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寄件者: Cannis Lee 
寄件⽇期 : 2026年06⽉15⽇星期⼀ 10:38
收件者:
副本:

TPB Submission/PLAND
主旨: Planning Application No. A/NE-HLH/90 Proposed Temporary Open Storage of

Construction Materials and Machineries and Rural Workshop with Ancillary
Facilities and Associated Filling of Land and Pond for a Period of 3 Years

類別: Internet Email

Dear Ms. Chan,

Please be informed that the ApplicaƟon Site will be fenced off with corrugated metal sheets of about 2.5m
high.

Should you have any queries, please feel free to call me at  Thank you.

Best Regards,
Cannis Lee
***********************************************
Lawson David & Sung Surveyors Ltd.
Room 1601 South China Building
1-3 Wyndham Street, Central, Hong Kong
Tel : 
Fax : 
http://www.lawsonsurveyors.com
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and
intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom
they are addressed. The content and opinions contained in this
email are not necessarily those of Lawson David & Sung Surveyors Ltd.

If you have received this email in error please contact the sender.
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Table 1: Responses to Comments from the Transport Department on Planning Application No. A/NE-HLH/90 (17 June, 2026) 

 

COMMENTS RESPONSES 

1. Transport Department 

(Contact person: Mr. Ray LAM, Tel: 2399 2405) 

 Our previous comments have not been addressed. The vehicle 

type proposed in this application is different from Application 

No. A/NE-HLH/83. Therefore, Application No. A/NE-

HLH/83 is considered not applicable to this application. 

Furthermore, the gradient shows in layout plan is incorrect. 

The applicant should rectify it. And also the cross fall of the 

vehicle routing is outstanding. 

 

Thanks for reminding the typing error of road gradient, the actual gradient 

should be 7.6%. It is still considered the gradient is not very steep, the 

submitted side elevation showing that the MGV is quite gentle on the 

7.6% gradient. The gradient is still within the maximum gradient of 10% 

as stated in TPDM. Besides the internal access road is newly designed and 

based on the proposed site levels, the proposed crossfall will be normal 

crossfall of 2.5%.  

 

 

 

 




