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5. Getting ourselves to become a community organization lease, it is inevitable for us to
enhance our Corporate Governance. We are open to this idea and would bring in the
benchmark practices of corporate governance.
6. In order to synergize and echo with Mrs. Lam’s administration, we have had supported
the EM integration policy and would look at how to bring more impact with the land we
have. Hence, our members include community leaders and professionals who can contribute
to the manifesto of the current government for the betterment of not only EMs but also the
larger society of Hong Kong.

All‐in‐all, it is hoped that our views can be taken into account. We are more than happy to have 
further discussion with relevant officials whom are interested to understand our position more.

Yours faithfully,
Dr. Rizwan ULLAH
Council Member
Pakistan Association of Hong Kong.







應審批新的康體用地申請

投標形式或由政府營運, 審核投標者應由多人參與(政府, 地方議員, 區議會, 專業人仕)

-- 

Regards,

Daniel Chung









私人遊樂場地契約政策檢討公眾諮詢 

致：民政事務局 

就本港發展迅速，私人遊樂場地契約變得不合時宜。就貴 局發表上述檢討報告的內容，

本人發現部份私人遊樂場地提供的體育及康樂設施過份地重複，甚至鄰近政府康民署的體育館 

，如：旺角區文娛康樂體育會有限公司與大角咀體育館步行不足一公里，其會員人數只得 2370

人，但佔用 234 平方米，根據政府《香港規劃標準與準則》， 每 50 000 至 65 000 名居住人口

應獲提供 1 個體育館的準則，該會機本上是浪費香港土地資源。同時發現絕大部份提供的設施

與康文署相近，包括健身中心、乒乓球、羽毛球及壁球等等，就此政府應認真審視現有設施是

否重複。 

本人重申反對繼續免收地價或收取象徵式地價，而是有條件地批出土地予相關私人

體育會或社區組識。本人提議可分為教育、體育或對本港有特別貢獻(如香港賽馬會)等，應酌

情收取一定的地價(如百分之 10 至 20)，並需規定對外開放時間。但對一些私人體育會，如香

港哥爾夫球會、清水灣鄉村俱樂部、白沙灣遊艇會有限公司等，並非普羅大眾人士可以參與或

使用，同時亦已收取會員費的體育會，故政府並不需要以地價彌補其營運成本。建議收取地價

百分之 50 至 75 作審批條件，同時亦需規定對外開放時間，開放時間應覆蓋其開放的不同時段。 

最後為提供將近或契約已到期的體育會時間上的適應及處理，建議由檢討完成後給予三年

的緩沖期，待有關體育會有時間考慮及處理，同時建議給予條件上的優惠予交還土地的體育會，

讓政府能有更多的土地使用，讓更多的市民受惠。 

此致 

一名升斗市民 

No name provided
沒有署名











No name provided
沒有署名
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---- 
[Date/Time] [Type] 
2018-03-26 13:30:05        Call - Inbound 
[Detail] 
楊先生：

1. 建議政府考慮收回哥爾夫球場作興建房屋之用，指香港地方小而人口多，應先解決住屋問題，使市民
能安居樂業。認為哥爾夫球場只受惠於一小撮人（表示最多2,000人），指現時交通方便，他們可以到
鄰近深圳/廣州的場地打球，對於有人指收回哥爾夫球場會影響運動員參賽/奪獎，楊先生認為只考慮運
動員之成績是不切實際及虛榮心作祟，重申現時有很多市民在受苦受難，香港人最重要是「安居樂
業」。又指香港從前是漁村，有百份之四十屬森林，也能發展至今天的模樣，故相信將土地重新規劃：

興建更多房屋，重新栽種樹木，是不會對社會環境造成不良影響。

2. 建議政府先發展土地再考慮填海，楊先生認為荃灣對出海面適合填海，不會影生態環境，可作考慮。

#2-4512871707 
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1823 CASE: 2-4519883035
DEPT REF: 
Request Type : Suggestion
Channel : Phone
Case Creation Date : 2018-04-03 04:16:08

==================================================================
==============

I. DUE DATE:
-------------
Acknowledgement : 2018-05-02 09:05:36
Interim Reply :
Final Reply :

==================================================================
==============
II. ASSIGNMENT HISTORY:
--------------------------
[Date/Time] [Status] [Dept] [Assigned To]
2018-04-03 04:16:20 Misassigned DEVB AM_DEVB
2018-04-20 09:04:49 Open  HAB AM_HAB

==================================================================
==============
III. CONTACT HISTORY:
---------------------------
[No.] [Id]  [Date/Time]  [Type]
1 2-22R0S2C 2018-04-03 04:09:58 Call - Inbound
[Detail]
來電人致電，建議拆除粉嶺高爾夫球場，並騰出地方用來興建房屋。(個案資料只給相關部門，不可交予承辦
商或第三方，如有需要請部門聯絡1823索取)

[No.] [Id]  [Date/Time]  [Type]
2 2-22RBYG9 2018-04-03 11:47:43 Email - Inbound from Department
[Detail]
Please view the details at VII. WRITTEN CONTACT INBOUND DETAILS

[No.] [Id]  [Date/Time]  [Type]
3 2-22RDQ1S 2018-04-03 12:25:00 Email - Inbound from Department
[Detail]
Please view the details at VII. WRITTEN CONTACT INBOUND DETAILS

[No.] [Id]  [Date/Time]  [Type]
4 2-22SBHT0  2018-04-04 13:06:00 Email - Inbound from Department
[Detail]
Please view the details at VII. WRITTEN CONTACT INBOUND DETAILS

[No.] [Id]  [Date/Time]  [Type]
5 2-231OZ8K  2018-04-18 10:06:14 Email - Inbound from Department
[Detail]
Please view the details at VII. WRITTEN CONTACT INBOUND DETAILS

==================================================================
==============
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IV. CASE DETAILS:
--------------------------
Direct Reply By Department: N
Subject Matter : 民政事務局 -  DQ
Description : 
18/4 DEVB :Please note that the Fanling Golf Course is one of the sites in HAB's recent public engagement.  
Please refer the captioned case to HAB for attention and action.  Thank you. 

==

來電人致電，建議拆除粉嶺高爾夫球場，並騰出地方用來興建房屋。(個案資料只給相關部門，不可交予承辦
商或第三方，如有需要請部門聯絡1823索取)

Specific Questions and Answers : 
null

==================================================================
==============
V. EVENT DETAILS:
------------------------
Event Date & Time : null

EVENT LOCATION: 
------------------------
Room : 
Floor : 
Block No. : 
Building Name : 
Estate : 
Street No. : 
Street Name : 
District : 
Region : 
Slope No : 
Lamp Post No : 
Landmark : 
Lot No. :

==================================================================
==============
VI. CONTACT INFORMATION:
--------------------------
The citizen refused to provide contact information to department. Departmental officer is requested to
provide a substantive reply (with details) to 1823 for follow-up actions.
Last Name :
First Name :
Alt Name :
Personal ID :
Contact Address :
Daytime No. :
Nighttime No. :
Mobile :
Alt Tel No. :
Fax :
Email Address :
Preferred Reply Channel:
Special Instructions:

No name provided

沒有署名





will be called on to assist in these matters and once again this support is to a large extent 
unrecognized and yet goes to ensure that the sporting event becomes a memorable one that 
will be repeated annually or otherwise;
8) Hong Kong is due to host World Bowls Tournament in 2024. This is a coup for Hong
Kong.  Would the Lawn Bowls Association be able to do this without the facilities of the
private clubs, the volunteers from the private clubs or the support of the private clubs?
9) why premium, how does that go in anyway to address the concerns expressed to the
Government,  even though I think those concerns, while directed at social issues are
unfounded when expressing them in a manner which suggests removing private clubs is a
remedy or solution to the social issue.
10) surely by charging a premium, and assuming a private club can pay, would simply go to
increase the divide and increase the feeling that these venues are for the privileged few?
11) how much is the premium and how is it calculated? The suggestions are a little vague and
do not explain if the fair market value is based on the land being zoned for use as say
agricultural land or being zoned for use as residential and/or commercial.  There needs to be
more disclosure and thus a better informed consultation. Give some concrete examples so
direct feedback can be given.
12) why 30% and not 10% or some other figure. How was this arrived at, it seems rather
arbitrary.
13) how would the Government measure the impact to Hong Kong's economy in terms of job
losses and a desirable place to live, assuming it could measure such impact then what is it,
why not disclose it?
14) it is naive to assume private clubs can just issue more debentures. The facilities are
limited in terms of capacity by size. Over saturation of the facilities reduces both their
desirability (impacts price and thus amount that can be raised) and effectiveness as a premier
facility for training and hosting of events. One only needs to look at the public facilities in
Tai Po, the home of Lawn Bowls and the Youth Development Team, to see that their quality
is far below an acceptable international standard. I suspect the same could be true of certain
other sports. The standard to which facilities in a private club are maintained is usually
higher and closer to that expected for significant sporting events.  The same cannot be said of
the public facilities maintained by the LCSD. This is not a criticism of LCSD.  Their goal is
not to provide international standard sporting venues nor is it, if they were once such a venue,
to maintain them to that standard. I do not believe (although I have no facts to support the
statement) that their budget would enable them to do so.
15) measures proposed related to controlling transferability of membership of a private club
are inadequately expressed in order for me to comment meaningfully.  I would not agree to
having Government control or oversight. Hong Kong was built on the principles of a free
economy, why change that now?
16) the ability to control, through an approval, the ability to issue new debentures also seems
questionable from the sense of Government interference and allowing a private club to
manage its own affairs and financial planning as it sees fit. Furthermore it does not appear as
though a sufficiently cogent reason has been proposed to justify the introduction of such a
control and thus interference in the affairs of a privately incorporated association or body.
It is assumed that further rounds of Government disclosure of relevant information and
consultation should follow if the Government has not already made up its mind and thus is
only conducting a public consultation for the sake of appearance.
Other points within the proposal require further thought, such as the payment mechanism for
the premium by way of instalments.  I do not see how this alleviates the burden, nor do I see









sports development and optimising land use;
(c) Taking into account the contribution of private sports clubs in promoting sports
development in Hong Kong when considering the renewal of their leases upon expiry;
(d) Requiring private sports clubs suitable for lease renewal to pay a concessionary premium
to be set at one-third of the full market value land premium;
(e) Requiring private sports clubs to further open up their facilities to eligible outside bodies
at up to 30 per cent of their total sports capacity and partner with sports organisations to
organise sports programmes that can be open for enrolment by individual members of the
public with a minimum of 240 sports programme hours per month;
(f) Drawing up the list of allowable sports supporting facilities and ancillary facilities for
PRLs;
(g) Enhancing the monitoring of PRLs and the corporate governance of the lessees; and
(h) Defining the principles in approving applications for new sites for sports and recreational
use.

     The Government would like to widely solicit views from different sectors of the 
community on the proposed modifications in order to consider the way forward of the PRL 
policy. After the end of the public consultation period, the views collected will be 
summarised and presented to the Chief Executive in Council for consideration.

     The public consultation on the PRL review will close on September 19, 2018. Members of 
the public may send in their views direct by email to prl_consultation@hab.gov.hk, by fax to 
2519 7404 or by post to the Private Recreational Lease and Land Matters Section, Home 
Affairs Bureau (Recreation and Sport Branch), 13/F, West Wing, Central Government 
Offices, 2 Tim Mei Avenue, Tamar, Hong Kong. The consultation document can be 
downloaded from the website of the Home Affairs Bureau (www.hab.gov.hk).
Ends/Tuesday, March 20, 2018
Issued at HKT 19:05
NNNN

Steve Wang 









1823 CASE: 2-4553742417
DEPT REF: 
Request Type : Complaint
Channel : Phone
Case Creation Date : 2018-05-02 00:35:00

==================================================================
==============

I. DUE DATE:
-------------
Acknowledgement : 2018-05-04 18:00:00
Interim Reply :
Final Reply : 2018-06-01 00:42:21

==================================================================
==============
II. ASSIGNMENT HISTORY:
--------------------------
[Date/Time] [Status] [Dept] [Assigned To]
2018-05-02 00:35:54 Open  HAB AM_HAB

==================================================================
==============
III. CONTACT HISTORY:
---------------------------
[No.] [Id]  [Date/Time]  [Type]
1 2-23B6I3L 2018-05-02 00:33:27 Call - Inbound
[Detail]
投訴人表示要求民政事務局收回粉嶺高球場用作興建樓宇，投訴人表示他現在住在 房，租金亦需要超過一萬
元，如部門再不行動實在不清楚下一代如何生存，投訴人要求民政事務局盡快跟進及回覆，並將投訴人的要求
於土地大辯論中提出。

==================================================================
==============
IV. CASE DETAILS:
--------------------------
Direct Reply By Department: N
Subject Matter : 民政事務局 -  DQ
Description : 
投訴人表示要求民政事務局收回粉嶺高球場用作興建樓宇，投訴人表示他現在住在 房，租金亦需要超過一萬
元，如部門再不行動實在不清楚下一代如何生存，投訴人要求民政事務局盡快跟進及回覆，並將投訴人的要求
於土地大辯論中提出。

Specific Questions and Answers : 
null

==================================================================
==============
V. EVENT DETAILS:
------------------------
Event Date & Time : null

EVENT LOCATION: 
------------------------
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Room : 
Floor : 
Block No. : 
Building Name : 
Estate : 
Street No. : 
Street Name : 
District : 
Region : 
Slope No : 
Lamp Post No : 
Landmark : 
Lot No. :

==================================================================
==============
VI. CONTACT INFORMATION:
--------------------------
Last Name : Mr. 陳
First Name : .
Alt Name : 
Personal ID : 
Contact Address : 
Daytime No. : 
Nighttime No. : 
Mobile : 96239428
Alt Tel No. : 
Fax : 
Email Address : 
Preferred Reply Channel: Call
Special Instructions: 
Case Source : General Public
Best Call Time : 00:00:00 To 23:59:59

==================================================================
==============
VII. WRITTEN CONTACT INBOUND DETAILS:
---------------------------------------------



Urgent Return receipt Sign Encrypt Mark Subject Restricted Expand personal&public groups

Comments re Review on Policy of Private Recreational Leases  (March 
2018)

to: prl_consultation@hab.gov.hk 08/05/2018 10:03

History: This message has been replied to.

i strongly object to continue to charge nominal land premium for lands used by 
private sports clubs.  Your working group has tried to justify not charging these 
clubs land premium at FMV by considering various factors (sports 
development, support elite sports, international events, loss of jobs, attraction to 
overseas talents, etc.).  But the WG missed a very important factor. These clubs 
have now turned into mainly social and recreational clubs for the rich who can 
afford tens of thousand or even millions to join. A government's main and 
primary role is to redistribute wealth equitably to help the less fortunate and the 
poor, and to achieve policy objectives.  But you are now thinking of continuing 
to use public money (the land premium) to support such clubs. As a previous 
civil servant, I am all pro-government and I do not believe in collusion between 
government official and the rich. But if the government does not try its utmost 
to avoid to continue such subsidy, I think it will make many hearts turn, 
including myself and my many friends I discuss with concerning this issue,  and 
it will make us question the nature and legitimacy of the government. I think the 
political cost to the government is much bigger even than the premium lost and 
any benefits in sports development. 

I suggest a simple way assess the percentage of FMV for such clubs. As an 
illustration with a private sports club that is made up of three parts, one tennis 
court, one restaurant, a field connecting the two.  For the tennis court (ie the 
sports facility), we determine the usage ratio of the usage by members and for 
other outside purposes :

Hours used by members for social / recreational use 900 Private usage 
= 90%

Hours used for other purposes (international competition, 
elite training, opening up for outside organisations, etc)

100 Public usage 
= 10%

Then land premium for the different portions of the club should be charged as 
follows -

Tennis 
Court

90% 
FMV

Based on private usage ratio

Restaurant 100% 
FMV

Ancillary not DIRECTLY related to the sports should 
not be subsidized

Field 90% Based on private usage ratio
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FMV

These clubs would be keeping the usage data anyway and the FMV charge for 
current year can be determined by audit report (paid by the clubs, of course) of 
such usage in the past say one to three years.  

To ease the pain and shock, I think we can limit the recovery of FMV to say no 
more than say 5% per year, until we reach the audited figure.  Unless we do this 
and instead we try to keep the subsidy at some big percentage (67% as 
suggested by the WG), we would be subsidizing FUTURE members of such 
clubs who have yet to join the clubs and are beneficiaries now.  This would be 
giving up the opportunity to right a big social injustice which is so apparent and 
indefensible. And in such case, the issue will always be a thorn on the back of 
the government that will not heal and that the government would need to go 
back time and again to deal with it.

The HK Jockey Club should be subject to the same charge based on the above 
private usage ratio. HKJC is doing a lot of charity and community work because 
it has a licence to run a casino.  Any club can do the same. In fact I think a 
public body would be better placed to run the gambling and the HKJC can just 
organise the horseracing part for their members. 

The main point is that the GOVERNMENT SHOULD NOT BE SEEN TO BE 
SUBSIDIZING THE RICH.  Doing the opposite in this case so blatantly and 
without any good reasons could become another serious threat against the 
legitimacy of the government given we are now already moving inexorably 
towards a bigger economic divide and growing civil discontent.

After reading the report, I am really sad to have the feeling that the government, 
through the WG, is trying hard to justify to continue subsidizing the private 
sports clubs:

a. Sports development needs these private clubs: many sports associations
do not have their own field / facilities and they do well.  As far as I know,
HK Football Assn does not need to own the HK Stadium. HK Tennis
Association does not own the centre court in Victoria Park or the LCSD
tennis courts in Kowloon Tsai Park.   These associations are organising
local training as well as international events and are not seen to be
suffering because they have their own fields and great social facilities (
restaurants, and swimming pools).  I go to Hong Kong Cricket Club many
times and I know four of their club members. None of them know how to
play cricket, none of them know the rules of cricket, none of them play
cricket, none of them watch cricket.

b. 2000+ people may lose their jobs if these private clubs went bust:  this is
really a pathetic attempt to justify the subsidy. Not only the report does
not explore if  there is shortage for such job positions in HK (and I expect



there is not), the report also fails to estimate the economic advantage if 
these private club sites are redeveloped (if we build a new hospital on the 
HKCC site, I think we can employ 10 times more people and benefit 
100+ times more people).

c. Another take on the international events argument:  take HK Open. It may
justify for HK to have a nice golf course, it does not justify a private club
subsidized by government.  If the government thinks golf is something it
should promote, it can keep he Fanling golf course and turn it into a
public course.  Golf associations and enthusiasts can use the course to run
international events. LCSD is running a golf course in Sai Kung and
surely they can operate another one in Fanling.  There is no need for
government to provide, through nominal rent, fancy club houses and
facilities designed for the enjoyment of the very rich (as far as I know, the
membership costs over a million).

Finally, I think government officials who are enjoying the land premium 
subsidies through their membership of private sports clubs should make a 
declaration and abstain from making arguments/decisions in this review 
exercise, if they have not already done so.

AU YEUNG Man Keen David
8 May 2018



























1 Attachment

Public Consultation on Policy Review of PRL pdf
04/06/2018 21:43
Hide Details 
From:  Sort List
To: "prl consultation@hab gov hk" <prl consultation@hab gov hk>, 
Cc: 

Public Consultation on Policy Review of PRL pdf
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The sender requested to keep his/her name and submission 
confidential 

發件人要求將其姓名及意見書保密







Club’s sports facilities, training programmes and racing events.  The RHKYC is committed 
to promoting the sports of sailing and rowing and as such the facilities, related training 
programmes and racing events for both are open to the public and for use by eligible outside 
bodies.  Schools registered under the Education Ordinance have been involved in the 
RHKYC’s sailing and rowing training programmes since at least the early 1980s.  A 
significant percentage (c. 40%) of the sailors participating in sailing events organised by the 
RHKYC are non-members and guests of Club members.  Of the four man crew on my boat 
half are non-members of the RHKYC.  The RHKYC has always worked very closely with its 
National Sporting Authorities, namely Hong Kong Sailing Federation, Hong Kong China 
Rowing Association and Hong Kong Dragon Boating Association, and frequently assists with 
the provision of space, expertise, equipment and facilities, supporting them in the 
development of water sports and nurturing young sailors and rowers in Hong Kong.
The RHKYC and its members have been instrumental in the establishment and continued 
running of our National Sports Authorities such as Hong Kong Sailing Federation, Hong 
Kong China Rowing Association, Hong Kong Water Sports Council and Dragon Boat 
Association of Hong Kong.  Hong Kong Sailing Federation was founded (originally as the 
Hong Kong Yachting Association) in 1962 with the assistance of RHKYC members. 
Currently supported by RHKYC through the organisation of local, regional and world class 
sailing events. In addition the Club provides storage at no charge for HKSF boats at Middle 
Island. The RHKYC collaborates closely with its related National Sports Authorities and 
Associations.  For example, the Club initiated discussions to bring the Volvo Ocean Race 
into Hong Kong.  Negotiations related to the final agreement were subsequently managed by 
Hong Kong Sailing Federation in order to finalise the agreement between Hong Kong 
Government and the Volvo Ocean Race authority.  The RHKYC aims to raise the bar for its 
sports and act as a feeder Club to national squad teams. 
The RHKYC aims to deliver iconic / international sports events in Hong Kong it is 
promoting Hong Kong as a centre for major international sports events.  As a premier 
international sailing and rowing club, the RHKYC organises a full calendar of high-profile 
local and international race events in Victoria Harbour, south of Hong Kong Island and in the 
Sai Kung area, helping place Hong Kong firmly on the global sporting map, burnishing Hong 
Kong’s image as an international city. Over the past year, competitors have come from 29 
countries to participate in Club organised events.  The RHKYC organises and supports many 
world-class racing events for sailing and rowing in
Hong Kong. All these initiatives involve substantial financial, race management and 
manpower commitment from the Club. For example the Club: provided the on-the-water 
support for the high profile Volvo Ocean Race
stopover;  hosted the 29er World Championships in 2018. There were a total of 58 teams 
from 11 countries and cities, including New Zealand, France, Australia, Slovenia, Russia, 
Canada, USA, UK and HKG (17 teams from Hong Kong); hosted the Optimist Asian and 
Oceanic Championships in 2017. This saw 132 entries from 16 countries and cities – HKG, 
Singapore, Turkey, China, Thailand, USA, India, Oman, Australia, Japan, Korea, New 
Zealand, Myanmar, Taipei, Sri Lanka and Bermuda. There were 20 entries from Hong Kong 
(the International Optimist Dinghy Association limits the number of entries per country).  
The RHKYC created Hong Kong Race Week and now co-organises this iconic dinghy regatta 
in collaboration with the Hong Kong Sailing Federation. In 2018, the event attracted 221 
entries from 10 cities and nations, including Hong Kong, China, Indonesia, India, Italy, 
Macau, Qatar, Singapore, Taipei and the USA.  The RHKYC is the only club in Asia to 
organise Category 1 offshore sailing races. Such major events include the Rolex China Sea 
Race (in 2018 there were 29 entries (266 sailors) in 2018 of which 7 came from overseas), 



the Hong Kong to Vietnam Race (in 2017 there were 13 entries (130 sailors) in 2017 of 
which 7 came from overseas, and the San Fernando Race (in 2017 there were 16 entries (145 
sailors) in 2017 of which 3 came from overseas).  I have taken part in a number of these 
events over years.  This opportunity would never have arisen without the RHKYC.  The 
RHKYC organises recreational activity in the harbour every week and helps add to the 
diversity and vibrancy of on-water activity that is enjoyed by locals and tourists alike.  A 
significant number of RHKYC members provide voluntary, unpaid race management and 
safety coverage support for sailing and rowing events across Hong Kong. In 2017/18, this 
figure has exceeded 2,000 man-days.  I myself commit a considerable number of hours per 
year to assisting racing in Hong Kong; either as a race official or providing safety cover.  
This involves keeping up the level of my training and certifications in these fields.  I have 
officiated at the school's regatta which is largely run for the benefit of non-members.  I have 
driven a safety boat for a number of days at Optimist Asian and Oceanic Championships in 
2017.  This again was an event predominantly for non-members.  This is in addition to the 
hours I do at other club events where both members and non-members compete using the 
clubs facilities.
The RHKYC promotes Hong Kong as a centre of excellence in water sports.  The RHKYC 
has a global network of reciprocal clubs that members can visit and enjoy the facilities of. 
Conversely, members of these affiliated clubs are able to use the Club’s facilities during their 
visits to Hong Kong, which helps enhance their experience of the city. This also benefits 
Hong Kong’s tourism potential.  The RHKYC has been recognised as the best yacht club in 
Asia and is considered one of the top yacht clubs in the world. Recognition is also given to 
the regattas the Club organises. This is manifested by the fact that at the Asian Boating 
Awards the RHKYC has been awarded ‘Best Asian Yacht Club’ seven times since 2010 and 
won the award for ‘Best Asian Regatta’ six times since 2010. We share the pride of the 
Club’s success and worldwide recognition. The RHKYC was a founding member of the 
International Council of Yacht Clubs, an
organisation bringing together leading sailing clubs from across the world in order to share 
best practices in areas such as club management, youth sailing development, and member 
engagement, together with developments in the sport.
The RHKYC is committed to giving back to society.  Throughout its history, the RHKYC, its 
members and its staff have has been active in charitable initiatives to reach into the 
community and support underprivileged children, maritime communities and environmental 
causes. In 2012, the Club officially established the Royal Hong Kong Yacht Club Charity 
Foundation, aiming to: Inspire, motivate and support underprivileged children aged up to 18; 
Support retired mariners and other maritime communities; Embrace marine conservation and 
related initiatives.  The RHKYC’s support takes the form of fundraising for donations to 
causes and through members’ voluntary service delivering positive experiences to those less 
fortunate either on or off the water.  The RHKYC Charity Foundation has organised various 
community outreach and experiential activities for NGOs and community organisations 
across its three clubhouses. For example: An Annual Sailing and Paddling Day for 
underprivileged students is organised at the Middle Island Clubhouse. The initiative aims to 
provide a sailing and rowing experience for the teenagers and teach them positive life skills, 
while also enjoying a healthy sporting activity.  With my boat, I have taken part in this event 
over a number of years.  I am a firm believer in the benefit of sailing for all and it is great to 
see the level of enthusiasm from the kids we take out.  Would be great to see them out on the 
water more often.  Regular community outreach days are organised at Shelter Cove, most 
recently with the Hong Kong Sea Scouts. Annual events are also organised with students 
from the Ebenezer School and Home for the Visually Impaired to give them an experience of 







(f) how to enhance the monitoring on the governance and transparency of the lessees

Already in place with the quarterly reports and annual inspection by the HAB. PRLs 
activities and development are under extreme control already by all government 
departments how could it be more stringent than today?

(g) whether and how to assess applications for new sites for sports and recreational use

Being a site asking for a new site for 7 years already the mechanisms for PRLs is 
already so much more difficult than for any other business in Hong Kong I believe the 
system is already been very difficult. 
Should there be any new sites of course yes, if that site has sporting values, 
educational values or quality of life improvement values for Hong Kong people, who 
living in flats that are getting smaller by the day and more expensive by the second. 
These kind of site offer a small retreat in the hardship life of Hong Kongers. 

No name provided
沒有署名
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Home Affairs Bureau (Recreation and Sport Branch), 

13/F, West Wing, Central Government Offices, 

2 Tim Mei Avenue, Tamar, Hong Kong 

Secretariat, Task Force on Land Supply, 

17/F West Wing, Central Government Offices, 

2 Tim Mei Avenue, Tamar, Hong Kong 

26 June, 2018 

Submission 

Policy Review of Private Recreational Leases – public consultation exercise 

Government, you are trying to address a social problem – a housing problem but not 
to creating another one.  A city without life, without diversity, without culture is a 
monotonous and boring city that may create social problems and instability.  Sports 
and cultural activities are lubricants that make Hong Kong a vibrant metropolitan and 
a nice place to live.  The promotion of these activities only counting on Leisure, 
Culture and Sports Department is simply not enough and the driving force to 
augment the promotion of these activities rests with the sporting community that 
have the passion to provide training and facilities.  Any policy that discourage 
private sector initiative to support sports development is fundamentally flawed. 
You do not wish to rob Peter to pay Paul, it does not work that way. 

Our housing problem is a big problem.  There are many factors leading to the plight 
of our today’s situation.  The land sale policy, the free flow of capital, the structure 
of our real estate market, and the lack of public confidence in our Government 
taming the overheated housing market are just a few dominant ones that dictate our 
spiraling housing price level.  There are no quick fixes in our case and it is 
incumbent upon our Government to work out long term and short term solutions. 

Long term solution is of course more land on which more residential buildings can be 
built.  To our surprise, there are more than 60% of our land that falls within green 
zones.  Yes, many of them may not be suitable for developing a new community 
(hilly topography and lack of transport network etc.), but many may.  Yes, many of 
them require infrastructures, so laid them in good time to avoid procrastination. 
Look at Singapore, their government reclaim a lot to make good space for their 



housing.  We envy the Singaporeans.  They have the guts to fight for the best 
interest of their citizens.  Yes, we support our environment and are not asking for 
building a new town in the middle of our country parks or reclamation at Victoria 
Harbour or at the very spots where our dolphins and turtles live.  However, we 
need to strike a balance between where we live and where our hikers can go during 
the weekend or where these lovely mammals can enjoy their habitat.  After all, we 
can always choose the right places to build our homes or reclaim to minimize the 
impact on our environment. 

Short term solution is all about expectation.  Does not matter whether the home 
buyers are our citizens in need of accommodation or non-residents who would like to 
invest, if they anticipate that the housing market is going to collapse, they will stop 
buying.  Then the free economy mechanism of demand and supply will drive the 
price down.  We dare to say most of the Hong Kong working population cannot 
afford to purchase Hong Kong real estate anymore.  Does it mean that they have no 
place to stay?  No!  It is just the desire to own properties by those who have 
capital to do so.  Those who have housing needs can always rent if they have means. 
The price of our housing market is driven by the expectation that it will continue to 
rise further and cannot be curbed.  Any policy or factors that can dampen this 
expectation will work, be they external factors (e.g. trade war, economic downturn, 
crisis situations, epidemics etc.) or even an effective move by the government (e.g. 
capital gain tax or restriction of non-resident’s ownership etc.) that can restore the 
public confidence in addressing our housing problem.   

Submitted by: B. Lam 
(Royal Hong Kong Yacht Club ) 





PRIVATE RECREATION LEASES - RHKYC 

With regard to the possibility of taking back the land occupied by private recreation clubs, I believe this 
is a bad direction in which to go. 

As an example the Royal HK Yacht Club promotes the development of water sports as sailing, rowing and 
paddling which are ideal sports for Hong Kong. 

The RHKYC provides training programmes for all abilities and ages for both members and non-members, 
which include school children.  Over 70% of attendees in recent RHKYC training courses (250 courses in 
number) were non-members and some 40% of crews sailing in regular Yacht Club races are non-
members. 

The RHKYC has always worked closely with HK's National Sporting Authorities namely HK Sailing 
Federation, HK China Rowing Association, HK Dragon Boating Association supporting them in the 
development of water sports and nurturing young sailors and rowers in Hong Kong. 

The RHKYC uses its own resources, drawn from membership fees and any operating surplus, to invest 
into water sports.  This includes the juniors'  Sharks Racing Squad allowing them to participate overseas 
in international-level races including recently the 2018 Laser 4.7 World Championships, the 2017 29er 
World Championships, the 2018 ASAF Youth Cup and the 2017 Feva World Championships. 

The RHKYC hosted the 2018 29er World Championships, the 2017 Asian Optimist Championships. The 
Around The Island rowing and paddling section attracted 52 teams involving 385 competitors from 8 
countries.  The HK Race Week in 2018 attracted 221 entries from 10 cities and nations 

HK has won the successful bid to host the 2018 Asian Rowing Coastal Championship and the 2019 World 
Rowing Coastal Championships.  The RHKYC will be the venue, delivery and legacy partner for these 
events. 

Three RHKYC members are confirmed to represent HK in the 2018 Asian Games sailing event. 

Please do not spoil the chance of young Hong Kongers getting involved in sports whether sailing, rowing, 
golf, tennis, cricket, rugby, football etc - and this extends to keeping public sporting facilities such as 
Victoria Park and the town's numerous public swimming pools. 

Gareth Williams 
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To: STH, SDEV, SHA

For your reference and action deemed appropriate, please.

Yours sincerely,

for Private Secretary to Chief Executive
----- Forwarded by Enquiry CEO/CEO/HKSARG on 28/06/2018 04:09 PM -----
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Urgent Return receipt Sign Encrypt Mark Subject Restricted Expand personal&public groups

Royal HK Yacht Club
to: prl_consultation@hab.gov.hk 29/06/2018 09:33

History: This message has been replied to.

Dear Committee
The Royal Hong Kong Yacht Club occupies a very modest footprint of Government land, but 
leverages that footprint into outstanding scale with results in the sports it promotes.  It is critical that 
the RHKYC maintain the current PRL status, which in turn allows the Club to support significant 
community engagement in sailing, rowing, outrigger & dragon boating.  

Hong Kong has enjoyed immense local, regional & international success specifically as a result of the 
development programs the Club has in place.   These programs allow anybody in the community to 
become involved, but they also absorb significant amounts of Club resources.  These development 
programs are not available anywhere else in Hong Kong.
The development programs begin with youth, but also support & encourage people of any age to get 
involved. The programs are of a world class standard, & have produced world class athletes that 
represent Hong Kong on the world stage, including the Olympics, International and Regional events, 
as well as elite races with a global reach such as the Americas Cup & Volvo Ocean Race.  Such 
outcomes are the result of many years of skill, commitment & investment (financial & group effort) 
by the RHKYC members & staff. 

Forcing the RHKYC to pay huge fees to the Government would serve no benefit, on the contrary, 
such a change would essentially kill off these development programs, & dramatically change the Club 
in a way that 170 years of regional & world events have not.  

I would urge the Committee to very carefully consider how the Hong Kong community would be 
really be served by financially strangling a successful sporting club through the removal of the PRL.

Sincerely
Colin Stewart
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some elite youth sailors who nowadays represent Hong Kong in International Competitions 
throughout the world. In order to maintain Hong Kong's good level of youth sailing 
worldwide, PRLs who are promoting sports should be able to not only remain under the 
existing or even longer lease agreement, but also to develop much more their facilities in 
order to welcome more general public and stimulate sailing with the youth people. Hong 
Kong being an island, it should be well-known for sailing. PRL’s are here to help promoting 
Hong Kong's wonderful asset about sailing.

Thank you for your attention.
Best regards,
Cecile Martin
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Additional comments:
HK prides itself as “Asia’s World City”. To maintain that status the city must continue to be 
an attractive place to live and work for talented people and their children. Globally, it is 
expected that sports and recreational facilities are plentiful and available at a reasonable cost 
to users. Clubs in HK supplement what the government provides and they have become the 
very fabric of family lives. To remove them is tantamount to lowering HK’s competitiveness 
and telling the world’s top talents to go elsewhere. If we do this HK will suffer and we will 
be handing the advantage to Singapore, Shanghai or Sydney. 
Regards,
David Wong





and Development are opened to all with a fee.

Q6
1) Continue the quarterly reporting and yearly inspection with good point bad point system to allow
good PRL’s to carry on and bad one to be terminated.

Q7
1) YES surely as long as they are providing sporting experience and development are open to all with
a fee and
2) Yes if they are for the development of elite sports and international event support and hosting it
should even be encouraged.

Finally please note
• The Club is open to the general public for sports actually 80% of the certification in the club or the
sailing activity in general is for non-members.
• The Club has developed the land over the last 50 years and has already paid its due why charging
more again.
• The Club is a peaceful haven in the Hong Kong jungle and bring peace, harmony and tranquility for
the community.

No name provided
沒有署名





Our Ref. 1001/26/03/15

29 June 2018

Dear Members of the Policy Review Team,

Submission on Review of Private Recreational Leases

I am a technologist and a business man operating in Hong Kong and in
the Region. I am pleased to submit my submission on the subject and
believe my views reflect the views of majority of SMEs in Hong Kong.

Macro View

First of all, I want to point out that the main concern of the general public
in Hong Kong (HK) is lack of land for building public subsidized housing.
This, in turn, prompts the Government to review the Private Recreational
Leases trying to acquire land. In conducting this review, I urge the Review
Teamor Task Force not to forget the underlying key objective is to find
more land. More importantly, I urge the Review Teamnot to take a
“microscopic view” and lose sight of the “greater interest” of Hong Kong.
Please remember Hong Kong claims to be the Asia’s World City. We face
fierce competition in the region (e.g. Singapore) and other cities in south
China. We need to attract and retain both local and international talents
and capital investment. Recreational facilities of international standard
are the key factor to meet this end.



Specific Views

Firstly:

I believe Hong Kong Yacht Club has been making valuable contribution in
promoting maritime sports for local schools and general public in Hong
Kong. At the same time, the Club helps to attract and retain foreign
talents and their families which, in turn, bring in more investments to
Hong Kong. Furthermore, the location and the area of the sites are not
suitable for building public housing and certainly cannot address the
concern of general public. Please also note that the Club is the only
establishment in China that has over 170 Years of world-class maritime
knowledge, connections, experience and reputation in maritime activities,
education and skill training. This is an invaluable asset of Hong Kong.
Hence, I strongly believe the Club is fully qualified for lease renewal upon
expiry.

Secondly:

I object “requiring private sports clubs suitable for lease renewal to pay
a concessionary premium to be set at one-third of the full market value
land premium”. Hong Kong Government already has substantial budget
surplus. This, in fact, contradicts with another Government’s initiative to
promote sporting activities at affordable price.
On the contrary, HK Government should consider selectively sponsoring
some high-profile local and international maritime events which helps to
place Hong Kong on the global stage. Please look at our key competitor
in the region – Singapore. Their Government paid millions of dollars even
absorbing all the accommodation costs of North Korea delegation in
hosting the US-North Korea Summit Meeting. This firmly puts Singapore
on the international business map!

Thirdly:

I object RIGIDLY “requiring private sports clubs to further open up their
facilities to eligible outside bodies at up to 30 per cent of their total sports
capacity and partner with sports organisations to organise sports
programmes that can be open for enrolment by individual members of the
public with a minimum of 240 sports programme hours per month”.
Please kindly note that majority of maritime activities require proper
knowledge, skills and licences. Otherwise it will bring serious threats to
the individual as well as our international shipping lanes. This also leads
to wastage of scarce maritime sporting resources in Hong Kong. Opening



up arrangements need proper consultation with the Club.

Thank you in advance for your consideration,

Professor Peter KC Yu





use;
(Refer to pages 33‐34).Yes if they are for the development of elite sports and international 

event support and hosting it should even be encouraged

Regards,

Jeroen Slot
Member of the Aberdeen Boat Club

Hong Kong









better complement and support sports development in Hong Kong;
1) Yes surely they already do anyway

5. What types of facilities should be allowed on these sites (including ancillary facilities);
1) Any as long as they are in line with the ethos and M&A of each clubs, provide sporting
experience, and Development are opened to all with a fee.

6. How to enhance the monitoring on the governance and transparency of the lessees;
1) Continue the quarterly reporting and yearly inspection with good point bad point system to
allow good PRL’s to carry on and bad one to be terminated.

7. Whether and how to assess applications for new sites for sports and recreational use;
1) YES surely as long as they are providing sporting experience and development are open to all with
a fee and
2) Yes if they are for the development of elite sports and international event support and hosting it
should even be encouraged.

Other Points To Raise:

 Myself and family have been members of the club for almost four years. We joined primarily to learn 
to sail. We were frustrated by the lack of opportunities to learn to sail at the LCSD centres as their 
courses are ran on a ballot basis and would limit our opportunity to learn to sail together. Also the 
minimum age for learning with the LCSD outlets is 14 which doesn’t work for us as our children are 
younger. Incidentally many non members learn to sail at the club (80% of those taking courses are 
non members) so clearly the club fulfils a need in the community that cannot be fulfilled elsewhere.
In addition we need to have somewhere in Hong Kong where we can relax and unwind on a regular 
basis - no-where else exists in Hong Kong for this purpose. Without this club we would not have such 
a quality of life. This quality of life ensures Hong Kong is a great place to live and raise a family.

No name provided

沒有署名





3) The definition of spots against ancillary facilities is necessary but inexistent so far
how this can affect the premium no one knows yet.
4) Why charging a premium and then over controlling the debenture sales,
(ISSUANCE, LENGTH, PRICE, SALABILITY AND TRANSFER) this is a terrible
financial impact on the survival of the PRL’S and a double charge.
5) Of course it should continue at nil or nominal land premium for those who have
over the years developed, improved and open the PRL’s to members, sporting youth
and the public. Those PRLs are doing their job, benefiting Hong Kong sporting
reputation, offering quality environment, they should not be threaten to be
bankrupted or closed down.
6) At least if an onerous land premium is to be paid by PRL’s flexibility in payment
should be considered and the amount calculated according affordability not
according to developer’s unrealistic and extortionate land values.

Whether the PRL lessees should be required to further open up their facilities so as to 
better complement and support sports development in Hong Kong;
(Refer to pages 25-30).

1) Yes surely they already do anyway

What types of facilities should be allowed on these sites (including ancillary facilities);
(Refer to pages 30-31).

1) Any as long as they are in line with the ethos and M&A of each clubs, provide
sporting experience, and Development are opened to all with a fee.

How to enhance the monitoring on the governance and transparency of the lessees;
(Refer to pages 31-33).

1) Continue the quarterly reporting and yearly inspection with good point bad point
system to allow good PRL’s to carry on and bad one to be terminated.

Whether and how to assess applications for new sites for sports and recreational use;
(Refer to pages 33-34).
1) YES surely as long as they are providing sporting experience and development
are open to all with a fee and
2) Yes if they are for the development of elite sports and international event support
and hosting it should even be encouraged.

Additional comments:
• The Club is open to the general public for sports actually 80% of the certification in
the club or the sailing activity in general is for non-members.
• The Club has developed the land over the last 50 years and has already paid its
due why charging more again.
• The Club is a peaceful haven in the Hong Kong jungle and bring peace, harmony
and tranquility for the community.

Yours sincerely,
Priyanka de Manny





world over and if Hong Kong wishes to maintain is reputation as a world city, these facilities must be 
available.
Many thanks,
Diana Bruce
Hong Kong resident





3. Whether charging nil or nominal land premium for the use of these sites
should continue; (Refer to pages 19- 25).

* How can one comment without a proper definition of the premium charge
mechanism, this is not ready to be commented upon.

* By looking deeper in the contribution of PRL’s over the year towards Hong Kong by
developing unusable plots of land into prime sports area for Hong Kong shows that
premium have already been paid in another way.

* The definition of spots against ancillary facilities is necessary but inexistent so far
how this can affect the premium no one knows yet.

* Why charging a premium and then over controlling the debenture sales,
(ISSUANCE, LENGTH, PRICE, SALABILITY AND TRANSFER) this is a terrible
financial impact on the survival of the PRL’S and a double charge.

* Of course it should continue at nil or nominal land premium for those who have
over the years developed, improved and open the PRL’s to members, sporting youth
and the public. Those PRLs are doing their job, benefiting Hong Kong sporting
reputation, offering quality environment, they should not be threaten to be
bankrupted or closed down.

* At least if an onerous land premium is to be paid by PRL’s flexibility in payment
should be considered and the amount calculated according affordability not
according to developer’s unrealistic and extortionate land values.

4. Whether the PRL lessees should be required to further open up their
facilities so as to better complement and support sports development in Hong
Kong;
(Refer to pages 25-30).

* Most PRL already do. Members pay a premium for the use of the facilities, and
should be given consideration and are willing to support development in HK.

5. What types of facilities should be allowed on these sites (including ancillary
facilities);
(Refer to pages 30-31).
* As long as they are in line with the ethos and M&A of each clubs, provide sporting
experience, do not inconvenience members and Development are opened to all with
a fee.

6. How to enhance the monitoring on the governance and transparency of the
lessees;
(Refer to pages 31-33).
* Continue the bi annual or quarterly reporting and yearly inspection with good point
bad point system to allow good PRL’s to carry on and bad one to be terminated.

7. Whether and how to assess applications for new sites for sports and



recreational use;
(Refer to pages 33-34).

* YES if  they are providing sporting experience and development are open to all
with a fee.

* Yes if they are for the development of elite sports and international event support
and hosting it should even be encouraged.

Additional comments you may use:

• We have been members of the ABC for over 25 years. It’s an integral part of the
Hong Kong Community - a sanctuary for family, friends and colleagues to meet
socially and interact in a wide range of sporting and dining facilities. It has survived
many difficulties,  and enjoyed support from its loyal members. It is more than just a
land option, peoples livelihoods and that of their families would be seriously affected
if we were to lose the club, many of the staff have been with the club for their entire
careers.

The Club is open to the general public for sports- actually 80% of the certification in 
the club or the sailing activity in general is for non-members.

• The Club has developed the land over the last 50 years and has already paid its
due why charging more again.

• The Club is a peaceful haven in the Hong Kong jungle and bring peace, harmony
and tranquillity for the community.

No name provided
沒有署名







cover 350 hectares WHAT LAND SHORTFALL WOULD THE PRL SITES SOLVE? There are other 
land options to look for. PRLs are hardly the best source for this land, I would argue that they are not 
even good and for the land needed, with many having strong and specific infrastructure, it could prove 
difficult and expensive to reuse the brownfield land from PRLs.

3. Whether charging nil or nominal land premium for the use of these sites should
continue;
(Refer to pages 19- 25).

My biggest concern with this is how can one comment without a proper definition of the premium 
charge mechanism? This is not ready to be commented upon as it is not clearly defined, explained or 
specified.

Secondly, looking deeper into the contribution of PRL’s over the year towards Hong Kong by 
developing unusable plots of land into prime sports area for Hong Kong shows that premium have 
already been paid in another way.

Furthermore, the definition of spots against ancillary facilities is necessary but inexistent so far how 
this can affect the premium no one knows yet.

Fourthly, why charging a premium and then over controlling the debenture sales, (ISSUANCE, 
LENGTH, PRICE, SALABILITY AND TRANSFER) this is a terrible financial impact on the survival of 
the PRL’S and a double charge.

Lastly, I believe that of course it should continue at nil or nominal land premium for those who have 
over the years developed, improved and open the PRL’s to members, sporting youth and the public. 
Those PRLs are doing their job, benefiting Hong Kong sporting reputation, offering quality 
environment, they should not be threaten to be bankrupted or closed down. At least if an onerous 
land premium is to be paid by PRL’s flexibility in payment should be considered and the amount 
calculated according affordability not according to developer’s unrealistic and extortionate land 
values.

4. Whether the PRL lessees should be required to further open up their facilities so as
to better complement and support sports development in Hong Kong;
(Refer to pages 25-30).

Yes, they do already, I do not see the concern here, I think that this is a very loaded question that 
attempts ot paint PRLs in a bad light due to social misunderstandings of how they operate. Please 
read the reports that PRLs give in to see their openness to the public.

5. What types of facilities should be allowed on these sites (including ancillary
facilities);
(Refer to pages 30-31).

Any facilities should be allowed, as long as they are in line with the ethos, laws and M&A of each 
clubs, provide sporting experience, and Development are opened to all with a fee.

6. How to enhance the monitoring on the governance and transparency of the
lessees;
(Refer to pages 31-33).

To enhance the monitoring on the governance and transparency of the lessees, the government can 
continue the quarterly reporting and yearly inspection with good point bad point system to allow good 
PRL’s to carry on and bad one to be terminated.

7. Whether and how to assess applications for new sites for sports and recreational
use;
(Refer to pages 33-34).

YES, surely as long as they are providing sporting experience and development are open to all with a 
fee and, again,  yes if they are for the development of elite sports and international event support and 
hosting it should even be encouraged.

Clubs are a part of Hong Kong history where some have histories dating back much before some of 



use were born. As a member of the Aberdeen boat Club Community, I feel very strongly towards 
clubs and view this PRL as an infringement on their operation based on misunderstanding and 
miscarriages of justice. The Aberdeen Boat Club is open to the general public for sports actually 80% 
of the certification in the club or the sailing activity in general is for non-members. The Aberdeen Boat 
Club has developed the land over the last 50 years and has already paid its due why charging more 
again. The Aberdeen Boat Club is a peaceful haven in the Hong Kong jungle and bring peace, 
harmony and tranquillity for the community.
I hope you will take the voice of the Hong Kong people into serious consideration 

Kind Regards
Philippe Hari de Manny











7. Whether and how to assess applications for new sites for sports and recreational use;

1. YES surely as long as they are providing sporting experience and development are open to all
with a fee and

2. Yes if they are for the development of elite sports and international event support and hosting
it should even be encouraged.

B Rgds
Wayne Sze













unusable plots of land into prime sports area for Hong Kong shows that premium have already been paid 
in another way.

3) The definition of spots against ancillary facilities is necessary but inexistent so far how this can affect
the premium no one knows yet.

4) Why charging a premium and then over controlling the debenture sales, (ISSUANCE, LENGTH,
PRICE, SALABILITY AND TRANSFER) this is a terrible financial impact on the survival of the PRL’S
and a double charge.

5) Of course it should continue at nil or nominal land premium for those who have over the years
developed, improved and open the PRL’s to members, sporting youth and the public. Those PRLs are
doing their job, benefiting Hong Kong sporting reputation, offering quality environment, they should not
be threaten to be bankrupted or closed down.

6) At least if an onerous land premium is to be paid by PRL’s flexibility in payment should be considered
and the amount calculated according affordability not according to developer’s unrealistic and
extortionate land values.

4. Whether the PRL lessees should be required to further open up their facilities so as to better complement
and support sports development in Hong Kong;
(Refer to pages 25-30)
1) Yes surely they already do anyway

5. What types of facilities should be allowed on these sites (including ancillary facilities);
(Refer to pages 30-31).

1) Any as long as they are in line with the ethos and M&A of each clubs, provide sporting experience,
and Development are opened to all with a fee.

6. How to enhance the monitoring on the governance and transparency of the lessees;(Refer to pages
31-33)                                                                                                                             1) Continue the
quarterly reporting and yearly inspection with good point bad point system to allow good PRL’s to carry
on and bad one to be terminated.

7. Whether and how to assess applications for new sites for sports and recreational use (Refer to pages
33-34).                                                                                                                     1) YES surely as long as
they are providing sporting experience and development are open to all with a fee and

1. 2) Yes if they are for the development of elite sports and international event support and hosting it should
even be encouraged.

Additional comments:

• The Club is open to the general public for sports actually 80% of the certification in the club or the sailing
activity in general is for non-members.

• The Club has developed the land over the last 50 years and has already paid its due why charging more again.

• The Club is a peaceful haven in the Hong Kong jungle and bring peace, harmony and tranquility for the
community.

No name provided

沒有署名















Continue the quarterly reporting and yearly inspection with good point bad point system 
to allow good PRL’s to carry on and bad one to be terminated.

7. Whether and how to assess applications for new sites for sports and recreational use;
(Refer to pages 33-34).  Yes if they are for the development of elite sports and
international event support and hosting it should even be encouraged.

I believe PRLs help promote Hong Kong on an international basis, where government funding and 
departments may not be able to provide or offer such promotion. PRLs also have many reciprocal 
arrangements with other international organisations to bring sportsmen/sportswomen and 
international events to Hong Kong. A recent example of an major international sporting event is the 
Volvo Ocean Race that stopped in Hong Kong this year. This clearly promotes Hong Kong across the 
world and sailing clubs like Aberdeen Boat Club has helped bring this about, both by providing 
facilities but also by providing volunteers and skilled personnel.  
I would be happy to be contacted for further discussion on these points. 
Best regards
Irene Moore





Urgent Return receipt Sign Encrypt Mark Subject Restricted Expand personal&public groups

In support of Aberdeen Boat club continued lease arrangement

to: prl_consultation@hab.gov
.hk 03/07/2018 12:23

History: This message has been replied to.

1. Whether all PRL sites should continue to be handled under the existing lease
arrangement, or alternative lease arrangement should be adopted;
(Refer to pages 7-15).
Yes and leases should be longer than just 15 years to allow better development

2. How to assess whether these sites should be retained or returned to the
Government for other development purposes;
(Refer to pages 15-19).
Better sports promotion in the community assessment tool to be defined

Continue the quarterly reporting and yearly inspection with good point bad point
system to allow good PRL’s to carry on and bad ones to be terminated.

Better development of elite sports option

Focus on international event preparation, support and hosting is to play a part in this
assessment

3. Whether charging nil or nominal land premium for the use of these sites should
continue;
(Refer to pages 19- 25).
If the use of the PRL is beneficial to the community as is clearly the case for
Aberdeen Boat club, with development of sailing as a national sport, the govt should
surely contribute and help these clubs as much as possible.

4. Whether the PRL lessees should be required to further open up their facilities so
as to better complement and support sports development in Hong Kong;
(Refer to pages 25-30). Yes surely they already do anyway

5. What types of facilities should be allowed on these sites (including ancillary
facilities);
(Refer to pages 30-31).
Any as long as they are in line with the ethos and M&A of each clubs, provide
sporting experience, and Development are opened to all with a fee

6. How to enhance the monitoring on the governance and transparency of the
lessees;
(Refer to pages 31-33). Continue the quarterly reporting and yearly inspection with
good point bad point system to allow good PRL’s to carry on and bad one to be
terminated and better communication and follow-up.
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7. Whether and how to assess applications for new sites for sports and recreational
use;
(Refer to pages 33-34).

YES surely as long as they are providing sporting experience and development are open to all 
with a fee and

Yes if they are for the development of elite sports and international event support and hosting 
it should even be encouraged.

No name provided
沒有署名









A proper review of the contributiohn of PRL’s over the years towards Hong Kong in developing 
unusable plots of land into prime sports areas for Hong Kong shows that premiums have already 
been paid in another way.
The definition of spots against ancillary facilities is necessary but, so far, non‐existent. It is not 
possible to comment on how this should be used to set any premium..
Charging a premium and then over controlling the debenture sales, (ISSUANCE, LENGTH, PRICE, 
SALABILITY AND TRANSFER) will both have a terrible financial impact on the survival of the PRL’S 
and constitutes a double charge.
Of course it should continue at nil or nominal land premium for those who have over the years 
developed, improved and open the PRL’s to members, sporting youth and the public. Those PRLs 
are doing their job, benefiting Hong Kong sporting reputation, offering quality environment, 
they should not be threatened to be bankrupted or closed down.
If an onerous land premium is to be paid by PRL’s,  flexibility in payment should be considered 
and the amount calculated according to affordability ‐  not according to developer’s unrealistic 
and extortionate land values.

4. Whether the PRL lessees should be required to further open up their facilities so as to 
better complement and support sports development in Hong Kong;
(Refer to pages 25‐30).

Yes surely  - they already do this.

5. What types of facilities should be allowed on these sites (including ancillary facilities);
(Refer to pages 30‐31).

Any as long as they are in line with the ethos and M&A of each club, provide sporting
experience, and developments are opened to all with an appropriate fee

6. How to enhance the monitoring on the governance and transparency of the lessees;
(Refer to pages 31‐33).

Continue the quarterly reporting and yearly inspection with good point bad point system to 
allow good PRL’s to carry on and bad one to be terminated.

1. Whether and how to assess applications for new sites for sports and recreational use;
(Refer to pages 33‐34).

YES surely as long as they are providing sporting experience and development are open to all
with a fee and
Yes if they are for the development of elite sports and international event support and
hosting it should even be encouraged.

With respect to the Aberdeen Boat Club of which I am a long standing member please note the 
following points:‐

• The Club is open to the general public for sports actually 80% of the certification in the club or the
sailing activity in general is for non‐members.
• The Club has developed the land over the last 50 years and has already paid its due why charging
more again.



• The Club is a peaceful haven in the Hong Kong jungle and bring peace, harmony and tranquility for
the community.

Thank you for your attention.

George Taylor





recognised China Sea Race organised by the RHKYC in 2010 and since acted 
as Race Officer for this event and others.

  ...

To me this is unremarkable: it is what we at the RHKYC expect our 
members to do. The above was possible ONLY because the RHKYC exists and 
continues to exist at a moderate cost of membership. Many other members 
of the Club have done far more - much much more than I have managed - 
and will do far more than my paltry list, and for them, like me, this is 
possible only because the RHKYC exists at reasonable cost.

The RHKYC can only act as the institution it does, namely:
     the core of sports like sailing and rowing in Hong Kong,
     actively involved in community events
     active in international representation for Hong Kong (both in 
sending crews overseas and hosting international events in Hong Kong)
if it has its members.

It cannot have such a range of members willing to commit so much time if 
the cost to be a member puts it out of the the range of those with time 
to commit to helping others. As all of the money the RHKYC has or has 
had is spent on rowing or sailing or facilities to support and encourage 
those sports, increasing the land premium means this money will be paid 
by members via increased fees.

I strongly suggest to the PRL review board that they need to understand 
what an institution like the RHKYC has done and will do for Hong Kong 
and encourage the Club to continue this fine history forward into the 
future.

By raising the costs of membership by imposition of additional lease 
fees the Government in fact encourages exactly the reverse and will 
limit the future success of the Club and prevent its support for its 
core sports and the community at large.

Yours Sincerely

Simon Boyde

-- 
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Urgent Return receipt Sign Encrypt Mark Subject Restricted Expand personal&public groups

OBJECTION TO DO ANY THING THAT MAY ARM OR JEOPARDIZE
PRL's

to: prl consultation@hab.gov.h
k, 04/07/2018 18:32

History: This message has been replied to.

Dear Sir/Madam
Q1

1) Of course PRL’s Site should continue to operate under the policy.
2) May be lease can be review in a way to better meet land use and sport development.
3) Yes and leases should be longer than just 15 years to allow better development
4) Over regulating such frail business model could jeopardize the survival of many.

Q2
1) Best sports promotion in the community assessment tool to be defined
2) Continue the quarterly reporting and yearly inspection with good point bad point system to allow good
PRL’s to carry on and bad ones to be terminated.
3) Best development of elite sports option and sponsorship to be demonstrated
4) Focus on international event preparation, support and hosting is to play a part in this assessment
5) How the PRL’S site are providing sufficient % of sport promotion against recreation activities and facilities
6) How the PRL’s support their duty of opening to NSA and eligible outside bodies.
7) The quarterly report sent to HAB by all PRL for the last 6 or 7 years should give the answer to that.
8) If 1200 ha of land is needed rapidly and PRL’s barely cover 350ha WHAT LAND SHORTFAL WOULD
THE PRL SITES SOLVE? There are other land options to look for.

Q3
1) How can one comment without a proper definition of the premium charge mechanism, this is not ready to be
commented upon.
2) By looking deeper in the contribution of PRL’s over the year towards Hong Kong by developing unusable
plots of land into prime sports area for Hong Kong shows that premium have already been paid in another way.
3) The definition of spots against ancillary facilities is necessary but inexistent so far how this can affect the
premium no one knows yet.
4) Why charging a premium and then over controlling the debenture sales, (ISSUANCE, LENGTH, PRICE,
SALABILITY AND TRANSFER) this is a terrible financial impact on the survival of the PRL’S and a double
charge.
5) Of course it should continue at nil or nominal land premium for those who have over the years developed,
improved and open the PRL’s to members, sporting youth and the public. Those PRLs are doing their job,
benefiting Hong Kong sporting reputation, offering quality environment, they should not be threaten to be
bankrupted or closed down.
6) At least if an onerous land premium is to be paid by PRL’s flexibility in payment should be considered and
the amount calculated according affordability not according to developer’s unrealistic and extortionate land
values.

Q4
1) Yes surely they already do anyway

Q5
1) Any as long as they are in line with the ethos and M&A of each clubs, provide sporting experience, and
Development are opened to all with a fee.

117



Q6
1) Continue the quarterly reporting and yearly inspection with good point bad point system to allow good
PRL’s to carry on and bad one to be terminated.

Q7
1) YES surely as long as they are providing sporting experience and development are open to all with a fee and
2) Yes if they are for the development of elite sports and international event support and hosting it should even
be encouraged.

More comment
• The Club is open to the general public for sports actually 80% of the certification in the club or the sailing
activity in general is for non-members.
• The Club has developed the land over the last 50 years and has already paid its due why charging more again.
• The Club is a peaceful haven in the Hong Kong jungle and bring peace, harmony and tranquility for the
community.

Thank You for your attention!

Yours sincerely,

Mrs Chang







the lessees;
(Refer to pages 31-33).

Continue the quarterly reporting and yearly inspection with good point bad 
point system to allow good PRL’s to carry on and bad one to be terminated. 

7. Whether and how to assess applications for new sites for sports and
recreational use;
(Refer to pages 33-34).

Yes if they are for the development of elite sports and international event
support and hosting it should even be encouraged

No name provided
沒有署名



Document in support of the RHKYC for continuation of its PRL at the current level 

Introduction 

By way of introduction, I should state that I am a member of the RHKYC. I joined in 1997 and 
have been an active sailing member and have also served on one of the committees for several 
years 

For further introduction, I am a HK permanent resident having lived in HK for over 30 years. I 
am in full support of the government’s efforts to find more land for public housing and in 
support of the various home ownership schemes. I sold all of my HK property some years back 
believing property prices could not continue to rise and I have therefore been renting for over 5 
years now. This has given me the opportunity to see the HK housing issue from different 
perspectives. I want the HK government to solve the housing issue of in order ordinary citizens 
can afford to own their own home, and for those who cannot own they can expect the HK 
government to make available decent and livable accommodation at prices people can afford 
and in the right timescale 

My view is that revoking or charging extra for the PRL for the RHKYC is detrimental to the HK 
Gov. goals of sport for all, supporting elite sports and bringing business to HK thru international 
sporting events 

Surely better for the Gov to undertake more land reclamation, come to agreements with the 
PLA for land plus various NT agreements on land availability 

By way of support for the RHKYC and continuation of the PRL lease at the same level, I share my 
experiences and observations of the club 

1 Sailing and rowing are not luxury sports only for wealthy people. Sailing and rowing are 
highly suitable sports for HK people where skills are more important than physical 
attributes alone. I sail a type of boat that is modest in purchase price and most 
maintenance can be undertaken by the owner and running costs are not too expensive 

2 The RHKYC is a non-profit organization and there are zero shareholder dividends issued. 
The club is run by the members and operates in an open, transparent and accountable 
manner with elections and audited accounts. All funds are used to run the club and 
invest in equipment and events to support the future of sailing and rowing 

3 Today, I note there are some 40%+ of the people taking part in sailing at the club’s 
locations each weekend are non-members and regular HK citizens I first visited the club 
as a non-member and sailed as a non-member before deciding to join 

4 Training courses are open to the public and you don’t need to be a member to learn 
sailing or rowing at the club. It has been my great pleasure in the past to volunteer as a 
trainer for the courses working alongside the club coaches and this keeps the costs 
down for participants. The courses are open to everyone 
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5 The school’s participation in sailing at the club is awesome and HK’s future elite sailors 
will surely come from the school participation in sailing and rowing 

6 Since my joining of the club in 1997, I’ve witnessed the club reaching out gradually to 
the sailing community in China and today this is a great success. This surely matches 
both the HK and China government goals of further integration generally and specifically 
for the greater bay area 

7 I always feel proud when the club hosts international events and we welcome peoples 
for all walks of life from around the world to attend events organized by the club. I’ve 
met multi-millionaires and modest couples who combine their once per year holiday 
with sailing to join one of our events. Such events are good for the HK economy and 
bolster HK’s image as Asia’s world city 

8 We are certainly a multi-cultural lot at the club, with HK people at its core. I don’t know 
if the club was superior and foreigner-elitist prior to my joining in 1997 but my own 
experience since joining has been positive and amongst my closest life-friends and 
sailing friends are HK people and peoples of several different nationalities, just as we 
would want in HK 

9 HK should have an active harbor being used for water sports each weekend to show the 
world we are a healthy, happy and active community that will attract talent to HK in the 
knowledge there are a great variety of sporting and recreational facilities available once 
they get here 

10 The club integrates well with the other water-sports based organizations in HK and I’ve 
seen at first hand the inter-organization cooperation. This is great for harmony in HK to 
be benefit of the whole community loving water sports and “sport for all” 

In conclusion, with the focus I would use in my management consultancy work I offer 
the following formula 

Higher PRL fees = Higher club prices = fewer members = less facilities = less sailing = 
less sport for the HK community 

Less sailing = less international events =less visitors = less business = less relationship 
with China and the world 

Submitted by Clive Bunyard 
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1,102 hours in 2018. This year, the Club’s sports facilities will be open to the public 
every Tuesday and Thursday from 3 July to 30 August. 

The Club has hosted both international and local tennis tournaments, including The

Wheelchair Tennis Exhibition Match in 2011, an invitation match with local and 
participants from overseas, The Asian International Schools Championships in 2016, 
and The Hong Kong National Junior Tennis Championships (U18 categories) since 
2015, which will again be taking place at the Club this year from 1‐9 July and 4‐17 
August. 

HKCC also host the Hong Kong Tennis Association (HKTA) Leagues, a Summer League

and a Winter League every year, which occupy the Club’s tennis courts for 480 hours
per year.

The Club is currently planning to host an International Tennis Federation (ITF)

sanctioned tournament in November 2018 in conjunction with the Hong Kong
Veterans Tennis Association (HKVTA), The International Super Senior Tennis Open;
the proposed tournament will have 12 events and attract players from all over the
world.

Since records started to be kept in 2015, the Club has opened up over 5,000 hours of

our sports facilities to Eligible Outside Bodies such as schools and sports associations.
There was a 65% increase in number of hours opened from 2016 to 2017 alone. The
Club remains committed to further opening up our facilities and to allocate even
more resources to accommodate the needs of outside bodies.

HKCC Community Contribution 
Caring for the community is a core value that has long been and continues to be embraced 
by the Club, and in doing so, HKCC provides access to its non‐sporting facilities to social or 
charitable organizations, including use of the lawn, playground, playroom and dining 
facilities, despite such facilities not falling within HAB’s Opening‐up Scheme, and hours so 
offered not credited by HAB. 

The Club continue to support a range of NGOs and charities, and in selecting its Charity 
Partners, special emphasis is placed on those supporting children and the elderly, including 
Mother’s Choice and St. Mary’s Home for the Aged. The Club fundraises for selected 
charities throughout the year through charity sales and holding charity sports tournaments. 
Since 2014, we have raised more than $500,000 through events such as the Annual 
Christmas Charity Market and the Tennis Charity Social. These funds have benefited more 
than 7 charities, e.g. St. Mary’s, The Home of Loving Faithfulness, Little Life Warrior Society, 
Hong Kong Dog Rescue. 

Over the past three years, the Club has welcomed over 30 charities/NGOs and local Hong 
Kong schools on their outings, offering meals, sports, games, team‐building and in‐kind or 
venue support. Notable Organizations include: Just Volunteers English Language Learning 
program for disadvantaged children, Hong Kong Christian Services, St. James’ Settlement, 
We Paint supporting children on the autism spectrum, HKU Space and HKAPA. More than 



2,800 individuals have visited the Club since 2015 and we have served more than 2,300 
meals free of charge. 

The Club has partnered with Foodlink Foundation since 2012 to donate surplus food to 
beneficiaries partners such as St. Barnabas Society and Chai Wan Baptist Church Social 
Service served onsite to those in need free of charge. Since 2015, we have donated more 
than 1,100 kg of food to Foodlink Foundation. 

Thank you for your kind attention.

Sincerely,

Alfredo Lobo



127 

The sender requested to keep his/her name and submission 
confidential 

發件人要求將其姓名及意見書保密









131 

The sender requested to keep his/her name and submission 
confidential 

發件人要求將其姓名及意見書保密









香港足球會 Hong Kong Football Club 

2 

Our vision is to be recognised as 
one of the leading sports clubs in 
the world.   

We are a not-for-profit club. 

Club initiated the Hong Kong 
Rugby 7s, which is today a “M” 
Mark event and an Olympic 
sport. 







籌備及管理不同本地賽事 
We host and manage many local tournaments 

5 

 
 

Rugby 

• Mini Rugby
Tournaments

• Mini Rugby
Festivals

Soccer 

• Junior Soccer
Sevens
Tournament

• Yau Yee
League Cup
Finals

Squash 

• Summer
Squash
League

• Wing Ding
Charity
Squash

Hockey 

• Junior Hockey
Festival

Lawn Bowls 

• National
Mixed Pairs

• Championship
Finals

• The Champion
of Champions
Round Robin
matches

• National
Novice Singles

• Bowls Grand
Prix

Including: 



選手如雲  為本地體壇注入動力 
We actively participate in the Hong Kong sports scene 

6 

 
 
 

HKFC league teams:   
 

• 7 men's and 2 ladies Rugby 

• 5 men's and 1 ladies Soccer 
• 19 men’s  and 7 ladies            
• 6 masters Squash 
• Winter League - 4 men’s and 2 ladies 

• Summer League -  4 men’s and 2 ladies  Tennis 

• 8 men's and 8 ladies Hockey 

• 6 ladies Netball 
• Summer League - 6 men's and 3 ladies  
• Winter League - 7 men's and 4 ladies Lawn Bowls 
• 2 men’s doubles and 1 ladies’ doubles 
• 1 mixed doubles Badminton 







充份利用體育設施
We fully utilise our facilities for sports 

9 

 Opening up sports facilities for public use
(普及化)

 Providing essential training facilities for NSAs
and promoting sports in the community

(精英化) 

 Hosting local and major international sports
events (國際化、盛事化)



歡迎非會員參與 
Many activities are open to non-members 

10 

 On average, over 1,000 hours of actual 
use per month are by outside bodies 
like schools, National Sports 
Associations and charities 
 

 9 Club facilities are open to outside 
bodies 

- Rugby pitch/ turf soccer  
- Basketball court 
- Hockey pitch  
- Squash courts 
- Tennis courts 
- Badminton courts 
- Indoor lawn bowls green  
- Outdoor lawn bowls green  
- Netball courts 

 
 
 
 
 











Q3.  How can one comment without a proper definition of the premium charge mechanism? We feel 
that this is not ready to be commented upon. 
We also believe that the Premium has already been paid in an alternative manner over the 
years through the contribution of PRL’s towards Hong Kong, by developing unusable plots 
of land into prime sports areas. 
We also believe that the definition of spots against ancillary facilities is definitely necessary; 
but it is also inexistent as no one knows how far it can affect the premiums. 
Finally, why would you charge a premium, but then over control debenture sales such as 
issuance, length, price, saleability and transfer? This double charge creates a terrible financial 
impact upon the survival of the PRL’s. 
If a premium is to be charged, then flexibility of payment must be an option and the amount 
should be calculated according to affordability; not according to the developer’s unrealistic 
and highly extortionate land values. 
Of course the existence of PRL’s should continue at nil or nominal land premium for those 
that have developed or improved sport in Hong Kong and have opened the PRL’s to 
members, sporting youth and most importantly the public. PRL’s which are doing these 
things are doing their job by benefitting Hong Kong’s sporting reputation and offering a 
quality environment.  They should certainly not be threatened with bankruptcy or closure. 
Q4. Yes, we believe that they should definitely open up their facilities to better compliment 
and support sports development in Hong Kong. They do so anyway. 
Q5. We believe that any facility should be allowed on PRL sites; as long as they respect the 
ethos and M&A of each club, provide sporting experience/development and are opened to all 
with a fee. 
Q6. We believe that quarterly reporting and yearly inspections should be continued. They 
should use good point bad point systems to allow good PRL’s making a positive impact in 
the community to stay open and the bad ones to be closed down. 
Q7. Yes, definitely, as long as they are open to all and are providing sporting experience and 
development with a fee and Yes, if they are for the development of elite sports and 
international event support and hosting (such as the Volvo Ocean Race). International event 
support and hosting among PRL’s should be encouraged. 
In conclusion, the Aberdeen Boat Club is a wonderful facility that is open to the general 
public for sport. Over 80% of the certification and sailing facilities of the club are open to 
non-members. The club has developed the land as a PRL for over 50 years and has already 
paid its due, why should you be charging more again? 
The government in general should be aiming to improve the quality of life of its citizens. 
Sport is an excellent way to do this and sailing is a wonderful sport to enjoy. As mentioned 
above, the Aberdeen Boat club provides excellent sailing facilities which are open to the 
public and improve the quality of life of all that use it. 
If the Aberdeen Boat Club, and indeed all other clubs around Hong Kong, are forced to close 
down by this government action, what do you propose to replace them with to encourager 
people to participate in sport? What will replace these excellent, tried and tested facilities?
Yours,
The Lane family.
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Private Recreational Leases  - Hong Kong Football Club
to: prl_consultation@hab.gov.hk 05/07/2018 20:27

History: This message has been replied to.

Dear Sirs,

I wish to emphasize how important the Hong Kong Football Club is to sports development in Hong 
Kong from the Junior’s to Elite level, including for Non-Members. For example, at the Mini Rugby 
level, I estimate that approximately 80% of the approximately 1,000 children playing mini rugby are 
children of Non-Members.  I have been a coach for many years.  HKFC is a great club and an 
inclusive one, which allows both Members and Non-Members and their children to play all types of 
sports and even buy food and beverage using Octopus Cards.

I contrast the approach taken by the Hong Kong Football Club with the elitist attitude of the HK 
Cricket Club which recently effectively kicked out its Rugby Section because the HK Cricket Club 
insisted that all players must be members even though the Rugby Section did not use the facilities 
and instead trained at Aberdeen Stadium and even though HK Cricket Club would not allow a 
sufficient number of rugby players to become members.  My experience is that Hong Kong Football 
Club is a true sports club that benefits the community as a whole.  Whereas and I am sorry to say but 
I speak from personal experience, the HK Cricket Club is a private members dining club run by a very 
small circle of people, which only has a limited number of sporting members, and does not allow 
anyone to use its grounds besides a few cricketers.

Hong Kong Football Club’s PowerPoint presentation dated 13 June 2018 vividly outlines what Hong 
Kong Football Club does for sports development in Hong Kong. Please download the Powerpoint 
here.

Hong Kong needs the Hong Kong Football Club! 

Thank you.

Regards,
James Wood
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The Club holds several regular events for members to participate in helping 
our local charities and community, and since 2014 we have raised more than 
$500,000 through fund raising events. 

Over the past three years the Club has welcomed over 30 charities, NGOs and 
local schools to our premises to enjoy meals, team building activities, 
learning and games. More than 2800 individuals have visited our Club and we 
have served over 2300 meals free of charge. 

Since 2012 the club has donated surplus food to beneficiary partners such 
as St Barnabas Society, Chai Wan Baptist Church Social Service and 
foodlink. 

Yours sincerely

Hugh Pye







longer continue, then instead of receiving a dividend from an organisation which requires no direct 
financial support, the government will then find itself facing the costs of providing, maintaining and 
training the general public in the sport/activity/occupation which the concerned organisation had 
previously provided. Unfortunately in my experience, the civil service mentality does not lend itself to 
undertaking such work and it would almost certainly mean that the government would then have to 
outsource this at considerable expense to the taxpayer!!!!!.  I have noted with concern the contents of 
paragraphs 3.3.10 and 3.3.11 and consider that the contents of 3.3.10 would equally apply to a 
premium of one third of FMV, let alone the figures of 50% or two thirds. In short I consider that the 
whole idea of a significant premium related to FMV to be misguided, wholly inappropriate and a major 
mistake on the part of government.

Whether the PRL lessees should be required to further open up their facilities so as to better 
complement and support sports development in Hong Kong;
(Refer to pages 25-30).
I consider that this matter should be part of an overall sports development policy, developed jointly 
between the government, interested organisations and private sports clubs. It may well be that private 
sports clubs would be happy to further open up their facilities if they understood and could see what 
the government’s intentions are in respect of sports development which are relevant to that particular 
private sports club.

What types of facilities should be allowed on these sites (including ancillary facilities);
(Refer to pages 30-31).
I consider that any facility should be allowed, as long as they are in line with the ethos and M&A of 
each club, providing that the sporting experience in development are open to all, with a fee.

How to enhance the monitoring on the governance and transparency of the lessees;
(Refer to pages 31-33).
 The government may continue the quarterly reporting and yearly inspection regime which is currently 
in place. They should, in my opinion, have a carrot and stick arrangement, by which PRL’s  can be 
rewarded for good governance and transparency as well as demerited in the case of poor 
governance and transparency, with the ultimate sanction being that PRL’s  can be terminated.

Whether and how to assess applications for new sites for sports and recreational use;
(Refer to pages 33-34).
I note with considerable concern that the working group  considers that as a matter of policy they 
should not preclude any new PRL application for a private sports club. Surely the working group 
should consider that as a matter of policy, the government encourages new PRL applications, in order 
to meet the demands of society. If not then the government itself will have to take on board  such 
provision to satisfy the demands of society.  it is my view that government should be encouraging new 
PRL applications for private sports clubs, provided that they are providing sporting experience and 
development to all, provided that they are willing to pay a fee.  search applications should be 
encouraged, not just for standard sporting development, but also for elite sports and international 
events sports, particularly for those who have some form of physical or mental handicap. I have in 
mind the development of the Paralympics,  which have their origins as recently as 1948 in the Stoke 
Mandeville games, which eventually became the Paralympic games which were first held in Rome 
Italy in 1960.  Hong Kong, as Asia’s world city, should in my opinion become a world leader in the 
development of sports facilities for disabled persons. 

Regards,
Steve Tennant





Hong Kong, July 8, 2018 

Private Recreational Lease and Land Matters Section, 
Home Affairs Bureau (Recreation and Sport Branch), 
13/F, West Wing, Central Government Offices, 
2 Tim Mei Avenue, Tamar, Hong Kong 
By E-mail 

Re. Hong Kong Country Club Private Recreational Lease 

Dear Sir / Madam, 

I am a member of the Hong Kong Country Club, where we also host our Monday dinners for our Rotary Club of Shouson 
Hill. At our meeting we frequently have speakers of the many local charities and organizations we support (including 
government organizations such as the EDB). The Club is very helpful in arranging these meetings at their venues, as 
well as supporting our charity initiatives.  

As a member I am very happy to see that the Club supports and opens its facilities to the general public. This serves 
the interest of our local communities and brings all walks of life closer to one another. The Club is therewith able to 
enhance the overall offerings Southern Hong Kong complimentary to the government facilities in the area.  

Many members of the club are involved in major charitable initiatives in Hong Kong, respectively openly supporting 
the use of our facilities for the public. We are privileged to be a member of this club and respectively use this 
membership as a further way to serve Hong Kong society. 

In my view the private clubs in Hong Kong are part of the attraction for young talent to consider working and 
contributing to Hong Kong society. They are available for everyone to join that has worked hard to become successful 
in our ‘can do spirit’ city and respectively are something to aspire to. There is high competition on the top end of the 
scale and I personally hope that Hong Kong can hold onto aspects of the city that make it more interesting to attract 
local talent back to Hong Kong and new talent to Asia’s World City, which is spoilt for choice in other world cities. 
Private Recreation and respectively Clubs are high on the list in their consideration process. 

Sincerely yours, 

TOBI DOERINGER 
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and hosting it should even be encouraged.

Additional Comments
The Club is open to the general public for sports actually 80% of the certification in the club or the 
sailing activity in general is for non‐members. The Club has developed the land over the last 50 years 
and has already paid its due so why charge more again.

No name provided
沒有署名





4. Whether the PRL lessees should be required to further open up their
facilities so as to better complement and support sports development in Hong
Kong;

Yes surely they already do anyway

5. What types of facilities should be allowed on these sites (including
ancillary facilities);

Any as long as they are in line with the ethos and M&A of each club, providing 
sporting experience and development.

6. How to enhance the monitoring on the governance and transparency of
the lessees;

 Continue the quarterly reporting and yearly inspection with good point bad point 
system to allow good PRL’s to carry on and bad ones to be terminated

7. Whether and how to assess applications for new sites for sports and
recreational use;

 YES surely as long as they are providing sporting experience and development are open to 
all with a fee and Yes if they are for the development of elite sports and international event 
support. Hosting such should be encouraged.

Additional Comments

Aberdeen Boat Club is open to the general public for sports. Actually 80% of the 
Certification in the Club under sailing activities in general is for non-members.

Imagine the cost to the HK people if the Government had to replace all these sports 
facilities for the public?

In summary, The Club has developed the land over the last 50 years and has thus 
undoubtedly already paid its debt to HK and society, so why the need to charge more 
again?

Graeme Brechin. 
Member Aberdeen Boat Club
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Private Recreational Leases - my view

to: prl_consultation@hab.
gov.hk 09/07/2018 10:03

History: This message has been replied to.

To whom it may concern, 

The Hong Kong Football Club is part of the legacy of Hong Kong. Many Hong Kong people (both 
members and non‐members) and overseas visitors enjoy to play there and to visit the many 
international tournaments that are organized. For example, the Rugby 10’s. Football tournaments, 
Hockey 6’s etc. I think it is ridiculous that you propose to change the rules for the private 
recreational leases which could result in the end of our club. 

You should take logical steps like, for example taxing the land banks of the developers when they 
don’t develop these lands within reasonable time. 

If you end our club, I will move my company to Singapore. Hong Kong without the ability to sport in a 
club atmosphere is not attractive to me anymore. I will take key employees and fire the rest. 

Maarten

Maarten Kwik
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Address: Home Affairs Bureau, 
13/F, West Wing, Central Government Offices, 
2 Tim Mei Avenue, Tamar  

(Subject: Public Consultation on Policy Review of Private Recreational Leases) 

E-mail address: prl_consultation@hab.gov.hk

Public Consultation on Policy Review of the Private Recreation Leases 

Thanks for the invitation to comment on the Private Recreation Lease review. 

As a member of Hong Kong Cricket Club I have taken a natural interest in the Private Recreation 
Lease review. 

There is a general wisdom in requiring the Clubs to increase facility and services utilisation, 
community access, and optimise use of space occupied, given that public and organisations do so at 
a fair price based on full costs, and some assurance exists for members, who are paying for the 
benefit, to retain rights of access and use. 

Continuing, as the question of land availability and use optimisation is being raised and taken into 
consideration by the review, it is fair to acknowledge that HKCC has previously addressed such a 
question positively in the past with government support.  The review should also recognise that the 
DEVB Taskforce on Land Supply is undertaking a separate and fuller review of this problematic issue 
and is considering a range of options for land release and town planning which may ease or remove 
pressures. 

It would be fair to recognise that the list of Clubs in question is limited due to the property lease 
arrangement, other clubs having different forms of title/lease; and the Clubs in question are 
financially self-supporting organisations that have developed, maintained and enhanced the venues 
and facilities for the respective hosted sports thereby making these facilities and related services 
available to the overall Hong Kong community.  Some have done this throughout Hong Kong’s 
modern history coming on two centuries. 

These purpose built sports facilities and related services funded by Club members fees, subscriptions 
and other contributions, are made available and used by the overall Hong Kong community as well 
as those participating in hosted sports and the general community both directly and through 
members.  This ensures that quality facilities are open to individuals and organisations including but 
not limited to the respective NSAs and for Hong Kong competitive sports schedules.  Further, the 
Clubs enable Hong Kong to be an attractive city for global corporate placements thus supporting our 
economy and peoples earnings and lifestyles directly or indirectly.  

The following responds to question (d) regarding an additional premium being charged – 

(d) “requiring private sports clubs suitable for lease renewal to pay a concessionary
premium to be set at one-third of the FMV land premium;”
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This proposition is perverse. 

The following considers, first, the proposition of the premium; second, the basis of the charge; and 
third a formula for an offset. 

First, a premium would reasonably be expected to negatively impact membership composition and 
public/community access, as the implied increase in Club costs will need to be covered by: 

1. raising membership fees and usage charges for members and their guests;

2. increasing charges on persons and organisations using the facilities, given a reasonable
application of a fair price based on full cost recovery, less any government subsidy available

3. reducing use by NSAs and other organisations supported by the Clubs due to the increase in
charges unless government is willing to cover/subsidise the increased charges;

4. diminishing investment and facility enhancement and maintenance due to reduced funds
availability;

5. reducing the ability of the Clubs to employ and engage specialist ground, coach and other
general staff impacting the quality and nature of related services; and/or

6. increasing debenture issuance to make up for declining net revenue.

We could expect such charges to narrow the breadth of community represented by Club 
membership.  There seems to be an unfair presumption that Club members are economically or 
socially privileged.  An individual’s choice to join and maintain membership in a particular Club often 
relates to their enjoyment, involvement and support for the sports hosted by those Clubs.  In effect, 
this is a part of their personal contribution to the Hong Kong sports and general community. 

The Policy Review would appreciate members represent more than a single statistic.  Members are 
for instance their families and guests, competitive visiting and local sporting teams, plus persons 
visiting Hong Kong as guests or involved in the respective sports.   The last being a social and 
business network other business, government in general and agencies in Hong Kong benefits from. 

The second matter on item (d), relates to the term of the lease and nature of the premium.  A 15 
year term is not wholly unreasonable however given the proposed premium should be revised.  A 
premium of one third of the FMV as reviewed each 15 years period, implies that in 30 years the 
clubs will have in essence committed to paying the full FMV with a limited term of use. Should such a 
formula with a 15 year term be considered, a reasonable portion would be set in the range of one 
tenth (1/10th) to one sixth (1/6th). 

Further, the Policy Review may wish to consider whether the FMV is a flawed pricing concept for this 
purpose as the terms of lease affect the Fair Market Value determination.  Fair Market Value 
determination is impacted by lease terms such as Clubs being ‘not for profit’, lease term – i.e. a short 
term will impact to reduce value, defined community utilisation without full fair cost recovery, 
restrictions on repurposing the facilities to alternate sports, moratorium on site resale and/or 
redevelopment,. 

The third matter, is to look at a positive alternate where the premium set along FMV lines or other 
could be offset by Club costs or contributions to or through funding support for (1) NSA operations 
and related charitable and community activity; (2) development of new, or improvement of existing 
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sports facilities and services at non-Club locations to the benefit of Hong Kong. On point (2) this 
would assist government and NSAs to deliver international standard facilities, and provide facilities 
and supporting services to the broader communities, as defined by the government, through various 
programmes hosted on sites leased from the government or hosted by the respective government 
department(s) possibly applying an open membership approach to such facilities and grounds.  That 
is, to facilitate the Clubs to turn their expertise in management and conduct of sports facility, ground 
management and services plus sports development (e.g. coaching) and other to the broader benefit 
of the Hong Kong community. 

Ian Thomson 



Public Consultation on Policy Review of the Private Recreation Leases 

Chapter 4 Invitation of Views 

4.1 The Working Group wishes to hear the views from the public and stakeholders on various 
recommendations of the PRL policy review. The major recommendations are extracted as follows: 

(a) different handling of the leases held by “community organisations” and “private sports clubs”
and granting new special purpose leases (instead of PRLs) to sports and recreational sites
held by “community organisations”;

(b) continuing to handle the sites held by private sports clubs under PRL policy but the lease
conditions should be significantly modified to better meet the dual needs of supporting
sports development and optimising land use;

(c) taking into account the contribution of private sports clubs in promoting sports development
in Hong Kong when considering the renewal of their leases upon expiry;

(d) requiring private sports clubs suitable for lease renewal to pay a concessionary premium to
be set at one-third of the FMV land premium;

(e) requiring private sports clubs to further open up their facilities to eligible outside bodies up
to 30% of their total sports capacity and partner with sports organisations to organize sports
programmes that can be open for enrolment by individual members of the public with a
minimum sports programme hours of 240 per month;

(f) drawing up the list of allowable sports supporting facilities and ancillary facilities for PRLs;

(g) enhancing the monitoring of PRLs and the corporate governance of the lessees; and

(h) defining the principles in approving applications for new sites for sports and recreational use.











Whether and how to assess applications for new sites for sports and recreational use;

Yes as long as they are providing sporting experience and development and are open to all 
with a fee

Neil Thomason
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OBJECTION TO DO ANY THING THAT MAY HARM OR JEOPARDIZE
PRL's

to:
prl_consultation@hab.gov
.hk, 10/07/2018 12:49

History: This message has been replied to.

Hong Kong, 10
th
 July, 2018

To Whom It May Concern.

I would like to express my personal view concerning the public consultation on reviewing the 
private recreation lease.

In my opinion:
1. PRL sites should continue to operate under the current policy.

2. HAB is welcome to continue the quarterly reporting and yearly inspection with
good point bad point system to allow good PRL’s to carry on and bad ones to be
terminated.

3. The nil or nominal land premium should continue for those who have over the
years developed, improved and open the PRL’s to members, sporting youth and the
public. Those PRLs are doing their job, benefiting Hong Kong sporting reputation,
offering quality environment, they should not be threaten to be bankrupted or closed
down.

4. Any PRL should be willing to further open up their facilities so as to better
complement and support sports development in Hong Kong.

5. Sport facilities may be opened to all, with a fee, as long as they are in line with
the ethos and M&A of each clubs.

6. The good governance of each PRL is guaranteed by the quarterly reporting and
yearly inspection with good point bad point system.

7. Actually, Hong Kong needs even more PRL sites and new applications should be
encouraged, as long as they provide sporting facilities to more people.

Thanks for your attention,
Massimo Sfriso
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2) Yes if they are for the development of elite sports and international event support
and hosting it should even be encouraged.

I would like to add a few comments.
• The Club is open to the general public for sports actually 80% of the certification in
the club or the sailing activity in general is for non-members.
• The Club has developed the land over the last 50 years and has already paid its due
why charging more again.
• The Club is a peaceful haven in the Hong Kong jungle and bring peace, harmony and
tranquility for the community.

Éric Bouvéron 

Éric Bouvéron



Home Affairs Bureau  
13/F, West Wing, Central Government Offices 
2 Tim Mei Avenue, Tamar  
Hong Kong  11 July 2018 

Public Consultation on Policy Review of Private Recreational 
Leases 

Dear Sir / Madam, 

The Hong Kong Country Club was the main reason for me to move 
from a commercial hotel 18 months ago. I since then became a Honk 
Kong permanent resident and I wish to stay employed at the club until 
I retire.  

The club has a great working environment and has outstanding 
facilities. The members appreciated the service provided and it allows 
me to remain creative at my job.    

My income allows me to financially support my family back home 
where my children are studying at university. The Club provides me 
with housing benefit which is a very good benefit to me. 

I hope that this policy review will not affect the operation of the 
Country Club, so that I can continue to serve the Club for many years 
to come. 

Yours Sincerely, 

PHILIPPE DERRIEN 

184

















































201 

The sender requested to keep his/her name and submission 
confidential 

發件人要求將其姓名及意見書保密







204 

The sender requested to keep his/her name and submission 
confidential 

發件人要求將其姓名及意見書保密





The Government needs to provide clear standards that the clubs need to adhere to. Clubs should be given a 
simple channel to allow them to self report their compliance. Clubs which fail to do so should be subject 
to audits/ spot checks.

7. Whether and how to assess applications for new sites for sports and recreational use;
(Refer to pages 3334).

Whether the proposed application will enhance the sport/ activity it will provide and will benefit the
local community.

Additional Comments

Most clubs operating under PRL are sporting clubs. The rise of obesity and it associated health issues and
the trend for video games and social media is likely to prove harmful to society as a whole. Clubs which
promote both indoor and outdoor physical activities for a wide range of age groups are surely a good
idea. Many clubs encourage team sports, particularly for children which are good for motor skills, social
skills and enhance the physical and mental wellbeing of those that take part.

The clubs provide employment often for low skilled / niche skilled workers. Should clubs be forced to
close cleaners, wait staff, chefs, maintenance workers etc. would lose their jobs and need to be
absorbed into the current employment market. Niche skilled employees such as sports coaches/ sailing
instructors may not be able to find alternative employment in their area.

Clubs often have vastly reduced membership fees for young people who show an aptitude/ skill in a
particular sport. Clubs encourage, support and develop young talent with the hope of producing world
class athletes.

Some clubs support local charities such as donating unused food for redistribution or organising
collections. They also promote environmentally friendly practises and sustainable lifestyles. Getting
young people involved in beach cleanups and reducing plastic waste sends an important message that
we cannot take the world we live in for granted.

Jade Kemp



Dear Mr Lam,

Your email to Home Affairs Bureau has been relayed to the Development Bureau. The Secretariat of 
the Task Force on Land Supply (Task Force) will relay your email to members for reference and 
analysis.

The Task Force is organising a 5-month public engagement exercise starting from 26 April 2018 to 26 
September 2018.  The Task Force will analyse the views and suggestions provided by individuals or 
organisations during the public engagement exercise and may publicise some or all of the content of 
the views (including names of individuals and organisations).  Please notify the Secretariat of the Task 
Force if you do not agree with such arrangement.

Regards,
Secretariat, Task Force on Land Supply

From: 
To:        prl_consultation@hab.gov.hk, 
Date:    05/07/2018 19:55

Subject:    Task force on land supply

I would like to express my view on this subject.

It is fundamental wrong to re-develop private recreational clubs in the city for 
housing for the following reasons:

1) the land cost is so high that general public cannot afford after re-development
2) to impose additional land premium to non-commercial organisation for promoting
sport activities is totally unsuitable
3) it destroys the hard works of the private recreational clubs on promoting
sports and training up the younger generation to represent HK
4) it changes the value of the HK people towards sports I.e. fixed asset is more
important than health

My suggestion to the Task Force:
A) all lands for development of housing for the general public should come from
the low land cost zones e.g. New Territories that people can afford to buy after
completion of development
B) reclamation of land should be the long term solution e.g. water front near Tuen
mum
Hope this helps!

LamChi Hung

Re: Task force on land supply
12/07/2018 15:45
Hide Details 
From: TFLS/DEVB/HKSARG@DEVB
To: , 
Cc: prl_consultation@hab.gov.hk
Sent by: 
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If the Club was to close not only would the above efforts and initiatives have been wasted but future 
opportunities to provide enjoyment, relaxation, and the coaching of new skill sets to budding athletes 
would no longer exist. It would be a sad day for HK.

With so many restaurants opening in HK the Country Club has despite this been able to retain their 
loyal staff. We all know that keeping good staff is not easy, so the club must be doing something 
right. 300 staff represents 300 families being well taken care of.  In this day to have an average 
turnover rate of 15% says a lot about how the staff is treated. 
that 
How many companies in HK have a fund that contributes to the Staff Children Education Fund and 
Achievement to the amount of $100,000 per year. This helps our staff  with the education expenses 
of their family members; we also have a staff education subsidy scheme and host Christmas parties 
for children of our staff members. All staff get a monthly transportation allowance and we recently 
renovated the nice staff canteen, which provides 2 meals per day free of charge for all staff.

The Country Club is a very cosmopolitan club. Where would our children play and meet other 
children without this wonderful club. To see the fourth generation children running around is a joyful 
thing. 

Having such a club is enticing for expatriates to take job offers in HK.  We call ourselves an 
“International” city, but how international are we when such facilities are taken away from us. To be 
able to compete with China and other Asian cities we need world class facilities. We have so little 
available in HK. 

What I most love about the country club is it’s the first club to allow Chinese and Non-Chinese to 
join on an equal status. This was a big thing in the Colonial days. The Hong Kong Country Club was 
very much avant-garde then and the cosmopolitan foundation of the Club has remained up to today. 
We are lucky to have such a cosmopolitan facility in Hong Kong. 

In conclusion, I agree  that we need clubs to serve Hong Kong  especially as there are so few.  I 
agree with the proposed new conditions as shared with the public on 20 March 2018. I agree to 
opening our facilities to 30% of our total capacity and also agree for our club to pay a third of the 
Fair Market Value for our rural building lot used for the sole purpose of an international country club 
as defined in the club’s lease. 

Your Sincerely 

Angela Gardner
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requiring corrective action and a tiered level of response should be continued. 
3. Whether charging nil or nominal land premium for the use of these sites should continue;

(Refer to pages 19- 25).
There is clear precedence that this policy of land premium reduction to nominal or fully waiving should

continue. Non-profit organisations which are run and manned by volunteers should not be the target to
increase the reserves of the Government of the HKSAR. What we need is good governance and
appropriate levels of compliance with the intent of the PRLs - not an excuse to fund further the excessive
reserves of HK - creditable though these are.How can one comment without a proper definition of the
premium charge mechanism, this is not ready to be commented upon.

4. Whether the PRL lessees should be required to further open up their facilities so as to better
complement and support sports development in Hong Kong;
(Refer to pages 25-30).
Yes surely they already do anyway. All PRL holders try to maximise their membership because this is

good common sense - the economies of scale prevent small elite memberships. As such, we are already
opening the membership to as many as the facilities can handle and also encouraging non-members to be
able to enrol for sporting courses using the facilities of the club which are funded by the club.

5. What types of facilities should be allowed on these sites (including ancillary facilities);
(Refer to pages 30-31).
Any as long as they are in line with the ethos and M&A of each clubs, provide sporting experience, and
Development are opened to all with a fee.

6. How to enhance the monitoring on the governance and transparency of the lessees;
(Refer to pages 31-33).
 I am astounded that a consultation document that examines potentially destroying the sporting
infrastructure of Hong Kong is asking a question about civil service processes and how they should be
designed. The responsibility of designing compliance monitoring processes lies with the administration but,
seeing as this seems to be a genuine enquiry, I would comment as follows: Continue the quarterly
reporting and yearly inspection with good point bad point system to allow good PRL’s to carry on and bad
one to be terminated.

7. Whether and how to assess applications for new sites for sports and recreational use;
(Refer to pages 33-34).YES surely as long as they are providing sporting experience and development are
open to all with a fee.

I trust that you will take these answers into account when making the review of PRLs and recognise 
the significant impact and contributions that these have made over a long period of time. They 
should not be evaluated on the basis of being “commercial enterprises” but more along the lines of 
charitable enterprises whereby no member benefits from the operation other than by the satisfaction 
of helping develop and support the sports they engage in and facilitating the younger next 
generations to be able to do the same.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this subject.

Yours faithfully,

Christopher Lawrence













(h)及但審會行持私及體育特私用用的大大。
同同建建。大大上絕私考考行的私私私私私私私特私用用

按私本本為開本本動本本

Regards
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Urgent Return receipt Sign Encrypt Mark Subject Restricted Expand personal&public groups

Views on Proposals of the Private Recreational Lease
to: prl_consultation@hab.gov.hk 15/07/2018 17:08

Please respond to 

History: This message has been replied to.

Dear Home Affairs Bureau,
My name is MONG William Wai Ming and I am a concerned member of the public. My 
Hong Kong ID Card number is 
I am writing in support of the Kowloon Cricket Club and to highlight the benefits that the 
Club brings to sports; children, adults and the elderly; the wider community; and to Hong 
Kong. I have reviewed the proposals of the Private Recreational Lease (PRL) consultation 
document and I wish to state the following with respects to three key points in the document.
a) Private sports clubs such as the KCC pay, in addition to rates and rent currently set at 5%
and 3% respectively, and an additional land premium to be set at one-third of full market
value (FMV).
• The KCC should continue to pay a nominal land premium.
• Over the years, the KCC has developed, improved and opened the Club to members, youth
and the public. The KCC hosts visiting teams, international tournaments and tourists, and
benefits Hong Kong’s sporting reputation.
• The proposed land premium may bring financial hardship to the KCC. Without the
necessary funds to support the premium, the KCC will be forced to close down facilities as
there will be no funds remaining for maintenance and development, forced to stop providing
heavily subsidized training and coaching to members of the public, and will become
prohibitively unaffordable to juniors and seniors as well as young sportspeople who make up
the vast majority of our Membership.
b) Increase the opening hours of the Club’s sports facilities to eligible outside bodies from
the 50 hours per month to a minimum of 30% of our sports facilities’ capacity.
• I support this proposal. It is important for all private clubs in Hong Kong to support sports
development and to provide opportunities for schools, charitable organizations, visiting
teams and members of the public to enjoy our facilities. The KCC is already doing this and I
endorse it continuing to do so.
c) Partner with National Sports Associations (NSA) and their affiliated clubs to organize
sporting programmes requiring that a minimum of 240 hours of programmes per month be
open to enrolment by individual members of the public.
• I support this proposal. Private sporting clubs must partner with NSAs and affiliated clubs
to provide facilities and to host domestic and international competitions. The KCC is already
doing this and far exceeding the 240 hours per month proposal. I endorse it continuing to do
so.
Thank you for considering my views,
Yours Sincerely,
MONG William Wai Ming
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c) Partner with National Sports Associations (NSA) and their affiliated 
clubs to organise sporting programmes requiring that a minimum of 240 
hours of programmes per month be open to enrolment by individual 
members of the public.
• I support this proposal. Private sporting clubs must partner with NSAs 
and affiliated clubs to provide facilities and to host domestic and 
international competitions. The KCC is already doing this and far 
exceeding the 240 hours per month proposal. I endorse it continuing to do 
so.
 
Thank you for considering my views,
Yours Sincerely,
Drew Sheppard





month be open to enrolment by individual members of the public.
I support this proposal. 
Private sporting clubs must partner with NSAs and affiliated clubs to provide facilities 
and to host domestic and international competitions.  This is a great way to promote 
the overall status of Hong Kong.  The KCC is already doing this and far exceeding the 
240 hours per month proposal.  I endorse KCC to continue to do so.

 
Thank you for considering my views,
 
Yours Sincerely,
Ignatius Lee
 





I support this proposal. Private sporting clubs must partner with NSAs and affiliated clubs to 
provide facilities and to host domestic and international competitions. The KCC is already 
doing this and far exceeding the 240 hours per month proposal. I endorse it

continuing to do so.

 

 

Thank you for considering my views and I trust that you will view my comments favourably.

Yours sincerely,

Stephen Hindes
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6) At least if an onerous land premium is to be paid by PRL’s flexibility in payment should be 
considered and the amount calculated according affordability not according to developer’s 
unrealistic and extortionate land values.

4. Whether the PRL lessees should be required to further open up their facilities so as to better 
complement and support sports development in Hong Kong;
(Refer to pages 25-30).                                                                                                                                                             
1) Yes surely they already do anyway                                                                                                                                     

5. What types of facilities should be allowed on these sites (including ancillary facilities);
(Refer to pages 30-31).                                                                                                                                                             
1) Any as  long as they are in line with the ethos and M&A of each clubs, provide sporting 
experience, and Development are opened to all with a fee.ow to enhance the monitoring on 
the governance and transparency of the lessees;

6. (Refer to pages 31-33).                                                                                                                                                             
      1) Continue the quarterly reporting and yearly inspection with good point bad point 
system to allow good PRL’s to carry on and bad one to be terminated.

7. Whether and how to assess applications for new sites for sports and recreational use;
(Refer to pages 33-34).    
 1) YES surely as long as they are providing sporting experience and development are open 
to all with a fee and
 2) Yes if they are for the development of elite sports and international event support and 
hosting it should even be encouraged.

                                                                                                                                
Additional comments:
• The Club is open to the general public for sports actually 80% of the certification in the 
club or the sailing activity in general is for non-members.
• The Club has developed the land over the last 50 years and has already paid its due why 
charging more again.
• The Club is a peaceful haven in the Hong Kong jungle and bring peace, harmony and 
tranquility for the community.

                                                                                                                                                   
Best Regards, 
Alok Kumar





organize sporting programmes requiring that a minimum of 240 hours of programmes 
per month be open to enrolment by individual members of the public.

·       I support this proposal. Private sporting clubs must partner with NSAs 
and affiliated clubs to provide facilities and to host domestic and international 
competitions. The KCC is already doing this and far exceeding the 240 hours 
per month proposal. I endorse it continuing to do so.]

 

 

Thank you for considering my views,

Yours Sincerely,

Ravi V. Melwani Hathiramani
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The clubs in Hong Kong also play an important part in attracting skilled and highly qualified 
expatriates including returning Chinese. They have played a crucial part in the development 
of sport and in turn dramatically raised the profile of Hong Kong as not just being a concrete 
jungle. HKFC plays a major part in this by running over 100 teams across several sports as 
set out in the enclosed list and, in many instances engages internationally qualified coaches in 
a number of these sports to work with experienced members and, of course, with the children 
of members as well as the children of non-members. HKFC has approximately 2,200 children 
involved in mini/youth sports of which 60% are non-members. 

I was at the first Rugby Sevens tournament in April 1976 held at HKFC and knew some of 
the organisers. These were rugby enthusiasts, many of whom HKFC members, who had the 
connections, energy and the ability to see the potential, who volunteered their time to make it 
happen. The Cathay Pacific Sevens, as they are now known, are by far the biggest sporting 
event in Hong Kong becoming the premier event in the rugby world's sevens series and 
generating massive amounts for Hong Kong in tourism and positive publicity-something that 
Singapore has tried to copy but with limited success. They have also brought the game into 
the local Chinese community that previously had no ties to the sport so we are seeing more 
Chinese players take up the sport. 

HKFC having started the Sevens saw it move to then new government stadium which was 
needed to meet the rising demand and now is the only event that fills that stadium and pays 
for most of its running costs. Eventually HKFC members were instrumental in setting up the 
Rugby Tens tournament held at HKFC, initially as a social tournament leading into the 
Sevens but now the leading International Tens tournament in the world and with other social 
rugby tournaments held elsewhere have made the whole week leading up to the Sevens a 
rugby week attracting thousands of tourists and companies deciding to hold meetings in Hong 
Kong in conjunction with the rugby. You no doubt know that HKFC hosts nearly all of Hong 
Kong international rugby matches, most recently the Rugby World Cup qualifying match 
against the Cook Islands. 

HKFC can give you all the data on the number of children who benefit from rugby 
development training which like all the sporting Sections is dependent on sporting members 
volunteering their time. My son benefitted greatly from this including one HKFC tour to 
Japan-it has wonderful developmental effect on youngsters to belong to a team and go on tour. 
Just as now many of the players he trained with were non-Members and from my early 
recollection, many were Japanese. 

As mentioned, hockey is the sport that I am most closely involved in. In my opinion this is a 
sport well suited to Asian builds as it does not require the physical size that is typical with 
rugby players and we can see how successful this has become in places like Japan and 
Malaysia and of course, India and Pakistan. The PRC ladies are now ranked among the 
leaders in the world and unlike most team sports this is genuinely both a men's and a women's 
sport.  

Since I came to Hong Kong the game has moved from being played on grass to being played 
on artificial surfaces which are also more suited to our climate but require a high degree of 
professional maintenance and care. The number of teams playing in the ladies' and men's 
leagues has probably doubled over that time, mainly from new Chinese teams, but the 
number of pitches has not grown. We have lost the use of the old military pitches as well as 
the old HK University pitch in Pokfulam counter balanced by the King's Park pitch and a 
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share of Lok Fu and of course since 1996 we now have the HKFC pitch which is the elite 
pitch in Hong Kong. The government maintained pitches have a patchy maintenance record 
and from time to time have been out of use. It costs several million dollars to resurface which 
should last 7 to 10 years if properly maintained but to maintain at an elite status standard the 
HKFC pitch is likely to be replaced every 5 to 8 years. 

The quality and availability of the HKFC pitch is critical to the success of hockey in Hong 
Kong. When the pitches in the Happy Valley LCSD facility  were out of action a season or so 
ago, the HKFC squeezed more playing time from their pitch and games were played at HKFC 
not involving HKFC sides to help the HK Hockey Association deal with fixture problems. 
During the 2008 Olympics a few countries used  HKFC to prepare their hockey teams which 
gave everyone, members and non-members alike, the opportunity to see world class athletes 
for free as show games at HKFC were put on. In the same year HKFC hosted the world 
hockey masters and grandmasters tournament attracting all the leading countries. We used the 
HKFC pitch as the main pitch with the two LCSD hockey pitches (one shared with soccer) in 
the Valley also used for games. Older hockey players were co-opted to liaise with the visiting 
teams and I acted for Scotland who brought a large group including spouses who were 
amazed at the facilities of HKFC and the organisation. We can only attract this level of 
visiting team if we have facilities in top class condition and also have, through our members, 
the international contacts to make these events happen and the organisational ability to ensure 
all runs smoothly. The HKFC pitch and the HKFC organisational strength are critical to the 
success of HK hockey. 

To emulate our rugby colleagues with the Sevens and now the Tens and the Soccer Section 
with the very popular International Soccer Sevens, the Hockey Section holds the Easter Sixes 
attracting teams from within and without Asia as well as local teams, both men's and 
women's, which is now becoming an established part of the global hockey calendar. Again 
this is another opportunity for Hong Kong players to play international competition and helps 
with the development of the game here. 

The HKFC Hockey Section is now the leading developer of youth hockey. Our hockey 
development manager rates the HKFC youth players as far better than the Hong Kong side, 
which reflects better quality training, and we are now seeing HKFC developed players 
represent Hong Kong. Once these players enter the main leagues from the age of 14 they are 
eligible for HKFC Junior membership at very low fees (an up front amount of HK$ 1,000 and 
a monthly payment of HK$100 up to age 21 and thereafter up to age 28 HK$620) and then 
will be eligible for full sporting membership at reaching 28 years of age under HKFC rules 
amounting to  a joining fee of HK$25,000 and a monthly subscription of HK$1,550.There are 
around 300 children at all ages being trained at HKFC in the Junior Hockey section of which 
60% are non-members. 

In addition to these internal programmes HKFC supports a number of schools who use our 
pitch for training and other sports activities during the weekdays up to 4 pm. These are 
schools introduced by members and, of course reflect the shortage of Outdoor facilities that 
schools are faced with. Only a nominal fee of HK$300 per session is charged for use of the 
facilities. 

As you can see from the Hockey Section and the other sporting Sections there is limited 
capacity to make the pitches available to a large number of non-members. In the case of 
hockey each evening is currently used for training and/or league games and the whole 
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weekend is dedicated to league games (the Hockey Section has 16 league hockey teams). It is 
difficult to see how you would squeeze more time especially as adults will be working during 
the week. 
 
Lastly, a few comments on your suggested ways of dealing with a large increase in land 
premiums. I call on my business background  having helped grow an organisation from 85 
people to over 2,000 in Hong Kong and another 10,000 in mainland China  involving fund 
raising as well as serving multinational companies. 
 
Most clubs, including HKFC, set a cap on the number of members they can reasonably 
handle. Therefore adding new members is in practice a limited way of raising substantial 
funds and logically could not be repeated on a regular basis at every lease renewal. 
 
At HKFC there are generally no new social members except some converting from 
debentures and the main entrance to membership is by way of sporting memberships which 
are set relatively low to meet the financial capabilities of these younger applicants. 
 
Raising funds from the issue of debentures is not easy and can be hit or miss. HKFC has 
experienced difficulty recently in this regard and this may reflect the end of the days of 
'funny money' going into debentures which reflects some belt tightening among potential 
corporate applicants. If applicants question the ability of clubs to meet ever increasing land 
premiums then marketing them will become even tougher. 
 
Membership fees can be raised but there is a limit to how far this can be done before you start 
seriously impacting members particularly younger sporting members where a doubling of 
current fees could represent 10-20% of their monthly income given the depressed level of 
graduate salaries in Hong Kong (see the Chinese University survey from 3 years ago). 
 
The use of reserves is obviously limited. In the case of HKFC we have recently had to do that 
to meet the costs of needed maintenance and upgrading of facilities that run into a few 
hundred million dollars. Once they are used up they have to be somehow replenished. 
 
Loans need to be repaid and getting them in the first place will depend on banks willing to 
lend based on their assessment of future cash flows. 
 
In summary, if the sports clubs like HKFC did not exist then the government would have to 
provide more facilities and ensure they are professionally managed by people experienced in 
sport. They would likely lose many of the skilled volunteers who help develop the sporting 
skills in our youth and, of course, Hong Kong's image as a place to live and work would be 
diminished and be seen as less international. 
 
If you have any questions on the above, feel free to contact me by 
email:   or by mobile  
 
Yours faithfully 
 
 
Alan R.Powrie 
 
Enclosure 



選手如雲  為本地體壇注入動力 
We actively participate in the Hong Kong sports scene 

1 

 
 
 

HKFC league teams:   
 

• 7 men's and 2 ladies Rugby 

• 5 men's and 1 ladies Soccer 
• 19 men’s  and 7 ladies            
• 6 masters Squash 
• Winter League - 4 men’s and 2 ladies 

• Summer League -  4 men’s and 2 ladies  Tennis 

• 8 men's and 8 ladies Hockey 

• 6 ladies Netball 
• Summer League - 6 men's and 3 ladies  
• Winter League - 7 men's and 4 ladies Lawn Bowls 
• 2 men’s doubles and 1 ladies 
• 1 mixed doubles Badminton 
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Unless a convincing case can be made for changing the current arrangements, there should be 
no change. What purpose would be served by charging a high land premium for these sites? 
It would merely be a sort of disguised wealth tax, possibly serving an ideological purpose but 
hardly making a difference to Hong Kong's public finances. Many PRL beneficiary 
organisations have more than justified their existence by developing marginal land for the 
benefit of Hong Kong people by offering sports and recreational facilities that are not 
otherwise available. This is a benefit for society, not something that should be penalised.

4) Should PRL lessees be required to further open up their facilities to better
complement and support sports development in Hong Kong (pages 25-30).

If they do not do so already, then that is a perfectly valid requirement. However, based on my 
knowledge of the Aberdeen Boat Club, I believe PRL organisations already do this. Our club 
is open to use by non-members in numerous ways and approximately 80% of its sailing 
activitity involves non-members.

5) What type of facilities should be allowed on these sites, including ancillary facilities
(pages 30-31).

The importance of PRL beneficiaries such as the Aberdeen Boat Club is that they provide 
access to popular sporting activities that are otherwise unavailable in Hong Kong. It's 
important that the primary focus of specialised organisations like our club should be 
maintained. However anything that contributes to, or augments, that focus should be 
welcomed. Checking that this is so is a proper and reasonable part of HAB's ongoing 
monitoring activity and PRL organisations should be responsive to suggestions made by 
HAB.

6) How to enhance monitoring of governance and transparency of lessees (pages 31-33).

It is hard for me to comment on this as I do not have detailed knowledge of HAB's current 
monitoring. I understand that PRL beneficiaries submit quarterly reports and are inspected by 
HAB on an annual basis. I believe this is a sensible policy and it should continue. PRL 
organisations that are found to be in breach of their charters/constitutions or leases, failing to 
cater for as many users of their facilities as they could, or underperforming in other ways 
should be subject to warnings and eventual withdrawal of their lease if they do not return to 
compliance. It is, of course, important to do this in a transparent manner and with an 
independent appeal mechanism so that charges of malice or unreasonable coercion either do 
not arise or can be disproved.

7) Whether and how to assess applications for new sites for sports and recreational use
(pages 33-34).

The key criteria must be: are the applicants offering access to sporting/recreational activities 
that are otherwise impossible or hard to find elsewhere in Hong Kong? Are they intent on 
developing and promoting Hong Kong's ability to compete internationally in these activities, 
and willing to nurture local talent? Are they making reasonable and proportionate use of such 
land as they are granted for these purposes? Are they open to non-member use of their 
facilities as well as use by their own members? Have they given adequate assurances of 



compliance with their own charters/constitutions and such requirements as may be 
conditional on their lease?

I am puzzled that this question is even raised in your document, as I have always assumed 
that HAB used these criteria already.

Conclusion

In conclusion, may I respectfully submit that no social purpose is served by putting in 
jeopardy the future of clubs and other organisations that already meet the criteria laid out in 
my response to question 7 above. Unfortunately that is what will happen if proposals to 
massively increase the land premium on PRLs are implemented.

Hong Kong does not need to levy large sums in extra taxation, so these proposals appear to 
be punitive in intent. I cannot understand why Hong Kong people should be punished for the 
innocent enjoyment of sporting and recreational activities that have been provided for many 
years under the present system.

Best wishes,

Euan Barty









Member of the Hong Kong Country Club 
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Q. 7 Whether and how to assess applications for new sites for sports and recreational use?
A.7- Annual inspections.
Yours faithfully
Mark R H Newman





Mark R H Newman







organize sporting programmes requiring that a minimum of 240 hours of programmes 
per month be open to enrolment by individual members of the public.

· I support this proposal. Private sporting clubs must partner with NSAs
and affiliated clubs to provide facilities and to host domestic and international
competitions. The KCC is already doing this and far exceeding the 240 hours
per month proposal. I endorse it continuing to do so.

 Thank you for considering my views.

Yours Sincerely,

Sanam Hira 
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Since records started to be kept in 2015, the Club has opened up over 5,000 hours of our 
sports facilities to Eligible Outside Bodies such as schools and sports associations. There was a 
65% increase in number of hours opened from 2016 to 2017 alone. The Club remains 
committed to further opening up our facilities and to allocate even more resources to 
accommodate the needs of outside bodies. 

Caring for the community is a core value that has long been and continues to be embraced 
by the Club, and in doing so, we provide access to our non-sporting facilities to social or 
charitable organisations, including use of the lawn, playground, playroom and dining 
facilities, despite such facilities not falling within HAB’s Opening-up Scheme, and hours so 
offered not credited by HAB. We continue to support a range of NGOs and charities, and in 
selecting our Charity Partners, special emphasis is placed on those supporting children and 
the elderly. 

Mother’s Choice is one of the Club’s two Charity Partners, and has been since 2010. Their 
WEE Care Group and BABY Care Group visit the Club approx. 24 times a year, and we 
provide a safe open space for children without families to play in, such as our playroom, 
lawn and playground, before treating all the children and carers to lunch at the Poolside. 
From 2015 to date, we have provided more than 1,300 meals to Mother’s Choice free of 
charge. 

St. Mary’s Home for the Aged (St. Mary’s), just around the corner from the Club, is our other 
Charity Partner, and has been since 2012, when the Club generously donated $840,000 to 
replace and repair windows and doors in the Men’s Wing of the Home. We arrange regular 
monthly days of respite for groups of elderly residents, during which they may do some tai chi 
on the lawn, enjoy a game of bowling and have lunch in the Bayview Room with Members 
and staff volunteers before departing. The Clubs serves approx. 160 meals to St. Mary’s 
residents free of charge per year, and management visits the Home each year at 
Thanksgiving to cook and serve 120 residents and carers a 3-course lunch and to entertain 
them with a sing-a-long. The Club also arranges ongoing festive donations such as 
mooncakes, rice dumplings and Chinese New Year puddings. 

The Club fundraises for selected charities throughout the year through charity sales and 
holding charity sports tournaments. Since 2014, we have raised more than $500,000 through 
events such as the Annual Christmas Charity Market and the Tennis Charity Social. These 
funds have benefited more than 7 charities, e.g. St. Mary’s, The Home of Loving Faithfulness, 
Little Life Warrior Society, Hong Kong Dog Rescue. 

Over the past three years, the Club has welcomed over 30 charities/NGOs and local Hong 
Kong schools on their outings, offering meals, sports, games, team-building and in-kind or 
venue support. Notable Organisations include: Just Volunteers English Language Learning 
program for disadvantaged children, Hong Kong Christian Services, St. James’ Settlement, 
We Paint supporting children on the autism spectrum, HKU Space and HKAPA. More than 
2,800 individuals have visited the Club since 2015 and we have served more than 2,300 
meals free of charge. 

The Club has partnered with Foodlink Foundation since 2012 to donate our surplus food to 
beneficiaries partners such as St. Barnabas Society and Chai Wan Baptist Church Social 
Service served onsite to those in need free of charge. Since 2015, we have donated more 
than 1,100 kg of food to Foodlink Foundation. 

It shows great foresight on your part to encourage and support such institutions that are 
intrigued and part of the major success of Hong Kong over the years.







My View: Yes if they are for the development of elite sports and international event support 
and hosting it should even be encouraged.
Thank you. 
Best regards,

Henry Lam





Kong as a “World City”. 

While there is considerable attention on land supply and usage I would 
argue that by providing a community, some space and sport facilities, the 
Clubs actually help facilitate a more efficient use of the land available 
in Hong Kong. I always suggest to new arrivals in HK that they should join 
a Club to get access to the recreational facilities that need to compensate 
for what is usually much smaller accommodation provision in Hong Kong and 
to get rapid access to a like minded community. 

The key is the efficient use of the land. The members pay for the 
facilities of the Clubs they obviously should have priority to use of the 
facilities they have paid for, however many Clubs have periods of lower use 
age where non-members should have greater access and maybe that needs to be 
incorporated into the land lease. Again the Yacht Club and Aberdeen Boat 
Club are a good examples where the school sailing is using the facilities 
during the day, mid-week. In the case of the Yacht Club 74% of students are 
non-members. 

I would therefore not support any changes to financial structure of the 
private recreational leases if they are providing the sporting or 
recreational service to their members and non-members interested in their 
sport. Indeed I think there is benefit in providing longer land leases so 
these Clubs can plan and finance development and upkeep of their facilities 
with more certainty. 

Many thanks

Andrew Taylor

Drew Taylor





I am convinced that in order for Hongkong to survive, we must position 
ourselves as a centre of excellence in the greater China region. When I speak 
about excellence, I mean excellence in all aspects of life, government,  
employment, healthcare, welfare, and involvement with the community.  
Anything less, and HK becomes just another Chinese city.  Dumbing down to 
the lowest common societal denominator is simply not an option for us, we 
would loose our uniqueness, vitality, and usefulness to China. 

HK brands itself  as Asia’s world city,  but it can only become what it aspires to 
be provided it has something different and better to offer than what is elsewhere 
available.    We cannot compete with other Chinese cities in terms of cheap 
labour  and land, we are a high input cost economy, with limited natural 
resources,  other than human capital and ingenuity we have little else.  This 
means that not only do we have to nurture the talent we have, but at the same 
time attract  high caliber talent from overseas to come and live and work 
amongst our population.  High caliber talent moves globally,  it is a force for 
good, Hongkong needs to attract such people if it is to survive in an ever 
challenging and competitive environment. 

Private clubs complement and enhance the existing stock of lifestyle and 
recreational facilities which are essential in attracting overseas talent to 
Hongkong.   They form part of an internationally accepted lifestyle  of high 
caliber achievers wherever they may choose to live. In making the case for 
private clubs occupying public land, I accept the view that they should be 
required to pay more for the use of the land occupied, and at the same time be 
made to encourage greater public usage of the facilities they have.

Country Club members have, over the past few years been appreciative of the 
HAB move to open facilities to members of the public and to other associations.  
Year on year usage of the club facilities by outside bodies has been increasing, 
and will continue to do so with the help and support of members.

The many clubs in Hongkong provide a rich source of diversity to our 
population, and one only has to see the large waiting lists of Hongkong people 
as well as foreign residents wishing to avail of such facilities.  

As Club members, one is a beneficiary of the assets and traditions built up by 
former members, and today one is a trustee of those assets for future members.  
Continued survival of the clubs and the part they play in the life of the 
community in Hongkong adds lustre to our community.  



In closing, I would like to thank you for this opportunity to express my views 
and trust that my comments will be useful in lending support to the renewal of 
PRL leases for private members clubs in Hongkong.

Yours sincerely

Jimmy M. Master





1) Any as long as they are in line with the ethos and M&A of each clubs, provide sporting
experience, and Development are opened to all with a fee.

6. How to enhance the monitoring on the governance and transparency of the
lessees;
(Refer to pages 31-33).

1) Continue the quarterly reporting and yearly inspection with good point bad point system to
allow good PRL’s to carry on and bad one to be terminated.

7. Whether and how to assess applications for new sites for sports and recreational
use;
(Refer to pages 33-34).

1) YES surely as long as they are providing sporting experience and development are open 
to all with a fee and
2) Yes if they are for the development of elite sports and international event support and
hosting it should even be encouraged.

Yours faithfully,
Paul LEESE











A.6 - Quarterly returns highlighting non-members’ participations.

Q. 7 Whether and how to assess applications for new sites for sports and recreational use
(Refer to pages 33-34)

A.7 -- Annual inspections

Many thanks!!
Bob Chung
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authorities such as the local Marine Police.
The Hebe Haven Yacht Club has 200 Sailing Cadet Members aged between 7 and 18 years.
The Hebe Haven Yacht Club is the Hong Kong Sports Federation base for regional Laser training
The Hebe Haven Yacht Club racing team has three youth members representing Hong Kong in the 
National Sailing Team.
The Hebe Haven Yacht Club provides local and regional sailors (including those from mainland 
China) with sailing and racing opportunities.
The Hebe Haven Yacht Club has over 3,000 non-members on the premises per year for sailing 
courses, keelboat and dinghy regattas contributing to 2,800 hours of community access.
I hope my comments are helpful in assisting in your review of the PRL Policy and look forward to a 
comprehensive and mutually beneficial final policy.
Regards,
David Yang
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PUI TAK CANOSSIAN COLLEGE 

Private Recreational Lease and Land Matters Section, 

Home Affairs Bureau (Recreation and Sport Branch), 

13/F, West Wing, Central Government Offices, 

2 Tim Mei Avenue, Tamar, 

Hong Kong 

To whom it may concern, 

19 July 2018 

I am writing here to describe how the Hong Kong Country Club has support our school in 

providing various learning opportunities to our students. Started from 2017, the Club has provided 

facilities usage and sports trainings for our students. In the previous years, we have one form of nearly 

100 students went to the Club to attend a 4-sessions training on bowling trained by professional 

coaches of the Club. In addition to bowling training, these students have also played squash in the 

Club's indoor spots ground for another 4-sessions. These opportunities are precious to our students 

not only that these facilities are difficult to access in Hong Kong but more important is that the costs 

of accessing these facilities and hiring coaches are unaffordable by most of our students who came 

from the unprivileged classes. The development of bowling and coaching provided has increased and 

enhanced the enthusiasm of students towards such sports and for those who shown keen interests the 

Club has also helped us to form an ECA club so that student can have more chances to practice and 

strengthen their skills. Most students have been benefited from the program and their sports 

knowledge have been enriched. 

The program offered by the Club is not a one-off nature program. Instead we have worked 

continuously and the training provided by the Club has already embedded into our current Physical 

Education curriculum. We are now working with the Hong Kong Country Club for more opportunities 

and we deeply appreciate what the Club's contribution to the community and to our school. I hope 

that my description helps the department to understand more what the Hong Kong Country Club has 

done and we are looking forward that the Club will keep supporting our school in the coming future. 

Yours sincerely, 

Assistant Principal 

Pui Tak Canossian College 

itt/JJ: Address: '\il'illl'\il'ilffi'Jsl.lll!l!i:200'l/t 200PEELR1SE,ABERDEEN,HONGKONG '1!\:�,S Tel: 25540780 JSJ!: Fax: 25521802 itl>II Email : ptcc@ptcc.edu.hk il!ll!l: Website: http://www.ptcc.edu.hk 







system to allow good PRL’s to carry on and bad one to be terminated.

7. Whether and how to assess applications for new sites for sports and recreational
use;
(Refer to pages 33-34).

        Yes if they are for the development of elite sports and international event support and 
hosting it should even be encouraged.

Best regards,
Kathy Hui
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January 23, 2018 

Private Recreational Lease and Land Matters Section 
Home Affairs Bureau (Recreation and Sports Branch) 
13/Fl West Wing, Central Government Offices 
2 Tim Mei Avenue, Tamar, Hong Kong 

By email and by post: prl_consultation@hab.gov.hk 

Dear Sir/Madam,  

Re: Public Consultaion on the Policy Review of Private Recreational Leases 

I am greatly perturbed to hear that Hong Kong Government Home Affairs Bureau 
would go as far as to contemplate the possibility of yielding to the demand of a 
pressure  group to press for the repossessing land from private clubs in Hong 
Kong for public housing.  

If we were to look into the existing land policy in PRC, we would be hard pressed 
to find the existence of such a draconian demand by the PRC Government on the 
return of land from private clubs or golf courses for conversion into lots of land 
for public housing.  

The State Council of the Central Government accepted the return of Hong Kong’s 
sovereignty back to China in 1997 under the guiding principle of “ONE COUNTRY 
TWO SYSTEMS “ laid down by Premier Deng Xiao Peng. Also under this guiding 
principle, Hong Kong is to be ruled for “ 50 YEARS NO CHANGES” under the Basic 
Law.  The repossession of private clubs’ land is clearly a violation of the guiding 
principles laid down by Premier Deng for Hong Kong which are “ ONE COUNTRY 
TWO SYSTEM” with “50 YEARS NO CHANGE”.  

If The Hong Kong Government  Home Affairs Bureau were allowed to take 
repossess private land, then what would stop the pressure group from 
demanding the return of all privately owned or leased properties to HK 
Government? What would stop the pressure group from demanding the return of 
both races courses of the HK JOCKEY CLUB for public housing? 

The Hong Kong Country Club is, by virtue of the special lease conditions, a 
subvented  non-government organization.  The HK Basic Law has a specific 
provision about subvented non-government organizations and I quote: 

“Article 44 
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The Government of Hong Kong Special Administrative Region shall maintain 
the policy previously practiced in Hong Kong in respect of subventions for 
non-governmental organizations in fields such as education, medicine, and 
health, culture, art recreation, sports, social welfare and social work.  Staff 
members previously serving in subvented organizations in Hong Kong may 
remain in their employment in accordance with the previous system.” 

The Hong Kong Country Club is an international community, which represents a 
cross-section of Hong Kong.  It provides recreational, educational, and 
community service opportunities not only for its members and staff, but also for 
the various local schools, non-governmental organizations,  welfare services with 
whom it collaborates and supports.  As such,  it reflects the partnership between 
a private organization and community and public services.  

The Club provides usage of its facilities to local school children amounting to 
1,228 hours in 2017 and expected to reach 1,500 hours in 2018.  It hosts local 
and international tournaments for both public and private organizations, having 
collaborated with LCSD since 2013 and with the HK Tennis Association.   The 
Club has opened up its sports facilities for up to 5,000 hours since 2015 and a 
65% increase  between 2016 and 2017.  

In addition to opening up sports facilities, the Club contributes towards the 
community through its regular on-going support of social and welfare and 
charitable organizations, such as St Mary’s Home for the Aged in Aberdeen, 
Home of Loving Faithfulness, Little Life Warrior Society, Mother’s Choice, St. 
James Settlement. The Club’s support includes financial contributions as well as 
opportunities for outings to the HK Country Club which provide respite, fresh air, 
and recreational outings for the elderly, for challenged young children and 
babies and their volunteer carers.  Working with Foodlink Foundation, the Club 
has donated more than 1100 kg of food for the homeless since 2015.  It has 
welcomed more than 2800 visitors since 2014 from various charities, and served 
3,600 meals free of charge.  

The  provides internship placements for young persons in the hospitality and 
food industry, as well as opportunities for challenged individuals through the 
Structural Welfare Program run by the English Schools Foundation. 

The Club provides a stable employment environment for 300 members of staff 
which represents 300 families in Hong Kong.  It contributes $100,000 to the Staff 
Children Education Fund and Achievement annually. 

Through its role in the hospitality and recreational sector, the Club injects over 
$70 million each year through its purchasing needs, maintenance work, 
production and employment, shipping of goods and the employment of 
carpenters, maintenance workers, builders, gardeners etc. 

In short, the recreational privately run clubs in Hong Kong have their role to play 
in keeping our city vibrant, cosmopolitan, healthy and green.  The Government 
has other, better  and more productive options for increasing the supply of land 
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to meet its housing problems.  It need not take the short-term view of infringing 
on recreational space or our irreplaceable green country parks.   

 Finally, and in addition, let us respect the privilege granted to our city in the 
Basic Law, of maintaining “One Country, Two Systems”  by not violating or 
ignoring Article 144. 

Sincerely 

Kenneth Hing Cheung Fung,  
HK Country Club  
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By post and email:prl_consultation@hab.gov.hk 

July 23, 2018 

Private Recreational Lease Matters Section 
Home Affairs Bureau (Recreation and Sports Branch) 
13/Fl West Wing Central Government Offices 
2 Tim Mei Avenue, Tamar 
Hong Kong 

Dear Sirs/Madam 

Re: Public Consultation on the Policy Review of Private Recreational Leases 

I am writing to object to the Government’s possible plan to revoke and take back 
private recreational leases from private clubs in Hong Kong in order to increase 
land supply for public housing. 

In our international city of  Hong Kong, private and public enterprise have 
historically built the city to its present day international stature. We can be and 
must be, proud of this relationship.  While the government has in the past 
provided and in the early days, spearheaded, housing projects through public 
housing and the home ownership scheme, today the government needs to think, 
imaginatively and in the long term, and for the common good.   Taking back 
privately used land from clubs, would, in many ways, discourage the private-
public partnership that has been the strength of Hong Kong. It is counter-
productive.  

Whilst the Government provides a certain amount of recreational land and 
facilities for our citizens, one only has to look at the limitations. Except for where 
nature is free for all,  - with our cherished hills and parkland,  our seaside 
beaches and the ocean, and some  publicly built parks, sporting  and outdoor 
facilities mostly need to be booked in advance and these are usually done by 
sports organizations and schools. 

Private clubs, and thereby their membership, do their part in providing 
recreational facilities and social services for our city’s citizens.   The Hong Kong 
Country Club contributes to both Sports Development and to Community 
Services. As a long term resident of Hong Kong since 1967 and a member of the 
Hong Kong Country Club, I can attest to its wider role in Hong Kong.   
Contributions to Sports Development: 

1) Usage by schools –
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The Club has extended an invitation to 800+ schools to use the Club’s 
facilities. Of these, 20 are  now regular users of the Club. Between 2016 
and 2017 usage has increased 150% from 491 hours to 1228 hours. 
Statistics indicate that usage by  school aged youth by the end of 2018 will 
be up to 1,500 hours.  

2) Summer Day Camp  - During the summer and Christmas holidays, the
Club offers day camp programs for school children.  By the end of 2018
more than 370 children will have received 819 hours of FREE COACHING.

3) Junior Tennis Scholarship Program  - The Club as 6 tennis courts.  So far,
26 recipients aged 8-17 have received 3,000 hours of FREE COACHING
after school hours.

4) Collaboration with LCSD - The Club has been a full and active participant
of the LCSD;s “Sport For for All Day” for five years.

5) International Sports Host - The Club has hosted numerous international
and local tennis tournaments including  The Wheelchair Tennis
Exhibition Match in 2011, The Asian International Schools Championship
in 2016, and the HK International Junior Tennis Championship (U18
category) since 2016. In November 2018 the Club plans to host the
International Super Seniors Tennis Open, which is a tournament
internationally sanctioned by the International Tennis Federation.

6) The Club is one of the hosts for the HK Tennis Association (HKTA)
Leagues

7) Since 2015, the Club has opened up over 5000 hours of sports facilities to
outside bodies, with an increase of 65% in the number of hours between
2016-2017.

All this has been done and is continuously being done within the Clubs 
relatively small footprint in Hong Kong and modest sports facilities. 

Community Development 
The Club and its Membership participates and contributes to the Hong Kong 
Community’s well being. 

1) The Club provides access to its non-sporting facilities to social or
charitable organizations for their fund raising drives,  meetings etc.

2) The Club is a regular supporter of St. Mary’s Home for the Aged in
Aberdeen through donations and visitations by members. It supports
the Little Life Warrior Society (childhood cancer patients) and the
Home of Loving Faithfulness (children and adults with multiple
disabilities)
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3) The Club supports NGOs such as Mother’s Choice, by providing a
venue for its volunteers with the children to visit for recreational
purposes 24 times a year.

4) The Club provides a safe and open space for these children, and others
(e.g. from other nurseries), who, would have limited outdoor space
and fresh are, with facilities for play and lunch at the poolside.

5) The Club has welcomed over 30 charities/NGOs and local schools
during the past three years, hosting more than 2800 individuals and
serving more than 3,600 meals free of charge.

6) The Club partners with FOODLINK  Foundation since 2012, and
donated more than 1,100 kg of food to Foodlink Foundation since
2015.

7) The Club annually holds some fundraising  events through charity
sales, sports tournaments, raising approximately  $500,000 for more
than 7 charities since 2014, including, in addition to the above,
mentioned charities,  Helping Hand, Playright, St James Settlement.

8) The Club has provided scholarship aid to children of its staff members
through its Staff Children Education Fund and Achievement to the
amount of $100,000 per year as well as a staf f education subsidy
scheme.

9) The Club provides continuing professional development and
opportunities for its 300 staff members which represents 300 families.
If a review of the PRL ultimately results in the closure of the Club, the
staff will become unemployed, with many long term employees
reaching near retirement age, will result in their being unable to find
new employment and families will suffer financially.

10) In addition to the above, the Club has hosted internships to
students from schools which focus on the recreation and hospitality
industry, such as the VTC in Aberdeen and other institutions.  It also
provides work placement for students with who are handicapped by
developmental disorders, through a collaboration with the Structural
Workplace Program  run by the English Schools Foundation.

As you can see, the Club provides the opportunities to both its members, its staff, 
and the community at large, to work and recreate together, thus strengthening 
the partnerships amongst people.  The Club, by its nature and founding, is an 
international club, representative of the international nature of Hong Kong’s 
residents.  This is reflected in its membership as well as its staff.  We work 
together and play together.  
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Comments on Alternative options for the Government to seek land for 
housing: 

The options outlined by the Government for an increase in the supply of land for 
housing, which include land reclamation, the use of “brown sites” are far more 
productive, will actually provide more hectares of land, than the seizure of 
private recreational club lands.   

In addition, the major land developers in Hong Kong hold a very large land bank 
which they release gradually through the building of private housing, and thus 
have a monopoly on private land supply and are able to maintain sky-high world 
record property prices.  This is an outdated policy and practice.  It is not 
something Hong Kong should be proud of. Property developers should be 
obliged, once they purchase land by auction, to build within a certain time frame 
(e.g. 5 years) with facilities for both the middle income and aging population. 
Failing to comply, the Government should buy back the land, at the purchase 
price, and release it for auction or develop housing itself again through the 
aborted Home Ownership Scheme.  Singapore has been mentioned as an example. 

It is incorrigible  that Hong Kong, such a prosperous international city,  with its 
huge financial reserves, should have a situation where families have to live in 
subdivided apartments, or in flats which are ridiculously small and therefore 
unhealthy for the emotional, as well as physical well being of its citizens.  

I hope the Government will be wise, in doing what it has done in the past, to 
think in longer term, to respect its natural parklands and seas, to nurture and 
foster the public-private partnership which has brought prosperity to the city, 
and not seize a short-term, short-sighted solution to the pressing need for 
housing, by taking back recreational land which,  has a wider benefit than would 
meet the eye of those who do not look deeply into the situation and seek only a 
“popular” short term solution to a deeper, long term social problem. 

In conclusion, I very much support the proposed conditions as shared with 
the public on March 20, 2018.  I agree to opening the Club’s facilities to 
30% if its total capacity and also for the Club to pay a third of the Fair 
Market Value for its rural building lot, used for the sole purpose of 
recreation and as an international country club as defined in the Club’s 
original lease.  In this way, the collaboration between public and private 
bodies will continue to benefit Hong Kong and its people.  

Cornelia Fung,  
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storage of training and safety vessels, and properly equipped maintenance 
workshops are all very needed by Hebe Haven Yacht Club. 

f) How to enhance the monitoring on the governance and transparency of the
lessees :-
 Quarterly returns highlighting non-members’ participations.  

g) Whether and how to assess applications for new sites for sports and
recreational use ;-
Careful examine of proposal, start with an initial short term lease. Annual
inspections for compliance of rules before first renewal and thereafter.

It is a shame to see such a great club going into hardship, for all the 
benefits including promoting sailing sports events, charity events, 
cleaning up the local water and islands in Sai Kung area that it had 
brought to Hong Kong's people in the pass, and the commitment to continuing 
doing so in the future. Hong Kong is surrounded by beautiful water, and 
sailing/boating activities really utilises the best asset of Hong Kong, 
with not much actual hard land area required compared to many other PRL 
sites on your listing. We are living in a very stressed enviroment in Hong 
Kong, your Hong Kong people NEEDS these PRL sites to exist to provide a 
better living.

Best Regards,

Charles Yung
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If permitted and supported I foresee the Club to continue to play a bigger role in the local 
sports development by becoming as a centre of excellence for youth sports. From the 
public's viewpoint, not only will it benefit from the Club's leadership role through its long 
standing sports credentials, but also from the experience and skilled resources provided by 
the Club. 

Sincerely yours 

Linda Shum 







Private Recreational Lease and Land Matters Section, Home Affairs Bureau (Recreation 
and Sport Branch),  
13/F, West Wing, Central Government Offices, 
2 Tim Mei Avenue,  
Tamar,  
Hong Kong 
 
Email: prl consultation@hab.gov.hk  
 
Dear Sir/Madam,  
 

RE: Public consultation on the Policy Review of Private Recreational Leases  
 
I am writing in support of the Hong Kong Country Club. 
 
I came to Hong Kong in  because of my company,  
having transferred me. 
 
My wife and I settled in Hong Kong and both of our sons were born in Hong Kong. 
We are all permanent residents of HK. 
 
I would like to commend the HK Country Club for providing our family with a 
wonderful facility, which enabled us to successfully find a good work/life balance. 
I can sincerely say that without membership of the HK Country Club, we would 
have been much less inclined to remain in HK and pursue a career and family life 
in HK. People work hard and long hours in HK and therefore we found it very 
important to have access to the club. 
 
Our elder son was able to reach a high standard in tennis due to the coaching at 
the club and he was the best in his age group in HK. 
 
We would therefore request that you support the club in its efforts to retain its 
status quo. This can be only a good thing for HK in its efforts to attract and retain 
talent from overseas. 
 
Yours faithfully, 
 
Colin J. Geddes 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
FACT SHEET  
The Hong Kong Country Club’s support for sports development and community 
contribution.  
Our Contribution to Sports Development  

• •  Invite 800+ schools to use the Club’s facilities, of which around 20 are regular 
users 
- Use of facilities by schools increased 150% from 491 hours in 2016 to 1,228 
hours in 2017 - Expect to increase to 1,500 hours in 2018  

• •  Junior Tennis Scholarship Program 
- 26 recipients aged 8 to 17 received 3,000 hours of coaching free of charge thus 
far  

• •  Summer and Christmas Camps for local school children 
- By the end of 2018, more than 370 children will have received 819 hours of free 
coaching  

• •  Participation in LCSD’s “Sport For All Day” for 5 years 
- Sports facilities will be open to all every Tuesday and Thursday during July and 
August in 2018  

• •  The Club has hosted numerous international and local tennis tournaments 
- The Wheelchair Tennis Exhibition Match in 2011 
- The Asian International Schools Championships in 2016 
- The Hong Kong National Junior Tennis Championships (U18 categories) since 
2016  

• •  One of the hosts of the Hong Kong Tennis Association (HKTA) Leagues  
• •  In plan to host the International Super Senior Tennis Open in November 2018, 

an International Tennis  
Federation (ITF) sanctioned tournament  

• •  The Club has opened up over 5,000 hours of sports facilities to outside bodies 
since 2015 - 65% increase in number of hours from 2016 to 2017  
Our Contribution to the Community  

o •  Provide access to our non-sporting facilities to social or charitable 
organisations  

o •  The Club supports 3 charities on regular basis 
- St. Mary’s Home for the Aged: the elderly 
- Little Life Warrior Society: childhood cancer patients 
- Home of Loving Faithfulness: children and adults with multiple 
disabilities  

o •  Support NGOs such as Mother’s Choice 
- Visit about 24 times a year 
- The Club provides a safe open space for children to play in and have 
lunch at the Poolside - The Club provided more than 1,300 free meals 
since 2015  

o •  Fundraising for selected charities through charity sales and holding 
charity sports tournaments, raised around $500,000 for more than 7 
charities since 2014  

o •  Welcomed over 30 charities/NGOs and local Hong Kong schools over 
the past three years 
- Welcomed more than 2,800 individuals and the Club has served more 
than 2,300 meals free of charge  



o •  Partnered with Foodlink Foundation since 2012 
- Donated more than 1,100 kg of food to Foodlink Foundation since 2015  

Dated 3 July 2018  
 





for the Aged, Home of Loving Faithfulness, Little Life Warriors, Helping Hands, Dog 
Rescue, Playright and St. James Settlement in service as well as fund raising 
activities.  The fundraising events were planned and executed with much love and 
care with the objective of maximizing donations to the many needy in Hong Kong.

Thank you for allowing me to add my voice.  The Home Affairs Bureau has a difficult 
task ahead, but I personally believe that clubs should continue serving Hong Kong 
and I agree with the proposed new conditions as shared with the public on 20 March 
2018. I agree to opening our facilities to 30% of our total capacity and also agree for 
our Club to pay a third of the Fair Market Value for our rural building lot used for the 
sole purpose of an international country club as defined in the club’s lease. Hong 
Kong Country Club adds value to the community of Hong Kong and will continue to 
do so given the opportunity.

Sincerely yours,

Erica Li 
 Member

The Hong Kong Country Club




