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Max Yuet Lun WONG/PLAND

寄件者: tmylwdpo_pd/PLAND <tmylwdpo@pland.gov.hk>
寄件⽇期 : 2023年07⽉20⽇星期四 15:11
收件者: Max Yuet Lun WONG/PLAND
副本: Alexander Weng Yip MAK/PLAND; Joyce Hiu Lam TAM/PLAND
主旨: Fw: A/YL-PS/694
附件: P 2,6,14 20-07-2023.pdf

To: "Max Yuet Lun WONG/PLAND" <mylwong@pland.gov.hk>

Cc: "Alexander Weng Yip MAK/PLAND" <awymak@pland.gov.hk>, "Joyce Hiu Lam TAM/PLAND" <jhltam@pland.gov.hk>
----- Forwarded by tmylwdpo_pd/PLAND/HKSARG on 20/07/2023 15:10 -----

From: <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>
To: <tmylwdpo@pland.gov.hk>
Cc: <kkfyiu@pland.gov.hk>
Date: 20/07/2023 14:36
Subject: FW: A/YL-PS/694

From: sun wo wong <wongsunwo@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 20, 2023 1:19 PM
To: mylwong@pland.gov.hk;城規會秘書處 <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>
Subject: A/YL-PS/694

更改部份內頁事宜(See attached file: P 2,6,14 20-07-2023.pdf)

(See attached file:布局圖 (原圖).pdf) (See attached file:申請地點位置

圖.pdf)
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布局圖

1個輕型貨車上落貨車位

2個私家車位

行車路線



申請地點位置圖

灰色位置農莊範圍申請地點
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Max Yuet Lun WONG/PLAND

寄件者: tmylwdpo_pd/PLAND <tmylwdpo@pland.gov.hk>
寄件⽇期 : 2023年11⽉23⽇星期四 10:29
收件者: Max Yuet Lun WONG/PLAND
副本: Alexander Weng Yip MAK/PLAND; Moon Leong KOK/PLAND
主旨: Fw: A/YL-PS/694
附件: 回應園境組的擬問21-11-2023.pdf;⼯程師函件.pdf;回應運輸署的擬問21-11-2023.pdf;

唐⼈新村舊場地⾯積及⽤途說明.pdf

To: "Max Yuet Lun WONG/PLAND" <mylwong@pland.gov.hk>

Cc: "Alexander Weng Yip MAK/PLAND" <awymak@pland.gov.hk>, "Moon Leong KOK/PLAND" <mlkok@pland.gov.hk>
----- Forwarded by tmylwdpo_pd/PLAND/HKSARG on 23/11/2023 10:28 -----

From: <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>
To: <tmylwdpo@pland.gov.hk>
Cc: <kkfyiu@pland.gov.hk>
Date: 23/11/2023 09:28
Subject: Fw: A/YL-PS/694

From: sun wo wong <wongsunwo@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, November 22, 2023 8:56 PM
To: mylwong@pland.gov.hk;城規會秘書處 <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>
Subject: A/YL-PS/694

回應各部們的擬問(See attached file:工程師函件.pdf) (See attached file:回應園境組

的擬問21-11-2023.pdf) (See attached file:回應運輸署的擬問21-11-

2023.pdf) (See attached file:唐人新村舊場地面積及用途說

明.pdf)
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A/YL-PS/694 
(ii) Landscape Unit, Urban Design and Landscape Section, Planning Department (Contact Person: Mr. Brian 
LAM, Tel No.: 3565 3949) 

 

有關我等申請填土目的只作為行車通道所須，因我等場地有部份位置在斜坡範圍 
在大雨期間，車輛在泥地上行走會產生打滑的情況出現令至車輛不能行駛因此須 
要舖上混凝土方便行車用途，而並非一般的填土工程，而我等建設農用構築物時 
有關行車的部份地方已鋪蓋上混凝土，如獲批准日後亦不須要進行有關的工序。 
在境觀上我等沒有改變現有的地貌及景觀，如有須要時我等同意加設植樹的位置 

 
代理人 黃新和 

21-11-2023 



A/YL-PS/694 
(i) Transport Department (Contact Person: Ms. LI Ping, Tel No. 2399 2427) 
1. Please advise the estimated trip generation for proposed filling of the land  
有關我等申請填土目的只作為行車通道所須，因我等場地有部份位置在斜坡範圍 
在大雨期間，車輛在泥地上行走會產生打滑的情況出現令至車輛不能行駛因此須 
要舖上混凝土方便行車用途，而並非一般的填土工程，而我等建設農用構築物時 
有關行車的部份地方已鋪蓋上混凝土，如獲批准日後亦不須要進行有關的工序。 

 
    我等建設農用構築物時有關行車的部份地方已鋪蓋上混凝土，如獲批准日後亦不須 
要進行有關的工序。因此絕對不會產生車輛堵塞的情況出現。 
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Max Yuet Lun WONG/PLAND

寄件者: tmylwdpo_pd/PLAND <tmylwdpo@pland.gov.hk>
寄件⽇期 : 2024年01⽉15⽇星期⼀ 10:56
收件者: Max Yuet Lun WONG/PLAND
副本: Alexander Weng Yip MAK/PLAND; Haidi Long Hei LAM/PLAND
主旨: Fw: A/YL-PS/694
附件: 雨⽔排放建議圖13-01-2024.pdf;鋪上混凝⼟的位置圖13-01-2024.pdf;雨⽔渠⼤樣

圖.pdf;鋪上混凝⼟的位置圖 (附件).pdf

----- Forwarded by tmylwdpo_pd/PLAND/HKSARG on 15/01/2024 10:54 -----

From: "tpbpd/PLAND" <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>
To: "tmylwdpo_pd/PLAND" <tmylwdpo@pland.gov.hk>
Cc: "Kiff Kit Fu YIU/PLAND" <kkfyiu@pland.gov.hk>
Date: 15/01/2024 10:22
Subject: Fw: A/YL-PS/694

From: sun wo wong <wongsunwo@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, January 14, 2024 12:03 PM
To: Max Yuet Lun WONG/PLAND <mylwong@pland.gov.hk>; tpbpd/PLAND <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>
Subject: Re: A/YL-PS/694

A/YL-PS/694
回應有關部門的擬問

sun wo wong <wongsunwo@gmail.com>於 2024年1月14日週日下午12:01寫道：

回應有關部門的擬問(See attached file:雨水排放建議圖13-01-2024.pdf)

(See attached file:雨水渠大樣圖.pdf) (See attached file:鋪上混凝土的位置圖13-01-

2024.pdf) (See attached file:鋪上混凝土的位置圖 (附

件).pdf)

(See attached file:美化環境建議圖13-01-2024.pdf)

(See attached file:美化環境建議圖 (附件).pdf)
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我等場地申請填土 (混凝土)的實際
面積約為4000平方米，餘下的土地
絕大部份為坭地種植因此不會鋪上
混凝土，因為我們會搭建溫室種植
農物，而在溫室的坭地上會放置磚
塊， 用作通道及在大雨期間防止坭
土流失，經規劃署執行及管制組的
通知，就算我等在坭地面放置磚塊
亦作為填土，因此我等作出是次申
請。而我等場地面積約為14680平
方米，因運作所須的硬地面約為
4000平方米即面積的27%，因此對
整體的種植環境影響不大。

硬地面說明

灰色位置為設置硬 
地面的位置
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Max Yuet Lun WONG/PLAND

寄件者: clo <clo@psa.hk>
寄件⽇期 : 2024年01⽉24⽇星期三 10:28
收件者: Max Yuet Lun WONG/PLAND
副本: Haidi Long Hei LAM/PLAND; RACHEL WAI YAN LAU/CEDD; 
主旨: RE:回覆︰Fwd: [Departmental Comments] Planning Application No. A/YL-PS/694 -

Further Infromation (4)
附件: Fig-01.pdf

類別: Internet Email

Dear Mr. Wong,

I refer to CEDD’s comments in your email below, and submit herewith a plan showing the relevant registered
and unregister features for your perusal.

Regards

Christopher Lo
Civil & Geotechnical Engineer
Philip So & Associates Ltd.
Tel: 2739 9333
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Max Yuet Lun WONG/PLAND

寄件者: tmylwdpo_pd/PLAND
寄件⽇期 : 2024年06⽉18⽇星期⼆ 10:14
收件者: Max Yuet Lun WONG/PLAND
副本: Wai Lap TANG/PLAND
主旨: 轉寄: A/YL-PS/694
附件: GPRR 10-12-2023.pdf; TSWFKW DIA_20240503_v2 (2) (1).pdf; 2024-04-03_125520

(1).pdf

From: tpbpd/PLAND <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>
Sent: Tuesday, June 18, 2024 9:24 AM
To: tmylwdpo_pd/PLAND <tmylwdpo@pland.gov.hk>
Cc: Kiff Kit Fu YIU/PLAND <kkfyiu@pland.gov.hk>
Subject: Fw: A/YL-PS/694

From: sun wo wong <wongsunwo@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, June 17, 2024 9:53 PM
To: Max Yuet Lun WONG/PLAND <mylwong@pland.gov.hk>; tpbpd/PLAND <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>
Subject: A/YL-PS/694

我等現附上全新的土力評估報告書及雨水排放建議書係取代我等在下列

日期交付貴會的文件

26.9.2023, 18.10.2023, 11.12.2023, 15.2.2024, 3.4.2024 , 6.5.2024 and 16-06-2024
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1. INTRODUCTION  

1.1 Background  

Philip So & Associates Ltd. was appointed to carry out a Drainage Impact Assessment (DIA) 

for the premises at Lot Nos. 48, 329, 330, 331, 333, 337, 339, 339 S.B. ss2, 339 S.B. ss.1, 343, 

344 in D.D.126, Fung Ka Wai, Tin Shui Wai.  

 

1.2 Purpose of the Report  

The purpose of this report is to present the Drainage Impact Assessment (DIA) for the 

application site, which is required by the Town Planning Board as supporting (Technical 

Assessment) documents involved in the Planning Application (Annex E) for Section 16. 

 

1.3 Scope of Works  

The objective of this Drainage Impact Assessment (DIA) is to review the proposed drainage 

arrangements in the vicinity of the application site and evaluate the potential impacts and their 

mitigation strategies if necessary. 

 

Figure 1.1 – Location Plan 
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2. SITE DESCRIPTION  

2.1 Site Location  

The site is on relatively flat ground at Fung Ka Wai, Tin Shui Wan.  Site photos taken in 

September 2023 are presented in Appendix A (see Photos A to J). The site location plan with 

photo directions and the aerial view of the proposed development site are presented in Figures 

1.1 and 2.1, respectively. 

 

Figure 2.1 – Aerial View of the Site 

2.2 Existing Drainage Plan  

It is found that there are existing drainage systems nearby. As shown in Figure 2.2, there is a 

ø800 stormwater pipe next to the site that discharges into a 5800x4200 mm box culvert 

(SBP1008589).  
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Figure 2.2 – Existing Drainage Network from GeoInfo Map 
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3. DESIGN STANDARDS AND REFERENCES  

3.1 Design Codes and References  

• Stormwater Drainage Manual with Eurocodes incorporated – Planning, Design and 

Management (DSD, 2018) 

• Stormwater Drainage Manual Corrigendum No.1/2022 (DSD, 2022) 

• Water Pollution Control Ordinance (Cap 358) (WPCO, 1980); 

• Advice Note No. 1 – Application of the Drainage Impact Assessment Process to Private 

Sector Projects (DSD); and 

• Technical Memorandum on Effluent Standards, Water Pollution Control Ordinance 

Cap358 Section 21 (EPD). 

 

3.2 Design Parameters and Assumptions   

The peak instantaneous runoff before and after the proposed development was calculated based 

on the Rational Method. The recommended physical parameters, such as the runoff coefficient 

(C) are as per the Stormwater Drainage Manual by DSD. 

 

The Rational Method 

 

The Peak Runoff is given by: 

 Qp = 0.278 C i A (Eq. 1) 

Where Qp = Peak runoff in m3/s  

 C = Runoff coefficient  

 i = Rainfall intensity in mm/hr  

 A = Catchment area in km2  

 

The Rainfall Intensity is given by: 

 i = a / (td + b)c (Eq. 2) 

Where i = Rainfall intensity in mm/hr  

 td = Duration in minutes (td < 240)  

 a, b, c = Storm constants given in Table 3 of SDM  
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For a single catchment, the duration (td) is assumed to be equal to the time of concentration (tc), 

which is given by: 

 tc = t0 + tf (Eq. 3) 

Where tc = Time of concentration  

 t0 = Time taken to flow from the further point to reach the most upstream point  

 tf = Flow time  

 

Because t0 is generally much greater than tf. As td is inversely proportional to the rainfall 

intensity (i), it is conservative in general to neglect tf, therefore: 

 tc = td   =    t0 (Eq. 4) 

     

The time of concentration (tc) is given by the Bransby-Williams equation, with due 

consideration of the presence of any prominent natural stream channels: 

 tc = (0.14465 L) / H0.2 / A0.1 (Eq. 5) 

Where H = 
Average slope (m per 100m), measured along the line of natural flow, 

from the summit of the catchment to the point under consideration 
 

 L = 
Distance (on plan) measured on the line of natural flow between 

summit and point of consideration 
 

     

For open channel flows, the capacity is given by Manning’s Equation: 

 V = 

 

(Eq. 6) 

Where V = Mean Velocity in m/s  

 R = Hydraulic Radius in m  

 n = Manning’s coefficient in s/m1/3  

 Sf = Hydraulic gradient (energy loss per unit due to friction  
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4. DRAINAGE FLOW ESTIMATION 

4.1 Catchment Area   

The Application site contains an approximate area of 31,950 m2; the details of the other 

catchment areas concerned are summarized in Table 4.1. 

Table 4.1 Catchment Areas 

Catchment ID Description Area (m2) 

1 Northern Mountain Slope 3,082.56 

2 North-eastern Mountain Slope 1,688.06 

3 Eastern Mountain Slope 3,968.97 

4 Application Site A/YL-PS/690 7,950.88 

5 Northern Part of Application Site A/YL-PS/694 8,315.59 

6 Application Site A/YL-PS/679 956.75 

7 Southern Part of Application Site A/YL-PS/694 5987.37 

 

From Appendix E1, the stormwater discharges from the 7 catchments including the application 

site, which are all directed into the stormwater drainage system downstream, carried by a series 

of natural streams to a sand trap leading to the box culvert. 

In addition, according to the Geotechnical Information Infrastructure (GInfo) System, there is 

a retaining wall (Feature Ref. No. 6NW-B/F 187) located beneath the Application Site. The 

Highways Department (HyD) maintains it. Appendices A and D show the existing slope 

drainage system at the Feature. It is assumed that the existing drainage system will collect 

stormwater runoff along the toe of the man-made feature. Therefore, run-off from the Feature 

will not be considered in the assessment. 

 

4.2 Catchment Flow Estimation   

The catchment flows from the identified drainage catchment areas are calculated by Eq. 1 and 

the results are tabulated as follows: 

Table 4.2 Summary of Catchment Flows 

Catchment ID Flow Rate for return period of 50 years (m3/s) 

1 0.026 

2 0.014 

3 0.032 

4 0.198 
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Catchment ID Flow Rate for return period of 50 years (m3/s) 

5 0.099 

6 0.022 

7 0.059 

 

The detailed calculation is enclosed in Appendix E. 

 

4.3 Hydraulic Capacity of the New Drainage System   

Similar to catchment flow estimation, the same equations are used to assess the hydraulic 

capacities of the stormwater drainage system. As specified in Section 6.6.2 in the Stormwater 

Drainage Manual, a return period of 50 years is adopted for the assessment; details are enclosed 

in Appendix E. The capacity flow from the catchment is summarized below: 

Table 4.3 Summary of Hydraulic Capacity 

Drainage No. Size Gradient Catchment ID 
Total Catchment 

Flow (m3/s) 

Capacity 

Provided (m3/s) 
Utilization 

Type a UC 300 1:60 2,6 0.036 0.119 30% 

Type b UC 400 1:70 1,2,5,6 0.160 0.237 68% 

Type c UC 300 1:100 3 0.032 0.092 35% 

Type d UC 400 1:100 3,4 0.114 0.198 58% 

Type e UC 500 1:100 3,4,7 0.173 0.360 48% 

Type g UC 400 1:100 5 0.099 0.198 50% 

Type h UC 300 1:30 7 0.059 0.168 35% 

Type i UC 300 1:50 3 0.032 0.130 25% 

Type f 
CONC. Pipe 

700 1:100 1,2,3,4,5,6,7 0.450 0.748 60% 

Type j 

D.I. Pressurized Pipe 
400  3,4,7 0.114 0.230 50% 

 

Note: For Manning’s roughness coefficient, 

n = 0.018 for Concrete U-Channel in Poor Condition 

n = 0.015 for Concrete Pipe in Poor Condition 

n = 0.015 for Ductile Iron Pipe in Poor Condition 
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As shown above, the total flow generated at site is 0.450 m3/s and as a general practice, the 

capacities of the channels are designed to be below 70% of their full capacity over a 50-years 

return period. 

It should be noted that one 400mm dia. D.I. pressurized pipe will be proposed due to a 

noticeable ground level difference between two proposed catchpit locations (CP15 and CP16). 

As the contribution from the stormwater flow at this site is significant, adequate hydraulic 

capacity has been provided from the proposed drainage system along the slope and site 

perimeter. It is anticipated that no adverse stormwater drainage impact due to the proposed 

development will be imposed on the existing system.  
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5. EFFECT OF PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT  

5.1 Impact of Proposed Development 

As discussed, the application site will propose a new gold course. Therefore, the main 

difference is the additional surface runoff collected from the proposed development as the 

existing site pre-development is mostly flat grassland. 

The table below summarizes the change from the development. 

Table 5.1 Summary of Impacts before-and-after of Development 

Catchment Area Before After 

4 100 % Flat Grassland 66.7% Flat Grassland, 33.3% Paved 

5 100 % Flat Grassland 66.7% Flat Grassland, 33.3% Paved 

7 100 % Flat Grassland 66.7% Flat Grassland, 33.3% Paved 

Total Flow rate, 

Q (m3/s) 
0.366 0.450 (+23.0%) 

 

5.2 Impact on Existing Stormwater Drainage System 

As discussed, the stormwater run-off will be collected by the proposed drainage system (refer 

to Appendix D) to a terminal manhole (TM1), which will discharged into the natural existing 

stream courses through the proposed permanent outfall, and to be collected by catchpit 

(SCH1031240) and into the 5800mm x 4200mm box culvert (i.e., SBP1002868). 

This box culvert will then end at an outfall point within the Deep Bay Water Control Zone 

according to The Water Pollution Control Ordinance (Chapter 358). 

 

Table 5.2 Contribution to downstream 

Capacity contribution (post-development) 

Ø750 Pipe (SWD1072060) +49.98% 

5800 x 4200 2-Cell Box Culvert (SBP1002869) +0.26% 

 

Table 5.2 shows the contribution to the existing drainage system downstream. 
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6. CONCLUSION 

▪ The proposed development at the application site will collect a drainage flow of 0.450 

m3/s. 

The run-off collected will be discharged into the watercourse, to be collected by a 

downstream catchpit. 

▪ The hydraulic capacities for the proposed drainage system are able to cater for the 

surface runoff from the proposed development, with the capacity below 70%. 

▪ The project proponent will be responsible for the on-going maintenance of the drainage 

system. 

▪ There will be no unacceptable drainage impacts as a result of the proposed development. 

 

 

 

 

END OF TEXT 
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Site Layout Plan 
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APPENDIX B 

Site Photograph 

  



 
 

 
 

Photo A 
View of the northern portion of the Site, Looking south 

 

 

Photo B 
View of eastern portion of the Site, Looking west 

 



 
 

Photo C 
View of middle portion of the Site, Looking southwest 

 

 
 

Photo D 
View of southern portion of the Site, Looking north 

  



 
 

Photo E 
View of western portion of the Site, Looking east 

 

 
 

Photo F 
View of northern portion of the Site, Looking southwest 

 
 
 



 
 

Photo G 
View of southern portion of the Site, Looking east

 
 

Photo H 
General View of the Feature No. 6NW-B/C78, Looking northeast 

 



Photo I 
General View of the Feature No. 6NW-B/C78, Looking southeast 

Photo J 
General View of the natural hillside at the northeast of the Site, Looking northeast 
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APPENDIX C 

Slope Information System Report of Feature Ref. No. 

6NW-B/F 187 



SLOPE INFORMATION SYSTEM
GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERING OFFICE 
CIVIL ENGINEERING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

BASIC INFORMATION

Location:

Date of Construction/
Modification:

Approximate Coordinates:

CONSEQUENCE-TO-LIFE CATEGORY

Facility at Crest:

Distance of Facility from Crest (m):

Facility at Toe:

Distance of Facility from Toe (m):

Consequence-to-life Category:

Remarks:

SLOPE PART

WALL PART

Date of Formation:

Feature No.  6NW-B/F  187

100m West of Kenswood Court, Tin shui Wai

Easting : 818976     Northing : 835679

Road/footpath with low traffic density

0
Road/footpath with low traffic density

0

3
N/A

(1)          Max. Height (m): 4.5          Length (m): 460          Average Angle (deg): 25

N/A

RECORD RETRIEVED FROM SIS ON 02/05/2024 15:45 PAGE 1 OF 7

post-1977



SLOPE INFORMATION SYSTEM
GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERING OFFICE 
CIVIL ENGINEERING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

MAINTENANCE RESPONSIBILITY

DETAILS OF SLOPE / RETAINING WALL

Date of Inspection:

Data Source:

Slope Part Drainage:

Wall Part Drainage:

SLOPE PART

Feature No.  6NW-B/F  187

Government Feature      Party: HyD      Agent: HyD

29-11-2013

EI(HyD)
(1)      Position: Crest      Size(mm): 300
(2)      Position: On slope      Size(mm): 300
(3)      Position: Toe      Size(mm): 300

N/A

Slope Part (1)
Surface Protection (%):     Bare: 0        Vegetated: 100        Chunam: 0        Shotcrete: 0        Other Cover: 0
Material Description:        Material type: Soil        Geology: N/A
Berm:                                No. of Berms: N/A        Min. Berm Width (m): N/A
Weepholes:                       Size (mm): N/A        Spacing (m): N/A

RECORD RETRIEVED FROM SIS ON 02/05/2024 15:45 PAGE 2 OF 7



SLOPE INFORMATION SYSTEM
GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERING OFFICE 
CIVIL ENGINEERING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

WALL PART

SERVICES

Feature No.  6NW-B/F  187

N/A

N/A

RECORD RETRIEVED FROM SIS ON 02/05/2024 15:45 PAGE 3 OF 7



SLOPE INFORMATION SYSTEM
GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERING OFFICE 
CIVIL ENGINEERING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STAGE 1 STUDY REPORT

Inspected On:

Weather:

District:

Section No:

Height(m):

Type of Toe Facility:

Distance from Toe(m):

Type of Crest Facility:

Distance from Crest(m):

Consequence Category:

Engineering Judgement:

Section No:

Type of Toe Facility:

Distance from Toe(m):

Type of Crest Facility:

Distance from Crest(m):

Consequence Category:

Engineering Judgement:

Feature No.  6NW-B/F  187

MW

1-1

Road/footpath with low traffic density

0
Road/footpath with low traffic density

0

2-2

RECORD RETRIEVED FROM SIS ON 02/05/2024 15:45 PAGE 4 OF 7



SLOPE INFORMATION SYSTEM
GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERING OFFICE 
CIVIL ENGINEERING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

Sign of Seepage:

Criterion A satisfied:

Sign of Distress:

Criterion D satisfied:

Non-routine maintenance required:

Note:

Masonry wall/Masonry facing:

Note:

Consequence category (for critical section):

Observations:

Emergency Action Required:

Action By:

ACTION TO INITIATE PREVENTIVE WORKS

Criterion A/Criterion D:

Action By:

Further Study:

Action By:

OTHER EXTERNAL ACTION

Check / repair Services:

Action By:

Non-routine Maintenance:

Action By:

Feature No.  6NW-B/F  187

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

RECORD RETRIEVED FROM SIS ON 02/05/2024 15:45 PAGE 5 OF 7



SLOPE INFORMATION SYSTEM
GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERING OFFICE 
CIVIL ENGINEERING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

PHOTO

Feature No.  6NW-B/F  187

RECORD RETRIEVED FROM SIS ON 02/05/2024 15:45 PAGE 6 OF 7



SLOPE INFORMATION SYSTEM
GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERING OFFICE 
CIVIL ENGINEERING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT Feature No.  6NW-B/F  187

RECORD RETRIEVED FROM SIS ON 02/05/2024 15:45 PAGE 7 OF 7



Proposed Development at Lot Nos. 48, 329, 330, 331, 333, 337, 339, 339 S.B. 
ss2, 339 S.B. ss.1, 343, 344 in D.D.126, Fung Ka Wai, Tin Shui Wai Drainage Impact Assessment Report 

 

 Wings 

 

APPENDIX D 

Existing Public Drainage Network 
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Proposed Drainage Network 
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Drainage Impact Assessment Calculation 
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Catchment Area 
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Hydraulic Capacities 

  



WINGS & ASSOCIATES CONSULTING ENGINEERS Ltd.

Project : Job Number:

Subject : Drainage Impact Assessment

U channel no. Catchments Area (m
2
)

Required Q 

(m
3
/s)

Channel/Pipe 

size provided 

(mm)

Gradient
Qp (m

3
/s) 

provided
Qp > Q ? Utilization

- Catchment 1 3083 0.026

- Catchment 2 1689 0.014

TYPE c Catchment 3 3970 0.032 300 1 / 100 0.092 OK 35%

TYPE i Catchment 3 3970 0.032 300 1 / 50 0.130 OK 25%

- Catchment 4 7951 0.082

TYPE g Catchment 5 5544 0.099 400 1 / 100 0.198 OK 50%

- Catchment 6 956 0.022

TYPE h Catchment 7 3992 0.059 300 1 / 30 0.168 OK 35%

TYPE a Catchment 2+6 - 0.036 300 1 / 60 0.119 OK 30%

TYPE b Catchment 1+2+5+6 - 0.160 400 1 / 70 0.237 OK 68%

TYPE d Catchment 3+4 - 0.114 400 1 / 100 0.198 OK 58%

TYPE j
Catchment 3+4

(D.I. Pressurized pipe)
- 0.114 400 0.180 OK 63%

TYPE e Catchment 3+4+7 - 0.173 500 1 / 100 0.360 OK 48%

TYPE f
Catchment 1+2+3+4+5+6+7

(Concrete Pipe)
- 0.450 700 1 / 100 0.748 OK 60%

Note: Desgin to be complying with Stormwater Drainage Manual (5th Edition, January 2018) 

Storm Constants obtained from Table 3(a) -Storm Constants for Different Return Periods of HKO Headquarters

Proposed Drainage Layout for Proposed Development in D.D.126, Fung Ka Wei, 

Tin Shui Wai

Computed by:

Date:

            Checked by:

Date:



Project: Proposed Drainage Layout for Proposed Development in D.D.126, Fung Ka Wei, Tin Shui Wai

Subject: Impact to Existing Drainage Network Job number Page 1 of 6

Reference Calculation Output

For Downstream Structures:

Total Design runoff

Q (m³/s)

Catchment 1 =

Catchment 2 =

Catchment 3 =

Catchment 4 =

Catchment 5 =

Catchment 6 =

Catchment 7 =

Total =  (m³/s)  

For ø750 Pipe 

Checking the capacity of the mm CONC. Pipe SWD1072060

roughness n = (for Concrete Pipe)

Flow area (full), A = m
2

Flow area (Reduced), A = m
2

(Clause 9.3 (b) Sediment Deposit, DSD Stormwater Manual)

wet perimeter (full), P = m    

hydraulic radius, R =

gradient, Sf = > OK

Capacity   

= m/s > m/s OK

(Clause 13.5.2 , DSD Stormwater Manual)

Q = AV

= m
3
/s > m

3
/s OK

For 5800x4200 2-Cell Box Culvert 

Checking the capacity of the x mm CONC. Box Culvert SBP1002869

For 1 Cell

roughness n = (for CONC. Box Culvert )

Flow area (full), A = m
2

Flow area (Reduced), A = m
2

(Clause 9.3 (b) Sediment Deposit, DSD Stormwater Manual)

wet perimeter (full), P = m

hydraulic radius, R =

gradient, Sf = > OK

Capacity

= m/s > m/s OK

(Clause 13.5.2 , DSD Stormwater Manual)

Q = AV

= m
3
/s > m

3
/s OK

Computed by Checked by Distribution Filed in

Date Date

0.450

0.010 0.01

49.98%

0.015

24.360

20

1.096

21.924

0.010 0.01

2.04 0.75

0.90 0.450

5800 4200

0.169

750

0.015

0.442

0.398

2.356

0.059

0.026

0.014

0.099

0.022

0.198

0.032

7.09 0.75

172.66 0.450 0.26%

2

1

3

2

1
fSR

n
V =

2

1

3

2

1
fSR

n
V =



Project: Proposed Drainage Layout for Proposed Development in D.D.126, Fung Ka Wei, Tin Shui Wai

Subject: Catchment 1 Job number Page 1 of 6

Reference Calculation Output

For Catchment Area of Surface Channel

area of the catchment, Ac1 = m
2

(Steep Glassland (heavy soil))

area of the catchment, Ac2 = m
2

(Concrete or Asphalt)

flow distance, L1 = m flow distance, L2 = m

average slope, H1 = m/100m average slope, H2 = m/100m

time of concentration, tc1 = min time of concentration, tc2 = min

For return Period = years runoff coefficient, C1 =

a =

b = runoff coefficient, C2 =

c =

Rainfall intensity

i1 = mm/hr + +

(Table 28 + 31, Clause 6.3 Rainfall Increase due to Climate Change, DSD Stormwater Manual)

i2 = mm/hr + +

Design runoff Q = ( + ) ×

= m
3
/s or l/min

Computed by Checked by Distribution Filed in

Date Date

308.79 12.10% 16.00%

409.57

C i 1  Ac1 C i 2  Ac2

12.10% 16.00%

0.026 1544

474.6

0.35

03.309

50

Concrete or Asphalt

Steep Glassland (heavy soil)

2.9

0.371

0.95

3,083

0

0.00

092.6

19.57

Involve Branch System (D < 1.8m)

Area: North District Area

End of 21st Century (2081 – 2100) 

0.278

( ) c

d bt

a
i

+
=



Project: Proposed Drainage Layout for Proposed Development in D.D.126, Fung Ka Wei, Tin Shui Wai

Subject: Catchment 2 Job number Page 1 of 6

Reference Calculation Output

For Catchment Area of Surface Channel

area of the catchment, Ac1 = m
2

(Steep Glassland (heavy soil))

area of the catchment, Ac2 = m
2

(Concrete or Asphalt)

flow distance, L1 = m flow distance, L2 = m

average slope, H1 = m/100m average slope, H2 = m/100m

time of concentration, tc1 = min time of concentration, tc2 = min

For return Period = years runoff coefficient, C =

a =

b = runoff coefficient, C =

c =

Rainfall intensity

i1 = mm/hr + +

(Table 28 + 31, Clause 6.3 Rainfall Increase due to Climate Change, DSD Stormwater Manual)

i2 = mm/hr + +

Design runoff Q = ( + ) ×

= m
3
/s or l/min

Computed by Checked by Distribution Filed in

Date Date

409.57 12.10% 16.00%

0.014 845

C i 1  Ac1 C i 2  Ac2 0.278

03.329

2.9

0.371

0.95

308.43 12.10% 16.00%

End of 21st Century (2081 – 2100) 

Involve Branch System (D < 1.8m)

Area: North District Area

474.6

0.35

Steep Glassland (heavy soil)

Concrete or Asphalt

50

1,689

0

0

0.0015.79

84.03

( ) c

d bt

a
i

+
=



Project: Proposed Drainage Layout for Proposed Development in D.D.126, Fung Ka Wei, Tin Shui Wai

Subject: Catchment 3 Job number Page 1 of 6

Reference Calculation Output

For Catchment Area of Surface Channel

area of the catchment, Ac1 = m
2

(Steep Glassland (heavy soil))

area of the catchment, Ac2 = m
2

(Concrete or Asphalt)

flow distance, L1 = m flow distance, L2 = m

average slope, H1 = m/100m average slope, H2 = m/100m

time of concentration, tc1 = min time of concentration, tc2 = min

For return Period = years runoff coefficient, C =

a =

b = runoff coefficient, C =

c =

Rainfall intensity

i1 = mm/hr + +

(Table 28 + 31, Clause 6.3 Rainfall Increase due to Climate Change, DSD Stormwater Manual)

i2 = mm/hr + +

Design runoff Q = ( + ) ×

= m
3
/s or l/min

Checking the capacity of the mm U-channel 

roughness n = (for Concrete U-channel)

Flow area (full), A = m
2

Flow area (Reduced), A = m
2

(Clause 9.3 (b) Sediment Deposit, DSD Stormwater Manual)

wet perimeter (full), P = m

hydraulic radius, R =

gradient, Sf = > OK

(1/100, Section 61 Surface Water Channels, Cap. 123I B.O.)

Capacity

= m/s > m/s

(Clause 13.5.2 , DSD Stormwater Manual)

Q = AV

= m
3
/s > m

3
/s

Checking the capacity of the mm U-channel 

roughness n = (for Concrete U-channel)

Flow area (full), A = m
2

Flow area (Reduced), A = m
2

(Clause 9.3 (b) Sediment Deposit, DSD Stormwater Manual)

wet perimeter (full), P = m

hydraulic radius, R =

gradient, Sf = > OK

(1/100, Section 61 Surface Water Channels, Cap. 123I B.O.)

Capacity

= m/s > m/s

(Clause 13.5.2 , DSD Stormwater Manual)

Q = AV

= m
3
/s > m

3
/s

Computed by Checked by Distribution Filed in

Date Date

0.092 0.032 35%OK

300

0.018

0.080

0.072

0.771

2.9

0.371

0.95

298.57 12.10% 16.00%

409.57

Steep Glassland (heavy soil)

Concrete or Asphalt

3,970

0

0

0.00

105

14.24

End of 21st Century (2081 – 2100) 

Involve Branch System (D < 1.8m)

Area: North District Area

474.6

0.35

C i 1  Ac1 C i 2  Ac2 0.278

OK

12.10% 16.00%

50

03.90

1.15 0.75

0.032 1922

300

0.018

0.080

0.072

0.771

0.094

0.010 0.01

25%

0.094

0.020 0.01

1.62 0.75 OK

0.130 0.032 OK

( ) c

d bt

a
i

+
=

2

1

3

2

1
fSR

n
V =

2

1

3

2

1
fSR

n
V =



Project: Proposed Drainage Layout for Proposed Development in D.D.126, Fung Ka Wei, Tin Shui Wai

Subject: Catchment 4 Job number Page 1 of 6

Reference Calculation Output

For Catchment Area of Surface Channel

area of the catchment, Ac1 = m
2

(Flat Glassland (heavy soil))

area of the catchment, Ac2 = m
2

(Concrete or Asphalt)

flow distance, L1 = m flow distance, L2 = m

average slope, H1 = m/100m average slope, H2 = m/100m

time of concentration, tc1 = min time of concentration, tc2 = min

For return Period = years

runoff coefficient, C =

a =

b =

c = runoff coefficient, C =

Rainfall intensity

i1 = mm/hr + +

(Table 28 + 31, Clause 6.3 Rainfall Increase due to Climate Change, DSD Stormwater Manual)

i2 = mm/hr + +

Design runoff Q = ( + ) ×

= m
3
/s or l/min

Computed by Checked by Distribution Filed in

Date Date

Concrete or Asphalt

16.00%

276.08

End of 21st Century (2081 – 2100) 

12.10% 16.00%

0.082 4943

120

6.02

Involve Branch System (D < 1.8m)

Area: North District Area

474.6

0.25

50

5.4975.143

Flat Glassland (heavy soil)

C i 1  Ac1 C i 2  Ac2 0.278

5,301

2,650

120

6.10

2.9

0.371 0.95

280.53 12.10%

( ) c

d bt

a
i

+
=



Project: Proposed Drainage Layout for Proposed Development in D.D.126, Fung Ka Wei, Tin Shui Wai

Subject: Catchment 5 Job number Page 1 of 6

Reference Calculation Output

For Catchment Area of Surface Channel

area of the catchment, Ac1 = m
2

(Flat Glassland (heavy soil))

area of the catchment, Ac2 = m
2

(Concrete or Asphalt)

flow distance, L1 = m flow distance, L2 = m

average slope, H1 = m/100m average slope, H2 = m/100m

time of concentration, tc1 = min time of concentration, tc2 = min

For return Period = years runoff coefficient, C =

a =

b = runoff coefficient, C =

c =

Rainfall intensity

i1 = mm/hr + +

(Table 28 + 31, Clause 6.3 Rainfall Increase due to Climate Change, DSD Stormwater Manual)

i2 = mm/hr + +

Design runoff Q = ( + ) ×

= m
3
/s or l/min

Checking the capacity of the mm U-channel 

roughness n = (for Concrete U-channel)

Flow area (full), A = m
2

Flow area (Reduced), A = m
2

(Clause 9.3 (b) Sediment Deposit, DSD Stormwater Manual)

wet perimeter (full), P = m

hydraulic radius, R =

gradient, Sf = > OK

(1/100, Section 61 Surface Water Channels, Cap. 123I B.O.)

Capacity

= m/s > m/s OK

(Clause 13.5.2 , DSD Stormwater Manual)

Q = AV

= m
3
/s > m

3
/s OK

Computed by Checked by Distribution Filed in

Date Date

0.198 0.099 50%

347.48 12.10% 16.00%

1.39 0.75

0.099 5913

400

0.018

0.143

0.129

1.028

0.125

0.010 0.01

C i 1  Ac1 C i 2  Ac2 0.278

1.626.91

2.9

0.371

0.95

260.59 12.10% 16.00%

End of 21st Century (2081 – 2100) 

Involve Branch System (D < 1.8m)

Area: North District Area

474.6

0.25

Concrete or Asphalt

Flat Glassland (heavy soil)

50

5,544

2,772

30

2.64

153.5

4.60

( ) c

d bt

a
i

+
=

2

1

3

2

1
fSR

n
V =



Project: Proposed Drainage Layout for Proposed Development in D.D.126, Fung Ka Wei, Tin Shui Wai

Subject: Catchment 6 Job number Page 1 of 6

Reference Calculation Output

For Catchment Area of Surface Channel

area of the catchment, Ac1 = m
2

(Concrete or Asphalt)

area of the catchment, Ac2 = m
2

(Concrete or Asphalt)

flow distance, L1 = m flow distance, L2 = m

average slope, H1 = m/100m average slope, H2 = m/100m

time of concentration, tc1 = min time of concentration, tc2 = min

For return Period = years runoff coefficient, C =

a =

b = runoff coefficient, C =

c =

Rainfall intensity

i1 = mm/hr + +

(Table 28 + 31, Clause 6.3 Rainfall Increase due to Climate Change, DSD Stormwater Manual)

i2 = mm/hr + +

Design runoff Q = ( + ) ×

= m
3
/s or l/min

Computed by Checked by Distribution Filed in

Date Date

409.57 12.10% 16.00%

0.022 1320

C i 1  Ac1 C i 2  Ac2 0.278

03.05

2.9

0.371

0.95

313.7 12.10% 16.00%

End of 21st Century (2081 – 2100) 

Involve Branch System (D < 1.8m)

Area: North District Area

474.6

0.95

Concrete or Asphalt

Concrete or Asphalt

50

956

0

0

0.00

43

1.14

( ) c

d bt

a
i

+
=



Project: Proposed Drainage Layout for Proposed Development in D.D.126, Fung Ka Wei, Tin Shui Wai

Subject: Catchment 7 Job number Page 1 of 6

Reference Calculation Output

For Catchment Area of Surface Channel

area of the catchment, Ac1 = m
2

(Flat Glassland (heavy soil))

area of the catchment, Ac2 = m
2

(Concrete or Asphalt)

flow distance, L1 = m flow distance, L2 = m

average slope, H1 = m/100m average slope, H2 = m/100m

time of concentration, tc1 = min time of concentration, tc2 = min

For return Period = years runoff coefficient, C =

a =

b = runoff coefficient, C =

c =

Rainfall intensity

i1 = mm/hr + +

(Table 28 + 31, Clause 6.3 Rainfall Increase due to Climate Change, DSD Stormwater Manual)

i2 = mm/hr + +

Design runoff Q = ( + ) ×

= m
3
/s or l/min

Checking the capacity of the mm U-channel 

roughness n = (for Concrete U-channel)

Flow area (full), A = m
2

Flow area (Reduced), A = m
2

(Clause 9.3 (b) Sediment Deposit, DSD Stormwater Manual)

wet perimeter (full), P = m

hydraulic radius, R =

gradient, Sf = > OK

(1/100, Section 61 Surface Water Channels, Cap. 123I B.O.)

Capacity

= m/s > m/s OK

(Clause 13.5.2 , DSD Stormwater Manual)

Q = AV

= m
3
/s > m

3
/s

Computed by Checked by Distribution Filed in

Date Date

0.168 0.059 35%OK

C i 1  Ac1 C i 2  Ac2 0.278

2.09 0.75

0.059 3526

300

0.018

0.080

0.072

0.771

0.094

0.033 0.01

2.9

0.371

266.01 12.10% 16.00%

261.29 12.10% 16.00%

End of 21st Century (2081 – 2100) 

Concrete or Asphalt

Flat Glassland (heavy soil)

0.25

0.95

Involve Branch System (D < 1.8m)

Area: North District Area

474.6

50

6.8406.381

3,992

1,996

7.19

150150

7.19

( ) c

d bt

a
i

+
=

2

1

3

2

1
fSR

n
V =



Project: Proposed Drainage Layout for Proposed Development in D.D.126, Fung Ka Wei, Tin Shui Wai

Subject: Catchment 2+6 Job number Page 1 of 6

Reference Calculation Output

For Catchment Area of Surface Channel

Design runoff

Q (m³/s)

Catchment 2 =

Catchment 6 =

Total =  (m³/s)

Checking the capacity of the mm Conc. U-Channel

roughness n = (for Conc. U-Channel )

Flow area (full), A = m
2

Flow area (Reduced), A = m
2

(Clause 9.3 (b) Sediment Deposit, DSD Stormwater Manual)

wet perimeter (full), P = m

hydraulic radius, R =

gradient, Sf = > OK

(1/100, Section 61 Surface Water Channels, Cap. 123I B.O.)

Capacity

= m/s > m/s OK

(Clause 13.5.2 , DSD Stormwater Manual)

Q = AV

= m
3
/s > m

3
/s OK

Computed by Checked by Distribution Filed in

Date Date

30%

0.017 0.01

1.48 0.75

0.119 0.036

0.094

0.014

0.022

0.036

300

0.018

0.080

0.072

0.771

2

1

3

2

1
fSR

n
V =



Project: Proposed Drainage Layout for Proposed Development in D.D.126, Fung Ka Wei, Tin Shui Wai

Subject: Catchment 1+2+5+6 Job number Page 1 of 6

Reference Calculation Output

For Catchment Area of Surface Channel

Design runoff

Q (m³/s)

Catchment 1 =

Catchment 2 =

Catchment 5 =

Catchment 6 =

Total =  (m³/s)

Checking the capacity of the mm U-Channel

roughness n = (for U-Channel )

Flow area (full), A = m
2

Flow area (Reduced), A = m
2

(Clause 9.3 (b) Sediment Deposit, DSD Stormwater Manual)

wet perimeter (full), P = m

hydraulic radius, R =

gradient, Sf = > OK

(1/100, Section 61 Surface Water Channels, Cap. 123I B.O.)

Capacity

= m/s > m/s OK

(Clause 13.5.2 , DSD Stormwater Manual)

Q = AV

= m
3
/s > m

3
/s OK

Computed by Checked by Distribution Filed in

Date Date

68%

0.143

0.129

1.028

0.125

0.014 0.01

1.66 0.75

0.237 0.160

0.018

0.026

0.014

0.160

400

0.099

0.022

2

1

3

2

1
fSR

n
V =



Project: Proposed Drainage Layout for Proposed Development in D.D.126, Fung Ka Wei, Tin Shui Wai

Subject: Catchment 3+4 Job number Page 1 of 6

Reference Calculation Output

For Catchment Area of Surface Channel

Design runoff

Q (m³/s)

Catchment 3 =

Catchment 4 =

Total =  (m³/s)

Checking the capacity of the mm U-Channel

roughness n = (for U-Channel )

Flow area (full), A = m
2

Flow area (Reduced), A = m
2

(Clause 9.3 (b) Sediment Deposit, DSD Stormwater Manual)

wet perimeter (full), P = m

hydraulic radius, R =

gradient, Sf = > OK

(1/100, Section 61 Surface Water Channels, Cap. 123I B.O.)

Capacity

= m/s > m/s OK

(Clause 13.5.2 , DSD Stormwater Manual)

Q = AV

= m
3
/s > m

3
/s OK

Computed by Checked by Distribution Filed in

Date Date

0.198 0.114 58%

0.125

0.010 0.01

1.39 0.75

1.028

0.032

0.082

0.114

400

0.018

0.143

0.129

2

1

3

2

1
fSR

n
V =



Project: Proposed Drainage Layout for Proposed Development in D.D.126, Fung Ka Wei, Tin Shui Wai

Subject: Catchment 3+4 For 400mm Dia. D.I. Pressurized Pipe Job number Page 1 of 6

Reference Calculation Output

For Catchment Area of Circular Pipe

Design runoff

Q (m³/s)

Catchment 3 =

Catchment 4 =

Total =  (m³/s)

Checking the capacity of the mm D.I. Pipe

roughness n = (for D.I. Pipe)

Flow area (full), A = m
2

Flow area (Reduced), A = m
2

(Clause 9.3 (b) Sediment Deposit, DSD Stormwater Manual)

wet perimeter (full), P = m

hydraulic radius, R =

gradient, Sf = > OK

(1/100, Section 61 Surface Water Channels, Cap. 123I B.O.)

Capacity

= m/s > m/s OK

(Clause 13.5.2 , DSD Stormwater Manual)

Q = AV

= m
3
/s > m

3
/s OK

Computed by Checked by Distribution Filed in

Date Date

63%0.180 0.114

0.090

0.010 0.01

1.43 0.75

1.257

0.032

0.082

0.114

400

0.014

0.126

0.113

2

1

3

2

1
fSR

n
V = 2

1

3

2

1
fSR

n
V =



Project: Proposed Drainage Layout for Proposed Development in D.D.126, Fung Ka Wei, Tin Shui Wai

Subject: Catchment 3+4+7 Job number Page 1 of 6

Reference Calculation Output

For Catchment Area of Surface Channel

Design runoff

Q (m³/s)

Catchment 3 =

Catchment 4 =

Catchment 7 =

Total =  (m³/s)

Checking the capacity of the mm U-Channel

roughness n = (for U-Channel )

Flow area (full), A = m
2

Flow area (Reduced), A = m
2

(Clause 9.3 (b) Sediment Deposit, DSD Stormwater Manual)

wet perimeter (full), P = m

hydraulic radius, R =

gradient, Sf = > OK

(1/100, Section 61 Surface Water Channels, Cap. 123I B.O.)

Capacity

= m/s > m/s OK

(Clause 13.5.2 , DSD Stormwater Manual)

Q = AV

= m
3
/s > m

3
/s OK

Computed by Checked by Distribution Filed in

Date Date

0.360 0.173 48%

0.156

0.010 0.01

1.61 0.75

1.285

0.032

0.082

0.059

0.173

500

0.018

0.223

0.201

2

1

3

2

1
fSR

n
V =



Project: Proposed Drainage Layout for Proposed Development in D.D.126, Fung Ka Wei, Tin Shui Wai

Subject: Catchment 1+2+3+4+5+6+7 Job number Page 1 of 6

Reference Calculation Output

For Catchment Area of Surface Channel

Design runoff

Q (m³/s)

Catchment 1 =

Catchment 2 =

Catchment 3 =

Catchment 4 =

Catchment 5 =

Catchment 6 =

Catchment 7 =

Total =  (m³/s)

Checking the capacity of the mm CONC. Pipe

roughness n = (for Concrete U-channel)

Flow area (full), A = m
2

Flow area (Reduced), A = m
2

(Clause 9.3 (b) Sediment Deposit, DSD Stormwater Manual)

wet perimeter (full), P = m

hydraulic radius, R =

gradient, Sf = > OK

(1/100, Section 61 Surface Water Channels, Cap. 123I B.O.)

Capacity

= m/s > m/s OK

(Clause 13.5.2 , DSD Stormwater Manual)

Q = AV

= m
3
/s > m

3
/s OK

Computed by Checked by Distribution Filed in

Date Date

0.450 60%0.748

1.94 0.75

0.450

700

0.015

0.385

0.346

2.199

0.158

0.010

0.026

0.014

0.01

0.099

0.022

0.059

0.032

0.198

2

1

3

2

1
fSR

n
V = 2

1

3

2

1
fSR

n
V = 2

1

3

2

1
fSR

n
V =



Proposed Development at Lot Nos. 48, 329, 330, 331, 333, 337, 339, 339 S.B. 
ss2, 339 S.B. ss.1, 343, 344 in D.D.126, Fung Ka Wai, Tin Shui Wai Drainage Impact Assessment Report 
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APPENDIX F3 

Manhole and Catchpit Schedule 



e 7.79

CP19
R.C. CATCHPIT 11.70 9.83 300 10.09mPD I.L. CONC. UC h 7.79

500 CP20

CP22

8.65

CP21 R.C. CATCHPIT 13.13 12.54 300 13.91mPD I.L. CONC. UC h

e 35.14CP16

CP14

CONC. UC

22.70

R.C. CATCHPIT 9.72 7.52 400 7.75mPD I.L. CONC. UC d 22.70 7.52

CP17 R.C. CATCHPIT 10.58 9.55 500 10.03mPD I.L. CONC. UC e 47.62

2.42 700 CONC. PIPE f3.54SCH1031240 R.C. CATCHPIT

OK

CP04

CONC. UC

b

i

c

c

e

e

e

CONC. UC
CP03

CONC. UC

CONC. UC

R.C. CATCHPIT 14.39

e
f700 CONC. PIPESCH1031240 66.66

15.36

400 b15.44 CONC. UC

bCONC. UC40013.28

b

b

b

b

c

c

dCONC. UC

CONC. UC

7.75

CONC. UC

d

d

d

d

CONC. UC

400 CP15

D.I. PRESSURIZED 

PIPE

12.54 300 CP22 CONC. UC

CONC. UC

41.00

7.46
30.23

j 14.11 13.53

d

d

d

j

e

e

500 CP15 CONC. UC e

5009.55

18.69 CONC. UC

CONC. UC

CONC. UC

CONC. UC

27.37

35.14

b

b 7.90 400 CP07

CONC. UC

7.94 400 CP14

11.46 400 CP12

CONC. UC

CONC. UC

CONC. UC

CONC. UC

CONC. UC

CATCHPIT 

NO.
CATCHPIT TYPE

APPROXIMATE 

COVER LEVEL 

(mPD)

INLET OUTLET

INVERT 

LEVEL(mPD)
SIZE(mm) FROM CLASS OF INLET Type TypeCLASS OF OUTLET

R.C. CATCHPIT 15.83 15.51 300 15.9mPD I.L. 23.50

DISTANCE(m)
INVERT 

LEVEL(mPD)
SIZE(mm) TO DISTANCE(m)

CP03 46.31
CONC. UC

CONC. UCR.C. CATCHPIT 15.83 15.44 300

a

a

CP02 R.C. CATCHPIT 15.85 15.31 400 15.67mPD I.L.

15.86mPD I.L. 25.40

CONC. UC g

R.C. CATCHPIT 14.39 13.36 400 13.94mPD I.L. 58.35

36.01 15.31 400 CP03 58.35

g

gCONC. UC

15.36 10.50

46.31

400 CP05 49.68

CP05 R.C. CATCHPIT 11.58 9.79 400 10.5mPD I.L. CONC. UC

13.28 400 13.94mPD I.L.

CP04 R.C. CATCHPIT 11.17 10.50 400 10.72mPD I.L.

b

b

CONC. UC

33.7249.68 9.79 400 CP06

TM1

33.72 20.45CP06 R.C. CATCHPIT 8.83 7.90 400 8.38mPD I.L.

CP07 R.C. CATCHPIT

CONC. UC

7.94mPD I.L. CONC. UC

CP16 R.C. CATCHPIT 14.20 13.53 400 13.67mPD I.L.
D.I. PRESSURIZED 

PIPE

11.70 8.93 500 9.2mPD I.L.

9.55mPD I.L.

7.61 400 TM1

15.9mPD I.L. 24.70

CONC. UC

13.46mPD I.L. 32.11

CONC. UC

CONC. UC

14.06 300 CP10

11.46mPD I.L. 28.97

CONC. UC

10.43

CP08 R.C. CATCHPIT 15.72 15.41 300

8.75 7.61 400 7.9mPD I.L. 20.45CONC. UC

CONC. UC 26.9115.41 300 CP09

32.11

CP10 R.C. CATCHPIT 13.81 13.14 300 59.9213.14 400 CP11

CP09 R.C. CATCHPIT 14.68 14.06 300 14.33mPD I.L. 26.91

28.97

CP12 R.C. CATCHPIT 12.17 11.17 400 62.8011.17 400 CP13

CP11 R.C. CATCHPIT 12.51 11.46 400 12.06mPD I.L. 59.92

18.69

CP15

R.C. CATCHPIT 9.09 7.75 400

14.11400 CP14

CP13 R.C. CATCHPIT 9.02 7.94 400 8.57mPD I.L. 62.80

d 22.70

CONC. UC

R.C. CATCHPIT 12.07 10.09 300 11.72mPD I.L. CONC. UC h 49.02

R.C. CATCHPIT 9.18 8.54 500 30.238.54 500 TM1

10.45 9.20 500 27.379.20 500 CP19

h 49.02

10.09 500 CP19

e8.93

CONC. UC

R.C. CATCHPIT

7.61mPD I.L. 10.43

CP01

2.328

2.79mPD I.L. 36.90

R.C. MANHOLE 8.77 7.46 400

R.C. MANHOLE 8.77 7.92 500 8.22mPD I.L.

CONC. UC b

8.63mPD I.L. 8.65CONC. UC

CP18 R.C. CATCHPIT

CP20



Proposed Development at Lot Nos. 48, 329, 330, 331, 333, 337, 339, 339 S.B. 
ss2, 339 S.B. ss.1, 343, 344 in D.D.126, Fung Ka Wai, Tin Shui Wai Drainage Impact Assessment Report 
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APPENDIX G 

Typical Details and General Notes 



F.S.D. REF.

B.D. REF.

/ // / / /

\\192.168.1.20\Wings\Personal\Cyras\泥頭山\Drawings\working\DWG\working DWG\WNG_XXXXX_C_GEN_103  mark eFile Name :

CATCHPIT NO. CATCHPIT TYPE
APPROXIMATE COVER

LEVEL (mPD)

INLET OUTLET

INVERT
LEVEL(mPD) SIZE(mm) FROM CLASS OF INLET Type DISTANCE(m) INVERT

LEVEL(mPD) SIZE(mm) TO CLASS OF OUTLET Type DISTANCE(m)

CP01
R.C. CATCHPIT 15.83 15.51 300 15.9mPD I.L. CONC. UC a 23.50

15.44 400 CP03 CONC. UC b 46.31
R.C. CATCHPIT 15.83 15.44 300 15.86mPD I.L. CONC. UC a 25.40

CP02 R.C. CATCHPIT 15.85 15.31 400 15.67mPD I.L. CONC. UC g 36.01 15.31 400 CP03 CONC. UC g 58.35

CP03
R.C. CATCHPIT 14.39 13.36 400 13.94mPD I.L. CONC. UC g 58.35

13.28 400 CP04 CONC. UC b 15.36
R.C. CATCHPIT 14.39 13.28 400 13.94mPD I.L. CONC. UC b 46.31

CP04 R.C. CATCHPIT 11.17 10.50 400 10.72mPD I.L. CONC. UC b 15.36 10.50 400 CP05 CONC. UC b 49.68

CP05 R.C. CATCHPIT 11.58 9.79 400 10.5mPD I.L. CONC. UC b 49.68 9.79 400 CP06 CONC. UC b 33.72

CP06 R.C. CATCHPIT 8.83 7.90 400 8.38mPD I.L. CONC. UC b 33.72 7.90 400 CP07 CONC. UC b 20.45

CP07 R.C. CATCHPIT 8.75 7.61 400 7.9mPD I.L. CONC. UC b 20.45 7.61 400 TM1 CONC. UC b 10.43

CP08 R.C. CATCHPIT 15.72 15.41 300 15.9mPD I.L. CONC. UC i 24.70 15.41 300 CP09 CONC. UC c 26.91

CP09 R.C. CATCHPIT 14.68 14.06 300 14.33mPD I.L. CONC. UC c 26.91 14.06 300 CP10 CONC. UC c 32.11

CP10 R.C. CATCHPIT 13.81 13.14 300 13.46mPD I.L. CONC. UC c 32.11 13.14 400 CP11 CONC. UC d 59.92

CP11 R.C. CATCHPIT 12.51 11.46 400 12.06mPD I.L. CONC. UC d 59.92 11.46 400 CP12 CONC. UC d 28.97

CP12 R.C. CATCHPIT 12.17 11.17 400 11.46mPD I.L. CONC. UC d 28.97 11.17 400 CP13 CONC. UC d 62.80

CP13 R.C. CATCHPIT 9.02 7.94 400 8.57mPD I.L. CONC. UC d 62.80 7.94 400 CP14 CONC. UC d 18.69

CP14 R.C. CATCHPIT 9.09 7.75 400 7.94mPD I.L. CONC. UC d 18.69 7.75 400 CP15 CONC. UC d 22.70

CP15 R.C. CATCHPIT 9.72 7.52 400 7.75mPD I.L. CONC. UC d 22.70 7.52 400 CP14 D.I. PRESSURIZED
PIPE

j 14.11

CP16 R.C. CATCHPIT 14.20 13.53 400 13.67mPD I.L. D.I. PRESSURIZED
PIPE

j 14.11 13.53 500 CP15 CONC. UC e 22.70

CP17 R.C. CATCHPIT 10.58 9.55 500 10.03mPD I.L. CONC. UC e 47.62 9.55 500 CP16 CONC. UC e 35.14

CP18 R.C. CATCHPIT 10.45 9.20 500 9.55mPD I.L. CONC. UC e 35.14 9.20 500 CP19 CONC. UC e 27.37

CP21 R.C. CATCHPIT 13.13 12.54 300 13.91mPD I.L. CONC. UC h 41.00 12.54 300 CP22 CONC. UC h 49.02

CP22 R.C. CATCHPIT 12.07 10.09 300 11.72mPD I.L. CONC. UC h 49.02 10.09 500 CP19 CONC. UC e 7.79

CP19
R.C. CATCHPIT 11.70 8.93 500 9.2mPD I.L. CONC. UC e 27.37

8.93 500 CP20 CONC. UC e 8.65
R.C. CATCHPIT 11.70 9.83 300 10.09mPD I.L. CONC. UC h 7.79

CP20 R.C. CATCHPIT 9.18 8.54 500 8.63mPD I.L. CONC. UC e 8.65 8.54 500 TM1 CONC. UC e 30.23

TM1
R.C. MANHOLE 8.77 7.46 400 7.61mPD I.L. CONC. UC b 10.43

7.46 700 SCH1031240 CONC. PIPE f 66.66
R.C. MANHOLE 8.77 7.92 500 8.22mPD I.L. CONC. UC e 30.23

SCH1031240 R.C. CATCHPIT 3.54 2.42 700 2.79mPD I.L. CONC. PIPE f 36.90
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Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2024 4:07 PM
To: tmylwdpo_pd/PLAND <tmylwdpo@pland.gov.hk>
Cc: Kiff Kit Fu YIU/PLAND <kkfyiu@pland.gov.hk>
Subject: Fw: A/YL-PS/694

From: sun wo wong <wongsunwo@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2024 3:56 PM
To: Max Yuet Lun WONG/PLAND <mylwong@pland.gov.hk>; tpbpd/PLAND <tpbpd@pland.gov.hk>
Subject: Fwd: A/YL-PS/694

A/YL-PS/694
我等現附上新一份補充文件

希望能有助我等的申請。

謝謝

Appendix If of RNTPC
Paper No. A/YL-PS/694



我等早前提及在溫室棚內的地面上亦有放置磚塊，只是防止在大雨其間雨水冲走地面上的 
坭土同時用作通道用途，每個溫室內的磚塊只占用小部份面積，同時我等種植多數為時令 
的農作物，量多收成快，我等園內亦有種植蘭花，每年出售的蘭花數以千計，因此溫室種 
植為我等主要的收益來源。

A/YL-PS/694

24-06-2024
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Relevant extract of the Town Planning Board Guidelines for
Application for Developments within Deep Bay Area

under Section 16 of the Town Planning Ordinance
(TPB PG-No. 12C)

Wetland Buffer Area (WBA)

(a) The intention of the WBA is to protect the ecological integrity of the fish ponds and
wetland within the Wetland Conservation Area (WCA) and prevent development that
would have a negative off-site disturbance impact on the ecological value of fish ponds;
and

(b) Within the WBA, for development or redevelopment which requires planning permission,
an ecological impact assessment (EcoIA) would need to be submitted.  Some local and
minor uses (including temporary uses) are however exempted from the requirement of
EcoIA.

List of Uses Exempted from Ecological Impact Assessment Within the Wetland Buffer Area

For planning applications involving uses/development within the Wetland Buffer Area, the
following uses/development are exempted from the requirement of ecological impact assessment
as part of the submission to the Board:

- Temporary Uses
- Agricultural Use (except in SSSI Zone)
- Ancestral Hall
- Bank#
- Barbecue Spot
- Barber Shop#
- Beauty Parlour#
- Burial Ground
- Clinic/Polyclinic*
- Electricity Substation of single storey
- Government Refuse Collection Point^
- House (Alteration, modification and/or redevelopment to the existing building bulk only)
- New Territories Exempted Houses
- Off-Course Betting centre#
- On-farm Domestic Structure
- Photographic Studio#
- Playground/Playing Field in “V” and “R(D)” zones
- Police Post/Police Reporting Centre - Post Office*
- Private Club# - Public Convenience
- Public Library*
- Public Utility Installation (electricity mast, lamp pole, pipeline and telephone booth only)^
- Pumping Station of single storey



- Refreshment Kiosk
- Retail Shop#
- School*
- Showroom excluding Motor
-vehicle Showroom#
- Shrine
- Social Welfare Facility*
- Tent Camping Site

Note:
# other than free-standing building
* other than free-standing building exceeding 3 storeys
^ not applicable to the “Other Specified Uses” annotated “Eco-lodge” zone on the Ma Tso Lung
and Hoo Hok Wai Outline Zoning Plan
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Previous Applications Covering the Site

Rejected Applications

Application
No.

Zoning
(at the time of
consideration)

Development/Use Date of
Consideration

Rejection
Reasons

A/DPA/YL-
PS/50

Unspecified
Use

Temporary Use as Container
Vehicles Park for 3 Years

16.2.1996
(TPB)

(1), (2), (3),
(4) & (5)

A/YL-PS/42 “REC” Filling of Pond for Growing of
Vegetables

11.12.1998 (3) & (7)

A/YL-PS/244 “REC” Temporary Open Storage of
Construction Materials (Iron, Steel
and Stone) for a Period of 3 Years

19.5.2006 (1), (2), (4),
(6) & (7)

Rejection Reasons
(1) Not in line with planning intention of the area/the “REC” zone.

(2) Not compatible with surrounding land uses.
(3) It has not been demonstrated in the submission that the proposed development will not cause

adverse impacts on the ecology of the area which is needed to sustain the nearby Mai Po Nature
Reserve.

(4) The submission has not adequately addressed the potential traffic impact of the proposed
development on the surrounding area.

(5) The road improvement work proposed by the applicant will trigger off further developments in the
area and this is highly undesirable in terms of traffic growth control and transport planning.

(6) The proposed development did not comply with the Town Planning Board (TPB) Guidelines No.
13E in that no previous planning approval had been granted for the use on the site, the applicant
had failed to demonstrate that the proposed development would not have adverse landscape and
traffic impacts on the surrounding areas, and there were adverse departmental comments and
public objections on the application. The proposed development was also not compatible with the
surrounding area which was rural in character.

(7) The approval of the application would set an undesirable precedent for other similar applications.
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Similar s.16 Applications within the same “REC” Zone

Approved Applications

Application No. Development/Use Date of
Consideration

A/YL-PS/675 Proposed Temporary Shop and Services (Selling of Gardening and
Construction Materials) for a Period of 5 Years and Associated

Filling of Land

31.3.2023

A/YL-PS/698 Proposed Temporary Public Vehicle Park (Coaches) for a Period
of 5 Years and Associated Filling of Land

24.11.2023

A/YL-PS/699 Proposed Temporary Shop and Services (Selling of Gardening and
Construction Materials) for a Period of 5 Years and Associated

Filling of Land

24.11.2023
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Recommended Advisory Clauses

(a) to resolve any land issues relating to the development with the concerned owner(s) of
the application site (the Site);

(b) to note the comments of the Commissioner for Transport (C for T) that:

(i) the applicant is reminded that sufficient space within the Site should be
provided for maneuvering of vehicles;

(ii) no vehicle is allowed to queue back to or reverse onto/from public road at any
time during the planning approval period; and

(iii) the Site is connected to Tin Wah Road via a local unnamed access road which
is not managed by Transport Department.  The land status of that local access
road should be checked with LandsD.  The management and maintenance
responsibilities of that local access road should be clarified with the relevant
lands and maintenance authorities accordingly;

(c) to note the comments of the Chief Highway Engineer/New Territories West, Highways
Department (CHE/NTW, HyD) that:

(i) adequate drainage measures shall be provided to prevent surface water running
from the Site to the nearby public roads and drains; and

(ii) the access road connecting the Site with Tin Wah Road is not and will not be
maintained by his office.  His office should not be responsible for maintaining
any access connecting the Site with Tin Wah Road;

(d) to note the comments of the Director of Environmental Protection (DEP) that:

(i) to follow the Recommended Pollution Control Clauses for Construction
Contracts to minimize the environmental impacts during construction stage;
and

(ii) it is the applicant’s responsibility to comply with all relevant environment
legislations during construction of the project;

(e) to note the comments of the Director of Fire Services (D of FS) that:

(i) as revealed in the application form, greenhouses will be erected within the Site.
The applicant is advised to submit relevant layout plans incorporated with the
proposed Fire Service Installations (FSIs) to his department for approval;

(ii) the applicant should be advised on the following:

(a) the layout plans should be drawn to scale and depicted with dimensions
and nature of occupancy; and

(b) the location of where the proposed FSIs to be installed should be clearly
marked on the layout plans; and
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(iii) the applicant is reminded that if the proposed structure(s) is required to comply
with the Buildings Ordinance (BO) (Cap. 123), detailed fire service
requirements will be formulated upon receipt of formal submission of general
building plans; and

(f) to note the comments of the Head of Geotechnical Engineering Office, Civil
Engineering and Development Department (H(GEO), CEDD) that as mentioned in the
Geotechnical Planning Review Report (GPRR), a number of slopes were identified,
and as mentioned in the response-to-comments enclosed with the GPRR, study of
slopes (e.g. site visit, detailed survey, assess the slopes, etc.) will be carried out in the
later stage.  It is also noted in the GPRR that the geotechnical assessment on stability
of ground conditions, etc. will be prepared to the Buildings Department in the next
stage of the project.  As such, the applicant is reminded to strictly observe the
requirements for building works (including but not be limited to building construction,
site formation works, etc.) under the BO.  An Authorized Person / Registered
Structural Engineer / Registered Geotechnical Engineer should be appointed for the
design and assessment of geotechnical elements in the building works submissions, as
necessary, according to the BO to demonstrate the proposed works are in compliance
with the safety requirements.

(g) to note the comments of the Chief Building Surveyor/New Territories West, Buildings
Department (CBS/NTW, BD) that site formation works are building works under the
control of the BO, unless exempted.  Before the proposed filling of land is to be
carried out on the application site, the prior approval and consent of the Building
Authority should be obtained, otherwise they are unauthorized building works. An
Authorized Person should be appointed as the co-ordinator for the proposed site
formation in accordance with the BO.
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RNTPC Paper No. A/YL-PS/694B
For Consideration by
the Rural and New Town
Planning Committee
on 5.7.2024

APPLICATION FOR PERMISSION
UNDER SECTION 16 OF THE TOWN PLANNING ORDINANCE

APPLICATION NO. A/YL-PS/694

Applicant : Hoi Fu Man Fung Gondola Company Limited represented by Mr. Wong
Sun Wo William

Site : Lots 48 (Part), 52 (Part), 53 (Part), 54 (Part), 55 RP (Part), 65 (Part) and
674 (Part) in D.D. 126, Ping Shan, Yuen Long, New Territories

Site Area : About 14,680 m2

Lease : Block Government Lease (demised for agricultural use)

Plan : Approved Ping Shan Outline Zoning Plan (OZP) No. S/YL-PS/20

Zoning : “Recreation” (“REC”)

Application : Filling of Land for Permitted Agricultural Use

1. The Proposal

1.1 The applicant seeks planning permission for filling of land for permitted
agricultural use at the application site (the Site).  The Site falls within an
area zoned “REC” on the OZP (Plan A-1).  According to the Notes of the
OZP for the “REC” zone, while ‘Agricultural Use’ is a Column 1 use which
is always permitted, filling of land requires planning permission from the
Town Planning Board (the Board).  The Site is currently mainly used for
agricultural use comprising a number of greenhouse structures and partly
vacant (Plans A-2, A-4a to A-4c).

1.2 According to the applicant, the Site is accessible via a local track leading
from Tin Wah Road (Plans A-2 and A-3).  The current application which is
for filling of land covering the entire site with soil, concrete and bricks with
a depth of about 0.15m is to regularise the filling of land at the Site for
permitted agricultural use.  The hard-paved area (mainly covered by
concrete) occupies about 4,000m2 (27% of the total site area) is mainly for
ancillary parking, manoeuvring space and emergency access (Drawing A-2).
Bricks are laid on the floor of the greenhouse structures for circulation and
prevention of soil erosion.  The remaining areas of the Site are mainly
covered with soil.  The layout plan with vehicular access, land filling plan,
landscape plan and drainage plan submitted by the applicant are shown at



- 2 -

A/YL-PS/694

Drawings A-1 to A-4 respectively.

1.3 In support of the application, the applicant has submitted the following
documents:

(a) Application form and supplementary statement
received on 14.7.2023

(Appendix I)

(b) Supplementary Information (SI) received on
20.7.2023

(Appendix Ia)

(c) Further Information (FI) received on 23.11.2023# (Appendix Ib)
(d) FI received on 15.1.2024* (Appendix Ic)
(e) FI received on 24.1.2024# (Appendix Id)
(f) Consolidated Report received on 18.6.2024^ (Appendix Ie)
(g) FI received on 27.6.2024# (Appendix If)

^[FIs received on 26.9.2023*, 18.10.2023*, 11.12.2023*,
15.2.2024*, 3.4.2024* and 6.5.2024* were superseded and not
attached]
*accepted but not exempted from publication and recounting
requirements
#accepted and exempted from publication and recounting
requirements

1.4 On 8.9.2023 and 8.1.2024, the Rural and New Town Planning Committee
(the Committee) of the Board agreed to the applicant’s requests to defer
making a decision on the application each for two months.

2. Justifications from the Applicant

The justifications put forth by the applicant in support of the application are detailed
at Appendices I to If and are briefly summarised as follows:

(a) the applicant has been selling gardening and construction materials at a site
at Tong Yan San Tsuen but it is subject to land resumption by the Government.
The applicant would like to continue the business operation at the Site for
gardening while separate planning applications have been submitted for
adjoining sites for other uses.  The area used for agriculture and plant
nursery at the previous site is similar to the site area under the current
application; and

(b) the application serves to regularise the filling of land in order to provide a
suitable access for emergency access and supporting the operation of the
agricultural use.  The structures at the Site are farming structures with prior
approval obtained from Lands Department (LandsD) and Agriculture,
Fisheries and Conservation Department (AFCD).

3. Compliance with the “Owner’s Consent/Notification” Requirements

The applicant is not the “current land owner” but has complied with the requirements
as set out in the Town Planning Board Guidelines on Satisfying the “Owner’s
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Consent/Notification” Requirements under Sections 12A and 16 of the Town Planning
Ordinance (TPB PG-No. 31A1) by posting notice at the Site and sending registered
post to the Ping Shan Rural Committee.  Detailed information would be deposited at
the meeting for Members’ inspection.

4. Background

The Site is the subject of a planning enforcement case (No. E/YL-PS/755) against
unauthorized development (UD) involving filling of land.  Reinstatement Notice was
issued on 28.6.2023 and expired on 28.9.2023.  As the Site has not been reinstated
upon expiry of the notice, prosecution action is being considered.

5. Town Planning Board Guidelines

The Town Planning Board Guidelines for “Application for Developments within Deep
Bay Area under Section 16 of the Town Planning Ordinance” (TPB PG-No. 12C) are
relevant to this application.  According to the said Guidelines, the Site falls within
the Wetland Buffer Area (WBA).  Relevant extract of the Guidelines is at Appendix
II.

6. Previous Applications

6.1 The Site is involved in three previous applications (No. A/DPA/YL-PS/50,
A/YL-PS/42 and 244) for temporary container vehicle park, filling of pond
and temporary eating place which were all rejected by the Committee or by
the Board upon review between 1996 and 2006.  Details of these previous
applications are shown in Appendix III and their boundaries are shown on
Plan A-1.  As applications No. A/DPA/YL-PS/50 and A/YL-PS/244 for
temporary container vehicle park and temporary eating place with ancillary
storeroom respectively involve different uses to the current application, the
considerations for the said applications are not relevant.

6.2 Application No. A/YL-PS/42 for filling of pond for growing of vegetables,
covering the north-western part of the Site, was rejected by the Committee
on 11.12.1998.  Considerations of this application are also not relevant to
the current application which involves filling of land.

7. Similar Applications

There are three similar applications (No. A/YL-PS/675, 698 and 699) involving filling
of land for proposed temporary shop and services and public vehicle park respectively
for a period of five years within the same “REC” zone in the past five years.  They
were approved with conditions by the Committee on 31.3.2023 and 24.11.2023
respectively mainly on considerations that the applied uses would not frustrate the
long-term planning intention of the “REC” zone; not incompatible with the

1 The current application was received before the promulgation of the revised TPB PG-No. 31B in September
2023.
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surrounding areas; and concerned government departments had no objection to/no
adverse comment on the application.  Details of the applications are summarised at
Appendix IV and their locations are shown on Plan A-1.

8. The Site and Its Surrounding Areas (Plans A-1 to A-4c)

8.1 The Site is:

(a) mainly used for agricultural use comprising a number of greenhouse
structures and partly vacant; and

(b)  accessible via a local track leading from Tin Wah Road and Tin Tsz
Road.

8.2 The surrounding areas comprise predominantly shops, parking of vehicles,
unused land, cultivated land, scrubland/woodland and ponds.  Some of the
uses are covered by valid planning permission and some uses are suspected
unauthorized developments subject to planning enforcement action.

9. Planning Intention

9.1 The “REC” zone is intended primarily for recreational developments for the
use of the general public.  It encourages the development of active and/or
passive recreation and tourism/eco-tourism.  Uses in support of the
recreational developments may be permitted subject to planning permission.

9.2 According to the Explanatory Statement of the OZP, as filling of land may
cause adverse drainage impacts on the adjacent areas and adverse impacts
on the environment, permission from the Board is required for such activities.

10. Comments from Relevant Government Departments

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

Land Administration

10.1.1 Comments of the District Lands Officer/Yuen Long, Lands Department
(DLO/YL, LandsD):

(a) no adverse comment on the application from land administration
point of view;

(b) no objection to the filling of land from the lease perspective;

(c) the Site comprises Old Schedule Agricultural Lots held under the
Block Government Lease and New Grant Agricultural Lot held
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under Government Gazette dated 24.10.1941 and G.G. 364 of 1934,
which contains the restriction that no structures are allowed to be
erected without the prior approval of the Government;

(d) it is noted that the filling of land is for permitted agricultural use
on the Site and vehicle parking on Lot 48 in D.D. 126;

(e) there is no any guarantee of right of access.  The applicant should
make its own arrangement for acquiring access.  The Government
shall accept no responsibility on arrangement; and

(f) a Letter of Approval was given for the erection of agricultural
structures and a watchman hut on Lot 48 in D.D. 126.

Traffic

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

(a) no comment from traffic engineering perspective; and

(b) the applicant should note her advisory comments at Appendix V.

10.1.3 Comments of the Chief Highway Engineer/New Territories West,
Highways Department (CHE/NTW, HyD):

(a) no adverse comment on the application from highways
maintenance point of view; and

(b) the applicant should note his advisory comments at Appendix V.

Environment

10.1.4 Comments of the Director of Environment Protection (DEP):

(a) no objection to the application;

(b) the applicant should note his advisory comments at Appendix V;
and

(c) there was one substantiated environmental complaint regarding
waste pertaining to the Site in the past three years.

Drainage

10.1.5 Comments of the Chief Engineer/Mainland North, Drainage Services
Department (CE/MN,DSD):
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(a) no objection in principle to the application from drainage point of
view and has no comment on the submitted drainage impact
assessment together with the drainage proposal; and

(b) should the application be approved, an approval condition should
be stipulated in the approval letter requiring the applicant to
implement and maintain the proposed drainage facilities to the
satisfaction of his office.

Fire Safety

10.1.6 Comments of the Director of Fire Services (D of FS):

(a) no comment on the filling of land; and

(b) the applicant should note his advisory comment at Appendix V.

Geotechnical Aspect

10.1.7 Comments of the Head of Geotechnical Engineering Office, Civil
Engineering and Development Department (H(GEO), CEDD):

(a) no comment on the geotechnical planning review report (GPRR)
and the supplementary geotechnical feature drawing; and

(b) as his office has no record of the design and construction of the
filling works and slopes at the Site, the applicant should note his
advisory comments at Appendix V.

District Officer’s Comments

10.1.8 Comments of the District Officer (Yuen Long), Home Affairs
Department (DO(YL), HAD):

His office has not received any feedback from locals.

Others

10.1.9 Comments of the Principal Land Executive/Yuen Long Projects, Lands
Department (PLE/YLP, LandsD):

(a) the business undertaking (BU), Hoi Fu Man Fung Gondola
Company Limited (i.e. the applicant), is one of the affected
business operators under the public housing development at Long
Bin, Yuen Long and its business area falls within
resumption/clearance limit of the Long Bin project; and

(b) according to his site inspection record, it was revealed that the
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business operation area of the subject BU was mainly used for
storage of machines and construction materials.  The operator
also engaged in agricultural activities with cultivation and
greenhouse nearby.

10.2 The following Government bureau/departments have no objection to/no
adverse comment on the application:

(a) Director of Agriculture, Fisheries and Conservation (DAFC);
(b) Chief Building Surveyor/New Territories West (CBS/NTW), BD;
(c) Chief Town Planner/Urban Design and Landscape, Planning

Department (CTP/UD&L, PlanD)
(d) Director of Electrical and Mechanical Services (DEMS);
(e) Project Manager (West) (PM(W)), CEDD;
(f) Director of Leisure and Cultural Services (DLCS); and
(g) Commissioner of Police (C of P).

11. Public Comments received During the Statutory Publication Periods

On 25.7.2023, 17.10.2023, 10.11.2023, 29.12.2023, 30.1.2024, 27.2.2024, 26.4.2024
and 17.5.2024, the application and its FIs were published for public inspection.
During the statutory public inspection periods, three public comments from the same
individual were received (Appendix VII) objecting to the application mainly on the
ground that the location of the Site is near the wetlands and brownfield operations are
undesirable at the Site.

12. Planning Considerations and Assessments

12.1 The application is for filling of land with concrete, bricks and soil of about
0.15m in depth for permitted agricultural use at the Site within the “REC”
zone.  Whilst ‘Agricultural Use’ is always permitted within the “REC” zone,
filling of land within the “REC” zone requires planning permission as it may
cause adverse drainage impacts on the adjacent area and adverse impacts on
the environment.  In this regard, CE/MN, DSD and DEP have no objection
to the application on drainage and environmental aspects respectively.

12.2 The Site is situated in an area predominated by shops, parking of vehicles,
unused land, cultivated land, scrubland/woodland and ponds in the proximity
(Plan A-2).  The proposed filling of land for permitted agricultural use is
considered not incompatible with the surrounding landscape character.  In
this regard, CTP/UD&L, PlanD has no comment on the application.

12.3 While the Site falls within the WBA of the TPB PG-No. 12C, planning
applications for local and minor uses are exempted from the requirement of
ecological impact assessment.  In this regard, DAFC has no comment on
the application.  Other relevant government departments, including the C
for T and D of FS, have no objection to or adverse comment on the
application.  To address the technical requirements of concerned
government departments, relevant approval conditions are recommended in
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paragraph 13.2 below.

12.4 The Committee had approved three similar application for various temporary
uses with filling of land within the same “REC” zone in 2023 (Plan A-1).
Approval of the current application is in line with the Committee’s previous
decisions.

12.5 There are three public comments from an individual objecting to the
application received during the statutory publication periods as summarised
in paragraph 11 above.  The planning considerations and assessments in
paragraphs 12.1 to 12.5 above are relevant.

13. Planning Department’s Views

13.1 Based on the assessments made in paragraph 12 above and having taken into
account the public comments mentioned in paragraph 11, the Planning
Department has no objection to the application.

13.2 Should the Committee decide to approve the application, no time clause on
commencement is proposed as the ‘filling of land’ operation under the
application has already been completed.  The following conditions of
approval and advisory clauses are also suggested for Members’ reference:

Approval conditions

(a) no part of the Site shall be filled other than gravel to a depth exceeding
0.15m, as proposed by the applicant;

(b) the implementation of the drainage proposal, as proposed by the
applicant, to the satisfaction of the Director of Drainage Services or
of the Town Planning Board;

(c) in relation to (b) above, the implemented drainage facilities on the
Site shall be maintained at all times during the planning approval
period; and

(d) if any of the above planning condition (a), (b), or (c) is not complied
with, the approval hereby given shall cease to have effect and shall be
revoked immediately without further notice.

Advisory clauses

The recommended advisory clauses are attached at Appendix V.

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

(a) the applied filling of land, which falls within the Wetland Buffer Area,
is not in line with the Town Planning Board Guidelines for
‘Application for Developments within Deep Bay Area under Section
16 of the Town Planning Ordinance’ (TPB PG-No. 12C) in that there

Replacement Page to
RNTPC Paper
No. A/YL-PS/694B
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is no ecological impact assessment in the submission to demonstrate
that the filling of land would not have negative off-site disturbance
impact on the ecological value of the Wetland Conservation Area; and

(b) the applicant fails to justify the need for the filling of land, and to
demonstrate that the filling of land would not have adverse landscape
impact on the surrounding areas.

14. Decision Sought

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

14.2 Should the Committee decide to approve the application, Members are
invited to consider the approval condition(s) and advisory clause(s), if any,
to be attached to the permission, and the date when the validity of the
permission should expire.

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

15. Attachments

Appendix I Application Form received on 14.7.2023
Appendix Ia SI received on 20.7.2023
Appendix Ib FI received on 23.11.2023
Appendix Ic FI received on 15.1.2024
Appendix Id FI received on 24.1.2024
Appendix Ie Consolidate Report received on 18.6.2024
Appendix If FI received on 27.6.2024
Appendix II Extract of the TPB PG-No. 12C
Appendix III Previous Applications
Appendix IV Similar Applications
Appendix V Recommended Advisory Clauses
Appendix VI Public Comments

Drawing A-1 Layout Plan with Vehicular Access
Drawing A-2 Land Filling Plan
Drawing A-3 Landscape Plan
Drawing A-4 Drainage Plan

Plan A-1 Location Plan
Plan A-2 Site Plan
Plan A-3 Aerial Photo
Plans A-4a to A-4c Site Photos

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
JULY 2024
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