Minutes of a meeting of the HKCSI Real Estate Services Committee held on 4 May 2000 at 4:30pm at the Chamber Boardroom.

Chairman:
Mr Nicholas Brooke
Brooke International

Present:
Ms Catherine Chong
Wilkinson & Grist


Mr Andrew Lee
The Hong Kong Institute of Architects


Mr Kyran Sze
Liang Peddle Thorp Architects & Planners Ltd


Mr Henry Yip
So Keung Yip & Sin


Dr W K Chan
Secretary General


Ms Charlotte Chow
Deputy Secretary

By invitation:
Mr P K Chung
Acting Assistant Director for Planning


Mr Tom Yip
Town Planner, Planning Department


Ms Winnie Lau
Town Planner, Planning Department

Absent: 
Mr Tony Chan
Midland Realty (Strategic) Ltd


Mr Peter Lee
Jones Lang Wootton

Apologies: 
Mr Michael Choi
Hong Kong Property Services (Agency) Ltd


Ms Maggie Lau
The Real Estate Developers Assn of HK 

Mr Edwin Lee
Wo Hing Engineering Ltd


Mr Mak Nak Keung
Sun Hung Kai Properties Ltd


Mr Phillip Nourse
Chesterton Petty Ltd


Mr Alan Wong
Gammon Construction Ltd


To be confirmed
Swire Property Ltd

Out of town: 
Mr Alfred Lai
Vigers Hong Kong Ltd


Mr C K Lau
Henderson Real Estate Agency Ltd

The Chairman welcomed guests from the Planning Department to the meeting.

1)
Confirmation of Minutes

Minutes of the meeting held on 16 November 1999 were confirmed and signed.

2)
Town Planning Bill

2.1
At the invitation of the Chairman, Mr Chung, Mr Yip and Ms Lau of the Planning Department briefed members on the background, current progress and major provisions of the Bill (ie the plan-making process, planning application process and processing of building plans), as well as the issues raised by the public and the Bills Committee. The Bills Committee had so far received 23 written submissions, focusing mainly on the chairmanship and composition of members of the Town Planning Board, whether meetings should be open, quorum of meetings, etc. Other issues included planning blight, impact arising from zoning, etc.

2.2
Members noted that green groups were supportive of the Bill. It was anticipated that LegCo would decide in early May whether the consideration of the Bill should continue in the current legislative session.

2.3
It was pointed out that the Town Planning Board would have to follow the time limits set out for various stages of the plan-making and planning application processes but some of these time limits could be extended under the Bill. Unlike the processing of building plans under the Buildings Ordinance, there was no “deemed approval” provision in respect of processing of planning applications under the Bill.

2.4
There were not too many amendments to the White Bill published in 1996 apart from the abolition of planning certificate, which was a right move despite attracting adverse coverage from the press.

2.5
Members felt that the Bill lacked attention on the strategy development of Hong Kong on which comments had already been submitted to the Bills Committee by the Chairman. 

2.6
On the issue of increasing liability to offence of directors, Mr Chung told members that liability applied mainly to offence relating to unauthorised development in rural areas. Members considered that to have more stringent control on directors in the Bill might not be the best method. Instead, corporate culture in Hong Kong should be strengthened through promoting better corporate governance to make directors more responsible.

2.7
On environment, the Bill provided control over “designated development” and “environmentally sensitive areas”. Members felt that the Bill should also reflect the value of community on environmental protection. There was an emerging need to preserve some less tangible part of the environment such as heritage, culture, history, etc. It was suggested that in the current provision, environmentally sensitive areas should be designated to include heritage/ culture, etc. However, the interest of owners of buildings under protection should also be considered. A comprehensive compensation package should be provided. Resources would be another concern. Mr Chung explained that there was provision in the Bill to empower the Town Planning Board to designate “special design area” to protect areas of architectural, archaeological, cultural or historical interest. The issue on compensation was very complicated and would be carefully considered in the legislative process.

2.8
It was felt the Town Planning Board was a powerful body and developers might want to maintain a balance of power inside. Appeal procedure was clarified. It was also pointed out that nowadays few developers made use of the Appeal Board because of political and cost concerns.

2.9
On the requirement to notify owners of sites/buildings being the subject of planning applications, members suggested that guidelines on how to meet the notification requirement would help eliminate confusion and argument. Mr Chung responded that such guidelines would be promulgated by the Town Planning Board upon enactment of the Bill.

2.10
The Chairman concluded that the HKCSI was in support of the Bill in general and would like to see a speedy passage of the Bill.

(Post meeting note: LegCo has decided to defer consideration of the Bill until the next session.)

3)
Other ongoing matters

3.1
Members agreed that the Committee could re-visit the Estate Agents Ordinance. A representative from the Estate Agents Authority should be invited to a future meeting. Feedback from practitioners should also be obtained.

3.2
Another area which might be of interest to members was the promotion of property services offshore.

There being no other business, the meeting adjourned at 6:05 pm.
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PAGE  
3

