Before Hong Kong’s ‘fragrant harbour’ was colonized these lands were settled by Hakka and other indigenous peoples who escaped uncertainly and started new lives at the
end of the Pearl River Delta. Many chose to settle around the area now known as the ‘New Territories’ for its lush landscapes, abundance of water, and the protections
afforded by the mountains and valleys. Hundreds of years later in 1898 villagers suddenly awoke to the news that they were now part of the Colony of Hong Kong. As the
colony continued to grow over the decades that followed with successive waves of immigration, Hong Kong’s housing strained under the pressure, resulting in riots and
unrest. The government looked to the New Territories to provide the not only the space to grow and build new towns but also the water to sustain them.

Over one hundred and twenty years later British colonialism has left many enduring marks on Hong Kong’s identity as well as on its physical landscape. One of the most
peculiar, and controversial, is the legacy of the ‘Small House Policy’. Unlike Hong Kong and Kowloon, the New Territories were leased and not ceded, and this led to Hong
Kong developing very differently due to dual policies which govern the land use to this day. The Small House Policy was seen as compensation for ancestral lands
relinquished by villagers for development of the New Towns. This policy grants decedents of ‘original villager's’ families, rights to build a three-story house for the next
generations to live.

With skyrocketing housing prices downtown, this has created a boom of these ‘village houses’ being built, sold and rented out, many becoming homes for ‘new villagers’
migrating from the city, on lands that once were traditionally farming and fishing villages for centuries and once fed Hong Kong. This has led to significant changes in the
visuality of these once traditional villages. Most notable is the disappearance of the traditional ancestral family homes. Through the rapidly vanishing visual markers remaining
on the facades and entranceways of these simple homes we witness both visible and invisible tensions, politics, culture, commerce, and a tracing of the past five centuries.

This image-based project, funded by the Research Grants Council, has reached the end of a three yearlong study of approximately twenty villages of North-eastern Taipo.
While the selection of images presented here reflect my own aesthetics they were also carefully guided by the villagers as they led me around pointing out things that were
important to them. They welcomed me into their homes and rituals, shared their stories of history, culture, and described the most significant changes that have impacted
them, their ancestors, and their villages. | would like to extend my sincerest, heartfelt thanks to all the villagers (too numerous to name) who participated in my
project, their kindness and generosity made everything possible!
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