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Douglas Marshall & Vaug Mason
22 Oct 2025

To: Relevant Departments, the Chief Executive’s Town Planning Board and the Office of the Ombudsman

Re: Supplementary Submission and Formal'Expression of Concern Regarding Our Application to Establish
a Golf Putting Practice Facility in the District

We write on behalf of our organisation to provide supplementary information and to register our serious
concerns regarding the current handling of our application to establish a golf putting practice facility in this
district. We request clarification of the grounds for refusal and appeal, as we consider the present treatment
of our proposal to be unfair and intolerable. Over many years we have been compelled to produce the same
specialist reports repeatedly, often in response to objections that appear to be speculative rather than based
on site inspections. We believe our application has been subject to persistent and inequitable obstruction.

We note with dismay that private sports facilities in the Sai Kung Sha Kok Mei area (for example Padel
centres: https://www.padelplus.com.hk/) have been granted permission to operate with lighting, sports-
related noise, sanitary facilities and other infrastructure, notwithstanding their proximity to village houses,
watercourses and sluices. By contrast, our proposed facility—located well away from the urban area on land
whose access and safety have no adverse impact on local residents—has repeatedly encountered obstruction.
The pattern of enquiries from various departments has led us to anticipate that our application will again be
refused despite our intention to provide a properly regulated and managed putting practice facility. This
apparent inconsistency in decision-making is hard to understand and is felt keenly by the experienced golf
coaches supporting this project.

Accordingly, we set out the following specific statements and requests:

1. Please set out clearly the standards and criteria applied when assessing applications for sports facilities, in
particular how considerations relating to the nature of the land (for example proximity to sluices,
watercourses, village houses or densely populated areas) and environmental impacts are weighed and
evidenced. Why was the Padel sports facility at Sha Kok Mei approved notwithstanding those site
characteristics? Our application has repeatedly been met with questions regarding chemical contamination,
despite our assurances and commitments to use environmentally friendly materials and despite numerous
professional reports we have submitted. By contrast, the Pad el facility apparently includes cooking
facilities. Why have our leisure-oriented proposals been so frequently refused? We wish to know whether
our status as foreign applicants has affected the outcome; we are concerned that there may be an
unexplained bias that prevents overseas applicants from being treated fairly in Hong Kong. It is
disheartening that a project which would promote health and well-being should be treated as though it were
environmentally harmful.
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2. Should permission be granted, we undertake to install fully compliant lighting (including solar-powered
systems), noise-control measures, sewage treatment and waste-management arrangements, and to assume
long-term responsibility for site cleanliness and environmental maintenance. We will ensure that there is no
risk of contamination to watercourses or sluices. Indeed, active on-site management would better protect the
surrounding environment and help to prevent refuse from entering nearby waterways.

3. As previously explained, the proposed facility offers clear community and public benefits: promotion of
active participation in sport, enhancement of children’s physical and mental wellbeing, reduction in screen
time and related harms, and the opportunity to cooperate with local schools and make the facility available
to a wider section of the public. We ask that such public-interest considerations be taken into account in
your assessment.

4. We respectfully request that the relevant departments conduct a site visit and compare our proposal with
other sports facilities that have been granted approval, so that our application may be assessed fairly and
transparently. If the objections previously raised stem from misunderstanding or insufficient information, we
ask for an opportunity to provide clarifications and supplementary materials.

5. We request that the Chief Executive’s policy on “Sport for All” be applied in a fair manner and that the
Office of the Ombudsman and other relevant oversight bodies examine this case to determine whether there

has been procedural unfairness or inconsistent treatment. We ask for their assistance in securing an equitable
review.

For more than a decade our agricultural land and application process have encountered repeated restrictions
and reversals, on the grounds of “sluice/collecting area” and “environmental considerations™. Yet we have
not seen meaningful improvements in local environmental management. Were our organisation to be
permitted to proceed, we would not exacerbate existing problems; on the contrary, we would assume

proactive responsibility for environmental protection and long-term upkeep of the surrounding area and
water resources. '

We therefore request that the departments, the Town Planning Board and the Office of the Ombudsman
examine this matter carefully and reply in due course. We seek an open, fair and constructive resolution.

Yours faithfully,

Douglas Marshall & Vaug Mason
On behalf of the applicant and coaching team

22 October 2025



