental Protection (DEP) that the
applicant should follow the latest “Code of Practice on Handling the Environmental
Aspects of Temporary Uses and Open Storage Sites” issued by the Environmental
Protection Department; '

to note the comments of the Chief Town Planner/Urban Design and Landscape,
Planning Department (CTP/UD&L, PlanD) that there are two numbers of mature
trees (Bischofia javanica (FXK#8)) in close proximity to the northern boundary of the
Site. Tree protection measures, e.g. kerb/wheel stopper/bollard, should be installed at
minimum distance of 1m from the tree to guard against potential damage of vehicular
movements;

to note the comments of the Chief Engineer/Mainland North, Drainage Services
Department (CE/MN,DSD) that:

(D) the Site is within an area where connections to existing sewerage networks
are available in the vicinity. Should the applicant choose to connect his
proposed drainage systems to DSD’s networks, he shall furnish his
connection proposals for DSD’s agreement; and

(i)  the applicant should rectify/modify the drainage/sewerage systems if they are
found to be inadequate or ineffective during operation. The applicant shall
also be liable for and shall indemnify Government against claims and
demands arising out of damage or nuisance caused by failure of the system.

to note the comments of the Chief Engineer/Construction, Water Supplies
Department (CE/C, WSD) in Appendix V;
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to note the Director of Electrical and Mechanical Services (DEMS)’s comments that:

6))] in the interests of public safety and ensuring the continuity of electricity
supply, the parties concerned with planning, designing, organizing and
supervising any activity near the underground cable or overhead line under
the application should approach the electricity supplier (i.e. CLP Power) for
the requisition of cable plans (and overhead line alignment drawings, where
applicable) to find out whether there is any underground cable and/or
overhead line within and/or in the vicinity of the concerned site. The applicant
should also be reminded to observe the Electricity Supply Lines (Protection)
Regulation (the Regulation) and the “Code of Practice on Working near
Electricity Supply Lines” established under the Regulation when carrying out
works in the vicinity of the electricity supply lines;

(i)  there is a high pressure underground town gas transmission pipeline (running
along Lam Kam Road) in the vicinity of the Site. For any development that
will result in a significant increase in population in the vicinity of the above
gas installation, a risk assessment would be required from the applicant to
assess the potential risks associated with the gas installation, having
considered the proposed development;

(iii)  the applicant/consultant/works contractor should liaise with the Hong Kong
and China Gas Company Limited in respect of the exact locations of existing
or planned gas pipes/gas installations in the vicinity of the Site and any
required minimum set back distance away from them during the design and
construction stages of development; and

(iv)  the applicant/consultant/works contractor is required to observe the
requirements of the EMSD’s ‘Code of Practice on Avoiding Danger from Gas
Pipes’ for reference; and

to note the comment of the Commissioner of Police (C of P) that no
obstruction/danger should be caused to road users and members of the public.
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Appendix V of RNTPC
Paper No. A/NE-LT/628

Advisory comments of the Chief Engineer/Construction,

Water Supplies Department (CE/C, WSD)

site formation, construction and drainage plans shall be submitted to WSD for approval,

besides car parking, other activities such as car maintenance, repairing or washing
activities shall not be allowed within the Site;

no effluent or foul water shall be discharged directly or indirectly into any watercourses
without the prior written permission of WSD;

all solid waste and sludge arising from the operation of the private car park shall be
disposed of properly outside the WGG;

the applied use shall be surrounded by kerbs and drains on all sides to avoid polluting
the nearby watercourses during heavy rainfall;

fencing shall be erected on the sides facing the nearest stream course to trap all wind-
blown debris within the car park;

no chemicals including fertilizers shall be used without the prior approval from WSD;

provision of toilet faéilities shall not be permitted in the car park without the prior
approval from WSD;

drainage traps such as grease traps, petrol interceptors shall be installed at each of the
drainage outlets and shall be under proper maintenance. All such drainage traps shall
have sufficient capacity to ensure the proper collection and disposal of fuel and
lubricants. All effluent/pollutants arising from the private car park shall be disposed of
properly outside the WGG;

no oil leakage or spillage in the water gathering grounds is allowed;

the storage and discharge of pesticide or toxicant, flammable or toxic solvents,
petroleum oil or tar and other toxic substances are strictly prohibited within the WGG;

oil and grease decontamination kit such as absorbent pads shall be made available by the
car park owner to decontaminate any oil leakage or spillage in the course of operation;
and

should pollution be detected due to the private car park, it shall immediately be closed

pending implementation of remedial measures by the applicant to the satisfaction of
WSD; and



(n) existing water mains at the Site will be affected. The applicant should either divert or
protect the water mains found on the Site. If diversion is required, existing water mains
within the Site are needed to be diverted outside the site boundary of the development to
lie in Government land. A strip of land of minimum 1.5 metres in width should be
provided for the diversion of the existing water main(s). The cost of diversion of
existing water main(s) upon request will have to borne by the applicant; and the
applicant shall submit all the relevant proposal to WSD for consideration and agreement

before the works commence. If diversion is not required, the applicant should be advised
that:

(1) existing water main(s) at the Site are affected and no development which requlres
resiting of water main(s) will be allowed;

(i) details of site formation works shall be submitted to WSD for approval prior to
commencement of works;

(iif) no structures shall be built or materials stored within 1.5 metres from the central
line(s) of water main(s). Free access shall be made available at all times for WSD’s
staff or his contractor to carry out construction, inspection, operation, maintenance
and repair works;

(iv) no trees or shrubs with penetrating roots should be planted in the vicinity of the
water main(s). No change of existing site condition may be undertaken within the
aforesaid area without the prior agreement of WSD. Rigid root barriers may be
required if the clear distance between the proposed tree and the pipe is 2.5 metres
or less, and the barrier must extend below the invert level of the pipe;

(v) no planting or obstruction of any kind except turfing shall be permitted within the
space of 1.5 metres around the cover of any valve or within a distance of 1 metre
from any hydrant outlet; and

(vi) tree planting may be prohibited in the event that the there is any likelihood of
damage being caused to water main(s).
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Section 16 Application

[Open Méeting (Presentation and Question Sessions Only)]

A/NE-LT/628 Temporary Private Car Park (Private Cars and Light Goods Vehicles)
for 2 Period of 3 Years in “Agricﬁ]ture” and “Village Type
Development” Zones, Lots 408 S.B s5.2, 408 S.B ss.3, 408 S.B ss.4,
408 S.B ss.5 and 408 S.B RP (Part) in D.D. 10, Chai Kek Village, Lam
Tsuen, Tai Po
(RNTPC Paper No. A/NE-LT/628)

Presentation and Question Sessions

79. Ms Kathy C.L. Chan, STP/STN, presented the application and covered the
following aspects as detailed in the Paper :

(a)- background to the application; '

(b)  the temporary private car park (private cars and light goods vehicles) for a

period of three years;

(c) departmental comments — departmental comments were set out in
paragraph 9 of the Paper. The Director of Agriculture, Fisheries and
Conservation (DAFC) had reservation on the application as there were
active agricultural activities in the vicinity and the site possessed potential
for agricultural rehabilitation. Other concerned government departments

had no objection to or no adverse comment on the application;

(d) during the first three weeks of the statutory publication period, two public
comments were received from World Wide Fund for Nature Hong Kong
and an individual objecting to the application. Major objection grounds

were set out in paragraph 10 of the Paper; and
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(¢) the Planning Department (PlanD)’s views — PlanD considered that the
applied use could be tolerated for a period of three years based on the
assessments set out in paragraph 11 of the Paper. Although the applied
use was not in line with the planning intentions of the “Agriculture”
(*AGR”) and “Village Type Develbpment” (V) zones and DAFC had
reservation on the application, the applied use was small in scale and
approval of the application on a temporary basis would not frustrate the
long-term planning intentions of the “AGR” and “V” zones. The applied

- use was also not incompatible with the surrounding land uses which were
predominantly rural in character. Other concerned departments had no
objection to or no adverse comment on the application. Relevant approval
conditions had been recommended to address the concerns on the possible
environmental nuisances and potential water pollution to the upper indirect
water gathering grounds. Regarding the adverse public comments, the
comments of government departments and planning assessments above

were relevant.

80. A Member enquired about whether fufther enforcement actions would be taken
against the site if the application was approved. In response, the Chairman said that
enforcement action had been taken by the Planning Authority against the unauthorized
parking of vehicles at the site under the provisions of the Town Planning Ordinance (the
Ordinance). Whether further action, including prosecution action, would be taken was to be
considered by the Planning Authority separately. For the current application, Members
should focus on whether the application for temporary private car park was acceptable from
land use planning point of view. In response to the same Member’s further enquiry, the
Chairman said that prosecution action had not yet been instigated against the unauthorized

use at the site.

81. In response to another Member’s enquiry, Ms Kathy C.L. Chan, STP/STN, with

reference to Plan A-2 of the Paper said that an area to the southeast of the site within the “V”

zone was observed to be used for parking of vehicles in a recent site inspection. The same

Member asked whether there were insufficient parking spaces to serve the adjoining

developments Ms Chan saLd that the justification put forth by the applicant for: th" '

v
"
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relevant government departments had no adverse comment on the application. She said that
there were other similar approved applications for temporary vehicle park use involving sites

straddling “AGR” and “V” zones on other Outline Zoning Plans.

82. In response to another Member’s question on the condition of the site before it

was formed, Ms Chan replied that she had no information in hand.

Deliberation Session

)

83. A few Members had reservation on the application and shared the view that
applications involving deliberate action to destroy the rural environment in the hope that the
Board would give sympathetic consideration to subsequent development on the site should not
be tolerated. Given the site was the subject of enforcement action, the subject application was
a typical ‘destroy first, apply. later’ case and such actions should not be encouraged. It was

prudent to adopt a more stringent approach in considering cases of similar nature in future.

84. Some Members had different views and considered that sympathetic consideration
might be given to the application. They were of the view that in addition to considering
Whéther it was a “destroy first, apply later” case, another main consideration was whether
approval of the application, even on a temporary basis, would frustrate the long-term planning
intentions of the concerned zonings. A Member considered that other factors, such as whether
there was an imminent need for the applied use at the site, should also be duly taken into account,

while another Member held the view that it would be difficult to ascertain parking demand

within “V” zones.

85. A Member remarked that it was important to consider the consistency in the
Committee’s decision in other similar applications. “Another Member pointed out that the
Committee had previously considered and approved similar applications and it was reasonable
to expect that cases of similar nature and circumstances should be considered in a consistent

manner.

86. The Secretary said that in considering other cases involving “desfroy first, apply
later” actions, the Town Planning Board would take into account the background and other

site-specific circumstances, particularly the original state of the site before it was destroyed. As



"no mformatmn on the condition of the site before it was paved had been prov1ded for the subject

apphcatlon a Member suggested requiring further 1nformat10n on the site condltlon before it
was paved for further consideration before a decision could be made on the application. After
further discussion, majority of the Members supported deferment of the application pending

additional information on the history and physical condition of the site.

87. After further deliberation, the Committee decided to defer making a decision on

the application pending the provision of further information on the history and physical

condition of the site by the Planning Department.

[Ms Christina M. Lee left the meeting at this point.]

[Open Meeting (Rresentation and Question Sessions Only)]

A/TP/644 Proposed Utility Installation for Private Project (Drainage System) in

(RNTPC Paper No. A/TP/644)

Presentation and Question Sessions

&8. Ms Kathy C.L. Chan, STP/STN,

following aspects as detailed in the Paper :

gsented the application and covered the

(a) background to the application;
(b)  the proposed utility installation for private project (drainage system);

(c) departmental comments — departmental comments wer set out in
paragraph 9 of the Paper. The Chief Town Planner/Urban

Landscape, Planning Department (CTP/UD&L, PlanD) had reservation on

p o



