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Dear Sir,

| have some suggestions on the following points:
(1)
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8. | agree that the I EE should be adopted to FLEH JK#&. Just like the JCEARTIFFLEE s "BHH L | the whole

process of construction is really horrible, like the means they collect land, the conflicts between neignbouring villagers, the
destroying of FESHHZE, (1 am one of the villagers there )
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First, for the insufficient ‘B JK&&{Z. The development of private £ /X3 is the fault of the government. The government should
take the resoponsibility to settle down all of the 5 JKS§&{Z. You say that the /K &&{i7 are limited in HK. Shouldnt the government
have noticed this problem for a long time? I dont think the exist of private 5 W#& could reflect a URGENT NEED of ‘B K #afi7
because the government should have done something on it.Otherwise, it is the fault of the government and this fault should be
announced! Second, The consumers MUST bare the responsibility of replacing their 5%, Why do they take the risk of buying
private 5 JK#R{I7This is because they are SELFISH, One on hand, they just concern how good the environment of private K
#& 1s. On the other hand, They havent taken the construction process of private {5 /X#& into serious consideration. This includes the
land collections of village people who are poor. IT IS ABSOLUTE TRUE that they have thought the risk and consequence of
buying private 1 JK&&{L.If they really have no ways to tackle the problems. The consumers may just bring them to their home
until ther are more ‘B K&&{ provided. Or they follow the legal way , queue up and wait for the public B IE#EfT.

After answering your question. [ want to ask a question. [s the government willing to see and does she accept the land collections
methods and allow the developer to destroy the natural environment withouth a whole planning and consultation? If the answer is
NO, then the government should stop all the private & 7&#&. it is true that we have to respect our & A. BUT, should the villages
be also be respected!? The impact of replacing all private & JX§&{v7 versus all protesters, I think the government should weigh the
importance of both of them. For all protesters, they are all alife, they are still contributing to the HK society, the allowance of
private ‘28 would less trust the gorvernment, the harmony of protesters towards HK,
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LA ISR N —— %< you should still report this kind of ‘B #& with reasons for not_
includi i Lol

HEMEEEBHESRIERE  FEHBER— - <, [ otallt disagree with this suggestion. That means the
government allows them that they dont have to follow the normal procedure of building a 5% #&. The point is not how they
improve the final product which is the way they run the 15 JX#&, instead, the concem is the means they used to build such a &%
#&.This IS ABSOLUELY conflict with the normal moral standard. If the gorvernment support the point of # E{"#ZEHEBFES
Fe—MYERE - EEHREEZ—. That means the HK gorvernment has low moral standard as well.

1 am writing to complain about that JTCEA#T#IFELEH k& " BAH 1L, with the following points, the developers:
- destroy [RESAEER
- illegal build roads and extend the two sides of roads to the " BHH 1] ,which lead to dangerous consequence like landslide
- violate the #5259 reported by the government
- The extended building is still in construction instead of removing. This violate thei: 7EHUBCFISE T HI#. The IuriE#
authority has already asked them to remove. Why the government still do not ban their construction!?



-sells the B R &7 already, but the "BAH(L is not approved by the government yet

- have started to destroy another JFF5E S in JTTEHFT R, 1T the government still does not take any action, there will be several
imitated cases. ( this is related to the legalise of "BAH|L|  , if the government make it legal, the others should also be legal, but
again they violate the principal.)

- no agreements and consultation with villages/local people

[ look forward to hearing from you.
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