Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51411

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 Further Representation NOmbers
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk - ' TPB/R/S/H10/22-F801

Date:  2/(/>0%

(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) 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, 1nst1tut10nal hosp1ta1 and residential land users in Pokfirlam, 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 (CHhee SHE Ho

(circle one@/ Passport: . -____

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to gg)pd@pl‘md gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road North Point, H_ong Kongo.
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51412

Further Representation Number:
Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 TPB/ R/5/H10/22-F352
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Date: 2/ /’2,0’!45"

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU,,
preferring that the land of ‘ITTEM 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) 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 KU 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 approptiate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.



(7) Istrongly disagtee 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.

CHeNg g FAT
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: /
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-81413 ’

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 Frpt;/;/sp/“ ';;53
H10/22-

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk 2

Date:  2/( /2025

(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) 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) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
_ educational, instit.utional,' 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 conﬁition 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. '

o  GHESHM  TTSUNg

Name:

(circle one) 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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Submlésfon Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-S1414

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 ;u:;;;'}es”}‘;:;";‘;;? :lgﬂ
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk ‘ : -F804

Date: 2./ / 208

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the briginally p_réposed zoning of 'OU',
preferring that the land of ﬁITEM 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 Ttem A to (8)] 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) Istrongly disagfee with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes develbpment of our adjéccnt green belt acdeptable. 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 GICV development in Pokfilam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name:  V'ONG Lok WAL

(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

TPB/R/S/H10/ 22-F-S1415

Eubmission Number: |/
|
l

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F805

Date: - 2./1/20%"

(1).

@

I oppose the proposed U’ zoﬁ;ng 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 approptriate 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 develépment of our adjaéent green belt accéptable. Residents ih
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 Pokfilam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back. |
Name: [an Hm-é}/ L MJ"\WK |

(circle one) HKID / Passport: _-___ o

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/SIHIO/ZZ- F-$1416
Further Representation Number:
Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F806

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date: 2/ { 20U

(1) I oppose the proposed U zonmg and the or1g1na11y proposed zonmg of 'OU",
preferring that the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Grecn 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 rezonihg 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) Istrongly disagfee with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes develbpment of our adjécent green belt acdeptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic con‘dition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital arid the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back. |
Name: Q/HON CH[T\JéI TVMT\] e

(circle one) HKID / W _-____.’ -

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 Numb

er:
TPB/| R/S/H10/2 2-F-51417 /

{

Further Re resentati
Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 TPtBh/RR/: /Hu;a ;;n l::umben
, 2-
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk . - 807

Date: 2.4 /’;/075”

(1).. T oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed ioning 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 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 muost 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, mst1tut10na1 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 condmon 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: T%E ICIT \('J?I\J(q

(circle one) HKID / Passport: -__

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.goy.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:
PB/R/S/ H10/22-F-51418

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F808

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date: 'l/ / / 0%

(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) 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) 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) 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. Residehts in
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fﬁ, 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 HAYN}

(citcle one) aSSport: -.__

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-S1419

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

sentation Number:
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F809
Date: ./ / >0

(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) 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) 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 dévelopment 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 prdposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be.- the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: g AFTTPI

(circle one ID / Passport: _-_,___ :

Email / telephone : (optional)

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




Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-S1420

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

1o tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date:

(1

(2)

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F810

2/ ([ 2055

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 (W)
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 soned “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, hospitalland residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes de'veIOpment 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 prdposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be fhe last straw that breaks
the camel’s back.

Name: CHEN& ng YTNG']

(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 Numb
er:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51421

Further Representation Number:
Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F81 ﬂ
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Date: 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) 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) 1 strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, 1nst1tut10na1 hospital and residential land users in Pokfilam, 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.

‘C/Hw(ﬂ Yu%\ CHING)

Name:

(circle ongy HKIT) / 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:  2/| / 20K

Further REP"eSentat |
ion Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F8 1 2’

(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) 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) 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) 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 Fir, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pdkfulam will likely be the last straw that-breaks
the camel’s back.

Chs Nz Tavty

Name:

(circle one/ Passport: _-____..._- ,

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further répresentation 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
Date: 2/!/7/07(

(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.

[ can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone thé 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) 1strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and re_sidential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt ac_ceptable. 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.

HoTRTYAH
Name: \C 1

(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.




Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51424

Further Representation Number:

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F814

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date: 2 / / / 05

(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} 1 strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hosp1ta1 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.,

| He
o \fw Tsz  LING Len

(circle one Dy// 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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Submfssion
Number-
TPB/R/S/ H10/22~F-Sl425

Fu
rther Representatlon Nump,
er;

TPB/R/S/HIOEZ_FSIS

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date:  2/I / 1o

(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) 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 Plahning 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.

¢ U

Name:

(circle one@Passport: ~- :

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to ‘tpbpd@pland.goy.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-51426

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 Further Representation Number:
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F816

Date: z,/;/?/ev_r

(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) 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 Plaﬁning 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) 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.

\(w RNEN

Name:

(circle one i{ID/ asspott: __-_.,._..-
Email / telephotie : (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-51432
, Further Repres;ta*ti;'n Number:
TPB
Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 b

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hi
Date: 2! / 2025

(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 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.

(3) I disagree that the 2,250 frees 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 development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Polkfulam area are already facing daily congested traﬁic'conditiorz 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: K‘U"j} Chau WO*/A/

(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.
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Submission Numb |
er:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51433 /

!

Fu
rther Representation Nump,
er:

TPB/R/S/H10/22.Fg1 g

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date:  2./) / 2008

(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 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.

(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
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‘condirion 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: Lou Ho Chun jm/v

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone . (optional)

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

15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, Nor th Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number;:
TPB/R/S/ H10/22-F-51434

Further Representation Number:

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F819

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hic
Date:  2/1 /269

(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) 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 A4 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
l2. Sha, 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 siraw

that breaks the camel’s back.

Name: (AL\%\)QQ \w\/LV/‘\[ iy

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone . (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@plaud.gov. bk or by post to

15/F North Poiut 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: =2/| / 20U

(1)

(2)

(3)

%)

(5)

(©)

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.

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 morney.



(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
Pokfilam 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/R\QT[E P FJALA’NAY

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpdi@pland.gov.bik or by post to

15/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road. I North Point, Hong Kor
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‘ Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51436
|
Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 Further Representation Numbar: |
To: tpbpd@pland,gov. hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F821

Date: /1[04

(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) 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 HK8100 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: <81 U & {_ I \[U [ (ﬁ‘(/

(circle one@ / Passport: _-

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-51437

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date: 2/1[2025

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

(2)

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 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 consiruction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.

|

Further Representation Number;
TPB/R/S/HID/ZZ—FSZZ



(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
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: _//1/0/’? j W “”f o iﬁacfua&zub

(circle one@ Passport: _-

Submit your further representation by email to fpbopdépland.sov. bl or by poest o

15/F Morth Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, NMorth Point, Hong Kone.
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Further e resentatio
Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 / Presentation Number;
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Submission Number:
2-F-51438

TPB/R/S/H10/2

Date: 2/1 / 20287

(D)

(2)

(3)

(%)

(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 registered.

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.

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.

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F823

|

|



(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 deﬁe[opment in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

Name: A/[yffj, 2 'm/)y_/,» He [ /Tr// FLoV

(circle one @/ Passport:

Email/ telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
LS/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number;
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51439
|

l Further Representation Number:
Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 llPB/ R/s/ H10/22-F82ﬂ
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Date: 26/\2_/2024/

(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 fo 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.



L

(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 aa’jacént 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 deve[bpment in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

vame:  [ANG  Yuk - chee

(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-SI474
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Fu r tio Nu”lb r:

"PB/R/S/H10/0.Fg 25

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hik
Date: %¢->->f

(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 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 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 subsiantially 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)  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[/(/é/ ZHEAE &2 /éiak/cf_—;y

(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:
TPB/R/S/ H10/22-F-51475

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

To: tpbpd@plandgovhk Further Representation Number:
Date: 30 (> - %f TPB/R/S/H10/22-F826

(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) [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 aﬁd the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name:  Juvy M. EUPEDES

(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 X
To: tpbpd@pland gov.hk

Date" Z’Q L ( e }(fd

(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 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 irees 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 subsitantially reduced.

If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Depariment, «
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.

Further Representat.‘on Number;

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F827



(7) Istrongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and resia’ent‘ial 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 Polfulam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s back.

Name: A’RNL’LD (_,C%/

(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-51477
Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk ( m

Date: :;' O// 2 /20 > SA TPB/R/S/H10/22-F828 |

(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) 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.

ﬁame: Ma"‘f f&rV\V\ ﬁt | TO-EDM%

(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

Date: 96//2 /20254

7?3-'(;5/3} O

Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51478 l

Further Representation Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F829

(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.

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)  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: /Ti QOC’“— \(% ?W __

(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
CUrgent OReturn receipt [OExpand Group [ORestricted OPrevent Copy /R{S/H10/, 22-F-51479 ;
Sent: . 2025-01-02 EFAPY 23:50:35 B/R/S/H10/22-F830
e |
To: tpbpd/PLAND <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>
Subject: Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No. S/H10/22

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

Date: 3 January 2025

1. Toppose 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, restaurants and vast open
spaces. If excluded, the size and scope of the proposed HKU GIC and be substantially reduced.

5. If the Pok Ful 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 taking 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. 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 development 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: Chor Kwong CHAN
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-Submission Number;
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51480

OUrgent OReturn receipt DExpand Group CRestricted [OPrevent Copy

From: __ Further Representation Number:
Sent: 2025-01-02 2HBPD 23:09:37 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F831
To: tpbpd/PLAND <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>

Subject: Pokfulam opposition - Christopher Yu

Attachment: 1000006930.jpg; 1000006931.jpg



Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H 10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date: jm, 3 203 f
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.

[ can 't find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
Undetermined. The TPB's decision lo 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 Irem 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, restawrant 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 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 lakes place.

As Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion deficit, HKU should iookfg ; &I 7

more appropriate sites which can save the con}mtib
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 siraw
that breaks the camel's back

4
T VC”(T?I’J’W{‘F EIN LEUNG

Name: ¥

{circle one) HKIL)/ Passport:

\

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to [pbpdi@planug 1k or by post to

0 _INOT Point Government Offices, 553 Javi 1801 orth nt, Hong Kono.




Submission Number:
. TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-514
OUrgent DReturn receipt CExpand Group [CRestricted CPrevent Copy - / 81

_ Further Representation Number:
From: .

Sent: 2025-01-02 £HHIU 23:08:24 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F832 |
To: . tpbpd/PLAND <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>
Suiaject: Pokfulam opposition

Attachment: 1000006929.jpg; 1000006928.jpg



Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/HI10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date: "-)‘, P

(1)

-

{(£)

(4)

(3)

(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

[ 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 68(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 fakes place,

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

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

be funded by public money.




the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mm‘_v I'h)sp!tr.‘l and the Cyberport Tlfe

proposed gigantic GIC development  in Pokfilam will likely be the last straw.

that breaks the camel’s baok

Name

(circle one) HKID J Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpdé@pland. guv. ik 05 By DOSE G
int Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point. Hong Kong.




OUrgent OReturn receipt CExpand Group ORestricted CPrevent Copy

Submission Nu
mber:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-SI482

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:
Attachment:

Dear Sir/ Madam,

Please find attached the captioned.

Best regards,
Gilbert

2025-01-02 ZHAMY 23.04:19
tpbpd/PLAND <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>
Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.SH1022.pdf

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F833




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

To: tphpd@pland.gov.hk

(1)

(2)

(3)

(%)

(3)

(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 (o zone the land to (U)
Uneletermined. 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.

[ 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
siructures 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 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) I strongly disagree with the Plamming Department assertion that hecause we have

cducational, institutional, hospital and residential fand users in Pokfudam, that

e

this makes development of our adjacent green helt acceptable - Residents in
Pokfutam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition hecanse of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport The
proposed gigantic GIC development — in Pokfidam will likely be the last straw

that breaks the camel’s buck.

Newne.! C)ﬁAN 4)2 ng ER i B K/') _g%_///v 6:])

(circle ong) HKID S Passport:

Email / telephone . (optional)

L3 Motk Poiol Goverament D ess, 335 Java Romd, Morth Point, ftone ono.




. Submission Number:
OUrgent CIReturn receipt OExpand Group [Restricted [IPrevent Copy TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51484

From:

Sent: 2025-01-02 £HEPY 22:30:33 E‘"“‘” EApceserita Hortiimber:
To: tpbpd/PLAND <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk> TPB/R/S/H10/22-F834
Subject: Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22

Attachment: Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.SH1022.pdf

Objection to the latest determination by the TPB. Pls see the enclosed signed objection letter,

Regards,
Joyce
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Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland. gov. hk
I.)t”‘(‘.- l \]—{‘\.-'\\ ) '> o ? S

(1)

(3)

(4)

(6)

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.

Ican’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (1)
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 I'u Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, o
perfectly sized and located RC6O area, already zoned *“Residential ™ comprising
2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of G takes place

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

he funded by public money

e




) stronghy disagrec with the Planning Department assertion that hecause we have
cducational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam. that
this makes development of our adjacent green belt acceptable. Residents in
Pokfulam area arc 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 strav

o DT TF o ]
that breaks he camel s f,"(h‘;\
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Koaming \ aAn k !.H’ /L‘.'\

circle one) '\{H\ 1Dy 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 Nuﬁber: '
TPB/R/S/HIG/ZZ-'F-S:IAS'T ]

OUrgent OReturn receipt CExpand Group CRestricted CIPrevent Copy

From: Further Representation Number:
Sent: . 2025-01-02 EHiM 20:50:47 TPB/R/S/H10/22-F835
To: tpbpd/PLAND <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>

Subject: Opposition to Pokfulam Global Innovation Centre

Attachment: Scan02012025.pdf

To whom it may concern,
Please see attached.
Kind regards,

Eugenia



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

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date: ( JBrupry 2925

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

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 Item A 1o ( 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 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
perfecily 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 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 Iraffic condition because of
the developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital and the Cyberport. The

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

Name: __EMGENIA LA

(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:

(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 4 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.

il B



(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 aczfj'acént 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 Polfulam will likely be the last straw
that breaks the camel’s back.

So Wik Swnd

Name:

(circle one) HKID / Passport: _

Email / telephone : (optional)

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

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F838




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

| Scannedwith .

@ CamScanner



(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 Cybeérport. The proposed

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

the camel’s back,

Name: YANG CHIS SHAN

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submlsswn Number:
F°B/RIS/H10/22 -F-51493

Further Representation Number

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F837

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

L5/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:

(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) 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) Duriﬁg 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) 1If 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.

| Geanang wity

@ CamSconaer



(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.

Submission Number:

Name: LQI, Chloe (/h“/ll &i \{m ‘ TP'B/R/s/Hm/zz-F-sms{
. = ‘

Further Representation Number
(circle one)@ Passport: * _TPB/R/S/H10/22-F838

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:

Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/ H10/22-F-51501

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F839 |

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) 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) 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.

Crlune (in~ng CHN TAnET

Name:

(circle one) HKI1D / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email 10 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-51502

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

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F840

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) 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) Idisagreethat 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
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: RNWHETA DIdLA  PALEM

(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:

(1)

@)

Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-S1503

Further Representation Numbe!

TPB/R/S/HlUfZZ-F841';\

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 Ttem 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) ldisagreethatthe 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 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.

\ T .
Name: //"(%fu' ,-‘C FtrH ,\’U« Elr

(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-51508

| Further Representation Number;
Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 TPB/R/S/ H10/22-F84a
To. tpbpd@pland. gov.hk

Date: 2/.’ / 201y

(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 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 irees 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 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.

(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 aay'acénr 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: /{ﬁzéﬂ K Jv/%,w{u/ 5&’»&.&/‘!/ o

(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/HiO/ZZ—F—51509

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F843 |

Date: 3 (- J» —ze2-lF

@)

(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.

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,

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 e‘arly 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.



(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 bgck.

Name: % . C/EIAS

(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-51510| .

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 Further Representation Number; |
- T
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk ‘ PB/R/S/H10/22-F844 |

Date: 3/ — [ 2—2e2lf

(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’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 publié 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 Cybérport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: _ 5 <2/

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tphpd@pland.gov.Juk or by post to
L5/ North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51511

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 Further Representation Number:
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk - TPB/R/S/H10/22-F845

Date: 3/ — (% ’%le‘%

(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) 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) 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 Plannihg Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential land users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjécent 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: Ly (/ ChinS _

(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to ipbpd@pland.gov.k or by post to
15/IF Morth Peint Govermment Qffices, 333 Java Read, Moxth Point, Hong IKong.
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51512

Further Representation Number:

i £ 0/22
Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/ 1PB/R/S/H10/22-F846

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date: %>/~ |2-—2©

(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 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, héspital 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: AJ 7 O

(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, Morth 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-51522

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F847 |

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) 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) 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: YuenN IReviR AL

(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-S1523

Further Representation Number: ' .

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TR

Date:

(1)

@)

Date.

I oppose the proposed '"U' 'z8ningiapdathetbriginally proposed zm@iﬂg ‘?fo'ﬁ)g."\;e {he propose
preferring that the land of UTENIA? bé Zoned Green Belt (GB) until a];,ee\qi(‘squlﬂg {hat i b

proposal is put forth for considerationior. proposal is put forth

I can’t find a representationithatipropasedsan amendment to zone ﬂ}c@jgn@ G0 a4 & represel
Undetermined. The TPB*$Bdecisionito rezone: Item A to (U) Undeterminghbasinined. The ©
no legal basis under Sectioni6B{8}{&f thetTown Planning Ordinance becggsj%@g i apgter
representor has asked for fthettezomingiof éit A to (U) Undetermined. fepresentor has askec

(3) Tdisagree that the 2,250 tré¢sdranvleane naluejmsybecause they are convfg}f;nﬁm%@%emm the 2.2

4y

)

(6)

2,250 trees are valuable regardiesico ndweommon the species are and whethetoss are valua

or not they are registered:ed. or not they are regist

During the TPB public hedrirgimkeldd éarkpNovember, it was m{lglf Clﬁ%ﬁ'ﬁ}?ﬁtthe TPB pub.
the HKU' GIC proposabsabasvafladlad cahd:included numerous . unneggesspiy j- G1o pro
structures such as residential{inéstautantanidimast open spaces.  If excluded thess such as res
size and scope of the proposedsHIKIUKGIC; Bancbe substantially reduced. “gi,e and < cope of the

If ihé'fok— Fu Lam area isdeemedimbostsuitable by the Planning Deparmant; @k #y Lam a
perfectly sized and locatediRC8 (afeajcalreddy zoned “Residential” cor%gg%jagy Shamd vl
2.5ha, is located alongsideitheiGB dndushionild be considered first beforen anye incated ale

rezoning of GB takes place:c.. rezonig 0f G5 take,

A§'Hong Kong faces a HK$100 billion! defieit, HKU should look for.alternativies w110 race:

more appropriate sites which can.save.the construction costs which are 1.‘5?#!59}31'0;;3'5:a.i o g

be funded by public money:- i B il b 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: UMESsa €. perhaldez

(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-51524

A Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H16/22 e e T
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F849
Date:

riginally proposed @"4ophoEAhe proposed U zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU",.
ied Grees Belt (0B} U0t R G Ghat the land of ‘ITEM A’ be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised

proposal is put forth for consideration.

vamendisent to 2 ongle fand o ahl o representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to (U)
e Ttem A to (U) Undeteympingd difthed. The TPBR’ s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Undetermined has
wi Planning Ordinance fyg g Bésis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because no

m A 1o (U) Undetermineq tepresentor has asked for the rezoning of Item A to (U) Undetermined.

st because they ave (SIS fhat the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are corarion species.
. i 1
ommen the species are WO are valuable cgavdless of how cotamon the species ate and whether

or vot they are registered,

y November, it wagayadpyleas ha tes public hearings held in carly November, it was wade clear that
1 included mumerous uppecpseRsy Gic proposal was flawed and included numercus mmecessary
vast open-spaces.  if exgluded dhe) ) o residential, restaurant and vast open spaces.  If excluded, the

a1 be substantially reduceg . 4nq scope of the proposed HKU GIC can be substantially reduced.

table by the P lanninG PeppfEedkru Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
wy zoned “Resnieial” PEFIRETSized and Jocated RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” comprising

ould be considered first f’.‘S{héf’ i8"ocated alongside the GB and should be considered first before any

rezoning of GB takes place.

oit, HEL showe o ‘(6) A HYHE R ong faces a HK$100 billion defi cit, HKU should look for alternative

Rstcs el A DT kel AppHopriate 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: _TSANG  Yeuk  WANG  gvirys/
(circle one) HKID / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tp_bpd@p@nd.go&.hk or by post to
L5/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong,
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Submission Number;
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-S1525

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 Further Representation Number:
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F850 j
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) 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) 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: _Maita Praden cioclp My by,

(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 Numbhber:
TPB/R/5/H10/22-F-51526

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk Further Representation Number:
Dat:) pd@pland.g TPB/R/S/H10/22-F851

(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 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: P/L'/EM KBTRINA )

(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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TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51530

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 -
urther Representation Number:
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F852

Date:

Submission Number: f

(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: Q\ W& D (\“r\;}

5 R \
(circle oneﬂﬂ(p/ 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/S5/H10/22-F-51535| |

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date: ) Jsa 7o

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F853 }

(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) 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: MQ lﬂ. ?(/\ l L. [’l /

(circle one) HK1D// 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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TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51536

Submission Number: ]

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

Further Representation Number:
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk EPB /R/S/H10/22-F854
Date: 9 Tm 292 f

(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) 1disagrec 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: /U? {Ca {C(«w“

(circle one) I-@ 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-51537

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F855

Date: 7 T obe 028"

(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) 1 disagree 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 ai‘ea 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 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: Mj §E" \1“ 7

(circle one) HKII) / 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-51538

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

Further Representation Number:

3 land.gov.
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F856

Date: | Tan 29025

(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) 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) 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) 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: /Uj U&” C Z‘f/"/’

(circle one@] / Passport: -

Email / telephone : (optional)

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

-

» I
FRN v W T L R

=T IA
J JA

Y Town Planning /

TV
W 2075

'./.‘
4

“\_ Board



Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51539

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 |
To: tpbpd@p]andgovhk Further Representation Number: fl
B TPB/R/S/H10/22-F857 |

(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)  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 Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: .E)—nﬁf g«'f/l’l t’L/‘Er}lx/? Gﬁﬂg}z,

(circle one)(HKIDY 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-51540

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

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

T o
Date: PB/R/S/H10/22-F858

(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) 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.

W ¥



(7)

the camel’s back.

Name: LO %06?'(& /’{CI«U@ /?{,}uZCA

(circle one)@/ Passport: _

Email / telephone : (optional)

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

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/H 10/22-F-51542

F
urther Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H1O/22-F859

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

(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) 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 strbngly 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: (? 6’/“"/’/

(circle one@D} 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:

Submission Number: '

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51543 ‘

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F860

(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 (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.

(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” compﬁsing
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 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 Jikely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name:

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.

- 7 A A n
i 5 JAN LUL

Pl

\ Town Planning /

. Board



Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-81547

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H106/22 T
urther Representation Number:
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk L i

/ TPB/R/S/H10/22-F861
Date: | Ton 2928

(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) I can’tfind a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the Jand 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) 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: CHUW |(_(/\/ MIN[ /—H,Vf/\/

(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-51548 ‘

[

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 e ———
resentation Number: (
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F862 |

Date: [ Tas Zolf

(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) 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 suvitable 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: EL’(T, jﬂ"f:'b (am[a/zc&/

wonh v [

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
15/F North Point Gevernment 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-51549

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F863

Date: | Tan 9028

(1)

2)

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) 1disagree 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) 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: 5/4750/“ ; //“/"‘/}’4 Lo'éfna

o

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hik or by post to
15/F North Point Gevernment O ffices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51550

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 T
urther Representation Number:
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk F ;

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F864
Date: | T an 2028

(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) 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. 1f 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.

_— BaLANGAN 7,.7&;, KerJu/aja

(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-51551

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

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk Further Representation Number:
. o0nn

(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
10 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 cdn 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: C[{OW [CA YEE [cArRLY

(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:

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

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date: | Ton 9%

1

(2)

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51552

Further Representation Number: |

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F866

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.

C)

)

(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 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 H ospital and the Cyberport. The proposed

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

the camel’s back.

Name: J?Li L /‘/“AN/ /f&f“é/ /Vg ;.nhé’nq

(circle one) l@/ 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 Peint, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51553

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 e .
urther Representation Number:
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F867

Date: | Tun 202

(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) 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’LAM’L i C;fx‘ﬁraa; Arsen a/

(circle one) E_@/ Passport: _

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hik 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/H 10/22-F-51554

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

©r Representation ny
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk @J&-;amgm
Date: i

(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 tepresentation 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) 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 Jast straw that breaks
the camel’s back.

[Tt Wb Hew

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 Peint, Hong Kong.
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51558

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
Further Representation N 9
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk L amber
_ TPB/R/S/H10/22-F86
Date: | Ton 2025 & ?

(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) 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
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"j / //l:/rm

(circle one) @iﬁ / Passpori:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hik 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-51559 [

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F870

Date: [ Jan 200¥

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) 1disagree 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) 1 strongly disagree with the Planning Department assertion that because we have
educational, institutional, hospital and residential Jand users in Pokfulam, that
this makes development of our adjacent green bell 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: /VZA’{C VO CH{

(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-s1560
Further Representation on Pokfulam OzP No. S/H10/22 ‘

: Further Representation Number: ‘l
To: thbpd@pland. gov.hk EPB/R/S/HIO/ZZ-FS?I |

(1) I oppose the proposed “y” Zoning and the originally proposed Zoning of “OU,”
referring that the land of “ITEM A” be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised
Proposalis put forth for consideration.

(2) I can’tfind a representation that Proposed an amendment 1o zone the land of (U)

(5) If the Pok Ful Lamareais deemed most Suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” Gomprising
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
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-S1561

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

Further Representation Number:

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F872

(1) | oppose the proposed “U” zoning and the originally proposed zoning of “OU,”
referring 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 of (U)
Underdetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Underdetermined
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.

(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 hearing 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 Ful 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) | 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 Cyperport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that
breaks the camel’s back.
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51562

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No. S/H10/22 =
To: tphpd@pland.gov.hk ‘ P

rther Representation Number: |
B/R/S/H10/22-F873 ‘

(1)  oppose the proposed “U” zoning and the originally proposed zoning of “OU,”
referring 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 of (U)
Underdetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Underdetermined
has no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Plan ning 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 registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearing 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 Ful Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” com prising
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) 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 Cyperport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that
breaks the camel’s back.
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Submission Number:
TPB/ R/S/ HIO/ZZ-F-51563

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No. S/H10/22 Further Representation Number.
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F874

To: tpbpd®@pland.gov.hk

(1) I oppose the proposed “U” zoning and the originally proposed zoning of “OU,”
referring that the land of “ITEM A” be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised
proposalis put forth for consideration.

(2) 1 can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land of (U)
Underdetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Underdetermined
has no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because
no representor has asked for the rezoning of Iltem 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 hearing 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 Ful 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) 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 Cyperport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that
breaks the camel’s back.
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Submission Number: |
TPB/R/S/ H10/22-F-s1564

- |
urther Representation, Number: ||

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F875

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

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

(1) | oppose the proposed “U” zoning and the originally proposed zoning of “OU,”
referring that the land of “ITEM A” be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised
proposalis put forth for consideration.

(2) 1 can’tfind a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land of (U)
Underdetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Underdetermined
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 registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearing 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 Ful 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) | 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 Cyperport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that
breaks the camel’s back.
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51565

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

Further Representation Number;

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F876

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

(1) loppose the proposed “U” zoning and the originally proposed zoning of “OU,”
referring 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 of (U)
Underdetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Underdetermined
has no legal basis under Section 6B(8) of the Town Planning Ordinance because
no representor has asked for the rezoning of Iltem 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 hearing 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 Ful 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) 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 Cyperport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that
breaks the camel’s back.
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Further Representation on Pokfutam OZP No. S/H10/22

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51566

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F877

(1)  oppose the proposed “U” zoning and the originally proposed zoning of “OU,”
referring 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 of (U)
Underdetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Underdetermined
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 registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearing 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 Ful Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” com prising
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) 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 Cyperport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that

breaks the camel’s back.
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/HIO/ZZ-F-51567

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

Further Re ion Nu r: ‘
To: tphpd@pland.gov.hk TUPB;; /:;:T(;ZZHNF 8'“ ;‘;

(1) I oppose the proposed “U” zoning and the originally proposed zoning of “OU,”
referring 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 of (U)
Underdetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone ltem A to (U) Underdetermined
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 hearing 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 Ful 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) 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. Residentsin
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital, and the Cyperport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that
breaks the camel’s back.
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-S1568

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

Further Representation Number;

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H10/22.Fg79 |

(1) I oppose the proposed “U” zoning and the originally proposed zoning of “OU,”
referring 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 of (U)
Underdetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Underdetermined
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.

(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 registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearing 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 Ful 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) | 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 Cyperport. The

proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that
breaks the camel’s back.
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/ H10/22-F-51569

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

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F880

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

(1) 1 oppose the proposed “U” zoning and the originally proposed zoning of “OU,”
referring that the land of “ITEM A” be zoned Green Belt (GB) until a revised
proposalis put forth for consideration.

(2) I can’t find a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land of (U)
Underdetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Underdetermined
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.

(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 hearing 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 Ful 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 Cyperport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that
breaks the camel’s back.
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H 10/22-F-S1570

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

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22—F881

(1) 1 oppose the proposed “U” zoning and the originally proposed zoning of “OU,”
referring 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 of (U)
Underdetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Underdetermined
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.

(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 hearing 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 Ful 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. Residentsin
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital, and the Cyperport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that
breaks the camel’s back. Al 1
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Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51571

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

Further Representation Number:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F882

To: tpbpd®@pland.gov.hk

(1) I oppose the proposed “U” zoning and the originally proposed zoning of “OU,”
referring 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 of (U)
Underdetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Underdetermined
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 registered.

(4) During the TPB public hearing 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 su bstantially reduced.

(5) If the Pok Ful Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residential” com prising
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
educationa{, 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 Cyperport. The
proposed gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that
breaks the camel’s back.

Name:‘y]mfi/ W\\ A4S / RECEIVEL

HKID or Passport: (circle one):




Submission Number:
TPB/ R/S/ H10/22-F-51572

Further Representation Number;

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F883 |

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

(1) 1 oppose the proposed “U” zoning and the originally proposed zoning of “OU,”
referring 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 of (W)
Underdetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Underdetermined
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 hearing 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 Ful Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planning Department, a
perfectly sized and located RCB 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 likelyto
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. Residentsin
Pokfulam area are already facing daily congested traffic condition because of the
developments in Wah Fu, Queen Mary Hospital, and the Cyperport. The

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

Name: C'/[u[ UAl L/HUG’( ‘f

R T\ VE I
HKID or Passport: (circle one): L wn Plannit /




Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/ H10/22-F-51573

Fi
urther Representation Numpe, |
r:

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F884

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

(1) I oppose the proposed “U” zoning and the originally proposed zoning of “OU,”
referring 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 of (U)
Underdetermined. The TPB’s decision to rezone Item A to (U) Underdetermined
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.

(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 hearing 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 Ful 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) 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 Cyperport. The

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

Name: uf\!‘/{ ) K[/(/[ K 70 /&éj cCEIVLES

HKID or Passport: (circle one):



Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51574

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

To: tpbp d @p] and. gOV.hk ;llprther Representation Number;
Date: 2/ ( [ 205 B/R/S/H10/22-F885
(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 fo (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 umecessary
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 for alternative
more appropriate sites which can save the construction costs which are likely to

be funded by public money.

sl 2



(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: Ted Sken

(circle one) / Passport:

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to tpbpd@pland.gov.hk or by post to
I5/F North Point Government Offices, 333 Java Road, North Point, Hong Kong,




Submission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-S1575

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

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date: 2/1/2025

(D

2)

Further Representation Num

ber:
TPB/R/s/Hm/zz-Fssq

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)

()

(©)

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: _ jpap —T&W

(circle ()ne‘) / 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-51576

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

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk Eﬂher Representation Numbe
Date:
I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'OU’,

(1)

@

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)

(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.

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.

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.

r

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F887



(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.

Dot bl
Name: W

!
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7

y

P
(circle one) HK}D / Passport
.

Fmail / 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/5/H10/22-F-51577

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

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk Further Representation Number:
Date: B’B/R/S/mo/zz-FSSq

(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) 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: /AEDECA R JJNGUIJQ

(circle one) HKID / Passpon-__

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—SIS?S f
m OZP No.S/H1 0/22

Further Representatfon Number,

TPB/R/S/HIO/ZZ-F889

Further Representation on Pokfula
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date:

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

proposal is put forth for consideration,

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

(4)  During the TPB public hearings held in early November, it was made clear that

structures such ag 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




(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 G1C development  in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: L\\ ;b&l(h C]Oﬂ\di

(circle one) HKI1D / Passport: l

Email / telephone : (optional)

Submit your further representation by email to _tpbp(j_@plamj_.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-51579 ‘

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@p]andgovhk Further Representation Number:
Date: TPB/R/S/H10/22-F890

(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,l it v 1s made clear that
the HKU GIC proposal was flawed and included nume s unnecessary
structures such as residential, restaurant and vast open spaces. If excluded, the

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

(5) If the Pok Fu Lam area is deemed most suitable by the Planniy . Department, a
perfectly sized and located RC6 area, already zoned “Residen ial” comprising

2.5ha, is located alongside the GB and should be considered irst 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: AN/WH-“: Pg NTOC#/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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Submission Number: ’
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51580 {

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk Further Representation Number: |
Date: TPB/R/S/H10/22-F891 !

(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) 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 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: )’Hmm‘uﬂ M. 977%/14//-0

(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-51581

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
To: ipbpd@pland.gov.hk ;‘:"ef Representation Numbar:
Date: BIR/S/H10/22-F892

(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 Jocated 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: _| @ JU P\ KOS 4

(circle one) HK1D / Passport -

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.




Subrﬁission Number:
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-$1635

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 Further Representation Number:
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F893

Date: 5[/ ] 2/}02.\11-

(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) 1can’tfind a representation that proposed an amendment to zone the land to )
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
gigahtic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: —ZO Ka 7-501.14 f \/l/t(/lﬂéilf(
(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: l
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51636 | |

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

Further Representation Number: |
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F894
Date: 3(/}2/ 2014

(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 V)
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 () Undetermined.

(3) Idisagreethat 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: L\}Ql\jél N \/ﬁb aﬂﬂww/

(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-51637

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

urther Representatio er:
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H10 /z;;‘;"gbs
Date: S¢ - t>. 202G

(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 unnéccssary
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 snitable 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: ER{C¢ J01 D. CLTIHDIY

(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: f
TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-51638 |

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22 Lﬂ'ﬁher Representation Numbj
TPB/R/S/H s
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk /R/S/H10/22-F896

Date: [/( /2028

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the originally proposed zoning of 'QU",
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: NRA  LoAn A SueANDS

(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-51639

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

urther Representation Number: |
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk TPB/R/S/H10/22-F897 |
Date: (/( /}OLS f

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zoning and the oﬁgmally 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 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 ook 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: AN( el

(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-51640

Further Representation Number:

Further Representation on Pokfulam OZP No.S/H10/22
f TPB/R/S/H10/22-F898

To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk
Date: // }/ > 028

(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 )
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) Idisagreethat 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 H ospital and the Cyberport. The proposed
gigantic GIC development in Pokfulam will likely be the last straw that breaks

the camel’s back.

Name: /p\U Wena Pﬁl‘h f’lql,

(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-S1641

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

e d@pland.gov.hk
o: tpbpd@pland.gov TPB/R/S/H10/22-F899

! Further Representation Number:

Date: //{ /Lolf

(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’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) Idisagreethat the 2,250 trees have no value just because they are common sﬁeéieé.
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: @’V\U\\‘{)Y\ QM ﬁ\U\f)@*W

(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 Farther Represemiation Nomafes
To: tpbpd@pland.gov.hk , TPB/R/S/H10/22-F900

Date: 2/ ( [ 2025

(1) I oppose the proposed 'U' zbning 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 )
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.

TPB/R/S/H10/22-F-S1642| |

|



(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 (‘\,\/\\’ \()WI M@‘lla\f\-x

Email / telephone : (optional)

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