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From: Max Shierlaw <max.shierlaw@woolyarns.co.nz>
Sent: Tuesday, January 22, 2019 11:12 AM
To: Corporate Records
Subject: Further submission on District Plan Change 52
Attachments: doc01527520190122131350.pdf

‐‐ 
Max Shierlaw 
Accountant 

Woolyarns Limited, 25‐27 Eastern Hutt Road, 
P.O. Box 35‐020, Lower Hutt 5041, New Zealand 
Direct: (+64) 4 920 5303 
FAX: (+64) 4 920 5220 
Web: www.woolyarns.co.nz 

This email is confidential and may contain legally privileged information.   
If you are not the intended recipient, you must not disclose or use the information contained in 
it.   
If you have received this email in error, please notify us immediately by return email and 
delete the document. 
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From: Caroline Rachlin <CRachlin@heritage.org.nz>
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2019 3:34 PM
To: Corporate Records
Cc: Jamie Jacobs
Subject: Further submission - proposed Plan Change 52
Attachments: HNZPT - Further Submission - HCC - PC52 - 28-01-2019.pdf

Kia ora 

Please find attached a further submission of Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga on proposed Plan Change 52.  

Ngā mihi 

Caroline Rachlin | Planner |Kaiwhakamāhare | Central Region | Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga | P O Box 2629 | Level, 7 

69 Boulcott St | Wellington 6140 |  Ph: (64 4) 494‐8325  

Tairangahia a tua whakarere; Tatakihia nga reanga o amuri ake nei 
Honouring the past; Inspiring the future 

This communication may be a privileged communication. If you are not the intended recipient, then you are not authorised to retain, copy or distribute it. 
Please notify the sender and delete the message in its entirety. 
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From: Felicity Wong <felicity_wong@icloud.com>
Sent: Tuesday, January 29, 2019 5:01 PM
To: District Plan
Cc: Contact
Subject: Fwd: Proposed Plan Change 52: Further Submission

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Felicity Wong <felicity_wong@icloud.com> 
Date: 29 January 2019 at 4:55:23 PM NZDT 
To: Nathan Geard <Nathan.Geard@huttcity.govt.nz> 
Subject: Proposed Plan Change 52: Further Submission 

Thanks Nathan. 

Further Submission of Felicity Wong, on behalf of Historic Places Wellington, an interested 
organisation, PO Box 12426 Thorndon, Wellington, whose service address is 21 Hay St 
Oriental Bay 6011, Wellington, tel 0212410441. Email as above. 
Proposed Plan Change 52: Alignment of District Plan with New Zealand Heritage List”. 
HPW can not gain any advantage from this further submission. This further submission 
relates to 14F Heritage Buildings and Structures, Introduction, page 15, Paragraph (c) of 
Proposed Plan Change 52 Document. 
HPW’s further submission is: 

1 HPW opposes the submission of Neil McGrath (DPC 52/4) and the “further submission” of 
Max Shierlaw. 

2. There is no proposal to include any building in Appendix Heritage 2 at this time and
therefore the suggestion by Mr McGraph relating to the conditions upon which any such
future addition should be made is not relevant to the present consultation and should not be
considered at this time.

3. Max Shierlaw’s “further submission” should be disregarded as one from a private
individual without special interest who did not make any initial submission. It is thereby also
outside the agreed consultation ambit.

4. In general, the Council statement referred to by Mr McGrath of 10 July 2012 is not legally
binding on present Council nor is it policy required to be taken account of in Council
decisions. It has no effect except as an expression of the situation pertaining at the time it was
made.

5. In any event, the 10 July 2012 statement, included an important exception for properties
listed by Heritage New Zealand (HNZ). The existence of that point is entirely missed in Mr
Shierlaw’s further submission (paras 5 & 6) which appears to support a general statement
about requiring the consent of property owners even for HNZ listed properties.

6. Mr McGrath’s specific proposal to add a clause to Introduction Paragraph (c) of Chapter
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14F Heritage Buildings and Structure on page 15 of the Proposed District Plan Change 52 
document is a significant proposal on which consultation itself is appropriate. It would be 
inappropriate to bind present and future Council by randomly including that statement in the 
current Proposed Plan Change. 
 
7. Furthermore in substance, HPW takes the view that the Resource Management Act (RMA) 
specifically requires Councils to identify heritage values in their area and provide appropriate 
protection and process around weighing heritage values in decision making about permitting 
activity by property owners. It is not possible to contract out of that requirement either by 
Council decision or property owner. The effect of listing a heritage property on Appendix 
Heritage 2 is to ensure a sensible, cautious evaluation of heritage values in deciding to allow 
or disallow activity to proceed. Property owners are not exempt from these RMA 
requirements as implemented by Hutt City. There is no absolute property right to conduct 
activity. To include the statement proposed would be to unduly fetter decisions to add 
buildings to Appendix Heritage 2, thus providing property owners with a veto over Council 
decisions, more properly made on a case by case basis. 
 
8. HPW seeks the following decision: to reject the proposal to amend the conditions upon 
which Council may decide to list a specific building in Appendix Heritage 2. That is reject 
the proposal be Mr McGraph and to retain the conditions as currently expressed. 
 
9. Yes HPW does wish to be heard. 
Many thanks 
Felicity Wong 
Chair 
HPW 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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