Submission Number:

TPB/R/S/HZO/ZE-F-SlZlS . .
A/

Further Representation Number:

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F701
. To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

- Date: 9 ppc Y

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU",

(2)

preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised:

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Un;leterlhined.

(3) Idisagree thatthe 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.

4)

&)

(6)

2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the specieé are and whether

or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary

structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

‘'size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substa{ntially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned ‘“Residential” comprising

2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first be
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As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should. look\for alternative

rezoning of GB takes place.
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be funded by public money.
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(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: Ho LT kel LowstE

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.sov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hone Kong.




Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tp bp . @plan d.gov. B ’Turther Representation Number:
Date:

d

(2)

3)

(4)

(3)

(6)

RALS

|
[ Submission Number: | |
TPB/R/SIHlO/ZZ'-F-Slzaz \

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F702

I oppose the proposed 'U’ zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU"
preferring that the land of ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced,

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7)  Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

—

Name: Ci‘f‘ﬂ"f\f KrT \(M M&J‘%B

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.




Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-S1234 |-

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F703

Date:

(1)

(2)

I oppoée the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU’,
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.

(4)

&)

(6)

2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was - flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place. o

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) 1strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: LE'OM(‘? wf/\géf\rﬁ"\l/\/ )4*[.'\/“\}

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to

15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.




Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22

Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51235

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F704

To: tpbpd@pland.gov. hk

Date: Decomberr 2% , 2024,

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU"
preferring that the land of 'ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I'can't find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are regisiered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) 1strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

Nun {vet E;g_xe T.Fe*?@v'e)]l
(circle one) Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Further Representation Number:]

Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/ H10/22-F-51236

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F705
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date:

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U’ zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU",
preferring that the land of ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) Ican’tfind a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) Ifthe Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.
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(7)  Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have

educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that

this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in

Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of

the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The

proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

Name: _\JUn) _MUCT YEE _HILARY

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone . (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpdi@pland.gov.hk or |
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15/F Morth Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Poi

nt, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51237

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22

Further Re, i
To: tpbpd land.gov. hic Presentation Number:
D tp pd@plance TPB/R/S/H10/22-F706
ate.

o,

(2)

3)

(%)

(5)

()

I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU",
preferring that the land of ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

/

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned ‘Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7)  Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traﬁz‘c condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. T he
proposed gigantic GIC developmem; in Polfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

Name: __ NGt ppN N HELENA
(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone . (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kone.




Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51238

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 Further Representation Number:
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk : TPB/R/S/H10/22-F707
Date:

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU,
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) 1Ican’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree thatthe 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HIKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.
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(7)  Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: 7;/ /K = Bk - ;;// WR Y& /"//; "

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.cov.hk or by post to
L5/ Nowrth Point CGovermment ’(Mrm es, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.,
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51241

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
Further Representation Number:

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F708
Date:

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU,
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) Ican’tfind a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) Ifthe Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) AsHong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative

more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to
be funded by public money.

9 '



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic cohdition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cybérport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: ,é J) /J//} Z

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to ipbpd@pland.cov.aik or by pest to

15/1 Noxth Point Govermment Offices, 333 Java Read, Morth Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number:;
TPB/R/S/H 10/22-F-S1259

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22

Further Representation Number:

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F709

Date:

(1) 1 oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU',
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) Ican’tfind a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to o)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planming Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Ttem A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) 1disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed

gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: TH‘J\/ ¢ (Ut (Hewdd-
(circle ong) HK1 /./ Passport:
Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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» l Submission Numbers l‘l
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F- |
Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 = |

To: tpbpd@pland. gov. hk Further Representation Number:
Date: TPB/R/S/H10/22-F710

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U’ zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU,
preferring that the land of 'ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration,

(2) 1Ican’tfind a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the propdsed HEKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
.rezoni;zg of GB takes place. '

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.

vl



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

Name: }B\nzrﬁ] R, N eoa v

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22

Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/ H10/22-F-51263

Further Representation Number: |

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F711

Date:

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(9)

(6)

I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU"
preferring that the land of ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can't find a represeniation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB's decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous wunnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced,

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK3100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7)  Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested trajfic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

/
Kinma: [,'\ E‘(‘ Kf'/v'@i( / Z?'LfA/(;’—

(circle one@]))/ Peassport.

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tphpd@pland.gov.hk or by pest to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22

submission Number:
TPB/R/S/ H10/22-F-51264

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk Further Representation Number:

Date: 7 / { 2/ de

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(©)

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F712

I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU,
preferring that the land of ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

© During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that

the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK3100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) 1strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

v J10K0 Qo \pa‘ﬂ'

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone . (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number: 1,
|

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-S1267 ,

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

o 5o

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F713

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU",
preferring that the land of ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) Ican’tfind a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB's decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) Ifthe Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.

vl



(7)  Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development  in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

Name: \fli%]\ KA \lef\.

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland. gov.hik '
Dater 2.8 YThew. o2 Y-

Submission Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51268

Further Representation Number: |

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F714

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU",

(2)

preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB'’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3)

(4)

()

)

I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK§100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last Straﬁ

that breaks the camel’s back.

Name: L— o W’j\'\ln q g{/\ VA
|

(circle one) HKID / Pa/mparf:/

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Subriea -
Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 E l/‘RZ’l/s;r:;/g:Egi; 70!
To: tpbpd@pland. gov.hk |
Date: > / 2102 Further Representation Number; |
v / * IJ’B/R/S/HIO/‘ZZ-F715 j

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U’ zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU"
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) Ican’tfind a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB'’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined,

(3) 1 disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

(4)  During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced

(5)  1f the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look Jor alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development  in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

Name: JWeN KA MUK CP(?%L,

(circle one) HKID / Passport.

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbnd(ii).pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-S$1271

Further Representation Number: 1
Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F716 |
To. tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date: 27//2/7—-07/9(

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU’,
preferring that the land of ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) Ican't find a representation that proposed an amendment io zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB'’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Depariment, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned "Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



>

(7)  Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our aaﬁ'acént green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel's back.

Name: Lokt (v ON t’n

(circle o e) HKID)/ Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by pest to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number:
TPB/| R/S/ H10/22-F-51272

Further Representation Number:

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F717
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Date: 7_,7// z_/-') 0L

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU"
preferring that the land of ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) Ican’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB's decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning. Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) [ disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are regisiered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear thar
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7)  Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

Name: [ oAy Y L EU MG

—

(circle one) K[Ds/ }Passport:
.

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by pest to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road. North Point, Hong Kong.
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Date: 27 / ;z/ UL

)

2)

Submission Number:
TPB/ R/S/H10/22-F-51273

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F718

I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU’,
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.

)

&)

(6)

2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



B3

(7) 1strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: \;‘ (A M LI ‘H‘*
J

~
(circle one) HKID,/ Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-S1274

Further Representation Number:

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F719
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Date: 2 7// 1/ oMY

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

)

(6)

I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU’
preferring that the land of ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can't find a representation that proposed an amendment io zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common

species. 2,250 irees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear thai
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7)  Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our acﬁacént green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.
Name: CA}Q’L&V\]f / C(,—-V W2 (\/f} EAN
p

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / @(opn’onaﬁ

Submit your further representation by email to tphpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/ H10/22-F-51286

Further Representation Number:
Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 TPB/R/S/ H10/22-F720‘l
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date: 7,@//1 /'zou'a

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U" zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU’,
preferring that the land of ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration,

(2) Ican't find a represeniation that proposed an amendment fo zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined

(3) I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common

species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

(4)  During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department,
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate siles which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7)  Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our aaﬁacénr green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
fhe developments in Wah F: u, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

Name: r(‘\m H\f(m'— | (rn Ul (i

(circle one{\j HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road. North Point, Hong Kong.
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 ‘ Sl/'meSSfon Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-512
To: tpbpd@pland.gov. hk /S/H10/22-F-51289

Date: 76/{ s /’?'QLSL Further Representation Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F721

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U’ zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU"
preferring that the land of ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2)  Ican’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB's decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) 1 disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

(4)  During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(3) If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7)  Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development  in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

Name: L0} § e T\*“% .F’\do’w—( ]

(circle one) HKID jf Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov. hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F722 |
Date: zé/ (2 ( 2o

Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-S1290

Further Representation Number:

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU’,

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

L can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB'’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

[ disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK8100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) 1strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of

" the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back. '
Name: \/ Z/( \5)2 {L / >ZA/(7)

(circle one)<'HK9 / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 SUGTHESON Numer

To: tpbpd@pland.gov. hk

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-S1291

Date: ~ (;// “ / rlo'\,(/' Further Representation Number:

(1)

(2)

(3)

W

(3)

(6)

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F723 |

I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU’,
preferring that the land of ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

[ can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB's decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

[ disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7)  Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw
that breaks the camel’s back.

oy Y 1o foet

Name:

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51292

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22

Further Representation Number:

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
o7 ipPpaEpianis- 2.k TPB/R/S/H10/22-F724

Date: )/(,/( 2./'2@14{,

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU’,
preferring that the land of ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) Ican'tfind a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) 1 disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) Ifthe Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



,Zé/;p

(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic: condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

Name: Z//\/ //D ?/M‘( =5

(circle one) HKID /Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/ H10/22-F-51293
Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22

Further Representation Number:

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F725

Date: 17/' 2,/7,01/(’4

(1) 1 oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU',
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) [Ican’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) 1strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: L/ﬂr( S[(J L/f\/@
(circle one) HKID / PM

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to

15/FF North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/HlO/ZZ-F-51294

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Further Representation Number:
Date: 2 7/ ( 2/ G 2 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F726

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU',
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) TIcan’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree thatthe 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) 1strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: Mﬂfffmm/ C/’) O I ,/;0 - yC/

(circle on(—@ / Passport:
Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to

15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number:

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/HI10/22 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51295
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk Further Representation Number:
Date: @7/ |2/ >0 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F727

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU’,
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) Ican’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB's decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

(4)  During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) " If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7)  Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

Name: ETIENUVE ANDEE MATHANAS L (R

(circle one)@ / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.




Further Representation on Pokfulamm OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov. hk

Submission Number:
TPB/| R/S/H10/22-F-51296

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F728

Date: 27 DEC 2004

(1)

(2)

3

(4)

(5)

(©)

I oppose the proposed 'U’ zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU",

preferring that the land of ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

[f the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development  in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

Name. C%A%ﬂ/ [U//(/ﬁ -, M AMC#C"/\\J

(circle one) HKID / )’assport:

gﬁm@mlephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22

V1D

<

Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51297

TO.' tpbpd@p[and,g‘ov, hk Further Representation Number:
-F729

Date: 24/ 17/{”0""‘)‘ TPB/R/S/H10/22

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU’,

(2)

3)

4

(5)

©)

preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RCG area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK3100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.

Lo =
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(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Polkfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

Name: 6’ er LL&U/ o MQMW

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@ pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road. North Point, Hong Kong.
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland. gov. hic
Date: 24 (]2 fro24

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(3)

(6)

7/

Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-S1300

’7

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F730

Further Representation Number:

I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU",
preferring that the land of ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no
representor has asked for the rezoning of ltem A to (U) Undetermined.

I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7)  Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Polfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in

Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of

the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development  in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

Name: EDNA BENEDITIC

""""" )
(circle on{HKID / Rassport:

o S

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/ H10/22-F-51304

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 e Raprasentation Number:
To: tpbpd@pland.gov. hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F731

Date: )5% )% >0Vx¢

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU",

(2)

3)

(4)

(3)

(6)

preferring that the land of ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I'can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to ( U)
Undetermined. The TPB'’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced,

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have

educational, institutional, hospital and residen

tial land users in Pokfulam, that

this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in

Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of

the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The

proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

Name: %’@f y/

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to

15/F North Point (jovermnent Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date: 2 ?// 1/3/07/%

)

2)

14/ 1A

Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-S1305

Further Representation Numbej

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F732

I oppose the proposed '"U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU’,
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.

“4)

()

(6)

2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HHK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7} I strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development .in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back. .

Name: CHZ'I\/G, é(_,’é:’ANO(L

(circle ong¢) HKID / Passport:
Email / telephone (optional)
Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Goverliment Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.




Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Date: w//g/wwtf

D

2)

(/1A

Submission Number: ]
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51306

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F733

I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU',
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)

Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has

no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) 1disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.

(4)

(3)

(6)

2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative

" more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfirlam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development .in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks
the camel’s back. ' '

ASHLEY VILTORIA YU

Name:

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk ox by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date:

(D

@)

LU/ 1A

EY

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51307

Submission Number: l |‘

Further Representation Number:

R'e / (2 / 2024 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F734

I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU’,
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.

4)

()

(6)

2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) 1strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development 'in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: \{/M C}\U\T\.gf N?Ngr Dennfj

(circle onPassport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.




Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51308
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Further Representation Number:

Date: 177/ // ke / fadic. o TPB/R/S/H10/22-F735

(1) T oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU',
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) 1strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.
Name: é\ (77(’m

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Governmment Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22

{

& —

Submission Nﬁmber:

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51309
Date: '),7/ fz /'7,0 lLf Further Representation Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F736

(1

(2)

I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU',
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.

(C))

(5)

(6)

2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) 1 strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfu]am, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: C% i (/ LS \:?C//\/

(circle one) HKID / PW:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to ipbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to

15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/HIO/ZZ-F—SISID

Further Representation Number; |

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F737

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Date: 77 DEC 202

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU’,
preferring that the land of ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) Ican’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB's decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

(4)  During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.




(7) 1strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development  in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw
that brealks the camel’s back.

TORE Sou -0

Name:

(circle ong\@ / Passport:

\ telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Numbers
TPB/R/S/H10/22~F-51311
Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22

Further Representation Number:
To: ipbpd(@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/;/e;1;;22-|;7;;
Date: ) é/[z / 207

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU"
preferring that the land of 'ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2)  Ican't find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB'’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) 1 disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

(4)  During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) Ifthe Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.




(7) 1strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

Name:  WRONG Fwok CH Eun

(circle one@/ Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Further Representation on Polfulam 0zp No.S/H10/22 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F739
To: tpbpd@pland gov. hk

Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51312

Further Representation Number:

Date: ),{’/ [ L/ 2072 }"

()

(2)

(3)

(4)

(3)

(6

I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU"
preferring that the land of ITEM 4’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration,

Undetermined. The TPB's decision to rezone Jtem A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined

I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 irees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered,

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
Structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. I excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can pe substantially reduced

If the Pok Fu Lam areq is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, o
perfectly sized and located RCs area, already zoned “Residential” comprising

2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered Jirst before any
rezoning of GB ukes place,

As Hong Kong faces g HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
nore appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green bell acceptable. Residents in
Polfulam area are already facing daily' congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Polfulam will likely be the last straw
that breaks the camel’s back.

[/n) st CiING

Name:

(circle ong_ HH@/ Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)
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Submit your further representatxon by email to tpbpd@p land.gov.hl or by post to
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1d. North Point, Hong Kong,
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22

Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51313

Further Representation Number:

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F740

Date: q,--ﬁ//[ 1,/'110’?/%

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU',

2)

(3)

(4)

(3)

(6)

preferring that the land of 'ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

[ can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB'’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

[ disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7)  Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic: condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.
Name: 2/%9)4 [/z;é

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/ H10/22-F-51314

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F741

Date: ‘)/-’;/l?—/ 7’/07/(/4 '

(M

()

I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU',
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.

4)

()

(6)

2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

[f the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) 1strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development .in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: LAM  Hok CHWwG RAINIER

(circle one) HKID / I{gﬁ@ﬁprt:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to

15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.

RECEWED \
-7 I 075
Town Planning

;.
. Board

mrimamanias



Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22

Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-5§1315

Further Representation Number:

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F742

Date: 2 é/’ 1,/‘210 ”M(/

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU’,

2

(3)

(4)

(3)

(6)

preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’'t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) 1strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

Name: _CINANM P(JLL?/AWNA SHUC KW
(circle one@ Passport:
Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date:

(D

2)

Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51318

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F743

Further Representation Number:

28 /122004

I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'ou,
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree thatthe 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.

(4)

)

(6)

2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) 1strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospitél and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah I'u, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: ‘L ﬁ\/\) Puc IW K‘Z/&%CCIL}
(circle one@/ Passport:
Email / telephone (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/ H10/22-F-51319

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22

TO: tpbpd@p]_andgovhk Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F744
Date: 18///2/107AF

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU,
preferring that the land. of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) 1 can’tfind a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, alrecady zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents -in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: LE% CEE 4 ANZ=C SN

(circle oney HKID /| Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point (_}overlilnent Offices; 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.




Submission Number:
Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51320

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Further Representation Number:

Date: ) 8’/ (] 2004 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F745

(1) 1 oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU',
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) 1can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) 1disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks
the camel’s back.

Name: % W %% 4

<

(circle one) (-KI / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to

15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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i Submission Number: i
Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 TPB/R/S/H10/22:F-51321 'i

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk e
. Further Representation Number:
bate: 7’8/ ! 1/ ik TPB/R/S/H10/22-F746

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU',
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) Ican’tfind a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) 1disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and incloded numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) Ifthe Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) 1strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: \(/vf[ F b\%&d\‘ \///l/\

|

(circle one)("ﬁKI]fy/ Passport:

\

- Emai/l,.-} telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to

15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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submission Number:
TPB/R/S/ H10/22-F-S1322

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 Further Representation Number: |
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F747

Date: ) &)/{?—/701%

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU',
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) Ican’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) If'the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: NI JA’Y/'}TI

(circle one) HKID / Passpert:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to

15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number:

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51324

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date: 29’/ 12/ 2024

(M

)

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F748

I oppose the propdsed "U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU,
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.

(4)

)

(6)

2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

!(/{{’!xf e W 2ere o

(circle one@ / PgsSport:

@/ telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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submission Number:

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-S1325

ﬁ//(é

|

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Further Representation Number:

Date: ZW l 2// 20U TPB/R/S/H10/22-F749 |

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU’,
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration,

(2) Ican’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 frees have né value just because they are common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) TIstrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks
the camel’s back.

Phva, Sw¥ CHINvG

Name:

(circle one) @/ Passport:
@telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number: // '
TPB/ R/S/H10/22-F-81332

Further Representation Number:
TPB/R/S/HIO/ZZ-F750

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Date: 27// 3/10-;.(;

(1) T oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU',
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) Ican’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) Ifthe Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) 1 strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: TAO KAR WAN VALERIE

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number:
Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51333

/%(:

To: tp bpd@p land.gov.hk Further Representation Number:
Date: 27/ / 1./ 2008 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F751

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU',
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) Ican’tfind a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to
be funded by public money.



(7) 1strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: (A0 CHENG  (KwAx  WoOON

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number: :
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51334

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 T T

To: tpbpd@pland.gov. hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F752
Date: L?/ {2./2 VG

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU’,
preferring that the land of 'ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) Ican’tfind a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPg 's decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 68(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered,

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  [f excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) Ifthe Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK8100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.
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Submission Numberj
Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 \EBIRISIHlolzz-F-SBBS
o tpbpd@planngth Further Representation Number:
pate 27ﬁ 1/ 3,034,’ EPB/R/S/HlszZ-F753A\

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU’,
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

- (2) [Ican’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) 1disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development .in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: OO beu\j Corm , Wovg

v

(circle one) HKIP / Passport:

)

Emgil / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51336
To. tpbpd@pland gov.hic Further Representation Number:
Date: 27 / {2 /‘2 UL TPB/R/S/H10/22-F754

Ve

Submission Number:

(1) 1 oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU"

(2)

3)

(4)

(3)

(6)

preferring that the land of ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I'can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB's decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok FFu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7)  ILstrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users z';; Pokfulam, thét
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development  in Pokfulam will likely be the last sz‘raw

bl

that breaks the camel’s back.
Name: V//g %M

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number;
TPB/R/S/HIO/ZZ-F-51337
Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk Ether Representation Number:
Date:  27/r2(202¢ TPB/R/S/H10/22-F755

(1) T oppose the proposed 'U’ zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU',
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) Tcan’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

(4)  During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.




(7) 1 strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in

Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the

the camel’s back.

WNEEKAFoON  Epm (e

Name:

(circle one@/ Passport:
@telephone : (optional)

Submit your further répresentation by email to pbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
I15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number:
Further Representation oy Pokfulam OZP No.s/p11 0/22 TPB/R/S/HIO/ZZ-F-51339

To: zpbpd@pland.gov. hk
Date: 2,7//1/ 202

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/HIOIZZ-F 756

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'Ol
preferring that the land of ITEM 4° be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a reviseq

Pproposal is put forth Jor consideration

(2) Ican’tfind g representation that Proposed an amendment 1o zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPR s decision to rezope Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 68(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined
‘—_-—_'___f_——?-_-—t

(3) I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 frees are valuable regardless of how common the species qre

and whether or not they are registered

(4)  During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numeroys unnecessary
Structures such as residential, restaurany and vast open spaces.  Ifexcluded the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced

(3)  Ifthe Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most sujtable by the Planning Department, g

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKT should look Jor alternative

be funded by public money.




(7)  Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The

proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

Name: /\/DMf /(//M /D//Y/f /{J/:)’

(circle one@ Pazsgart:

Email-/telephone {optional)—

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to

15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number:
Further Representation op Pokfulam Ozp No.S/H10/22 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-s1345

/
)
To: tp bp d@p land.gov.hk Further Representation Number: |
Date: > &12/202 & TPB/R/S/H10/22-F757 |

(1) T oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU’,
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) Ican’tfind a Tepresentation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in carly November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open Spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) Ifthe Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most sujtab]e by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residentijal” comprising

2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

(6) AsHong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HK U should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.




the camel’s back.
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Submission Number:
LUrgent [JReturn receipt [JExpand Group [Restricted OPrevent Copy ITPB/R/S/HIO/ZZ'F'SBSO

Sent: 2025-01-02 EHIY 17:12:08 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F758
To:

tpbpd/PLAND <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>
Subject: Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10,22
Attachment: Oppose - Further Rep. on PFL OZP No. S_H10_22 (le) pdf:
Oppose - Further Rep. on PFL OZP No. S_H10_22 (ha).pdf

Please find attached two signed self-explanatory OPPOSITION letters.




Further Representation on Polfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To. tpbpd@pland.gov. hi

Date: ? Lu(/j’?

7 ~ a
ALV z/ )

\

(1) I oppose the proposed U’ zoning and the originally Proposed zoning of 'O

(2)

(3)

(4)

(3)

©

preferring that the land of ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB's decision to rezone [tem A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance becayse no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined

I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered,

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was Hawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HRU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pol Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered Jirst before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should looj Jor alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.




proposed gigantic GIC development in Polfulam wil likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s bacl:.
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Submission Number:
LlUrgent [CReturn receipt LlExpand Group [Restricted [IPrevent Copy TPB/R/S/HIO/ZZ-F-SHH

Further Representation Number:
From:

Sent: 2025-01-02 1Y 17:12:08 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F759
To: tpbpd/PLAND <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>

Subject: Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22

Attachment: Oppose - Further Rep. on PFL OZP No. S_H10 22 (le).pdf;

Oppose - Further Rep. on PFL OZP No. S_H10 22 (ha).pdf

Please find attached two signed self-explanatory OPPOSITION letters.




Further Representation on Polfulam OZp No.S/HI10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov. hik

Date_' Z]’ \jL j{:‘i/} (W AN u’\,..;,-tj . ‘:? (4\ /,:7_ __(_..

()

(2)

(3)

(4)

(3)

©

I oppose the proposed 'U’ zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'Ol
preferring that the land of ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

[ can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone ltem A4 to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no
representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined

[ disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the Species are

and whether or not they are registered,

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear tha
the HKU GIC proposal was Slawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If'the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Departmenz, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 areq, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look Jor alternative

more appropriale siles which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.

o




(7)  Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green bely acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport, The
proposed gigantic GIC development  in Polfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s bact,
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Name:
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(circle one HKH_D_/)PaSSporZ:

-

Email / telephone : (optional)
S

Submit your further representation by email to Lobpd@nland.ge bk or by post o
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Submission Number:
OUrgent CReturn receipt DExpand Group [Restricted [IPrevent Copy TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51355

From: Further Representation Number:
Sent: 2025-01-02 £ErY 16:08:59 TPB/R/S/HlOﬂZ—F?Gi)
To: tpbpd/PLAND <tpbpd @pland.gov.hk>

Subject: 7%

{EFRAY iPhone (3%




Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov. hk
Date:

(1)

(2

)

(%)

(3)

(@)

1 oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU"
preferring that the land of ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was ﬂéwed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RCG6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative

more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.

il 2
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LUrgent [CIReturn receipt UExpand Group [Restricted [IPrevent Copy

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:
Attachment:

Dear Sir,

Attached is my submission.

SY

2025-01-02 £y 15:21:23
tpbpd/PLAND <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>
Representation on Pokfulam Ozp

Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51357

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F761

250102_Further Representation onPokfulam OZp No,S_HI 0 22

To_ .pdf
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland. gov. hk
Date: 2 [1]202¢4

(1)

(2)

(3)

4)

(3)

(©)

I oppose the proposed 'U" zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU",
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

1 can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone ltem A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning. Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

1 disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
Structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, q
perfectly sized and located RC6 areaq, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look Jor alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.




(7)  Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green beli acceptable. Residents in
Polfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development  in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back,

Name: Lﬁb{ ?A’( _\/m)ﬂ

(circle om@ Passport:

Limail / telephone : (optional)

tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to

Submit your further representation by email to

Morth Point Government Offices, 333 Jay d, North Point, Hong Kong.



From:
Sent;
To:
Subject:

Attachment:

Dear Sirs

Submission Number-
HUrgent DIReturn receipt ClExpand Group [CRestricted [IPrevent Copy TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-s1358

Further Representation Number:
2025-01-02 2y 16:42:07 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F7GQ
tpbpd/PLAND <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>
New Document(71).pdf

New Document(71).pdf

Regarding HKU's proposal to build a Global Innovation Centre in Pokfulam (OZP No.

S/H10/22), please see the

Regards

attached further representation from myself for your further action,

FONG Shuk Wai, resident in Baguio Villa
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Further Representation on Pokfulam 0ZP No. S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland gov. hk
Date:

(1) 1 oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'Ol/"

(2)

3

(4)

(5)

(©)

preferring that the land of ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (V)
Undetermined. The TPB's decision to rezone Jtem A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no valye Just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
Structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. Ifexcluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising

2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative

more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money,

il




(7) 1strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The

proposed gigantic GIC development  in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw
that breaks the camel’s back.

Name: Z/ﬂ//f’ )//’

RS
(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.




Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-S1360

OUrgent CReturn receipt [OExpand Group [Restricted [Prevent Copy

i . : Further Representation Number:
o R TS

R/S/H10/22-F763
ent 2025-01-02 FHPY 16:47:37 TPB/R/S/H10/2

To: tpbpd/PLAND <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>
Subject: Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.5/H10/22
Attachment: Scanned Document 2-1-2025 at 4.45.34 PM.pdf

Dear Sir/Madam,

Please see attached for my representation re the proposed redevelopment in Pokfulam.

Yours Sincerely,
Jennifer Earnshaw



Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date: O 2_/@ | /Zc‘lﬁ

(1)

2)

3)

oy

(5)

(6)

I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU’,
preferring that the land of ‘I'TEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.

2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or notthey.are regisiered e sammumiaaaes

I‘)‘_._L:_lri;,r;_g‘the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising

2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative

more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.




(7) 1strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: ’\JGN NP éfﬂ-mmm

(circle on¢) HKID Passport:_

Email / telephone : (optional)

e Submlt your | furth representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to

Pt N BT

PSRy H
/F"North 'Poin Government Offices. 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.




Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51361

Further Representation Number:

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 - | TPB/R/S/H10/22-F764
To: ipbpd@pland.gov. hk

Date:

(1) 1 oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU",

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Bel (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can't find a representation that proposed an amendment 1o zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB'’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning. Ordinance becauge no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to ( U) Undetermined

I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common

species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the Species are

and whether or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear thar
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included nUMerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKUJ GIC can be substantially reduced

If'the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, o
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered Jirst before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look Jor alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.




(7)  Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacelnt green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
Proposed gigantic GIC development  in Polfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks rh_e camel's back

Name: ZE—E -S;U ’l/ﬂ_ll/_?__\

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tphpd@ land.gov.hk or b t to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.




Submission Number: ;
TPB/R/S/H10/22~F-SI363 [
|

. Further Representation Number:
Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 (TPB /R/S/H10/22-E765
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk :
Date: Zg_(2- '}?0

(1) I oppose the proposed U’ zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU’,
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) Ican’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Ttem A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) ldisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.

2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether
or not they are registered. o

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) Ifthe Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HK'U should look for alternative

more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to
be funded by public money. |




(7) 1 strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educatioual, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this males development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Polfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah u, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cybeérport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam wilj likely be the last straw that brealksg

the camel’s back.
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Email / telephone - (optional)

Submit your further répresentation by email 1o ipbpd@pland.sov. ik or by post to
L5/ Noxth Point Grovermpnen Qifices, 333 Java Road Mogth Point, Houg IKong,
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Submission Number: ‘
TPB/R/S/HIO/ZZ-F-81364

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 Further Representation Number:
~ To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F766

Date: ?O/ﬂ/’?’o"/‘,ﬂ

(1) T oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU",
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) Ican’tfind a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (8))
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value Just because they are common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in eariy November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the
size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced,

(5) Ifthe Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative

more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.

(//ra:




(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cybérport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks
the camel’s back.

gl
Name: A% HP‘U LQD )Y[DLET

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Board




Submission Number: |
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-S1365 I

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 Further Representation Number-
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk : I TPB/R/S/H10/22-F767

Date: $0+( 1e ]/‘f

(1) T oppose the proposed "U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU’,
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) Ican’tfind a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has -
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Ldisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they ate common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential® comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

- (6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative

more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: /gi\/ ;él? @% '. / /f/;/: E’J/

(circle one) HKID / Passport: 1

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to ipbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/1 Noxth Point Govermimen ¢ Difices, 333 Java Road, Morth Poin t, Hong Kone.
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_ Submission Number: /:\4 I". / |
TPB/RIS/HlD/ZZ—F-51366 \ g
¥ [

Further Representation Number:

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 | TPB/R/S/H10/22-F768
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Date: {5 D} (. 20 "275

(1) T oppose the proposed "U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU,
preferring that the land of ‘I'TEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) I can’t [ind a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of [tem A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 (rees have no value just because they are common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HICU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) Ifthe Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Iong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.




(7) Tstrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cybérport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.
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(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to ipbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to

15/ Noyxtih Point Govermment Ditices, 333 Java Read, Morth Poimt, Hong Kong,
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Submission Numbers I

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F~51357 I

|

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 ‘

- o | Further Representation Number:
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H1oﬂ2-F76;I

Date: 3¢ M&mﬁ% WY

(1) I oppose the proposed U’ zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU",
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) Tcan’tfind a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they ate common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and 'scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) Ifthe Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongéide the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7)  Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our’ adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already faéing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah u, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cybérport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that brealks
the camel’s back,

. L
Name: WU’“‘j F ° k/‘ f
Y,
(circle one/ Passport;
@ telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to ipbpd@pland.gov.hiik or by post to
L5/F North Point Govermment Offices, 333 Java Read, Morth Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-$1368

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date:

ey

2

Further Representation Num

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F770

d

DecemBgy 30 500 v

I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU/,

preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Ttem A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree thatthe 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.

(4)

()

(6)

2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized-and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU shoﬁld look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.
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(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to ipbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post io

L5/ Noxth Peint Govermment Qffices, 333 Java Road, Morth Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number;
TPB/R/S/ H10/22-F-S1369

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22

|

|

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F771

) Further Representation Number:

Date:  Zv = 12 ~0e 24~

(1) I oppose the proposed "U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU',
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) Ican’t{ind a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) Ifthe Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.
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(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educafional, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cybérport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks
the camel’s back,

v LEE SHIT YA

(circle one@% / Passport: 7
Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to ipbpd@pland.gov.hls or by post to
L3/T Noxth Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, Moxth Point, Hong Kong.,




Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51370

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F772

Date: 3. (2. 24

(D

@)

I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU',

preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree thatthe 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.

(4)

()

(6)

2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place. |

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



/7

(7) [Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cybérport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: ___(EE Stwe Yiupe Hoest

(circle one@ Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional) | |
Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
13/ North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.




Submission Numher:_
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51371

Further Representation Number:
Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 EPB/ R/S/H10/22-F7 737
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hi
Date: 30/12[202¢

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU",

(2)

(3)

)

(3)

(©)

preferring that the land of ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB'’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Plaﬁning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagreelwith the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Polfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Polfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of

~ the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development  in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

Name: /%ﬂ% .EKV/V ké’-‘é‘ V%:L—A? |

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone . (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to twbpd@pland.gov.hik or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kons.
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| Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51372

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 Further Representation Number:
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F774
Date: 20 ~ \a=rp

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU',
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) Ican’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree thatthe 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) 1 strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green‘ belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks
the camel’s back.
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(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post (o

15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51373

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F775

Date: 31)’ ( D‘ 2P

e

@)

I oppose the proposed 'U’ zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU",
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.

(4)

(5)

©

2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.




(7) 1strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: 4%“*‘“‘ fo .
(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to

15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number: J
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51374} |

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 |
TO: t b d 1and' OV.hk Further Representation Number:
Dat: p%i@ ’ Y ~g}01¢w TPB/R/S/H10/22-F776

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU",
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) I can’tfind a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

ot not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

~ size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) Ifthe Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: %mf,’hv\) H I
(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22

Submission Nu :
mber:
TPB/ R/S/H10/22-F-51375 Ill

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F777

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Date: %/}D—/D"?

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU,,

@)

3

#)

preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A4 to (U) Undetermined.

I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) Ifthe Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative

more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7)  Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Polfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development  in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.
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(circle one) HKID / Passport:
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Submit your further representation
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/HI10/22

Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51376

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F778

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hi

Date: 73/0/{ :2_( 2 4

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU,,

(2)

(3)

4

)

©)

preferring that the land of ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB'’s decision to rezone Item 4 to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned "Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7)  Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Polkfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Polfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development  in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw
that breaks the camel’s back.
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TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-513

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 [S ubmission Number:Tq

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Date: 20 D/E/C/ Z/D .2/(% ‘ Further Representation Number: |

(1)

2

(3

(4)

)

(6)

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F779

I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU",
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. I excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK8100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
‘more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development  in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

Name: wohﬂ)\ KM Lde,( \/l ‘ILC\

(circle one) HKID// Passport:

Email / telephone (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Date:ZO DILL 7/07’(%

(1)

(2)

Further Representation Numbi

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F780

3

Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/ H10/22-F-S1378

I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU',
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

[ can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.

“)

(5)

(6)

2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green bélt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital aﬁd the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

R Kewote chens wpne Jelria

(circle one@/ Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F Noxth Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22

Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51379

Further Representation Number:

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F781

Date: ZO D2 C }07/7’

(1)

)

I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU',
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.

“)

(5)

(6)

2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) 1strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: _Kuok HO“} \Odm} Ruyssel)

(circle one) HKID Y Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to

15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.




Submission Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51380

|

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 Curther Representation Number:

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Date: 30.\0o- lf

(1)

@)

I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU",
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that propbsed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.

(4)

)

(6)

2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F782



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes developrhent of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: \!dé”m”/" /ﬁﬂ

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 E:}‘;T;;::g /2;?;_5;81 ll
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Date: — ; Further Representation Number:
Sp-12 L‘”"‘P hps/nls/mo/zz-lﬂg’

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU',

preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) Ican’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
~ Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt accleptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital aﬁd the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.
Name:

‘\/\/u Par LINET
(circle one/LHKy Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional) -

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.




Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H 10/22-F-51383

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F784

Date: 2% {2\/292.4_

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

)

(©)

I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU",
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If'the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department,
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7)  1strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development  in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw
that breaks the camel’s back.

S0 SveT LAl

Name:

(circle one) Passport.'

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number:

OUrgent ClReturn receipt [CExpand Group ORestricted [Prevent Copy TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51872
From:

Sent: 2025-01-03 EHfA 16:43:24

To: tpbpd/PLAND <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>

Cc

Subject: Further Representation

Attachment: Further Representation.pdf

To: Town Planning Board
Dear Sir/Madam,

I am writing to submit my further representation regarding the proposed rezoning of the Pok Fu Lam
Item A site under Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) No. S/H10/22. Please find attached my objection report
outlining significant concerns regarding the rezoning from Green Belt (GB) to “Undetermined” (U).

This submission reflects the overwhelming public opposition from residents and stakeholders, as well
as detailed analysis highlighting environmental, financial, and policy misalignments. I urge the Town
Planning Board to consider these points carefully and to preserve the existing Green Belt designation
in alignment with Hong Kong’s long-term planning objectives and public interest.

['would be grateful if you could confirm receipt of this further representation and advise on the next
steps in the review and consultation process. Should you require any funfhel mfmmatlon or
clarification, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Yours faithfully,

So Suet Lai




Objection Report

Further Representation on Pok Fu Lam OZP No.S/H10/22
Date: December 28, 2024

To: Town ﬁlanning Board (TPB)

Attn: Chairperson and Members

CC: Chief Executive, Hong Kong SAR

Subject: Rezoning of Pok Fu Lam Item A Site to “Undetermined” tU)
Dear Sir/Madam:

I write to express my strong objection to the proposed rezoning of the Pok
Fu Lam Item A site from “Green Belt” (GB) to “Undetermined” (U) under the
draft Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) No. S/H10/22. I urge the Town Planning
Board to preserve the existing Green Belt designation and reject HKU’s
proposed Global Innovation Centre (GIC) development.

This objection report is submitted on the basis of overwhelming opposition
of 3,411 residents and stakeholders who have clearly and consistently
voiced their objections. The proposal risks diminishing Hong Kong's
environmental sustainability, public trust, and the integrity of urban
planning principles. This report outlines the strongly substantiated grounds
for objection, -each supported by professional assessments, relevant
precedents, and strategic urban planning principles.

I respectfully request the TPB to reject the rezoning and maintain the Green
Belt zoning in alignment with Hong Kong’s long-term planning ob]ectwes
environmental commitments, and community interests.



Executive Summary

Based on legal, environmental, financial and policy grounds and reinforced
by overwhelming public oppositions, this report provides strong objections
to the rezoning of the Pok Fu Lam Item A site to “Undetermined.” Key points
include: .

= Preservation of Green Belt Land: Essential for preventing urban
sprawl, preserving biodiversity, and maintaining ecological balance.

» Strategic Misalignment: The rezoning contradicts the Northern
Metropolis Development Strategy by misplacing innovation infrastructure
in an area unsuitable for such development. Suitable, policy-aligned
alternatives are available especially in the Northern Metropolis, which
offers flat, ready-to-develop land for HKU’s GIC. Development in Pok Fu
Lam is unnecessary, costly and contradicts with HK's I&T growth
strategies. '

o  Community Consensus - Overwhelming Public Oppositions: 3,677
representations were submitted during public consultation. Over 3,411
representations oppose the rezoning, reflecting overwhelming public
sentiment to preserve the area’s green space. '

o  Traffic and Infrastructure Overload: Current infrastructure cannot
support large-scale development without exacerbating congestion.

-« Legal Risks and Precedents: The Fanling Golf Course case
. underscores the legal vulnerability of rezoning decisions that contradict
environmental and planning policies.

¢ Climate Commitments: Development of the GIC undermines Hong
Kong'’s carbon neutrality and climate resilience objectives.

» Lack of Legal Ownership by HKU: HKU does not hold legal ownership
of the land, which remains Government property. There has been no
conveyance by private treaty grant, short-term tenancy, or licence.

. Excessive Development Costs: Representation R3320 estimated
HK$863 million for site formation, excluding building costs. HKU did not
contest this figure during hearings, raising concerns over the project’s
financial viability.

+ Contradition to Government Policy: The 2023 Policy Address states
that Green Belt areas will not be used for large-scale development due to
sufficient land supply. The 2024 Policy Address prioritises innovation hubs



in the Northern Metropolis, Lok Ma Chau Loop and San Tin Technopole,
aligning with broader I&T development strategies.

This report substantiates these objections with the following analysis,
environmental studies, and community perspectives.

1 Introduction

The Pok Fu Lam area represents one of Hong Kong Island’s few remaining
low-density, green residential zones. For nearly 40 years, this community
has been safeguarded under the Green Belt (GB) zoning designation,
protecting the area from intrusive development.

The recent proposal to rezone the Item A site to “Undetermined” (U) poses
an existential threat to Pok Fu Lam’s character, environment, and livability.
The introduction of large-scale, high-density development in this
ecologically sensitive and infrastructurally constrained area stands in direct
opposition to Hong Kong's planning policies and environmental
commitments.

This report provides a structured and detailed argument against the
proposed rezoning. Through professional analysis, legal precedents, and
comprehensive community feedback, it aims to demonstrate why the
existing Green Belt zoning should be preserved.

2 Background and Site Analysis

The Item A site was designated as Green Belt (GB) in 1986 under the Pok Fu
Lam Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) No. S/H10/1. This designation reflected the
site’s steep slopes, ecological value, and environmental sensitivity.

For nearly four decades, successive versions of the Pok Fu Lam OZP have
maintained this designation, reinforcing the presumption against
development in the area. The Explanatory Statement (ES) of the OZP cites
the site’s topographical and geotechnical constraints as primary reasons
for restricting development.

The steep, vegetated slopes and the 80m elevation difference between Pok
Fu Lam Road and Victoria Road present significant engineering



challenges and ecological risks. The site forms part of a contiguous green
corridor essential for biodiversity and urban climate resilience.

3 Over‘\,riew of the Development Proposal

The University of Hong Kong (HKU) has proposed the development of a
Global Innovation Centre (GIC) at the Item A site. The development
encompasses:

s Total GFA of 222,720 square meters, of which more than 60% are
related to non-research and/or non-academic purposes including
commercial premises and private-rental residential accommodations that
are set to compete with the private-sector rental-market residential
apartments which are now in excessive supply in the open market.

» Biosafety Level 3 (BSL-3) laboratory, raising community concerns
over health and safety risks.

The proposal involves the removal of over 2,250 mature trees,
permanently altering the landscape and ecological fabric of Pok Fu Lam.

HKU’s justification cites the need to expand innovation and technology
infrastructure. However, the proposal fails to align with Hong Kong's
strategic development goals and raises fundamental questions about site
suitability and environmental sustainability.

4 Grounds for. Objection

This section ‘outlines the key objections to the proposed rezoning. Each
ground is supported by evidence, community input, and policy analysis.

4.1 Preservation of Green Belt Land

The preservation of Green Belt (GB) land is a cornerstone of Hong Kong's
urban planning and environmental sustainability framework. The Pok Fu
Lam Item A site has been zoned as GB since 1986 under OZP No. S/H10/1.
This designation reflects the area’s ecological sensitivity, steep slopes, and
critical role in maintaining Hong Kong Island’s green buffer zones.



The Town Planning Board (TPB) Guidelines No. 10 clearly state that there is
a strong presumption against development within Green Belt zones. The
guidelines emphasize that development proposals will only be considered
under exceptional circumstances, requiring demonstrable public need,
environmental mitigation, and the absence of alternative sites.

The rezoning of this site to “Undetermined” (U) undermines the integrity of
the GB designation. It opens the door to speculative development that
prioritizes  institutional convenience over environmental
preservation. This shift represents a dangerous precedent, weakening the
presumption against development and jeopardizing similar Green Belt zones
across Hong Kong.

The Item A site’s steep and vegetated slopes provide essential ecosystem
services, acting as a natural barrier against urban heat island effects,
promoting biodiversity, and enhancing air quality. The removal of over
2,250 mature trees to accommodate the Global Innovation Centre (GIC)
would result in irreversible environmental degradation.

By maintaining the GB zoning, the TPB reinforces Hong Kong's commitment
to sustainable urban planning, carbon neutrality, and environmental
protection. It upholds the principle that development must align with long-
term ecological preservation rather than short-term institutional expansion.

4.2 Misalignment with Strategic Development Goals

The proposed development directly contradicts Hong Kong’s strategic urban
planning initiatives, particularly the Northern Metropolis Development
Strategy. This strategy envisions the Northern Metropolis as the city’s
innovation and technology (I&T) hub, designed to facilitate cross-border
collaboration and economic integration with Shenzhen and the Greater Bay
Area.

Locating HKU’s GIC in Pok Fu Lam—far from the Northern Metropolis—
fragments Hong Kong's innovation ecosystem. The site’s geographic
isolation limits the GIC’s ability to foster synergies with other innovation
clusters, reducing its potential to drive economic growth.

Hong Kong's National 14th Five-Year Plan highlights the Northern
Metropolis as the priority area for technological advancement. Diverting
major I&T projects to Pok Fu Lam not only disrupts this strategic vision but



wastes public resources by investing in areas lacking the necessary
infrastructure to support large-scale innovation centers.

Rezoning the site to “Undetermined” signals a misalignment of policy
priorities, undermining the coherence of Hong Kong's long-term
development plans. Preserving the GB zoning alighs with national and
regional strategies that emphasize concentrated 1&T development in the
Northern Metropolis, maximizing economic returns while safeguarding
ecologically sensitive areas.

4.3 Climate Resilience and Environmental Impact
Hong Kong's climate strategy emphasizes carbon neutrality by 2050 and

the enhancement of urban greenery as key pillars of resilience against
climate change. The development of the GIC on Green Belt land contradicts

these objectives by promoting deforestation, increasing carbon emissions,

and degrading air quality.

The Pok Fu Lam area functions as a natural carbon sink, mitigating the
urban heat island effect and supporting local biodiversity. The removal of
over 2,250 trees and disruption of this ecological corridor will contribute to
higher temperatures, reduced air quality, and increased flood risk—
outcomes directly opposed to Hong Kong’s climate adaptation strategies.

Moreover, the GIC proposal includes a Biosafety Level 3 (BSL-3)
laboratory, which raises significant public health concerns. High-risk
pathogen research in close proximity to residential areas poses
unacceptable biohazard risks. Such facilities should be located in industrial

zones or purpose-built I&T hubs like the Northern Metropolis, away from
dense residential populations.

Maintaining the GB zoning reinforces Hong Kong's climate commitments,
ensuring that urban expansion does not come at the cost of long-term
environmental sustainability.

4.4 Traffic Congestion and Infrastructure Constraints

Pok Fu Lam Road is already severely congested, operating at near capacity
during peak hours. The introduction of large-scale development, including




high-rise residential towers and commercial spaces, will exacerbate this
issue, leading to significant disruptions for residents.

The proposed South Island Line (West), intended to alleviate congestion,
will not be operational until at least 2034. Approving the GIC project well
- before its operational readiness risks locking the area into years of excessive
congestion and strain on existing infrastructure especially as a result of
increased traffic bottlenecks, noise pollution, and deteriorating road
safety conditions.

Rezoning the site to “Undetermined” permits HKU to proceed with planning
applications that fail to account for critical transport infrastructure
delays. Maintaining the Green Belt zoning ensures that development
proceeds only after robust traffic mitigation measures are implemented.

4.5 Community Consensus and Public Engagement

The public consultation process for OZP No. S/H10/22 generated 3,677
representations, with 3,411 opposing the rezoning proposal. This
overwhelming majority reflects broad-based community opposition to
altering the Green Belt designation.

Despite the public’s clear stance, the decision to rezone the site to
“Undetermined” undermines community trust and disregards the principle
of participatory planning. No representations expressed support for
rezoning to “Undetermined.” Proceeding with this plan erodes. public
confidence in the TPB’s responsiveness to stakeholder concerns.

By preserving the GB zoning, the TPB honors its commitment to
transparent, community-driven planning processes.

4.6 Legal Precedents and Judicial Risks

The High Court’s recent decision to overturn development at the Fanling Golf
Course establishes a critical legal precedent for safeguarding Green Belt
land. The court ruled that rezoning decisions must adhere to stringent
environmental assessments and comprehensive public consultation
processes. ~



Rezoning the Item A site to “Undetermined” without addressing
environmental risks or community objections exposes the project to
judicial review. This legal vulnerability could result in costly litigation,
further delaying development and wasting public resources.

Maintaining the GB zoning shields the TPB from potential legal challenges,
reinforcing adherence to planning guidelines and legal precedents.

4.7 Protection of Pok Fu Lam'’s Uniqué Character

Pok Fu Lam is one of the few low-density, green residential areas on Hong
Kong Island. Its character, defined by tranquil surroundings and extensive
greenery, represents a rare and valuable urban landscape. This setting
provides a stark contrast to Hong Kong’s dense, high-rise districts, offering
residents a peaceful, community-focused living environment.

Rezoning the Item A site to “Undetermined” jeopardizes this delicate
balance, opening the door to high-density, large-scale developments that
are incompatible with the area’s existing residential character. The
introduction of high-rise structures and commercial facilities would erode
the visual harmony and landscape that residents have cherished for
decades.

Moreover, this would accelerate property devaluation for existing
homeowners by compromising privacy, increasing noise pollution, and
diminishing the overall quality of life. Many residents moved to Pok Fu Lam
specifically to enjoy the serene, green surroundings. Altering this
environment would force some long-time residents to relocate, disrupting
the community fabric.

Preserving the Green Belt ensures that the unique identity of Pok Fu Lam is
protected, preserving low-density living environments and safeguarding
community values for future generations.

4.8 Economic Inefficiency and Public Resource Waste

Placing the HKU Global Innovation Centre (GIC) in Pok Fu Lam represents a
misallocation of public resources. The development of innovation and
technology (I1&T) hubs is explicitly designated for the Northern Metropolis
in the Government'’s long-term development strategy.






‘By diverting HKU’s expansion to Pok Fu Lam, this proposal contradicts the
city’s broader economic vision and fragments I&T development across
geographically distant areas. This separation weakens cross-border
collaboration with Shenzhen and the Greater Bay Area, reducing economic
synergies.

Moreover, the infrastructure costs required to adapt Pok Fu Lam for large-
scale innovation development are considerable. Transport upgrades, road
widening, and new public facilities would demand extensive public
investment, placing unnecessary financial burdens on taxpayers,

Directing HKU'’s innovation hub to existing I&T zones within the Northern
Metropolis leverages already planned infrastructure, maximizing returns
on public investment and ensuring alignment with national economic
strategies.

4.9 Alternative Development Sites

Several viable alternative sites exist for HKU’s GIC that do not compromise
environmentally sensitive areas. The Residential (Group C) 6 (RC6) site
adjacent to [tem A, covering 2.5 hectares, is already zoned for low-density
residential development and represents a suitable expansion location.

Additionally, the Science and Technology Park (STP) and the Hong Kong-
Shenzhen Innovation and Technology Park (HSITP) in the Northern
Metropolis provide ideal locations that align with Hong Kong's long-term
I&T strategy. Both sites are better equipped with necessary transport links,
infrastructure, and collaboration opportunities.

The presence of industrial zones and purpose-built I&T districts ensures
that development proceeds without encroaching on residential areas or
green spaces. Prioritizing these sites reinforces sustainable development
goals and reduces community disruption.

The Northern Metropolis and Lok Ma Chau Loop have been earmarked for
innovation and technology development, with flat, easily developable land
and existing infrastructure that reduces development costs and
environmental risks. In contrast, the Pok Fu Lam site’s deep terrain and
ecological sensitivity present SIgnlflcant financial and environmental
hurdles.



4.10 Impact on Public Health and Safety

. The inclusion of a Biosafety Level 3 (BSL-3) laboratory within the
proposed GIC poses serious risks to public health and safety. BSL-3
laboratories handle high-risk pathogens and must adhere to stringent
safety measures to prevent accidental leaks or contamination.

Locating such a facility within a residential area contradicts international
best practices, which recommend positioning high-risk laboratories in
industrial or isolated areas. In the event of a containment failure, nearby
residents would face severe biohazard risks, endangering public health.

HKU has not provided clear mitigation strategies or community
engagement on this issue, further heightening concerns. Retaining the GB
zoning removes this risk by preventing the introduction of hazardous
research facilities into residential zones.

4.11 Public Consultation and Accountability

The decision to rezone the site to “Undetermined” disregards the results of
extensive public consultation. Of the 3,677 representations received,
over 90% opposed rezoning. The public overwhelmingly expressed the
desire to maintain the Green Belt designation.

Ignoring this consensus undermines public faith in the integrity of the town
planning process. It signals to residents that institutional convenience
overrides community voices, eroding accountability. Maintaining the GB
zoning reflects the principles of participatory planning, ensuring that
community input directly influences urban development policies.

4.12 Risk of Precedent - Erosion of Green Belt Protections

Approving the rezoning of the Item A site to “Undetermined” (U) risks setting
a dangerous precedent that could weaken protections for Green Belt (GB)
land across Hong Kong. For decades, the GB zoning mechanism has served
as a critical safeguard against urban sprawl, ensuring that green, ecologically
sensitive areas are preserved for environmental, aesthetic, and public health
purposes. The PokFu Lam OZP No.S/H10/1, first gazetted in February 1986,
explicitly designated the Item A site as GB due to its steep slopes, natural
beauty, and unsuitability for development. Over the past 40 years, this



zoning has remained a cornerstone of Hong Kong’s planning ethos,
consistently reaffirmed in more than 20 iterations of the OZP.

By rezoning this land to “Undetermined,” the TPB risks signaling to
developers and institutions that protected green spaces can be rezoned
incrementally, creating a slippery slope toward piecemeal urban expansion
into Hong Kong’s few remaining green enclaves. This decision could
embolden future applicants to seek similar rezoning, accelerating the
erosion of Green Belt protections citywide. Maintaining the current GB
status sends a clear message that Hong Kong values sustainable
development and environmental stewardship, reinforcing public trust in the
integrity of the planning process.

4.13 Steep Topography and Developmental Unsuitability

The Item A site’s steep, vegetated terrain presents significant engineering
challenges that render it inherently unsuitable for large-scale development.
With an elevation difference of approximately 80 meters between Pok Fu
Lam Road and Victoria Road, any construction on this site would require
extensive slope stabilization, excavation, and retaining structures,
exponentially increasing development costs and the risk of landslides.

The Explanatory Statement (ES) of the OZP explicitly emphasizes the site’s
geotechnical constraints and states that development within this zone
should be avoided. Moreover, any large-scale excavation risks triggering
slope instability, endangering nearby residential areas and public
infrastructure.

In addition to environmental concerns, the financial viability of developing
the site is questionable. The high cost of land preparation, slope
- reinforcement, and drainage improvements undermines the economic
rationale for pursuing development in this location, making it neither cost-
effective nor sustainable.

Alternative sites with flatter terrain, such as those within the Northern
Metropolis or the adjacent RC6 zone, offer far more practical and
economically sound options for accommodating HKU’s expansion needs.



4.14 Traffic Congestion and Infrastructure Overload

Pok Fu Lam Road currently faces severe congestion especially during peak
hours, and introducing a large-scale development like the HKU GIC will
further exacerbate traffic bottlenecks, worsening the daily lives of
residents and commuters.

Existing road networks are already operating at or over capacity, and the
proposed development is expected to bring increased heavy vehicle traffic
during both the construction and operational phases. This will risk
exceeding strain on public transportation, emergency services, and local
infrastructure.

While HKU suggests that the South Island Line (West) (SIL(W)) will alleviate
these issues, this transport extension is not expected to be completed until
at least 2034. In the absence of expanded transport capacity, the GIC will
add to congestion, increasing travel times, noise, and air pollution.

Traffic impact assessments conducted by HKU have underestimated the
cumulative burden of this project, neglecting to account for parallel
developments in the Southern District. Retaining the Green Belt designation
protects local infrastructure from premature overload, preserving Pok Fu
Lam's livability until transport solutions are fully realized.

4.15 Biodiversity and Ecological Integrity

The Item A site is home to over 2,250 mature trees and serves as a critical
ecological corridor supporting local wildlife, including rare and endangered
species. This green buffer contributes to Hong Kong's broader biodiversity,
acting as a vital link between fragmented forested areas.

Developing this site would lead to the destruction of significant natural
habitats, triggering a cascade of ecological disruptions. The removal of
mature trees accelerates soil erosion, diminishes carbon sequestration
capacity, and contributes to the urban heat island effect.

While HKU has pledged compensatory planting, replanting efforts rarely
replicate the biodiversity value of established forests. Mature trees take
decades to regrow, and newly planted saplings lack the ecological
complexity required to support native fauna.



Protecting Pok Fu Lam’s green spaces aligns with Hong Kong’s climate
resilience commitments and reinforces the city’s ambition to achieve
carbon neutrality by 2050. Rezoning the land as “Undetermined”
jeopardizes this vision, undermining broader environmental goals.

4.16 Misalignment with Government Development Strategy

Hong Kong’s Northern Metropolis Strategy explicitly identifies the Northern
Metropolis as the designated hub for innovation and technology (I&T)
growth. This strategic vision aims to consolidate 1&T development within
areas that offer proximity to Shenzhen and cross-border economic
integration.

Placing HKU’s GIC in Pok Fu Lam represents a clear misalignment with this
development strategy, fragmenting Hong Kong's innovation ecosystem
and diverting resources away from priority areas.

The Northern Metropolis offers existing I&T infrastructure, planned
transport links, and available land that aligns with long-term economic
objectives. Redirecting HKU’s development efforts to this area reinforces
regional planning goals and maximizes economic synergies, ensuring that
innovation clusters develop cohesively.

Pok Fu Lam’s environment is fundamentally incompatible with large-scale
high-density innovation infrastructure. For HKU to proceed with
development in this location contradicts government planning policy and
dilutes the effectiveness of the Northern Metropolis initiative.

4.17 HKU's Lack of Transparent Public Consultation

HKU’s public consultation process surrounding the GIC project has been
inadequate, opaque, and dismissive of community concerns. Residents
were not meaningfully engaged in early-stage planning, and the consultation
sessions that did occur were limited in scope and accessibility.

Feedback from the community has consistently highlighted the lack of clear
project details, risk assessments, and mitigative measures. HKU's failure to
incorporate stakeholder feedback reflects a top-down approach. that
contradicts best practices in participatory urban planning.



The Town Planning Board must insist on comprehensive, transparent
consultation processes that prioritize local engagement, ensuring that
development proposals reflect the interests of affected communities.

4.18 Environmental and - Geotechnical Concerns - Landslide and
Flooding Risks :

The Item A site’s steep, vegetated terrain and significant elevation difference
pose not only construction challenges but also serious geotechnical risks,
including landslides and flooding. Development on such precarious slopes
can exacerbate instability, endangering nearby residential areas, schools,
and public infrastructure.

The area’s steep gradient increases the likelihood of slope failures during
periods of heavy rainfall, a risk that will only intensify as large-scale
- excavation and construction disturb natural drainage patterns. Hong Kong
has witnessed multiple landslides in steep areas over the past decades,
resulting in significant damage to property and loss of life.

Moreover, the retention of existing vegetation plays a vital role in
preventing soil erosion and regulating natural water flow. The removal of
over 2,250 trees will reduce the site’s ability to absorb rainwater, increasing
runoff and contributing to potential downstream flooding along Pok Fu Lam
Road.

Geotechnical assessments carried out by HKU underestimate these risks
and fail to provide comprehensive mitigation strategies. The Town Planning
Board must acknowledge the substantial dangers of allowing large-scale
high-density development in such a hazardous location, reinforcing the
rationale for maintaining the current Green Belt designation.

4.19 Misleading Economic and Social Benefits - Overstated Gains

HKU has framed the Global Innovation Centre (GIC) as a project that will
bring significant economic and social benefits to the local community and
Hong Kong at large. However, these claims are overstated and lack
verifiable substantiation.



While the GIC may contribute to academic research and innovation, the
tangible benefits to the Pok Fu Lam community remain unclear and
unquantified. The project primarily serves HKU’s institutional interests and
convenience rather than addressing pressing community needs.

Crucially, most of the job creation and economic benefits associated with
the GIC are likely to be concentrated in professional and research
pppsectors, limiting employment opportunities for local residents.
Additionally, the influx of non-local workers and students will place further
pressure on local infrastructure without proportionate benefits to the
community.

By contrast, the potential negative impacts—traffic congestion, loss of
green space, increased living costs, and infrastructure strain—are
immediate and concrete. The Town Planning Board must critically assess
the balance of projected benefits against the real, long-term costs imposed
on the local community.

4.20 Violation of Established Planning Principles - The Role of Green
Belts in Urban Resilience

Since its inception, Hong Kong's Green Belt zoning has served as a critical
tool for urban resilience, preventing unchecked development, reducing
the risk of environmental degradation, and preserving the city’s natural
heritage. The Pok Fu Lam OZP No. S/H10/1, gazetted in 1986, designated the
[tem A site as Green Belt specifically to conserve its ecological and scenic
value.

The longstanding presumption against development in Green Belt areas—
reinforced through the Town Planning Board Guidelines (TPB PG-No.10)—
is designed to ensure that urban expansion is strategically managed and
. environmentally responsible.

Rezoning the Item A site to “Undetermined” undermines these principles,
weakening the institutional framework that underpins Hong Kong’s
commitment to sustainable urban development. Allowing this deviation
risks compromising the integrity of town planning regulations, opening the
door to future applications that erode Green Belt protections elsewhere.



Maintaining the current GB zoning reflects sound urban planning that
balances growth with conservation, reinforcing Hong Kong’s reputation as a
city that values both economic progress and environmental preservation.

5 Recommendations & Conclusion

Recommendations to the Town Planning Board:

1. Retain the Existing Green Belt Designation - Reaffirm the long-
standing presumption against development in the Item A site to preserve
Pok Fu Lam’s natural landscape, biodiversity, and ecological resilience.

2. Reject the Rezoning to “Undetermined” (U)} - Recognize that
shifting to “Undetermined” introduces ambiguity, reduces public
oversight, and lowers the bar for development approvals.

3. Strengthen Community Engagement - Require HKU to conduct
genuine, transparent public consultations that prioritize local
concerns and foster inclusive dialogue.

4. Advocate for Alternative Sites - Encourage HKU to pursue
development within the Northern Metropolis or other suitable zones,
aligning with Hong Kong’s strategic objectives for innovation and
technology.

5. Mandate Comprehensive Environmental and Traffic Impact
Assessments - Insist on rigorous environmental, geotechnical, and
traffic assessments that accurately reflect the full scope of potential
disruptions to the community.

Conclusion:

The Town Planning Board faces a critical decision that extends beyond the
immediate rezoning of the Item A site. This decision will shape the future of
urban development, environmental sustainability, and public trust in urban
governance in Hong Kong.

The proposed rezoning of the Pok Fu Lam Item A site to “Undetermined” (U)
perpetuates the development ambitions of the University of Hong Kong



(HKU) despite significant legal, financial, and environmental concerns.
During the hearings on November 1st, 4th, and 5th, 2024, it was made clear
that HKU does not hold legal ownership of the site. There has been no
transfer of the land through private treaty grant, short-term tenancy, or
licence, reinforcing the fact that this land remains Government property
under the TPB'’s full control.

The tone of the TPB’s press release dated November 29th, 2024, implies an
unwarranted accommodation of HKU’s plans, despite the overwhelming
public opposition. Of the 3,677 representations submitted, over 90%
rejected the rezoning. This widespread public sentiment reflects a
legitimate expectation that the Green Belt (GB) zoning, which has been in
place since 1986, will be preserved.

Further reinforcing this expectation is Representation R3320, presented on
November 5th, 2024, which estimated the site formation cost at HK$863
million—a figure prepared by a professional geotechnical engineer with
over 25 years of experience. HKU did not contest this estimate, indicating a
lack of preparedness regarding critical financial considerations. In the
private sector, such costs would render development on this site impractical,
especially given the current economic climate.

Before proceeding with any rezoning, the TPB must seek clarity on who will
bear this significant financial burden. The likelihood of the Government
funding this project is slim, and private donors may question whether their
contributions are being allocated responsibly.

The proposed rezoning also contradicts the Chief Executive’s 2023 Policy
Address, which clearly stated:

“As we have already identified enough land for housing, industry and other
developments for the coming 30 years, the Government has no plans for
the time being to further use ‘Green Belt' areas for large-scale
development.”

Given that suitable, flat, and readily developable land exists in the
Northern Metropolis, Lok Ma Chau Loop and the San Tin Technopole—
locations specifically identified in the 2024 Policy Address as focal points
for Hong Kong's innovation and technology (1&T) development—there is no
justifiable reason to pursue development on a steep, ecologically sensitive
site, Allocating land to HKU within these designated innovation hubs would
not only align with the Government’s long-term strategy but would also



avoid the costly and environmentally damaging development required
at Pok Fu Lam.

Inlight of these factors, I strongly urge the Town Planning Board to reject
the proposed rezoning and to reinstate the original Green Belt (GB)
designation. This course of action will:

e Uphold the public interest by respecting the overwhelming
consensus of the 3,411 representations opposing the rezoning;

o Safeguard Pok Fu Lam’s ecological integrity by preventing
unnecessary deforestation, slope stabilization, and biodiversity loss;

¢ Avoid unnecessary public expenditure on site formation that could
reach HK$863 million or more;

* Reinforce Hong Kong's commitment to strategic, policy-aligned
development by directing HKU to pursue expansion within Northern
Metropolis, Lok Ma Chau Loop or San Tin Technopole;

e  Preserve public trust in the integrity of the Town Planning Board’s
governance and transparency.

The Town Planning Board has the opportunity to ensure that Hong Kong'’s
urban growth aligns with sustainability, public interest, and sound fiscal
responsibility. By rejecting the proposed rezoning, the Board will send a
clear message that Green Belt protections remain integral to Hong
Kong's urban planning framework, and that development must respect
community consensus, legal ownership, and established policy directions,

Follow-Up Request

In view of the significant concerns outlined in this report, I respectfully
request the following: ’

1. Formal Acknowledgment:
That the Secretariat of the Town Planning Board (TPB) acknowledges
receipt of this representation and confirms that it will be reviewed as part of
~ the ongoing deliberations regarding the Pok Fu Lam Item A site under OZP
No. S/H10/22.

2. Clarification of Next Steps:
That the TPB provides clarity on the timeline for any further consultations,
hearings, or deliberations on this matter, and ensures that stakeholders,



including residents and community representatlves are informed and
involved in future discussions. ‘

3. Request for Engagement:
I respectfully request an opportunity for further engagement with the TPB
to elaborate on the points raised in this representation, should additional
information or clarification be required.

4. Transparency in Decision-Making:
That the TPB commits to ensuring transparency and public accountability in
its decision-making process, including publishing detailedjustifications for
any rezoning decision and clearly addressing public concerns regarding
environmental, financial, and policy misalignment.

Closing Statement:

I trust that the Town Planning Board will give due consideration to the
collective voices of the Pok Fu Lam community and the public interest in
preserving Hong Kong's few remaining Green Belt land. I look forward to
receiving acknowledgment of this further representation and engaging
further in the planning process to ensure sustainable, policy-aligned, and
responsible development that benefits both current and future generations.

Should you require any additional information or documentation to support
this submission, please do not hesitate to email me.

Thank you for your attention to this matter and for considering the concerns
and perspectives you of Pok Fu Lam community and the broader public
interest.
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To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F785
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Date:

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU’,
preferring that the land of ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) Ican'tfind a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined, The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.

sl



(7)  Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.
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Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Submission Number:
TPB/ R/_ S/H10/22-F-S1385

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F786

Date: 20//3/)&9}1

(1) 1 oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU',
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised
proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) Ican’tfind a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)

Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.———

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.

“4)

&)

(6)

2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. [f excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
| educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital énd the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back,
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Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kons.
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 TPB/R/S/ _,J |
To: tpbp d@pland'gov-hk Further Representation I\II:':';!;; ;

H10/22-
Date: ; P / /> / 202 TPB/R/S/ |
(1) 1 oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU,

preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) 1can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjaceﬁt green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: __Jw L@J»{ lS@WJ

(citrcle onc)@/ Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date: Lpt Tar, 2028

@/l)/ 1 oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU",
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

/6 1 can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

/(3/) 1 disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.

2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

/«4{ During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

/{’{ If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising

2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

%) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



e
_ /{) I strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.
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Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email tc tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road. North Point, Hong Kong.
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Date: 3 {|1>fsoly

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU',

(2

(3)

(4)

)

(©)

" preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised
proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (i U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

I disagree that the 2, 25 0 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered,

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RCG6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative

movre appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to
be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
* educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested.traffic condition because of

the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The

proposed gigantic GIC developmént in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw
that breaks the camel’s back.

Name: W klA/Dk Kgiu\l'( ‘RA‘!M‘_OM)

(circle one) / Passport: -

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Regards



Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov. hk

Date: (|17

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of ‘OU’,

@)

(3)

)

(3)

(©)

preferring that the land of 'ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can't find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB'’s decision 10 rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no
representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined,

I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered,

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look Jor alternative

more appropriale sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to
be funded by public money.



"(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
* educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of

the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. T he

proposed gigantic GIC development' in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw
that breaks the camel’s back.

Name: j AN Spin Fornde WInn LE

(circle one) @assport: —

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by pest to

15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Sent;
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Attachment:

Dear Sir

I refer to the captioned maltter, and attach herewith my further representation.

Thank you.

Regards,

Kini Ho Tan i iiiiiiﬂ“

2025-01-03 2H5H 09:04:31
tpbpd/PLAND <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>

Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51398

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F791

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
(31.12.2024) Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP

No.SH1022.pdf



Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov. hk
Date: 21 pEfember 2ot

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U’ zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU’,

(2

3

(4)

)

@)

preferring that the land of 'ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

o car’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

I disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common

species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative

more appropriate siles which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Departinent assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The

proposed gigantic GIC development  in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw
that breaks the camel’s back,

Name: TA"\[ k!N é] Ho

© (circle one) Passport:
@telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.cov.ik or by post to
13/F Nouvth Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road. North Point. Hong Kone.
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51401

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 i it

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F792
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date: 2/ ! /’2«07/_\"

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU,
preferring that the land of ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

2 1 can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has no
legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) 1 disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common
species. 2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are

and whether or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB pubiic hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK8100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



-

(7)  Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

Name: h/ﬂ/’)j”f (/\/Mﬁé /\/C'Ltf

(circle one@[g/ / Passport:

Emc‘z;'l / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.

RECEIVED
- 2 JAN 2005
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
. To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Submissj
TPB/R/S/H

e

on Numbper-.
10/22-F.51403/ |

|
1

|

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F793

Date: 2/[/—;/076‘

1

@

I oppose the prqpo§ed 'U" zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU’,
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to U) Undetermined.

(3) 1disagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.

“4)

&)

(6)

2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagl;ee with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
. educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
| this makes develbpment of our adj acent green belt accéptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport, The proposed
gigantic GIC de§elopment in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: CAEA mAEC  (AHAN

(circle one) HKID / Passport: -__

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.

RECHVED
-7 JAN 2073

Town Plam’!m.%



Submission

Numb
TPB/R/S/H10/27.F.cq0

22-F-S1404

|

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F794

Further Representation Number:

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date: 2,/1/’2/”5"

(1) T oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zonmg of 'OU,
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) 1can’tfind a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermmed has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) 1disagree thatthe 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) AsHong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that

| this makes develbpment of our adjaéent green belt accéptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
devélopments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.
A )
Neme ™ Kl Luic

(circle one) HKID / ‘Passport: _-_____

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk oy by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.




Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51405

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 Further Representation Numbe

To: tpbpd@pland.gov,hk - TPB/R/S/ H10f22-F7954l

Date: ’L/ ! / 200

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU',
preferring that the land of ‘TTEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree thatthe 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) Ifthe Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
_ educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes develdpment of our adjacent green belt aocéptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic con&ition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed

| ‘gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: QO LIVE PALANGYO £a Guist A

(circle one) HKID / Passport: -_ﬁ.

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Govermment Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.




Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/ H10/22-F-51406

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F796

Date: 2 /| / v

(1) 1 oppose the proposed 'U" zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU,

@

preferring that the land of “ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.

(4)

(5)

(6)

2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative

more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

 be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes devclbpment of our adjécent green belt accleptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic conﬁition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Qu‘een Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC dévelopment in Pokfulam will likely be the. last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: CONN\(: Q'tf’s N

(circle one) HKID / Passport: ___-_

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tnbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.




Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Submission Number:
TPB/ R/S/H 10/22-F-Sl407

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F797

Date: 2/{ / 2328

(D

(2)

I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU’,
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

[ can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.

(4)

(3)

(6)

2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential Iand users in Pokfulam, that
this makes dévelopment of our édjacent green belt ?.cceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

(MG SIE FuN®

}-I/K;D' Passpott: .,- |

Email / telephione : (optional)

Name:

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Keng.




Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22

Subm:’ssion
Number:
TPB/R/S/Hm/zz-F-s:;bg

/

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F798

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Date:

(1)

)

/1208

I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU',
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planriing Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree that the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.

(4)

(5)

©)

2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any
rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagfee with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional,‘ hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, tha.t
this makes develbpment of our adjabcnt green belt acc’eptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic coﬂdition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: \{W SHuN \{m

(circle one)(@ Passport: __- A

Email / telephone :,(optidnal)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.




Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H 10/22-F-51409

Further Representation Number:

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F799

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date: 7 / / / 20

(1) T oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU',
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

(2) [can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree thatthe 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.
2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. [f excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

(5) If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

(6) As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional,‘ hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, thz_zt
this makes develbpment of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic con‘dition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the. last straw that breaks
the camel’s back.

Chen@ T pad

Name:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by poest to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22

Submission N
umber:
TPB/R/S/H10/224F~51410 !

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F800

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date:

)

2

/1 /uw

I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU',
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Qr._dinance because no

.
representor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

(3) Idisagree thatthe 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common species.

(4)

()

()

2,250 trees are valuable regardless of how common the species are and whether

or not they are registered.

During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included numerous unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should look for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, instit‘utional,‘ hospital anc_i residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents ih
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic coﬂdition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

it (HENG  CHuN Eﬂ'r.

(circle one@ Passport: __-_

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.

RECEIVED
-7 AN 2075
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