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The specific provisions af the proposal that my submission relates o are:
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TE AW KABRAMNE

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last Wright First Stephen John
Company/organisation
Contact i different

Address | unit Number D9 street Major Drive
suburb Kelson
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D010
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone Day (04) 4960633 ‘ Evening (04) 5650726

movie 021 1818067
sjwrightdc@gmail.com

Email

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |ENABLING INTENSIFICATION IN RESIDENTIAL AND COMMERCIAL AREAS

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

Removal of requirement for notification and lack of opportunity for affected persons to
make representation (on the basis that they have no visibility that a change to their
current environment is planned)

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

| do not support the proposal in its current form.

While understanding the need to intensify housing this should not be be obtained at the
expense of the basic right of affected persons to a) know that some property development next
to them is planned, and what shape/size that development is planned to be, and b) have the
right to submit any concerns and seek mediation or compensation accordingly.

My main concern relates to the height of buildings permitted without resource consent.

Many properties in the Western Hills suburbs are located to make maximum benefit of available
views. In my own case our property has views to the South that span from Hutt Hospital,
through Days Bay/Eastbourne, across the entirety of Wellington Harbour , ending at the
Carrillon tower (Bell tower) at Pukeahu National War Memorial Park in Te Aro Wellington. In a
word spectacular. The view was THE main reason we purchased the property, and paid
accordingly for. Our property was purchased on the premise that the neighboring property had
already been developed and that the view could be expected to remain in perpetuity
accordingly i.e. what we saw was what we were getting.

If the down slope property from ours were to be sold to a property developer who then
proceeded to place three three story dwellings on the section , blocking that spectacular view, it
would have a significant impact on our property value, as well as adversely impact our quality of
life - as the same big picture windows that enable the view would now mean our property would
be overlooked by the occupants of, and visitors to, the new three story dwellings erected next
door.

For properties located next to a vacant lot it is fair enough that a developer can erect dwellings
in accordance with the proposed changes, as the neighboring property owners knew at time of
purchase that this may be a possibility. For those who have purchased next to a property that
already has a dwelling on it the same does not hold true; especially if purchased before PC56
as the dimensions/location of dwelling on the property already in place would have been the
main inputs into the decision to purchase insofar as any views are concerned.

Any proposal to significantly change the height of any dwellings located on a property should at
the very least be required to be notified to the neighboring properties/properties that may be
impacted by the proposed developments (i.a affected persons iaw the RMA) and given the right
to seek changes to the proposed dwellings and/or enter mediation to come to an agreeable
solution.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

That any proposed changes to building height on existing dwellings located within the
proposed Medium Density/High Density Residential Zones are required to be notified
to adjacent property owners, and those who may be adversely impacted by the
proposed dwelling height change as affected persons iaw the RMA.

That the owners of those properties potential impacted have the right to have their
arguments heard and considered by an independent mediator, who is suitably skilled,
qualified and experienced to understand the impact of the proposed changes to the
property value and health, wellbeing, and overall impact on the quality of life of affected
property owners.

That the mediator is randomly selected from a panel of previously approved mediators
who have been selected though a suitably robust and justifiable selection process (in
order to prevent either party picking their 'pet' mediators who are known to be
sympathetic to their particular view - independence and impartiality is key)

That the property developer proposing the changes to the height of any proposed
dwelling in comparison to the height of existing dwellings on the property dwelling
height is responsible for all costs associated with any mediation on the basis that they
are the ones wanting to change the status quo.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I will / will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter:

(or person authorised to sign on 24/ 8/ 2022

behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
o By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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TE AW KABRAMNE

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last Sullivan First Graeme
Company/organisation
Contact i different

Address | unit number 11 street Grenville Sreet
suburb Waiwhetu
City Lower Hutt ‘ postcode 9010
Address for Service | Fostal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening

mobile 0275392055

sullyhg@gmail.com

Email

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: | enabling intensification in residential and commercial areas

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am / am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

The height limits on residential dwellings which allow 6 storeys.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

| acknowledge we need more housing and believe the current restrictions up to 3
storeys should be the limit.

| object to 6 storey dwellings being built in residential zones on the basis they are not
conducive to the environment or people's well being.

Objection points:

1. The infrastructure network particularly storm water is already over loaded. My street
floods everytime there is heavy rain (Grenville Street-Waiwhetu) The vacant sections
around the area | live could potentially have another 50 dwellings on them. Where is
the sewer and storm water going to go? storage tanks fill and need to empty. This
impacts the existing network.

2. A 6 storey dwelling has a massive impact on neighbours privacy and sunlight.

3. The assumption people living near public transport ie: train stations will use

these facilities. Not all do. The fact is the majority of people own at least one vehicle
and there is little or no allowance for parking with these developments. This is evident
by the number of cars already parked on streets. Recent developments on Waiwhetu
road and Collingwood streets illustrate my point.

| don't wish to talk to this submission and the cynical part of me thinks the council has
already made this decision.

| wish to lodge a firm NO! to allowing this change to the district plan that allows 6
storeys to be built next to single dwellings.

Graeme Sullivan
Home owner

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7.

9.

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

Stay with the existing plan, limit building heights to 3 storeys.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

I wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

If others make a similar submission,

I will / will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter: 24/8/2022

(or person authorised to sign on
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
o By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040
¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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DPC56/004

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change '

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

ITY

TE BWA EAIRLNG]

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last Warbrick First Tracy

Company/organisation

Contact it different

Address | unit 2 number 14 sweet Graham Street

suburb Petone

city Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening
mobile 022 695 0379
Email

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Proposed District Plan Change 56

3. | could | [] | could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am [] | am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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DPC56/004

5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

Objection to higher & denser housing - multi level dwellings.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

We are totally against the higher & denser housing of properties in our area as we
deliberately purchased our property few years ago as a rental in the beautiful town of
Petone which is full of special character homes and has a depth of history.

It has always been our retirement plan to retire and live in our little home in Graham St
which is sunny, quiet, near the sea, river and public transport, being close to hospitals
and good shopping areas.

Bob Scott Village was built just after we purchased our property and we have noticed
the problems with lack of car parking availability and higher levels of traffic in Graham
St already — people are known to park in our street to catch the train from Ava station
or to visit/work at Bob Scott Village.

Our rates are already horrendous and our area is known to flood and with oversized
Pohutukawa trees we have issues with drainage and drains already- please don't
mess this up even more with higher & denser housing!

We are a BIG NO to the Proposed Plan Change 56.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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DPC56/004

7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

To vote AGAINST the Proposed District Plan Change 56 - a big NO.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | wish [ ] | do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I L] | will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Please tick one)
Signature of submitter:
(or person authorised to sign on 24/ 8/ 2022
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
o By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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DPC56/005

ITY

TE BWA EAIRLNG]

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change '

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | rast YSSel First Melissa

Company/organisation

Contact it different

Address | unit Number 1 street Hill Road
subury Belmont
city Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode 5010
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay 021568530 | Evening 021568530

mobite 021568530

Email

melissayssel@gmail.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling intensification in residential and commercial areas

3. | could | [] | could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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DPC56/005

5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

Medium density intensification proposed for area around the Grousell Crescent/Hill
Road split - lot numbers 250-288 and 705.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

The area around the Grounsell Crescent / Hill Road split is already congested by
parked cars especially during peak morning and afternoon traffic. There is also a bus
stop frequented by school children and many children are walking this route in the
morning on their way to school. In the afternoon many elderly people walk their dogs
and the odd time one would also find some horse riders on the road. If housing is
intensified in this region, risk will increase for serious and deadly accidents (this is
already a frequent "rat runner"” route) due to the unavoidable increased vehicle activity
increased housing will create. We are adjacent to a beautiful natural park and many
houses are build in areas with protected species. Why would anybody want to destroy
this by putting more people on top of each other - seriously?! Everybody complains
about climate change but keep on destroying the little nature we have access to in our
back yards.

The area around lot 705 should rather be developed into a park area with barbeque
facilities next to the river for families to visit. | am surprised this area is included in the
plans as it is also a high risk flood area.

These are all areas situated in or near beautiful natural bush - please just leave it as is.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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DPC56/005

7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

No further additional medium, or any other density residential development in the
Grounsell Cresencet/Hill Road area and area next to Hutt River. Existing single houses
here are almost already too much for the roads to carry. We already have plenty flats.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | [] | wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I L] | will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter:

(or person authorised to sign on -y
behalf of submitter) - Date

24/8/2024

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
o By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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DPC56/006

ITY

TE BWA EAIRLNG]

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change '

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last Hartzenberg First Gert
Company/organisation

Contact it different

Address | unit Number 1 street Hill Road
suburs Belmont
city Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode 5010
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay 021568540 | Evening 021568540

mobie 021568540
gphartzenberg@gmail.com

Email

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling intensification in residential and commercial areas

3. | could | [] | could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5.

DPC56/006

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

Medium density intensification proposed for area around the Grousell Crescent/Hill
Road split - lot numbers 250-288 and 705.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

Grounsell Crescent at the Hill Road split is already congested by parked cars from
adjacent houses and flats especially during peak morning and afternoon traffic.
School children are using this route to catch their bus or walk to school. It is used by
horse riders and people waling their dogs.

If housing is intensified in this region, risk will increase for serious and deadly
accidents due to the unavoidable increased vehicle activity increased housing will
create. We have abundant bird life - this will be destroyed by housing intensification.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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DPC56/006

7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

No further additional medium, or any other density residential development in the
Grounsell Cresencet/Hill Road area and area next to Hutt River.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | [] | wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I L] | will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Please tick one)
Signature of submitter:
(or person authorised to sign on [’/,,5*‘ S 24/ 8/ 2024
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
o By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

ITY

TE AW KABRAMNE

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last OWENS First Stephen
Company/organisation
Contact i different

Address | unit Number 40 street Fraser
suburb WWainuiomata
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D014
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone Day 049717247 ‘ Evening 0210458458

movile 0210458458
oggiowens@outlook.com

Email

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: pc56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: pC56

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am / am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.

EP-FORM-309 - Page 1 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022



5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

Density of housing, specifically housing of two to four stories

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:
Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

| oppose the building of anything over 2 stories in the vicinity of Fraser street or in fact
anywhere in Wainuiomata, The loss of views, the loss of privacy, the impact of
parking, the impact of stress on current infrastructure which is already underfunded

and in a poor state

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:
A public polling of all residents whereby | think you will find 90% or more will oppose
these changes, the oft cited need to help and provide more housing for the
disadvantaged is subtefuge for the actual reason which is profiteering by developers
and vis a vis council in increased revenue from rates, any altrusim is met with extreme
scepticism
(Please use additional pages if you wish)
8. | / wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I / will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Please tick one)
Signature of submitter:
(or person authorised to sign on 24/ 8/ 2022
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
o By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

ITY

TE AWA KAIRAMG

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | rast Jacobson Fist Arthur
Company/organisation
Contact i different
Address | unit Number 34 Street Rona St

suburs Eastbourne

city Lower Hutt ‘ postcode 5013
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different A S a b OV e
Phone | pay ‘ Evening

movie 021 800 555 (only number day and evening!)
arthur.jacobson@gmail.com

Email

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: [Enabling Intensification in Residential and Comm%‘

3. 1 could |¢/ | could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. |If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5.

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

The exclusion of the Hill Residential Area from the proposed changes; in particular the
eastwards uphill section above 28 Rona Street.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

| support this exclusion from PC 56.

In the past, we (34 Rona St) have experienced slips and flooding and have spent
considerable amounts remedying these issues so that even in the recent climate
change induced extreme rainfall, we have avoided recurrence of these issues.

The impact of these issues on various properties located below hillsides is unmissable
by anyone driving around the eastern bays; or even reading the National News (the
buried Tesla at Marina Bay et al). This is without even needing to refer to issues further
afield such as The Terrace in Wellington, The Rocks Road and Tahunanui Hillside in
Nelson, the Stokes Valley slips etc etc.

Allowing intensified development of the PC 56 type in the Hill Residential Area (on
Rona Street at least) would inevitably increase the vulnerability of this Area to slips and
floods due to the inevitable earthworks and other activity.

Also, it would greatly increase the financial and social consequences of any flood
and/or slip.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

| seek the decision that there will be no amendment/expansion of PC 56 to include any
change to the current rules applying to the Hill Residential Area

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | ¢/ | wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I v/ | will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter:

(or person authorised to sign on
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’'s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission

o By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040
¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

ITY

TE AW KABRAMNE

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | tast Maddox First Helen

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit Number 117 street Maungaraki road
Suburb Korokoro Petone
city Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode 5012
Address for Service Postal Address Courier Address

if different

Phone Day 021701592 ‘ Even/'ng 04 586 0044
Mobile

Email

Helenmaddox@xtra.co.nz

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: | Enabling intensification in residential and commercial &

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am / am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5.

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

Density of housing per property, lack of car parking per property, height of dwellings,
inadequate infrastructure to support the population growth.

Lack of personal green spaces

6. My submission is:

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:
Opposed this proposal.

Density of housing per property - Three houses per building site is excessive leading to unhealthy overcrowding, increased neighbour friction and a lac
vegetables and food sources which should be encouraged for self sufficiency in these tight economic times.
Tow houses pet site which s focus on tiny hones with a minimum of three metre clear space between boundaries would be a healthier solution

, lack of car parking per property will lead to corwding on the roads as people are forced to park on the roadside. Both New Zealand families have moi
change as cars are required for transport outside of the public transport routes. Especially in our wet climate. A move to a no car society would require
unlikely. This is already a known safety issue in Maungaraki were cars are being parked on the footpaths and obstructing the narrow roads.

height of dwellings - three stories in most residential areas is excessive leading to a lack of privacy and blocking of sunlight and views. Natural light is
to ghetto type living where people are unsafe due to a lack of clear space to safely walk and maintain clear lines of sight.

The historic government housing blocks of three stories in the Hutt are a great example of unhealthy living and unsafe environments and most have b
townhouses.

Our geographical environment, especially in the hill areas and low laying flood probe sites are not suited to this housing of housing density.

, inadequate infrastructure to support the population growth. Current infrastructure is at peak and this housing density is not supportable without signifi
have not been considered such as effluent management..

There should be a commitment to preserving / increasing the number of open green spaces and parks for public use to ensure the population has acci

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

Decline this proposal, it is not compulsory for the council to adopt these measures

The council needs to focus on a model to promote healthy living and a desirable place t
live.

Consider light filled properties, smaller or tiny homes concepts. Living green roofs,
community gardens and a high minimum percentage green space per population percer

The council has a commitment to the health and wellbeing of the population it represent
and to protecting the ecological environment and these measures do not support these
mandates.

Please properly consider the impacts on people and the environment rather than focus «
profit as has been the case in the past. Let's not have another housing disaster such as
leaking home scenario where designs were ill suited to the New Zealand environment. 1
proposal will have far worse impacts as these will also be social impacts. Living in such
close knit and cramped confinement is a serious loss of the kiwi lifestyle our society is
based on.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I / will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter:
(or person authorised to sign on‘M 26/ 8/ 2 022
behalf of submitter) 4 z Date

(a signature is not required if you makeffyour submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
o By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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ITY

TE AWA KAIRAMG

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last George rirst Olivia
Company/organisation
Contact i different
Address | unit Number175 street Muritai Road

suburs Eastbourne

City Lower Hutt ‘ postcode 5013
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening

mobie 0274373508

libby@pumpdance.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Email

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: [Enabling Intensification in Residential andCommeé‘

3. 1 could |¢/ | could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. |If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

Chapter 4G High Density Residential Activity Area

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:
Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

| oppose the proposed increased building height of 4 stories near the Eastbourne
village. The majority of dwellings are 1 story and higher buildings all around would
mean less sun, light and warmth for the smaller, more affordable houses. Also
whenever there is a weather emergency or car crash, our only road in and out of
Eastbourne gets closed, meaning the community is trapped here. If you introduce
more high density housing, therefore more people, those issues will become more
serious. People live in Eastbourne to escape the city, as it's known as as a seaside
village. Bringing in 4 level housing would drastically change that and it would
negatively affect the look and feel of the suburb but also the everyday experience of
living in Eastbourne for the inhabitants.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

| want Hutt City Council to keep the building restrictions at three stories in the
Eastbourne Village area.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | wish |/ do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I v/ | will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter: '
(or person authorised to sign on %K/ 26/ 08/ 22

behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’'s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
o By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040
¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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DPC56/011

From: John Sheehan

To: District Plan Review Team
Subject: [EXTERNAL] PC56

Date: Friday, 26 August 2022 4:36:24 PM
Attachments: image001.png

To: Hutt City Council
From: John Sheehan

This is a submission on the following proposed District Plan change: District plane
Change PC56

I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
I am directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:
Maintaining of Special Residential Areas

My submission is:

| am wondering about the rationale behind this proposal. There isn’t a single great city in the
world that doesn’t have such special residential areas. These areas are notable for their
historical importance, quality of houses, their gardens, and general ‘character’. These areas
add hugely to the look and feel of these cities. They are the suburbs that visitors talk positively
about. Hutt City is no different.

Does Hutt City administration honestly believe that the eventual decimation of much of Hutt
Central and Woburn due to some misguided, myopic bureaucratic vision, will somehow add to
the City? Do they honestly believe this Government edict makes sense?

I’'m afraid the total opposite will be delivered. High-income households will no longer see Hutt
Central, or even Hutt City itself as a desirable place to live. Is that what we need, a
conglomeration of high-rises and overcrowded developments being the ‘showpiece’ for the
city? Potential residents looking for a high-end residence, buying elsewhere, whilst Hutt City
gradually recedes into some sort of second-class residential backwater?

Is my concern generated by a NIMBY attitude? Absolutely 100%. But not because it’s ‘my’
backyard. It's because every city needs these areas so that it doesn’t lose its sense of history, or
of having these ‘character’ suburbs that add to a city’s overall environment. Why would you
open these up for effectively unrestricted development (because this is exactly what PC56 is)? It
makes no sense. There are huge areas outside these suburbs that have potential for
intensification without destroying their character. So why bother destroying the character of
these special suburbs for some misguided (almost Communistic ) view that “if it's good for one,
it’s good for all”?


mailto:John@thecallcentre.co.nz
mailto:district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
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DPC56/011

| am totally opposed to any District plan that would destroy the character of Woburn, and for
that matter Boulcott, which shares similar characteristics.

Sincerely

John Sheehan

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.



RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

ITY

TE AW KABRAMNE

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last Carthew First Henry
Company/organisation
Contact i different

Address | unit number 19a  street Montague Street
Suburb Alicetown
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode 5010
Address for Service | Fostal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening

movite 0273470619
h.carthew@outlook.com

Email

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5.

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

Chapter 4G: High Density Residential Activity Area
Chapter 14H: Natural Hazards

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

| generally support intensification in brownfield sites in Lower Hutt to enable more,
better quality housing. However | oppose some of the locations which have been
identified on the grounds that they will likely require significant investment in mitigation
activities in the future to prevent climate change related issues. | do not think that there
should be any further intensification in high hazard risk areas, in particular Petone,
Alicetown and Moera without an accompanying action plan for mitigating these risks
over the next 30 years.

| understand that the NPS-UD legislates minimum heights in certain situations in these
areas, however | believe the hazards in these areas should be classed as qualifying
matters and their hazard ranking given a greater priority. Over the next 30 years
climate related hazards are going to have an increasingly large impact on people's
lives. The Council should be looking to minimise further population growth in these
areas to reduce the number of potential households impacted. Alternatively if an action
plan is developed to identify climate related mitigation measures across the city and
investment is allocated for these then intensification can be encouraged in appropriate
locations.

Other than identified above, | support the remainder of the plan change.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

Review the intensification locations and qualifying matters in relation to natural
hazards. Significant portions of high density housing is being proposed in Medium and
High Coastal Hazard Areas.

Produce a plan (including funding allocations/estimates and priority) for mitigation
measures to protect the proposed rezoned areas from these hazards over the next 30

years.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I / will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter: 27/8/2022

(or person authorised to sign on
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
o By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040
¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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ITY

TE AW KABRAMNE

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last JOnes First Karen
Company/organisation
Contact i different
Address | unit number 304y sireet Oxford Terrace
subur Avalon
ciy Lower Hutt | Posteode 5011
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening
movie 021 411 841
=l kasa301@hotmail.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: PC56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling Intensification in Resuidential and Commercial Areas

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am / am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5.

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

Higher and denser housing

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:
| herby make submission on the district plan PC56

| am against the current proposed district plane for the below reasons :-

| do not believe the development plan and the intensification has been well thought out for future issues.

| do not believe HCC records are accurate and up to date.

| have very major concerns there is no ability to appeal through environment court and that seems very contradictory with New Zealand Ideals of ecological care.

| believe the National Intensification plan this is based on has not been planned or thought out for future risk. The housing demand has slowed and will continue to do so.

There are real and major concerns over the city s infrastructure capacities already and signs of inability to cope have already occurred with sewage overflow in the streets of
Naenae and many flooded streets in a deluge when the stormwater systems fail to cope.

The removal of green spaces including residential lawn areas and massively increased roof spaces will capture rainfall that would have otherwise gone straight to ground
this has shown to increase risk and fail the aforementioned storm water system.

Medium density areas are being expanded to the entirety of the valley which is not already high density ~ and this risks over development in what was quiet urban areas
not everyone wants 200 neighbors within 100 meters.

Such intensification will have the exact adverse affect on cultural wellbeing and safety  this has been seen time and again where the higher the density of population the
higher the crime rate

Lower hutt CBD and Naenae are two local areas where this is already happening with young violent offenders increasing in numbers and hiding in the volumes of people.

** the opposite is also true when an area is left and ignored such as Naenae/Stokes valley precincts where gang and youth offending is on the rise.  these types of area
need development but not intensification.

The offset of development and provision of  public spaces  will not suit the greater majority of New Zealanders lifestyle  the shrinking of back yards and land parcels is
removing the ability to enjoy friends and family at home  Many of the housing developments that are in existence simply have no play space and not suited to a family
barbeque  not everyone wants to go to a park nearby to relax when they should be able to at home.

The intensification does not take into account the increased noise pollution in such areas  the build codes may demand double glazing but this does not equate to a quiet
cup of tea on your back porch or such. Consideration also has to include the noise pollution during such developments and intensification in areas where there are many shift
workers  people working from home in the day  young families and mothers/babies/carer s require sleep during the daylight hours. No provision has been made to limit
the volume of development only that of specific activities.

There is concern the historic streets have simply been cancelled and are no longer historic  any registered historic buildings in these areas will face difficulties in planning
etc . Historic areas such as Station village including the historic railway station building is at risk of being overdeveloped. The plan will now allow any type of development and
does not ensure such development keeps to the character of the areas. Grand homes will have multi story apartments right next to them. Provisions are made in the plan
however it still leave the ability to develop where not desired and no push back allowed by the private owners.

Development will be allowed with no reference to adverse affects on the amenity values  this is highly unfair to those that have worked hard to raise those values.

Passive surveillance should ONLY be in the CBD areas and shopping precincts and only monitored by secure police personnel  the bill of rights act and the privacy act
must be adhered to  camera systems in residential streets is not what most kiwis want. Big brother oversight is a huge negative at and even greater expense for a lack of
functionality.  current crime rates are poorly attend as it is and the intensification will make this worse  cameras will not help.

The outlook space clauses are non sensible and will simply provide a view of the neighboring highrise or apartment ~ minimum 1m from the next building face is not much of
an outlook.

Many provisions have been made for control of the development via the term  qualifying however this does not restrict nor does it ensure those  qualifying
consultations are not removed by significant  contributions

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

EP-FORM-309 - Page 2 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022



7.

9.

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

For the Council to not let this happen. If it does I'd want to leave rather than live in a
neighbourhood or neighbourhoods like that.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

I wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

If others make a similar submission,

I will / will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Please tick one)
Signature of submitter:
(or person authorised to sign on 27/ 8/ 2022
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
o By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040
¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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DPC56/014

From: Philip O"Brien

To: District Plan Review Team

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Plan Change 56 - Submission
Date: Sunday, 28 August 2022 4:52:05 PM

To: Chief Executive
Hutt City Council

We own and live at 16 Brasell Street in Fairfield, being in the High Density area
Proposed in District Plan Change 56.

High Density means six storeys.

We oppose this proposed change because it would completely change the
neighbourhood we live in, and at some time directly detract from the amenity of
our property.

Six storey buildings would attract far more road traffic into the neighbourhood,
and our street is too narrow for two-way traffic if a car is parked. (We understand
that little or no off-street parks would be required in the new developments).

Noise would increase in our street due to the greater traffic and to the increased
population — especially from young people in rented flats.

When a six storey building is built next door, it will shade our established trees and
gardens and our house, causing a loss of amenity. Similarly our privacy would be
compromised by a multi-storey residential block next door.

We presume the adverse effects outlined above would apply to most
neighbourhoods.

We ask that the Hutt City Council prevent this proposed change to the district
plan from taking effect, and do whatever is possible to stop it.

We wish to be heard on this submission; willing to combine with other submitters
to make a joint case.

Philip O’Brien and Glenys Barton
0274 220 242


mailto:philip.obrien@xtra.co.nz
mailto:district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz

DPC56/015

Harbour View
30 August 2022

Kia ora Jo Miller,

I am writing in response to your letter dated 15 August 2022 regarding the proposed change
to the Council’s District Plan (PC56).

| am a resident of Harbour View, Lower Hutt. The proposed change would make the lower
part of Harbour View a High Density Residential zone. Although on a map, the lower part of
Harbour View may appear to be conveniently located near the city centre, the reality of the
landscape makes this proposed zoning change far from suitable.

Steep slopes, ageing and fragile retaining walls, and often unstable land make-up much of
the suburb. Recent extreme weather events should be a warning to the Government and
councils about the need to acknowledge and prepare for the effects of climate change. The
frightening slip which occurred on Harbour View Road on 20 August 2022 is an example of
the natural hazard risks Harbour View faces.

We can build better, keeping in mind environmental limits and pressure points. Climate
change is bringing more frequent extreme weather events to New Zealand and the world.
Exhausting our land by unsuitable use would come at a great cost for local inhabitants,
authorities, and future generations.

The pattern of the residential areas in the lower slopes of Harbour View (the area marked for
high density), is generally dictated by the dissected and steep topography, leaving the steep
vegetated gullies and escarpment faces undeveloped. This information comes from your
own reports.

Sustainable development is crucial to councils and Government. Now is the time when we
have the opportunity to make some accountable decisions about how we deal with
increasing extreme weather events. It would be a costly mistake to densify housing on steep
and unstable land. | think it would be more suitable to not only avoid high density in this
area, but even protect the area from medium density and protect the zone because of the
special hazards present (particularly landslide hazards). Development in this areas will
probably lead to an increase in risk to the community. This will likely include risk to the
health and safety of the community, as well as risk to property and infrastructure.

Thank you for your time and consideration. | do not wish to be heard in person, but am
available if you have further questions.

Sincerely,

Lorna Harvey

s

15 Harbour View Road
Harbour View

Lower Hutt 5010
Phone: 022 599 2303

CC: jo.miller@huttcity.govt.nz
district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
dax.harvey@gmail.com



DPC56/016

RMA FORM &

Submission on publicly notified  HUTJ/UITY
proposed district plan change

Clause & of Schadube 1, Resource Managemenl Act 1857

To: Chied Executive, Hult City Council

1. This is a submission from;

Full name | Lew Flona Fw BEalS
Companylorganisation
Contact romemnt | - _
Address | unt  wemser 332 swwet Weellington Rd

swwt YWainuiomata

oy LOwer Hutt ] Posicode 014 R
¥ ce¥arant
Phone | cay 0211210220 | Evaring

Mahie

Emall

1, transform74@gmail.com

2. This is a submisskon on the following propesed change io the City of Lower Hutl District Plan:
Proposed District Plan Change No: RB

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: PFDDDEEd Plan_ghaﬂge 5’6

3 1 could .{ could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

4, If you could gain an advantage in frade compelition through this submission;

I am j am not direclly affected by an affect of the subject matier of that submission that—

{a) adversely affects the environment; and
{b} does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade compatition:

[Flaaza Bek ong)

Wole: I o ane @ parson wiha couks aakt B0 advaniage in frede compaffion Byowgh M submissiosy, your Sght lo make & subwmission mey be
B by clairss G04] of Pavl 1 of Scheau'e T of the Rasoarce Mansgamant Act 1891,
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DPC56/016

5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission ralates to are:

Givill il
The height and density of the proposed changes with regard to boarder infrastructural
considerations

Plasse vns addTonsd pages ¥ you mish)

6. My submission is: N |

InCiLce whatfier oo Supper o 0RD0SE the Sranife ProwWIiesd or IEh i Rk fam Smenoes) B i asens By s W

| would like to see a careful ammended with greater engineering/social development
assessments released to the public before | fully support this proposal.

I'am in support of increasing housing density (including multi-story). | understand the
implications of not doing this in a region where population is growing.

| do not support a developer lead approach. This type of approach is profit before
social benefit. Added to this, | want to see some information about how such
structures can be bullt on hills (which erode in the rain) and swamps (Wainuiomata).
Qur LIM report to our property in Wainuiomata stresses that any height above one
storey will need a careful engineering assessment.

In Morthern Wainuiomata, | have a concern that basic infrastructure such as
emergency exits (from Wise and Wellington Road (which are deadend roads beyond
Morfolk st)) are not considered in developer lead planing, sewage, stormwater etc (|
need more information on this as a ratepayer - not a generic report for the Wellington
region) need to be addressed (in swamps, sewage systems can cause real issues). |
also have massive concerns re public transport links.

If development was council lead then we would be seeing the plan put in place from
the 1880s which had Wise St and Wellington Road joining, schools, shop
redevelopment at Norfolk. All of this needs to be considered. | am fully in support in
intensification through a social planning approach - not the current approach
happening atm (and we haven't @ven got to four stories high).

If we cannot get some limits and social planning occurring here, | would recommend
no mare than two stories high and developers must include provision for off road
parking - given public transport is terrible in Wainuiomata. | am fortunate that | live
near a bustop, but | commute to Porirua or work from Petone and it is pointless adding
so much time to get to work on a bus.

While | have not been a supporter of the need for a second access to Wainuiomata if
population increases in the way that these plans suggest - a second access ig going to
be essential.

So please - bring some real social planning into this and show the public the actual
risk assessments for their zones. It is unfair making an uninformed decision. |

(Fiai s dckitens! gt f ri wiah)
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DPC56/016

7. | seek the following decision from Huft City Council:

Fve preciss calaly:
Restrictions put where possible to ensure that any development considers social
impact, urban and social planning and infrastructure needs (including public transport
accessibility)
(Firasa L0 STinea) peged i wou iiah)
8 | wish |£ do not wish 1o be heard in support of my submission,
(Pleaza ok ona)

8. If others make & similar submission,
I E will E will not congider presenting a joint case with them al the hearing.
(Fasam Sek asal
Signature of submitier;

o pavson autharsed fo sign o
Dtk of pubsmithd) Dt

[ SNSRI i AOE AuREd ¥ ek Haka yous SUbTURSE By SRS MEIns]

Privacy Statement

The inflarnation you pravide in this submission, including your name and contact detafls, will be provided o ofber submitees @nd
publisfed on Hutl City Couril's wabsaite. Hutt City Coundll I8 requinesd 1o collect and publish this irformalion under the Resourca
Managament Acl 1901, Your coniact delails will B removed fremn Councils website whan tha furfar submissions proosss has baan
complalad, hovevar your nama will 83l Bppaar in the hearing and dacision repons,

fiou haree fhe right ko ask for & copy af any personal information we hold about you, and o ask for it to be comecied I you think it s
wreng. [ you'd e io stk for & copry of your Information, o bo have | coneched, please contec) us al
ot e or call [4-570-6588.

|} :".IIJ' LIS B T AR B

Where to sand your submission
= By emall (preferred): district pland@huttcity govtnz
s By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040
o In person: Al the Hult City Councll Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hult
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ITY

TE AW KABRAMNE

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | tast Harborne rirst Daniel

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit Number 28 Street LUdIam Cres

suurs \NlODUIN

oy Lower Hutt | Postcode 5010

Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening
Mobile
Email

daniel@harborne.co.nz

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |ENABLING INTENSIFICATION IN RE

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5.

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

the new High Density Residential zone

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

| support the proposal to create a new High Density Residential
zone. | live within the High Density Residential zone.

We are unable to continue to sprawl, creating new infrastructure
to eat away at our rate payments. By allowing the city to increase
density, we are able to use the existing built infrastructure, but
increase the amount of rates payments made. This provides the
council with more income, but the same amount of infrastructure

to maintain, or upgrade.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7.

9.

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

Higher densities will result in more people to transport, so the
council need to reallocate the transport corridors to prioritise the
movement of people and freight. On-street carparking from major
routes, such as Ludlam Cres/Woburn Road, Knights Road,
Victoria/Cuba Street should be removed in favour of bus-lanes.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

I wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

If others make a similar submission,

I will / will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter: 31/8/2022

(or person authorised to sign on
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
o By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040
¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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DPC56/018

From: Judith & Peter Feakin

To: District Plan Review Team

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Submission re: pc56
Date: Tuesday, 30 August 2022 5:08:14 PM

I have read through pc56 and put forward the following submission points.

1 There is not the roading or inforstructure in the Waterloo area to handle such a proposal.
Traffic along Waiwhetu Rd has built up in the last few years to a near maximum.The area
proposed is too large and could, under the present proposal, end up with sporadic 6 story
buildings shadowing and looking totally out of proportion alongside single story
dwellings.

2 No consideration of unstable ground, slipage risk or aquifa penetration during
construction under pc56 "building near or on natural hazards" has been considered.

3 Building residential above and in close proximity to existing commercial buildings close
to railway stations so as to group high rise residential would be a more reasonable option.

Summary

The existing proposal is not an enhancement to the area and would be a massive degrading
of suburban housing and living.

Multi 20 story highrise residential in the CBD would be more acceptable.

Thank you for considering my submission.

Peter Feakin

71b Wyndrum Ave
Waterloo

Lower Hutt.


mailto:pjfeakin@gmail.com
mailto:district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz

DPC56/019

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last Knowles First Diane

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit Number © street Manuka Avenue
suburs VW ObUIN
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D010
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay 0274773515 | Evening 0274773515

mobie 0274773515

Email

dianeknowles.nzl@gmail.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am / am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5.

DPC56/019

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:
Chapter 14F Heritage Buildings and Structures and the creation of 'heritage areas' to
restrict development

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

| am against the listing of private residential properties as heritage under the proposed heritage precincts included
in this plan change, without homeowner consent.

These heritage precincts seem to have been randomly selected and contain many houses which seem to have no
heritage value at all.

There is the potential for Heritage areas to become Ghetto's as development occurs in neighbouring areas and
developers build up to three to six stories high either side of the heritage properties / precincts. This could cause
significant disadvantage to heritage property owners. Negative impacts of this proposal include the devaluation of
property, increased insurance, and inability to resell due to the restrictive nature of living in a heritage precinct.

Land which is outside the heritage precincts is likely to become worth more than heritage properties because of the
scale of housing which can be built. This is not fair on heritage property owners who in most cases have heavily
invested in the preseravtion of their property. The proposal to abitrarily make homes heritage properties will cause
significant disadvantage to heritage property owners and create enormous inequity.

| would like to have the choice as to whether my property is included in the Plan Change in a heritage area The
council should not be able to include the homes of local families as heritage without the agreement of the owner.

To encourage home owners to list their properties on the heritage register, Council needs to create a suite of
benefits for heritage property owners. These benefits could include 50 % rates rebate, a rates cap, no resource or
building consent fees, an annual contribution to maintenance, reduced insurance costs through council leverage. If
Council make it attractive to own a heritage property then a lot of the current resistance will go away. The key issue
at the moment is that there are currently no incentives for heritage property owners to opt in to classifying their
properties as heritage. The council has allocated $1.5 million for 10 years for this purpose which when distributed
amongst the hertiage property owners on an annual basis is completely insignificant.

The Councils current approach of removing the Special Residential status of some areas of the Hutt and permitting
intensification is also likely destroy the character of these areas. Council needs to take a more strategic view about
which areas of the Hutt would most benefit from intensification. Areas like Taita and Naenae are areas that could
significantly benefit from this investment.

It feels to us that the Council has adopted a somewhat lazy approach to trying to protect the various heritage
properties in the Hutt.

Council already know specifically which properties in the Hutt are potential Heritage properties however instead of
contacting each of these property owners individually and talking about the importance of their homes being
classified as heritage Council have elected to create Precincts which encapsulate many homes which have no
Heritage value and have completely ignored other properties saying they will be involved as part of next years
District Plan changes.

Council needs to adopt a strong value proposition for owners of potential Heritage properties and make it attractive
enough for home owners to want to voluntarily list their homes.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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DPC56/019

7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

| would like the council to adopt the following policy:

"That a property should only be classified as heritage in the District Plan with the
express written consent of the property owner."

| would like the council to include the above in the propose Plan Change.

Property owners have much to lose from the imposition of unwanted hertiage
catergorisation, as has the Hutt City from the costs of increased mangement, loss of
resident goodwill and potential litigation. | believe a voluntary hertiage policy is in the
best interests of both the council and its residents.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | / wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I / will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Please tick one)
Signature of submitter:
(or person authorised to sign on 3 1 / 8/ 2 022
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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DPC56/020

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change '

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

ITY

TE BWA EAIRLNG]

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last BIN First \Wang
Company/organisation

Contact it different
Address | unit 2 Number 275 street Maungaraki Rd
suburb Maungaraki

ciy Lower Hutt | Postcode 50101
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘Evening

mobite 0212018515

- wwwbbb8510@gmail.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas

3. | could | [] | could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am [] | am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5.

DPC56/020

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

Medium Density Residential Area

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

| wish to have the Medium Density Residential Area (MDRA) amended to include our
address 2/275 Maungaraki Rd, Maungaraki, Lower Hutt, because of the following
reasons:

1. We are close enough to the city center, so we should be included. All of the
addresses across Maungaraki Rd (opposite to our side of Maungaraki Rd) are included
in the proposed MDRA. Many of them are located farther than us to the city center, so |
believe we should be included in the propose MDRA.

2. The intention of the plan is to encourage more houses being built. We have a large
and flat backyard. When comparing our land with most of my neighbors across the
road (who are in the proposed MDRA), we are in a significantly better condition of
building more houses in terms of the vacant land size and flatness of the land.
Therefore, including our address in the proposed MDRA aligns perfectly with the
intention of the plan.

3. Our address and land are suitable for the propose MDRA from the two points. First,
a large potion of our land has flat topology, which can be developed easily. Second,
we are close to public transport both to Petone and Hutt City commercial centers.
Thirdly, we are with walking distances to local shops. Overall, we believe our address
suits the development plan seamlessly, so we propose to include our address to the
propose MDRA.

4. Our address is not directly attached to the reserve. Again, the same argument as
point 1 stands, which is that a lot of the houses across the road are closer to the
reserve than us. In addition, we are surrounded by houses, so any building in our
house will not affect the protection of the reserve, so our address should be included in
the proposed MDRA without any concerns of impacting the serve.

5. Maungaraki community has been growing fast recently, and we believe there are
definitely more houses needed, so we would like to contribute to the growth of the
community by potentially providing more accommodation in our land.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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DPC56/020

7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

| seek the decision to include our address 2/275 Maungaraki Rd, Maungaraki, Lower
Hutt in the new Medium Density Residential Area in plan 56.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | L] | wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I L] | will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter:
(or person authorised to sign on %@’ 1/ 9/ 202 2
Date

behalf of submitter)

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
o By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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DPC56/021

ITY

TE BWA EAIRLNG]

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change '

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last Drake First Kyn
Company/organisation

Contact it different

Address | unit Number 64 street Hair St
suburb \Wainuiomata
city Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode 5014
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening

mobile 0224175174
kyndrake@hotmail.com

Email

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas

3. | could | [] | could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5.

DPC56/021

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

I'm happy that changes have been introduced to increase the size of buildings, but |
think it's not enough. | think the continuation of these restrictions is only holding
Councils in a stall pattern because the population will continue to grow, and by
continuing to build 'small’, we are forced to go wide which puts massive pressure on
infrastructure and increase costs to rate payers. We are loosing too much green
space!!!

| guess that issue is for central government, but | would ask that your Council lobbies
the government to allow you to build higher, easier. Create a city with identity rather
than one that looks like the rest in NZ.

| have looked at your maps, and the only comment | can really say, there should be
more of the "High Density Residential”, especially in places like Wainuiomata which
have expanded so much. Concentrate more of the population around the shops,
restaurants, and other businesses to help build back the local economy better. If you
can apply more of the high density, please do. Building up is better than building out.

Hopefully these high-density areas will also encourage more/better public
transportation in those areas too.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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DPC56/021

7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | wish [ ] | do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I will [] | will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter: 2/9/2022

(or person authorised to sign on
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
o By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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DPC56/022

ITY

TE AWA XAIRAMG]

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | tast ( i/\i st J A G
Company/organisation
Contact i eifferent

Address Unit Number [ £ s [+UATT RBOAD
swwb  PETONE

oy LOWER HUTT Postcode C 0 ; 2. N
Address for Service | Postal Address | Couner Addrass
i gifferent
Phone sy Evening
Mobile

Email :JQMM:ﬁ ® .-Jii:u;{ Lo

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:
Proposed District Plan Change No: S 6

Titte of Proposed District Plan Change: E,«Aéf\ . /m‘%ff%‘a\fr on in RBex;pleatied

L} X .
.'L.-'\-\.-\.ll' [ £ T ;--J il AF'\-'L

3.1 could |/ | could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

{Please bck one}

4. i you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

{a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does notrelate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

{Plsase tick onej

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade compelilion through the submission, your fight to make a submission may be
fimited by clause 6(4} of Part 1 of Scheduwle 1 of the Resource Management Act 18581,
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DPC56/022

5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:
| Give detais:

cufm i4F [-Lw‘f«je. /?m‘(ofhjvc onal Ctrnctores g, 4
The  Creadiom »f ‘/ww‘m?e_ e’ lo gt A ;{wg(,[mu-i

{Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. My submission is:
Inciude whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reascns for pour e

[ awn ;#cL)fLST the {'isf*.‘rj 075 Fria&){“{’. 0 hentiad frblm.;r.'“
s hodtage e Tl FwFa;w( femtrae artrs  7rchadled

INE Y. prés CL'“"je. wikho-d fome suiers (onsent .

!MW‘& Hﬁﬁﬂj“ Chr Thpie gfﬁﬁﬁw mgeing (ot and
/’”’MM ‘F“’* R P S (NN Y] [rlimnims i r‘AM
Tla /i‘ﬁ,\,\j watl Moo i e vadus .Ff ~Y pwlzwfj fufgl.:r
ﬂ?”me nULMAuM ] @/’W\e,:g r“mpmfa:_a:{
ards | dont {ovk 1he {aﬂr—h‘ﬁj& et 2 o me  §H% ast fadt

[ toat T Rove the choice 24 < Thes ] /mm’tj i

Snphegled o vhe Plan o(»‘jé’— aA A Aﬂ"'\j’ Y A}wfﬁ?b
preb The (ot | must nt be able B pphids e oo
A bl famlien pe foritege wmhnd ol Wuwf,f

ﬂ\{ oA N

(Please use addifional pages if vou Ms_h}
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DPC56/022

7. 1 seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:
Give precise details:

Thd & D fhei-H ¢ bl .'-*fi-j be c&t_s/s:‘-f?e,i N Mﬁy’e N <3

I! i
I

Dictri gt Plam :-;ia‘L [ X a-elrr-h{ ot Hew e Sent .-—f m/:mr;ar'ﬁj
£ - :

| wAnT TUE (Pwntd To inchePE THE kBOTE Pof XY N THE

| PRoPUSED PLAN OHANEE -

Pf‘ﬂr:tr.*-l-_-.-l GLIPETS l,f'ux_q .---.._-_(/k -t'a [6'1.2 ]ETW 7{\_0. h“ﬂ?%l\ﬁh ﬂuﬂ/l"‘j |
!/ML-HI-—""'L JI"-_.-"|1'!"-"!" L I |'0F‘f$‘:}"4;6‘7\ , &4 Ag,_g f-]—uﬁf 6; -II'I:—I_'-W--. P

! J - N ) |
Mh 0‘,[ a Cp-fal i oA wg@_m w 01‘ Ot 2en .f,_n.Hl: i A
e [:J’U?,(AJ (]\-ﬁ;r""!'“' II--1_..' | I‘f_)m{)\"ﬁj zﬂj ?--fhp.‘.-..-l_ PT‘HPM:% WA S,
| heliews a U-;'!ix"-’r‘«-'1| }s:-.*'r:-Je /Dv[f"j 33 pad a Tha besd
Pk ety g I-.-- (L 'r.-.-;.-;.il--l ‘-T [t &Ij Mt i zewA

(Piease use addiions! pages if you wish)

a8 |1 1 | wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

fFlease fick one)

9. If others make a similar submissaon,

| wil 1| will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing
{Flease tick one)
Signature of submitter: v 2 §@P 202%
{or person authorised to sign on Tl L =
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is no! required if you make your submission by electronic means}

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council's website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this infermation under the Resource
Management Act 1991, Your contact details will be removed from Council's website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any persanal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. if you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at

informationmanagementisamEhuticity govi.ng or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission

+ By email {preferred): disirict plani@huticity. govi nz
« By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

+« In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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DPC56/023

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | rast Kusel First Stephanie Maria
Company/organisation
Contact i different
Address | unit number 41 street ROSSItEr Avenue
subury \Waterloo
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D011
Address for Service Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay 0272473933 | Evening
Mobile
Email . .
stephaniekusel1@gmail.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change:

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5.

DPC56/023

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

The extension of the boundary for allowing up to 6 storey buildings into the Waterloo
area.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

| understand that it is necessary to increase the availability of housing, and that it
needs to be close to transport ie the rail and bus network.

However | feel that the proposed boundary extending to include Rossiter Avenue and
in fact all the properties on the eastern side of Waiwhetu Road is a mistake. | would
like to see the boundary kept to the railway line side of Waiwhetu Rd

As it stands now at school pick up time and peak traffic in the early morning and
around 5 pm, trying to cross Waiwhetu Road is a nightmare. Increasing the number of
pedestrians and also the number pf parked vehicles is only going to aggravate the
situation further. If 6 level housing is to be permitted | think it is important that car
parking needs to be addressed. No matter how much we want people to move into
public transport, the reality is that everyone has at least one vehice and they need to
be parked somewhere. Add to that the need for charging facilities and our suburban
streets are just not designed to suit the needs for this increase.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7.

9.

DPC56/023

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

Yes extend the boundary, but keep it close to the station, and defintely to the western
side of Waiwhetu Rd in the Waterloo Station vicinity.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

I wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

If others make a similar submission,

I / will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter:

(or person authorised to sign on
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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DPC56/024

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last Marshall First Pauline
Company/organisation n/a
Contact i different
Address | unit number 414 street Muritai Rd
suurb Eastbourne
ciy Lower Hutt | Postoode 5013
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening

movie 0274472062

Email

paulinemarshall85@gmail.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling development in commercial and residential areas

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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DPC56/024

5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

New building heights and density are reduced in some areas of the city on sites with
specific constraints to building. This means more development is still possible but
consent from the Council will be required. Development will be constrained on sites:

At risk from natural hazards like flooding, tsunami, and coastal hazards (including
climate change and sea level rise) and within 20m of the Wellington fault line

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

Winter 2022 has graphically illustrated the flooding impact of climate change in
Easdtbourne. The natural run-off from the hills has caused widespread flooding on the
flat parts of the district and significant slips on the hills. Any increase in housing
density in Eastbourne will simply compound these problems, cause further damage to
the natural environment as well as considerable expense to council and individual
ratepayers.

Sea level rise also presents huge challenges for Eastbourne and the Eastern Bays;
increasing housing density will compound these problems, increasing the potential for
loss of life simply because these communities will not be able to access emergency
services during the now typical road closures during heavy rain events.

This nationally-mandated one size fits all policy could have catastrophic
consequences unless the Plan change places greater emphasis on the "at risk from
natural hazards" provision.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7.

9.

DPC56/024

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

Greater emphasis on Eastbourne and the Eastern Bays as

"an area at risk from natural hazards like flooding, tsunami, and coastal hazards
(including climate change and sea level rise) and therefore unsitable for further

development".

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

I wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

If others make a similar submission,

I / will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter: 3/9/2022

(or person authorised to sign on
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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DPC56/025

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change '

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

ITY

TE BWA EAIRLNG]

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last Gallen & Doyle Frst Joanne & Kevin

Company/organisation

Contact it different

Address | unit number 47 street OXxford Terrace
subury Hutt Central
city Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D011
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening

mobite 021 0694294

Email

jgallen.nz@gmail.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas

3. | could | [] | could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5.

DPC56/025

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:
The whole of the proposal as it relates to the redesignation of medium-density
residential activity areas to high-density residential activity areas.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:
We would like to record our opposition to PC56 with regard to the provision of high-density residential
activity areas throughout the whole of Lower Hultt.

Although Lower Hutt is a city in its own right, being a satellite city of Wellington we think many people
still regard the lifestyle as suburban living. We choose to live in the suburbs for the benefit of space in
our own property and in neighbouring properties, rather than living in built-up central city areas. The
broad swathe of the city that is being redesignated as high-density residential could see the majority of
the valley floor covered with six-storey buildings.

We have just been through a comprehensive revision of the District Plan (PC43) with regard to
intensification, where there was already a high level of concern from the community. Most of the
changes were approved, although we made a successful submission against one proposed change,
which will be completely reversed by PC56.

A property we previously owned on a back section in Taita is bounded by nine other properties. It is
conceivable that this single storey dwelling could be surrounded by nine six-storey buildings. Imagine
living there.

This feels very much like a fait accompli; central government has dictated this and local government can
do very little to mitigate or stop it. While we expect that the council might act to protect certain heritage
areas, we can see that the rest of the city will be allowed multi-storeyed buildings. This is not the
neighbourhood we want to live in.

We feel that the distance of 1200m from the CBD and 800m from commercial centres and train stations
is too broad an area, for two reasons. Firstly, the shape of the valley and rail lines means that this metric
would see almost the whole valley floor redesignated as high density residential. This affects Lower Hutt
in a disproportionate way compared to other cities, and would see the majority of the city allowing
six-storey buildings. Secondly, the distances are too large. Reportedly over 90% of New Zealand
households have cars; however good the public transport intentions may be, connections are not good
and our windy and wet weather is not conducive to walking much of the year.

Obviously we have no expertise in this area but would like to be sure that the effects of increased
flooding, demand on infrastructure and possibilities of severe liquefaction in the event of a major
earthquake are taken into account when considering this level of intensification.

We expect that our submission will have no effect on the outcome but feel that it is important to at least
register our objection.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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DPC56/025

7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

1. Note our objection to the change from medium-density to high-density residential
activity.

2. Reduce the size of the areas to be designated as high-density residential to areas
within 500m of the CBD edge and railway stations.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | wish [ ] | do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter: 4/9/2022

(or person authorised to sign on
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission

o By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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DPC56/026

RMA FORM S

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT J/UITY
proposed district plan change

Clause B of Scheduls 1, Restuace Managemant Acl 1881

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1.  This is a submission from:

Full name | Las E!rr-st{:w -r;n-G_!'BI"I'l
Company/organisation
Contact ¥ divesas

Address  une pumber 8 sewar Ariki St

' suwe Boulcott ]
oy Lower Hutt pastcose D010

Address for Sarvica | Fosie Addness | Cower Addrass
o afarant

Phone  oay Er;fh"lil
wceie 021 1162938

= louise.grant.bristow@gmail.com

2.  This is 8 submigsion on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Flan:
Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change:  Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas

& could |#” | could not gain an advantage in rade competition through this submission,
(Pipase fick onie)

4. Ifyou could gain an advantage In trade competition through this submission:

I am v | am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission thal=

{a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b} does nol relate to trade compedition or the effects of trade competition:

PRt fick onm)

Mofe: § pou s peveot Who could pain st sdvaciape in frade Sompaliion Wouph Me submission, your fghl lo meke @ sbmassion may be
dirtend By chause S(d) of Pad 1 of Scheduie 1 of the Reaource Mansgamant Acr TR0
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DPC56/026

3. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to ane:
Girem clalnify

Proposed density of city suburbs.

[Phaasd use sfiions pages I pou i)

6. My submission is:
| ineduchs e oy BLenofd oF opnas dhe epeofic prowisionr or mish fo bave Bem amenced. and reaEony e o vews
Good afternoon.

| wish to make a submission regarding the recent acknowledgement of Proposed Plan
Change 58, Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas.

Reading through the supporting documents and of hearing the proposals via collegues
who attended a local meating meeting, | am disgusted as to how little exposure this
‘has had, given the wholasale changes that are proposed to the city. | am active in
following council matters, as well as central government, and was taken aback at how
quietly this was potentially being relled out, considering the large, long term impact it
will have on people's lives. This will see wholasale destruction of people’s
neighbourhoods, of which many have historic and cultural value. The results of your
own badly advertised survey showed in a snapshot, what residents DID NOT WANT.

| acknowledge that central government is currently working under UN policy which
wishes citizens {o live in more densely populated, condensed areas of cities. This may
be an advantage for some citizens, but many will be forced to live in densely packed
neighbourhoods of badly built "boxes”, that will be deterimental in terms of health,
mental health and wellbeing as well as an inability to live a desired lifestyle in the
current area of their choice. Current mature areas/ streets of Lower Hutt will be
destroyed by large 6 story boxes, packed into by many citizens living in each others
pockets, many without parking or sufficient green space.

We are currently seeing this in effect as new builds across the city are being erected,
many with very little space, outdoor areas, garaging or even parking for vehicles.
Many are in areas already packed in regards to residential housing, schools and on
street parking. There does nol appear to have been any thought put into increased
congestion.

These points are but a few that have caught my attention specifically but | can already
sea the damage being done and how it will multiply should this be allowed to continue
unabated. For these reasons, | am AGAINST the proposals.

[PIaRSE 456 SOTNLAG! Digas IF Jou Aish)
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DPC56/026

7. | seek tha following decision from Huft City Cournec;
P - b bl
To slow the current speed at which this city wide destruction is being carried out, and
o implement better controls over where large developments may be erected. This
would include proper consultation with communities affected by developments.

Higher density areas should be contained to main arterial routes and close to the CBD
in the short term until such time this may be allowed to spread further.

High density areas should be only within or adjoining the CBD zone. Encourage more
apartments within the CBD zone.

Medium densily areas should only be along arterial routes or adjoining railway lines or
within 100m of those areas.

Current residential areas may be subdivided as present, but with proper considerations
being given in regards to heritage and character areas- once they are gone they
cannot be rebuilt.

New build subdivisions such as Parkway, could be considered as medium density
straight away as there would be no impact on any current neighbour character.

[Pipaiy yip soclions’ peges & poy wigh|

B | wish W | do not wish 1o be heard in support of my submission.
[Pl diek o) .
8, If others make a simiar submission, I[ |
| v | will will not consider prﬂﬁ&_ﬁﬂng a joint case with them at the hearing.
e———— i
. | I. | 1 |
Signature of submittar: [ T T
foe" parate® AR o g h II""I |_‘ 4!9;2022
el of setmiter) | | Dare

fa mnmm#mmrﬁ&nﬁmhmm

Privacy Statement

The infonmation you provide in this submission, including your nama &nd contac) details, will be provided 1o ather submitiars and
published on Hull City Council's webie, Hull City Coundl is requined o colsct and pubish this idormation under the Resource
Managamant Acd 1091, Your corac! detals will ba removed from Coundil's wabsilte when the further submissions process has been
cormplibesd, Morwawar your mims will gl appsarn in the Hﬂl‘iﬁﬂ!ﬂl‘lﬂ SRCEion reporis,

ou harve the right 1o ask for a copy of any personal indormation we hiold about ywou, and o ask for It b be coracied § you think i is
wrong.  you'd like o ask for a copy of your information, or fo have it Somecied, please contact us at
[ ' #aermntieami@ihutiity. goving or call 04-570-6566.

Where to send your submission
« By email (preferred): disirict. plan@huticity. govi.ng
= By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040
* In person: Al the Hult City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt

EFFORM-I08 = Page 3 o 3 HuR Chy Touncll e Fasliciy. goving 04 570 BESE Mispenl FT



DPC56/027

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last Bura First Jane

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit Number 63 street Hutt Road
suburb Petone
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening

mobie 021577091

Email

jane_bura@hotmail.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial Area

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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DPC56/027

5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:
Give details:

Chapter 14F Heritage Buildings and Structures and the
creation of ‘heritage areas’ to restrict development

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:
Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

| am against the listing of private residential properties as heritage under the proposed
heritage areas included in this plan change, without homeowner consent.

A heritage area imposes significant restrictions on what a home-owner can and can't do with their property. Once a
property is in one of these areas, the owner will have to get the Council's consent to make any changes to their
home, or if they want to change the number of stories or number of houses. The rules for when the Council may do
this are very vague and leave a lot of discretion to the Council.

These heritage areas will not only have disastrous consequences for the families affected, but will drastically impact
the layout and aesthetic of the Hutt. While neighbouring streets build up to three or six storeys high, these heritage
areas will be forced into stagnation.

We know that heritage listings can impose significant ongoing costs and problems for
property owners. Insurers will charge increased premiums (eg, 25% or more), increased excesses and refuse to
provide cover for the additional costs in repairing to the original standard and to cover further Council Consent fees.

For example- we bought our house 5 years ago are now have saved a bit to replace windows and exterior boards -
the exterior of our house is extremely rotten on several sides - we recently looked at replacing exterior boards and
found the rot is right through the house - the windows need to be replaced as they are leaking and rotten - and
being heritage would mean that we wouldn't be able to get double glazed windows but would have to replace with
original type lead weight windows - the cost would be horrific I! We are very keen to go solar - but this wouldn't be
allowed, On the plans there is no toilet inside the house - would be have to put a long drop back to bring to back to
original. The work that needs to be done will cost well over one hundred thousand dollars for just the basics.

Evidence indicates heritage listing reduces the value of a property by 10 to 30%. Real estate agents have reported
that many potential buyers lose interest when they learn that a property is heritage listed. It is unclear what the
impact on value these new heritage area restrictions will have.

Is the money we have to put in worth it when we will never get it back if heritage listed.

Furthermore, the houses in the proposed areas vary drastically in their quality and type. Many dont look like
heritage at all. Others are unlikely to meet healthy homes standards. Yet they will all be included in the same
umbrella of rules, forced into stasis while the rest of the Hutt modernises. To me, that is not fair.

Some of the areas, such as Hardham Crescent or the Petone State Flats, are of the type and location perfectly
fitting what | imagine the Government had in mind for intensification. To me and many others living in the area,
these places do not hold any sentimental or heritage value.

| want to have the choice as to whether my property is included in the Plan Change as now
being in a heritage area. The Council must not be able to include the homes of local families
as heritage without the agreement of the owner.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

| want the Council to adopt the following policy:

“That a property should only be classified as heritage in the District Plan with the
express written consent of the property owner.”

| want the Council to include the above policy in the proposed Plan Change.

Property owners have much to lose from the imposition of any unwanted heritage
categorisation, as has Hutt City from the costs of increased management, loss of
citizen goodwill and the likely litigation for its removal by informed property owners. |
believe a voluntary heritage policy is very much in the best interests and for the benefit
of Hutt City and its citizens.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | / wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I / will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter: 4/9/2022

(or person authorised to sign on
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | rast Ferguson First Karen
Company/organisation
Contact i different
Address | unit number 30 street Plunket Avenue
suburb Petone
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D012
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay 0220430403 | Evening 045894219
Mobile
Email
karen_reon@yahoo.co.nz

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5.

DPC56/028

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

We are within 800 metres of the Ava Train Station.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

We oppose the height levels of new builds and wish them to be amended to a
maximum 2 levels. After 22 years in our property with established fruit trees and
vegetable gardens we will lose privacy, sun for the garden and our overall health.

Parking in our area is already as issue and we have previous had to call the Council to
get vehicles removed from blocking our driveway access.

The proposed rules will significantly devalue our property that we have lovingly
restored and there will be a massive impact on the wider Petone character and village
feel that Petone is well known for. We have ongoing issues with neighbours due to
the property next door being rented to people by the room (boarding house) and if this
particular property at 32 Plunket Ave was built higher the thought is sickening as we
have already had to have someone trespassed for theft. The more people you add
into an inner city section the more chances there will be for further theft and disruption
(thinking of the Bronx in Petone and the previous beheading!)

While we appreciate the need for housing it seems that this is an opportunity for
developers to make significant money while individual existing property owners are left
to suffer the consequences. We have a number of green spaces around Petone -
Sladden Park, the golf course, Petone Rec, Hikoikoi Reserve to name a few where
intensification could happen without a massive impact on current owners. While it
would be a shame to lose these we would rather lose them than our property and
current lifestyle that we love in Petone.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:
Give precise details:

A decrease in the height of new buildings to 2 stories within Petone area due to
historical significance to this region.

A greater consideration to the impact on individuals living in current dwellings
particularly related to privacy, no sun and impact on the ability to grow existing
gardens.

Parking will be a disaster and parking spots need to be included in any plans.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I / will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter:
(or person authorised to sign on 4/ 9/ 2 022

behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last Kelvin First: Maxwell
Company/organisation
Contact i different
Address | unit Number 9BA street WWyndrum Ave
Suburb
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode 50110
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay 02102064366 | Evening
Mobile
Email . .
kelvinmaxwell@hotmail.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of P ro posed D istrict Plan C ha nge : DISTRICT PLAN CHANGE 56: ENABLING INTENSIFICATION IN RESIDENTIAL AND COMMERCIAL AREAS

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am / am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:
Give details:

The height which may influence light, property values and nature of exsisting
environment.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:
Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

This ammendment.change is does not take into account the following.

I. The height which may influence light and impact sites adjacent to exsisting properties
2. The change in proerty values due to high densitity housing

3. The natural state of the exsisting environment.

4 The lack of infrastructure to support increase in population. These include parking,
public transport routes, drainage and swerage systems, schooling

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7.

9.

DPC56/029

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:
Give precise details:

Not to proceed.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

I wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

If others make a similar submission,

I / will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter:

(or person authorised to sign on 5/8/2022
behalf of submitter) Date

N
(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last Davies First Brendon

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit Number DT street Hutt Road
suburb Petone
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D012
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening

mobie 0272941810

Email

illbero@hotmail.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: Residential Hertiage Precinct

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

Support for the updated Residential Heritage Precinct. HA-03

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:
Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

| am in support as an owner within the Residential Heritage Precinct. HA-03 Hutt Road

Railway Heritage Area of the district plan changes.
| completely support the inclusion of the this new area within the Residential Heritage

Precinct. to retain and respect historic value.
The plans, proposals and areas are all well thought out and valuable to Aotearoa and

this areas history.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7.

9.

DPC56/030

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

Continue with clasifiacation as outlined of HA-03 Hutt Road Railway Heritage Area

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

I wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

If others make a similar submission,

I / will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter: 5/9/2024

(or person authorised to sign on
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | ast PARRY First Richard

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit Number 35 street WOOdvale Grove
suburs Fairfield
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D011
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening

mobie 021 032 7005

Email

richard.parry@mondegreen.co

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

1. Accessibility to a non-professional audience

2. Provisions for developments/developers to make adequate "make good" on core
infrastructure and local amenities

3. The Council's potential interpretation of the plan change that adversly effect the
local outlook of neighbourhoods.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

1. The plan change 56 is some 436pp of content designed by professional policy
makers. It is ... opaque. | would strongly recommend a plain English, scenario-based
interpretation of this for residents so they can have fully informed consent. The density
of the documentation is a barrier to many people having their fair say. Inclusion of
scenarios such as, "A typical 800m2 section with a four-story building would have XYZ
noise impact on surrounding neighbours and create potential 123 impacts to parking,"
would provide a no-nonsense way of understanding what it means. It's not clear
whether | will face a four-story monstrosity blocking out my daylight recession plane,
and it'd be nice to material impacts like that presented to non-technical audiences.

2. Possibly within the 436pp of content that | missed, is whether developers will carry
the burden of make good on local environments. How will matters like increased water
supply, routing of traffic, sewage/waste management and landfill be catered to? There
is some potential increased Coucil revenue through rates (taxation) but it's not clear as
to whether this projected future income would offset the cost of core upgrades. This
should be made clear so residents are aware of whether they'd being asked to cater
for future cost by way of rates hikes.

3. By example of outlook: trees. | canvassed my local neighbourhood and there is a
quality of trees and subsequent birdlife. In more densley packed areas of the Hutt
there is not the same bird life and there is a significant potential environmental impact
of any proposed changes to the neighbourhood's outlook. These impacts make areas
less "livable" and are a detriment to people who've made choices about where to life
based on this. While | appreciate the PC56 is a central government initiative there are
aspects the local council can put into the implementation plan that assure residents of
the same level of existing outlook. This also includes things like street parking; there is
little available and slapping up a new high density condominium is going to impact
supply. So, a plain English proposal that shows developers' and the Council's
obligations that would provide certainty for residents that they'll not have their
neighbourhood become a concrete wasteland, lack basic courtesies like parking (no,
not by way of additional taxation through resident's parking, but by developers
ensuring off street parking).

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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9.

DPC56/031

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

1. A resubmission to residents with a plain English version of the works that are clear
for laypeople.

2. Provisions for developers to carry cost burdens associated with infrastructure and
upgrades, and/or the Council to demonstrate this is well-served by projected tax take
from new residents.

3. Provisions for developers to reduce impact on existing residents through off street
parking in new developments, and provisions for existing green area density / volume

to be preserved.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

I wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

If others make a similar submission,

I will / will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter:

(or person authorised to sign on
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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DPC56/032

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last McLaren First Reon
Company/organisation
Contact i different
Address | unit number 30 street Plunket Avenue
suburb Petone
ciy Lower Hutt | Postoode 5012
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay 027 3148772 | Evening 045894219
Mobile
=mel reon.mclaren@impbrands.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5.

DPC56/032

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

We are within 800 metres of the Ava Train Station.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

We oppose the height levels of new builds and wish them to be amended to a
maximum 2 levels. After 22 years in our property with established fruit trees and
vegetable gardens we will lose privacy, sun for the garden and our overall health.

Parking in our area is already as issue and we have previous had to call the Council to
get vehicles removed from blocking our driveway access.

The proposed rules will significantly devalue our property that we have lovingly
restored and there will be a massive impact on the wider Petone character and village
feel that Petone is well known for. We have ongoing issues with neighbours due to
the property next door being rented to people by the room (boarding house) and if this
particular property at 32 Plunket Ave was built higher the thought is sickening as we
have already had to have someone trespassed for theft. The more people you add
into an inner city section the more chances there will be for further theft and disruption
(thinking of the Bronx in Petone and the previous beheading!)

While we appreciate the need for housing it seems that this is an opportunity for
developers to make significant money while individual existing property owners are left
to suffer the consequences. We have a number of green spaces around Petone -
Sladden Park, the golf course, Petone Rec, Hikoikoi Reserve to name a few where
intensification could happen without a massive impact on current owners. While it
would be a shame to lose these we would rather lose them than our property and
current lifestyle that we love in Petone.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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DPC56/032

7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:
Give precise details:

A decrease in the height of new buildings to 2 stories within Petone area due to
historical significance to this region.

A greater consideration to the impact on individuals living in current dwellings
particularly related to privacy, no sun and impact on the ability to grow existing
gardens.

Parking will be a disaster and parking spots need to be included in any plans.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I / will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter:
(or person authorised to sign on 4/ 9/ 2 022

behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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RMA FORM 5 NeTE AmeNpmEnT ad 9
Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWA KAIRANG!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from;

Full name | tesr TAYLOR s Michael
Company/organisation o family
Conlact «aterent .
Address | une number 3 swest Massey Avenue
swwrs WoODUMN
cey Lower Hutt | Postcose 5010
Address for Service | Posel Address Couner Address
o dfferent
Phone | ey 021630647 Evenng
Modde
Email miketaylor.ortho@gmail.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:
Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Ar
Title of Proposed District Plan Change: Enabling Intensificationin Residential & Commercial Areas

3 1 could Ig/ could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
(Please bk one)
4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that-

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Frease tick one)

Nole o you are 8 person who could gam an advantage in trade compeltion through the submisson, your nght fo make e submission mey be
Amded by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Managemen! Act 1991
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5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:
Gve delads

1: The proposal mandates that virtually the whole of Lower Hutt City be Zoned "HIGH

DENSITY"
This because virtually the whole of the city is within 800m of a rail or other

transport hub, or within 1.2km of the City CBD
2.We oppose the listing of residential "Heritage Properties” without the consent of the

owners.
3. We propose also that "Heritage" status should be available to Property Owners at

their discretion (subject to sensible, publicly published conditions)

Ploase use adcnal pages £ you wish)

6. My submission is:
Inchude whether you support or oppose the specdic pvovisions or wish (o heve them amended and reasons for yoor views

Hut Cay Counail  www huticaty govt nz 04 570 6656 Augunt 2022
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We object to the blanket changes in Intensification in Proposed Plan Change 56.
Hutt City had very sensible Residential Zones,

a) General Residential - Most of the city

b) Medium Density Residential: around transport hubs, CBD, etc.

¢) Special Residential: (Woburn, Boulcott, etc)

The Proposed Plan Change deems all these areas to be "High Density": The Hutt City was already well
advanced in what most residents regard as "Good Intensification", & which had general citizens' approval
prior to the Govt's mandate. Virtually the whole of the city from Petone Foreshore to north of Taita
become "High Density" - 6 story buildings etc.

The Proposed Plan change also Arbitrarily, without consultation, creates "Heritage Areas” - which include
many properties that are, to almost any eyes, nothing short of "Blights on the Land"

The proposed Plan Change takes no account of the fact that for well over 100 years, much of Lower Hutt
has consisted of leafy residential suburbs, with many moderately ample section sizes, containing large
quantities of Trees & shrubs, many of them mature, & dwellings ranging from modest to large.

Woburn was Wellington's original "Garden Area" ( the Bellevue Gardens Hotell The US embassy!!)

The Special Residential areas of Woburn & Boulcott were recognised having Special Value & Significance,
with the high density in the areas of Trees, Shrubs, & green spaces, both on private & public land.

Most of the rest of Lower Hutt City was classified General Residential, which was a sensible recognition of
the character of the city: some areas were zoned "Medium Density".

It is generally accepted that Some intensification was both acceptable & desirable, & we submit that the
PREVIOUS ZONING of the city is more than adequate for the city's needs.

TREES & GREEN SPACES:

Throughout most of our city we have mature Trees & shrubs in abundance.

Especially in the former "Special Residential Areas”

We need to "PRESERVE THE TREES & SHRUBS WE HAVE" (They are already responsible for much of our
country's existing contribution to Carbon Credits.)

(Forest & Bird Wholeheartedly recommend maintain the green corridors already present.)

They are also the habitat for significant populations of our Birdlife: Our property in Woburn (built 1920s,
owned almost 50 years), regularly houses up to 10 Tuis, also, Bellbirds, Silvereyes, Fantails, Koreru, a
Morepork, native parakeets, as well as blackbirds, thrush, starlings, finches & sparrows.

It is a well known fact that Developers almost universally have a "Scorched Earth"policy to any land they
plan to re-develop: all trees & shrubbery vanish!

We oppose the whole idea of imposing High Density on our beautiful City: We suggest a return to the
previous zones & district plan.



7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise detads
1: Abandon the whole of the Plan 56: Reinstate the previous Residential Areas as described
in the previous plan,

2: Include Extensive Preservation of Trees, Shrubs, & Green spaces in the District plan:
In Any Redevelopment of any property in the city, where existing Dwellings are being
removed/demolished, or new dwellings are being added to an existing site:

a)  ALL Trees & shrubs over 2m high within 2 metres of the boundary to be preserved
b)  ALL Trees & shrubs 3 m high within the property to be preserved.

(A Council review committee will be required to manage this & approve any exceptions)

3: In consultation with residents explore further suitable Intensification areas, either by
creation or expansion of existing zoning, including both High & Medium Density areas, as
has been the Government's aim.

4: get serious about "Heritage", but:

a) Proceed in consultation with Residents

b) Have well defined & published specifications about what can & cannot be considered
"Heritage"

C) Be realistic about what can & cannot be done to modernise/alter/improve Heritage
properties: the existing rules are far too restrictive & impinge seriously on property owner's

rights
(Flesse use asstonal pages o you wish)
8 | v’ | wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.
(Please bek one)
9. If others make a similar submission, NOTE ,/71,‘1 CPFTMeEN T.
| ! {ﬂ will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Please bk one)

Signature of submitter: g
e W% &~%ZR

(a signature 15 not requared & you make your submission by slectronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submession, including your name and contact details, wil be peovided fo other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council's website Hutt Cy Councdl is required 10 collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991 Your contact details will be removed from Council's website when the further submissions process has boen
completed, however your name will still appear In the heanng and decision reports.

You have the nght to ask for a copy of any personal nformation we hold about you, and 1o ask for 2 to be corrected if you think # is
wrong lty«!dmooakbncopydmwoﬂm.u:mnwrw.pleaecomusu
Ol Lol Rhuttcty govi N or ¢a

Where to send your submission
By email (preferred): district plan@huttaity govt.nz
« By post: Hutt City Coundil, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040
« In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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DPC56/034

B, FORM &

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUTJ/CITY
proposed district plan change

Clause § of Schedule 1, Resouce Management Acl 1381

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1.  This is a submission from:

Full name | cax Sears == Darren
Companylorganisation |
Contact # attwent | -

Address  we  tuseer 25 swee Mahoe Street
suwrs Hutt Central _
e Lower Hutt | Pesose 5010

Address for Saervice | PostlAddess Courer Address
o iRk

Phone ow 04 4788105 | evenng 04 5685042
w027 2789029

darren.sears@abodehomes.co.nz

Emall

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Pan:
Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling Intensification in Reskdential and Commarcial Areas

3| could | e | could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
IPRREE Dal G

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade compatilkon throwgh his Submission,

I |e|am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that-

(@) adversely affects the environment; and
ib) does not relate (o trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

[Praass sk and)

Mol you R § DECEOA wiio SO gie et BchaRSTEDE 19 IEde SIRBETON MU the sulmesnn, pour nghl o meke § submiseon may be
Emied By Sause S4) of Parr 1 of Sohedude 1ol i Resooros Masapemant &of TRST.
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5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:
r-é}ve detafls: T
] Strongly oppose the new District Plan Change 56: Enabling Intensification in ,
‘Residential and Commercial Areas. These changes will impact, Sun Shading, Privacy, |
‘aesthetic appearance, Lose of Heritage. |

{Flease use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

| Include whether you Support or oppose Ihe sPecilic provisions or wish 1o have them amended; and reasons for your views:

I STRONGLY oppose the new Plan changes as the will impact the Greater Hutt Central area and
Eadversely impact all current residents. |
i Aesthetically 4 - 6 storey developments will destroy the current environment and outiook of Hutt City.
Sun and Shading will dramaticaily be impacted on all neighbouring properties of any new dwelling build
|over 2 storeys. Privacy will be impacted with numerous neighbours viewing over other properties, sumllar
to inner city living.

.The community feel would be lost with the area turning inte inner city apartment dweliing. Loss of
Heritage Building and zoning, for example the Petone Area. There would be cars everywhere and the
volume of residents would be overwhelming, It is unnecessary to pursue high density living so far away
from the City Centre,

| strongly advice that HCC review the new plan changes and consider how they wouid impact on the
-current residence. | personally have lived in Lower Hutt for the majority of my life (40 years +} | an a Site
2 Licenced and Registered Master Builder for over 15 years and can only build up to 3 Storey Timber
|Framed building. There would only be a small percentage of Licenced Builders that could potentiaily
'build three Storey or higher building requiring Commercial companies to build any Four storey plus
development, draining current resources and also adding considerable more complex engingering
impacting on build times, cost as well as additional concern for a current unstable ground {soft ground)
on the Valley floor.

‘1 am not against develepment of Hutt City but the New Proposed High Density Mapped area is vastly :
too targe and imposing. The Valley Fioor outside Central precinct only should be Standard Residentially
Zoning and Medium in specific areas onty. If this Plan change 56 progresses, | wouid be put off ’
continuing to live and support Hutt City and would want to move out of Central Hutt where | have

resided, represented and supported the majority of my life.

:I highly recemmend that the honourable Mayor Campbeli Barry, Deputy Mayor Tui Lewis, Councillors
‘and any potential Review Pane! reconsider the proposed plan changes and reduce the footprint of High
.and Medium Density Building for all of Hutt City.

{Please use additional pages If you wish]
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Ghve precise deinls:

wish

[Pease fck pne)

v

DPC56/034

jhﬂmﬂ#ﬁm i_,.w“qﬂ'. ]

do not wish io be heard in support of my submission.

9. If olhers make a similar sulbmission,

I v

will

[Phsage bk one)

Signature of submitter: |
o person BUMOKSed fo Sign o
bt af

1 Bgralune 3 Ao Aquned # pou

Privacy Statamant

will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

Gfofrerz |

The irdormation you pravice in this submistion, nchuding your name and contact detads, will be provided 10 other submiliers and
published cn Hut City Courecil's website. Hult City Council i requined bo coliect and publish this informaltion under the Risouca
Marsagement Act 1981, Your contact datals will be romoved from Courcil's websile when the futhar submisgns protess has boon
coenplabid, howevar your nama will slill appear in the hearing and dedsion reparts.

You have the right to ask for & copy of any personal inforrmation we hold abew you, and o ask for it 80 be comecied if you think # =
wiang. If you'd Hie 1o stk & & copy of Your irlormation, of 10 have it commecled, planse contact us af
informaticnmanss menilegem Ehutisity goving of call 4-57 06666,

Where to send your submission

= By email (preferred): distnct plangihultcly govl nz
= By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

» Inperson: Al the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road. Lower Hull
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DPC56/035

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last Taylor First Angela

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit number 39a  seet St Ronans Ave
suburb \Waterloo
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D011
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay 04 9704103 | Evening

mobie 0276349680

Email

angbryce.taylor@gmail.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: PC56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am / am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5.

DPC56/035

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

The area being made to High Density allowing 6 storeys to be built and/or Medium
allowing up to 3 storeys

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

Oppose this change:

* High density will put demand on the infrastructure on the plumbing which is already
not up to scratch and we constantly have 'leaks' in our street

* Parking - our street is not adequate for 2 way movement currently. Having more built
up housing will put added pressure on the street.

* Possibility of looking at putting it to a re-zone of Medium density as opposed to high -
although this still isn't ideal

* Could cause issues with 'sun/privacy', no protection on value for outlook

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7.

9.

DPC56/035

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

| don't understant what this means?

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

I / wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

If others make a similar submission,

I / will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter:

(or person authorised to sign on
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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DPC56/036

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | ast Kirker First Peter
Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit Number 2 street St Columbans Grove
suburb Boulcott
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D010
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay 0278860918 | Evening

mobie 0278860918
pckirker@gmail.com

Email

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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DPC56/036

5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

High Density Residential Zoning

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

| wish to have amended the proposal to zone St Columbans Grove as a High-Density
Residential area. | would prefer that St Columbans Grove is zoned only as
Medium-Density Residential, similar to the nearby Allen St for the following reasons:
1. The street has within the last 5 years already seen significant residential expansion
with the selling of land by the St Columbans Mission and the addition of 9 new
residential private properties in the street which has required new access ways -
Bobbio Crt and Francis Douglas Way off St Columbans Grove. This has substantially
added to the road traffic in St Columbans Grove, which has resulted in added road
noise, more concern for the road safety of the local children, and increased traffic
congestion and delays caused by more vehicles trying to merge into the busy High St
traffic flows. The new residential properties have also caused a reduction in available
street parking as there is no parking provided on the access road for Bobbio Crt. The
resulting reduced street parking options have made it difficult for visitors, friends and
family now coming to visit the existing property owners in St Columbans Grove. The
street parking congestion will only be made worse under the proposed district plan
change due to abolition of any off-street minimum car parking requirements under the
change.

2. The residential infill and redevelopment with higher and densing housing makes no
allowance or provides no compensation for the potential reduction in property values
for existing home owners in the street as their house becomes less appealing due to
loss of privacy caused by multi-story dwellings next door, and the increased noise
caused by congested living conditions. There is also no consideration for how
high-density housing will affect the character of the street. Many people bought into
the street because it was a relatively quiet and safe street for raising their fanmilies
and retiring to, being a dead-end grove. This street enjoyment aspect and appeal will
effectively be lost if high-density housing is allowed.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

EP-FORM-309 — Page 2 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022



7.

9.

DPC56/036

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

Amend the proposed district plan change so that St Columbnas Grove is zoned
Medium Density Residential, similar to the adjoining road at Allen Street.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

I / wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

If others make a similar submission,

I / will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter: 8/9/2022

(or person authorised to sign on
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt

EP-FORM-309 — Page 3 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022
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ﬂmﬂ HERITAGE NEW ZEALAND
— POUHERE TAONGA

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

File ref: 33002-082

8 September 2022

District Plan Team
Hutt City Council
PO Box 31912
Wellington 6140

District.plan@huttcity.govt.nz

Dear Sir or Madam

SUBMISSION OF HERITAGE NEW ZEALAND POUHERE TAONGA ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 56

[ (64 4) 494 8320

Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga (HNZPT) is an autonomous Crown Entity with statutory
responsibility under the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014 (HNZPTA) for the
identification, protection, preservation and conservation of New Zealand’s historical and cultural
heritage.

This is a submission on Proposed Plan Change 56 to the Hutt City District Plan.

Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga could not gain an advantage in trade competition
through this submission.

The specific provisions of the proposed plan that the HNZPT submission relates to are detailed
in the attached table (Attachment 1).

The reasons for the HNZPT submission are detailed in Attachment 1.

HNZPT seeks the decisions as described in the table in Attachment 1.

HNZPT wishes to be heard in support of its submission.

] Central Regional Office, Level 1, 79 Boulcott Street  [[] PO Box 2629, Wellington 6140  [ff] heritage.org.nz
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7. If others make a similar submission, HNZPT will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

Yours sincerely

Jamie Jacobs
Kaiwhakahaere Matua / Director Takiwa o Te Patahi a Maui /Central Region
Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga

Attachment:
1. Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Submission Table on Proposed Plan Change 56

Address for service

Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga

Takiwa o Te Patahi a Maui

PO Box 2629

Wellington 6140

Ph: 04 494 8325

Contact person: Dean Raymond, Kaiwhakamahare
Email: draymond@heritage.org.nz

I3 (64 4) 494 8320  [f] Central Regional Office, Level 1, 79 Boulcott Street ] PO Box 2629, Wellington 6140 ] heritage.org.nz
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Attachment 1

Submission of Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga on Hutt City Proposed Plan Change 56

Plan Change Specific Provision Support or | Reasons for submission Relief sought
Amendment oppose Strike: abe = delete
Underline: abc = addition
Amendment 5 Chapter 1 Urban Support The policy includes historic heritage as one of the Retain as notified
Environment - Policy 2 qualifying matters which allows for the modification of
the height and density provisions promulgated in the
plan change.
Amendments Delete references to Support The plan change proposes to delete references to Retain as notified
15, 46, and 52 Historic Residential Activity ‘Historic Residential Activity Area’ in the Plan. HNZPT
Area supports this change, as the same areas will instead be
covered by provisions relating to ‘Heritage Precincts’.
Amendment 27 | Chapter 1 Heritage Support This proposed policy addition to limit building heights Retain as notified
Proposed Policy (c) and densities within areas of significant heritage value
is supported.
Amendment 92 | Chapter 4F Medium Support The proposed Residential Heritage Precinct is supported | Delete reference in Chapter 4F to
Density Residential Activity | (partial) by HNZPT. All the proposed precincts are supported, as | the following precincts which are

Area: Residential Heritage
Precinct

listed below:

e Moera Railway

e Wainuiomata Terracrete Houses
e Hardham Crescent

e Petone State Flats

e Hutt Road Railway

e Petone foreshore

However it is noted that several of these precincts are
located in the High Density Area and are also included

located in the High Density
Residential Activity Area:
e Hardham Crescent
e Petone State Flats
e Hutt Road railway
e Petone foreshore
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Attachment 1

Submission of Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga on Hutt City Proposed Plan Change 56

Plan Change Specific Provision Support or | Reasons for submission Relief sought
Amendment oppose Strike: abe = delete
Underline: abc = addition
in Amendment 171.
HNZPT submits that specific references to the precincts
located in High Density areas should be contained in the
appropriate chapter (4G) and do not need to be
repeated in this section.
Amendment 98 | Chapter 4F: Building height | Support Proposed rule 4F 5.1.3.1 limits the height and density of | Retain as notified

and density in the
Residential Heritage
Precinct

new buildings to the height and density existing in
August 2022. This is supported by HNZPT.

It is noted that building to a higher density or greater
height will have Restricted Discretionary activity status,
with discretion limited to impacts of heritage values of
the area.

It is also noted that there are no other development
controls in relation to the Residential Heritage Precinct,
i.e. alterations, additions and demolition of buildings is
not limited in these precincts. There is also no design
control over new development in these precincts.

HNZPT acknowledges that this limitation is prescribed in
the intensification provision of the RMA. However, as
referred to in Page 56 of the Section 32 Report, it would
be desirable if additional protection for historic heritage
values of buildings in these areas is provided through a
separate plan change.

Prioritise a plan change to include
additional provisions for the
protection of the heritage values of
the identified Residential Heritage
Precinct, or incorporate into the
upcoming District Plan review.




DPC56/037

Attachment 1

Submission of Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga on Hutt City Proposed Plan Change 56

Plan Change
Amendment

Specific Provision

Support or
oppose

Reasons for submission

Relief sought
Strike: abe = delete
Underline: abc = addition

As the heritage values of these areas are largely derived
from the actual buildings design features, and not just
building heights and density, demolition or
inappropriate additions have the potential to
undermine the collective integrity of historic areas.

HNZPT submits that additional provisions for the
protection of the heritage values of the identified
Residential Heritage Precinct should be included as a
priority plan change, or incorporated into the upcoming
District Plan review.

Amendment
171

Chapter 4G 5.2 High
Density Residential Activity
Area Residential heritage
precinct

Support

The proposed Residential Heritage Precinct is supported
by HNZPT. All the proposed precincts are supported, as
listed below:

e Moera railway

e Wainuiomata Terracrete Houses
e Hardham Crescent

e Petone State Flats

e Hutt Road railway

e Petone foreshore

However it is noted that several of these precincts are
located in the Medium Density Area and are also
included in Amendment 92.

Delete reference in Chapter 4G to
the following precincts which are
located in the Medium Density
Residential Activity Area:
e Moera Railway
e Wainuiomata Terracrete
Houses
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Attachment 1

Submission of Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga on Hutt City Proposed Plan Change 56

Plan Change
Amendment

Specific Provision

Support or
oppose

Reasons for submission

Relief sought
Strike: abe = delete
Underline: abc = addition

HNZPT submits that specific references to the precincts
located in Medium Density areas should be contained in
the appropriate chapter (4F) and not repeated in this
section.

Amendment
177

Chapter 4G 5.2.3 rules for
building height and density

Support

The proposed rule limits the height and density of new
buildings to the height and density existing in August
2022. This is supported.

The comments made in relation to Amendment 98
apply equally to this section.

Retain as notified

Amendments
178 to 192
(inclusive)

Heretaunga Settlement
and Riddlers Crescent
Heritage Precincts

Support

These two heritage precincts are both significant
heritage areas. The Heretaunga Settlement Worker’s
Dwellings has been recognised as a Heritage Area in the
New Zealand Heritage List / Rarangi Korero (List
number 7028).

HNZPT supports the inclusion of these two precincts in
the Plan Change. All the proposed Restricted
Discretionary standards and matters of discretion are
supported.

Retain as notified

Amendments
258 to 260
(inclusive)

Chapter 5B Petone
Commercial Activity Area

Support

HNZPT supports the recognition of the significant
heritage values of the Jackson Street Heritage Precinct.

Retain as notified
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Attachment 1

Submission of Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga on Hutt City Proposed Plan Change 56

Plan Change Specific Provision Support or | Reasons for submission Relief sought
Amendment oppose Strike: abe = delete
Underline: abc = addition

Amendment Chapter 11 Subdivision — Support HNZPT supports the proposed objectives and policies Retain as notified
343 and 344 special areas relating to identified heritage precincts.
Amendment Chapter 11 Subdivision Support The proposed change (heading or title of section) refers | Amend as follows:
347 Rules (partial) to ‘Historic Residential Precinct’, which is elsewhere

referred to as ‘Residential Heritage Precinct’. Historie-Residential Heritage Precinct

This needs to be amended for consistency.
Amendments Chapter 13 Network Support HNZPT supports the special consideration given to Retain as notified
375to 378 utilities network utilities, including cabinets, masts, and

antennae in the Heretaunga Settlement and Riddlers

Crescent Heritage Precincts.
Amendment Chapter 14F Heritage Support This amendment changes the description and naming of | Retain as notified
391 Buildings and Structures the proposed heritage precincts, and introduces a new

appendix for the heritage precincts. HNZPT supports

this amendment.
Amendment Chapter 14F explanation Support The amended wording is supported by HNZPT Retain as notified
392 and reasons
Amendment Chapter 14F Rules Support HNZPT supports the changes to this rule Retain as notified
395
Amendment Chapter 14F Appendices Support The plan change proposes to delete the listed heritage Retain as notified
396 areas from Appendix Heritage 1. This is supported, as

these areas will be included in a different section of the
appendix.
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Attachment 1

Submission of Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga on Hutt City Proposed Plan Change 56

Plan Change Specific Provision Support or | Reasons for submission Relief sought

Amendment oppose Strike: abe = delete
Underline: abc = addition

Amendment Chapter 14F Appendices Support HNZPT supports the inclusion of Appendix Heritage 3— | Add the following to Appendix

397 (partial) Heritage Areas, and specifically the three heritage areas | Heritage 3:

included in the appendix — Heretaunga Settlement,
Jackson Street, and Lower Hutt Civic Centre.

These three are all listed by HNZPT as Heritage Areas. It
may be beneficial for plan users to know that these
three areas have been recognised in the New Zealand
Heritage List / Rarangi Korero.

The Riddlers Crescent Heritage Precinct is included in
the Plan Change, with the same set of policies and rules
as the Heretaunga Settlement Precinct. Riddlers
Crescent should also be included in Appendix 3 as a
Heritage Area.

Regarding Jackson Street Heritage Precinct, the
description states that the area is located ‘between the
intersection with Victoria Street in the west and Tory
Street in the east’.

It is noted that both the Operative District Plan Historic
Area and the Heritage New Zealand Heritage Area (List
number 7369) extend as far as Cuba Street in the east.
While this block between Tory and Cuba Streets has
seen substantial modification in recent years, there are
still two buildings which are recognised as ‘contributing

Riddlers Crescent Heritage Precinct,
Petone

Riddlers Crescent is characterised by
many examples of Victorian villas
and cottages, erected at the turn of
the century by early settlers to
Petone.

The boundaries are shown on the
district plan maps as the Riddlers
Crescent Heritage Precinct, HA-06

Consider whether the section of
Jackson Street between Tory Street
and Cuba Street meets the criteria
for being included in the Jackson
Street Heritage Precinct.
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Attachment 1

Submission of Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga on Hutt City Proposed Plan Change 56

Plan Change
Amendment

Specific Provision

Support or
oppose

Reasons for submission

Relief sought
Strike: abe = delete
Underline: abc = addition

buildings’ (358-360 Jackson Street and 362-364 Jackson
Street).

Council should consider and clearly articulate whether
this section of Jackson Street meets the criteria for
inclusion in the Heritage Precinct.
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From: rosegw31@gmail.com

To: District Plan Review Team

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Plan change 56 submission
Date: Thursday, 8 September 2022 1:07:38 PM
Attachments:

Please see attached photos of my form. If you have any trouble reading these files please let me
know and I will re send them.

Cheers

Rose


mailto:rosegw31@gmail.com
mailto:district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
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[EXTERNAL] Submission on publicly notified proposed district plan change No.56

Martyn Robey <martynrobeynz@gmail.com>

(a) Areas to be included in the proposal for High Density Residential Development Zone

(b) Impact of six and three storey dwellings on existing dwellings, with particular reference to the
proposed changes to the recession plane rules.

6. Our submissions are:

(a) We recognise that the rules relating to high density housing have been mandated by the government
in its National Policy Statement on Urban Development.

The HCC does, however, have discretion about where to apply these new rules within Hutt City. We note
the HCC states it can place limits on certain areas such as those with natural hazards. It is these areas of
natural hazards we wish to address in this submission.

The Hutt valley floor is already the most densely populated flood plain in New Zealand. The HCC has
undertaken major work to minimise flood risk within its boundaries. The Christchurch earthquake in
2011, however, resulted in identification of further natural hazards to Lower Hutt. Following this event,
extensive work was done, scoping the risk of inundation caused by a tsunami and the risk of liquefaction
of soils, following a severe earthquake. Maps produced in 2012 show the risk of liquefaction to be high in
the southern area of Hutt City. The HCC has now established blue, demarcation lines, indicating the areas
at risk of tsunamis within its boundaries.

The proposal to allow six-storey buildings within 800 metres from all train stations would include Petone,
Ava and Woburn stations, all of which fall within both the liquefaction and tsunami zones. We note that
such buildings would be subject to planning permission but in our view these areas should be excluded
completely, on the grounds of the natural hazards, from the areas zoned for high density development.
Given that the information regarding risks following an earthquake or a tsunami has been publicly
available since 2012, we believe it would be irresponsible for HCC to allow such developments in these
areas. Doing so would expose HCC and its ratepayers to future legal action following either a tsunami or
severe earthquake which resulted in damage to such buildings and their residents.

(b) The second part of our submission relates to the impact which six and three storey dwellings would
have on existing buildings in the street on which they are built. The most serious impact would be the
loss of sunlight, as a result of the proposed change to the rules regarding the recession plane. Under
previous regulations, buildings could not be erected that broke a recession plane of 45 degrees at a
height of 2.4 metres at the boundary. This was done so there was not excessive shading of a neighbour’s
property. The new rules allow a recession plane of 60 degrees at a height of 4 metres at the boundary.
For most existing properties in the Hutt area this would mean a complete loss of sunlight. The effect of
this cannot be overstated. Lack of sunlight has a negative effect on mental health and well-being. We
recognise the need for new housing but it seems to us innately unfair that new housing could be built
which would have such negative effects on the people living in the predominantly single-storey homes
around it.

The visual impact of high buildings, ‘pepper-potted’ in streets of single-storey dewellings would be ugly,
particularly given the HCC’s proposed minimum landscaping and outlook rules for such high buildings. In
our view these rules are inadequate. They do not provide enough green space or room for trees to
absorb carbon and rainfall, or to offset some of the effect of increased heat build-up from solid structures
and concrete paving. The lack of off-street parking presents other problems.
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7. | seek the following decisions from Hutt City Council:

(a) All areas contained in the identified tsunami and liquefaction risk zones to be excluded in those areas
marked for high density housing.

(b) A reversion to the previous recession plane rules for new three and six storey developments.
8. We do not wish to be heard in support of our submission.

9. If others make a similar submission we will consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

Martyn and Stephanie Robey

8th September, 2022
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Submission on publicly notified ~ HUTJ/CITY
proposed district plan change

Clause 8 of Schadula 1, Ressurce Management Aol 1581

Recoiven oy Cusiomer Service Centre
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2. This Is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lowear Hutt District Plan:
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5, The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:
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7. | seak the following decision from Hutt City Council;

G peecisn dniads

(Plaass wss sooitinnal pages iF you wish)

| me’ﬂ do not wish to be heard In support of my submission,

{Psasn tck ona)

8. If others make a similar submission,

| IC__,H:IIP"'/ will not consider prasenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Phaasn lick ona)

Signature of submitter: |~ (__ &f’h@w&

fior parscn authariasd fo sign on
Bl o sibviliev}

{0 signafure i nol rguind §f yow make yoor subsmission by sleclond moans)
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Privacy Statement

Thes information you provide bn this sabmibssion, incuding your name anid conlact dalada, will be provided to olber submilbars and
publizhed on Hull City Gouncil's webeila. Hull Cily Coundl is requined to collect and publish this information under thee Regoinse
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Where to send your submission

+ By emall (preferred): | ArHER Lt
= By post: Hutt City Councll, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040
+ In poerson: Al the Hutt City Gauncil Customer Service Cantra, 30 Laings Road, Lowar Hutt
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last Eastwood rirst Clive & Shelley

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit number 27 street Buick Street
suburb Petone
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D012
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay 027 373 0843 | Evening 027 373 0843

mobie 027 373 0843

Email

Shelleyclivee@gmail.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling Intensification in Residential and commercial areas

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.

EP-FORM-309 — Page 1 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022




5.

DPC56/041

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:
Chapter 14F Heritage Buildings and Structures and the
creation of heritage areas to restrict development

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:
| am against the listing of private residential properties as heritage under the proposed
heritage areas included in this plan change, without homeowner consent.

We represent two properties within one of the 'Potentially Affected" heritage areas being 27 & 29 Buick
Street. I've written "Potentially Affected" as there is nothing specifically in the plan change that directly
shows we are affected. Only vague implications. The plan states 'Foreshore Heritage Precinct' in the
document but shows no reference to it on the map nor does it specify what streets are affected.

My first point is that the consultation on this for those in our proposed precinct has been totally
inadequate. We were first notified of an intent back in 12/11/21 and then had a follow up letter from the
council 4/3/22 stating it was now on hold whilst they work on the district plan change 56. We were never
advised that we would be gaining a designated label of 'Heritage' during that process and have
restrictions placed on us. And as there is no direct correlation to Buick Street on the document as stated
above | suspect there is large number of home owners in our precinct that are blissfully unaware of
these restrictions being imposed.

Secondly the two properties that we represent are old, photos attached, however certainly not heritage
though. We have held 27 Buick for 33 years and 29 Buick Street for 12 years, they are both in far better
condition than when we purchased them. We do not see any justification why others should be imposing
restrictions on the free use we have of our assets. There is absolutely no advantage to us and strong
indications that we stand to loose considerable financial benefit. In fact some industry analysts suggest
our insurance premiums are likely to rise by 25% or more and our capital value could decrease as much
as 30%. As we are now both retired and have no opportunity to rebuild our losses the imposing of a
heritage designation can directly affect our ability to have the retirement we saved for all our lives.

We are keen to continue to improve both our properties however if restrictions are placed on us either
through this plan change or the next review it is highly likely that we just won't bother. Going through
extra consenting processes for relatively small improvements will make life too difficult for us. As our
properties are old and not heritage then it is doubtful we would be able to apply for any Heritage
funding so we really are in a loose loose situation. The rules around what we could get assistance for is
very vague.

PS.. | cant understand question 4 above seems like gobble de gook to me. These things should be
written in plain English not legal speak.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

EP-FORM-309 — Page 2 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

| want the Council to adopt the following policy:

That a property should only be classified as heritage in the District Plan with the

express written consent of the property owner.

| want the Council to include the above policy in the proposed Plan Change.

Property owners have much to lose from the imposition of any unwanted heritage
categorisation, as has Hutt City from the costs of increased management, loss of
citizen goodwill and the likely litigation for its removal by informed property owners. |
believe a voluntary heritage policy is very much in the best interests and for the benefit
of Hutt City and its citizens.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | / wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I / will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter:

(or person authorised to sign on
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt

EP-FORM-309 — Page 3 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | tast Miller First Jennifer

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit Number 8 street Palm Grove

Suburb Belmont

city Lower Hultt ‘ Postcode 5010
Address for Service Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay 045651229 | Evening 045651229
Mobile
Email

jmillerlh@hotmail.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: | g\\in g |ntesification in Residential & Commercial Areas

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I / am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5.

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

DPC56/042

Give details:

Intensification in Western Hills

6. My submission is:

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

| strongly oppose intensification in the Western Hills because it seems extremely
unwise. The whole area is slip prone, as the recent high rain event has just emphasised
Replacing vegetation, which binds the hills together and absorbs run off, with roofing
iron and concrete at a time of Climate Change intensification is simply creating a bigger
problem as a solution to a smaller one. Climate Change solutions MUST drive our
future. This proposal for this area is ecological stupidity. Please, see the elephant in
the room and recognize climate change as our TOP priority. Sustainability must be our
guide. A few of the present generation may thank you. The future one will not.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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9.

DPC56/042

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

Removal of Western Hills from the Intensification proposal.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

I wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

If others make a similar submission,

I will / will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter:

(or person authorised to sign on Date 1 0 /9 /2022

behalf of submitter)

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | tasst BYRNE First Mike

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit Number © street Manuka Ave
suburs VW ObUIN
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D010
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening

movie 0212492162

Email

mikebyrne.nzl@gmail.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: Enabl | ng |ntenSificati0n

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:
Give details:

Special Residential Areas

Singular Heritage properties

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

1) For decades successive councils have protected the special character of Woburn,
Lowry Bay and Boulcott through the provision of Special Residential Areas in the
District Plan. It is incredulous that this council could propose to remove Special
Residential Areas from the District Plan and put in place a regime that may well
dessimate the character and value of these special suburbs of the Hutt

2) The Council has proposed Heritage precincts which it seems they have put very
little effort into analysing as they contain many houses which appear to have no
heritage value at all

3) The council has a list of single properties that are outside the proposed heritage
precincts. Council says they will deal with this next year. This will significantly
disadvantage those property owners as by then the intensification rules will be in
place. All heritage properties need to be included as part of this current change.

4) Everybody currently sees Heritage status as a negative thing. Council have
received considerable feedback about the need for them to put in place initiatives that
make owning a heritage property a thing of prestige that his highly sort after. | have
personally provided council with significant feedback on this topic and its pretty
dissapointing that it seems to have been completely ignored and Council have chosen
not to engage at all. The current heritage fund council have established is completely
inadequate.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

1) Keep Woburn, lowry Bay and Boulcott as Special Residential areas where
intensification is not permitted.

2) Engage with individual property owners about there properties being heritage.
Drawing a circle of the map to establish heriatge areas is lazy.

3) Develop a portfolio of benefits to incentivise heritage property owners. This could
include - dsicounted rates, no cost resource consents and building consents, financial
support for essential maintenance, rates caps for high value properties.

Bottom line is that Councild communication in all of this has been terrible. We have
reached out to the mayor on several occasions and have had no response.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | / wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I / will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Please tick one)
Signature of submitter:
(or person authorised to sign on 1 O/ 9/ 2 022
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last Skilton First Laura

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit Number 27 street Bay Street
Suburb Petone
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode 5012
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address

if different

Phone | pay ‘ Evening
mobite 021929201

Email

lauraskilton@hotmail.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I / am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

The Petone Foreshore Heritage Precinct needs to be enlarged to protect the Petone
character housing. While large areas of Petone have been identified as areas of
heritage significant, Hutt City Council has been extremely slow in adding this to the
District Plan, and individual houses are already been demolished to make way for
housing that is out of character in this important historic area.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

As a transport planner, | support high intensity housing if it is undertaken well, as it
reduces reliance on cars and can assist in public transport usage. Plan Change 43
was undertaken by Council to do exactly this. As part of PC43, Petone did not have
and areas rezoned to Suburban Mixed Use Activity Area or Medium Density
Residential Activity Area despite being close to public transport hubs and commercial
activity due to its historic character, potential sea level rise and being in a Tsunami
zone.

The new Government legislation requires all Councils in Tier 1 to update their District
Plans to allow for high density housing, but allows areas to be exempt for heritage,
natural hazards and iwi significance.

Council has established six new residential heritage precincts which includes a small
area of Petone, but does not include other areas that have similar housing. It also
includes Coastal hazard areas.

My submission seeks Council to enlarge the new heritage precinct in Petone to
preserve and protect a unique area that is already being destroyed due to poor
planning regulations. This rot will not only continue but will be accelerated if Council
does not act now. We can not wait 18 months for the full District plan review to occur.

My detailed submission is attached. It discusses the importance of Petone, the heritge
values that Council state on their website but have not carried this through within this
proposed plan change, the analysis of heritage areas undertaken, how heritage can be
maintained but still allow for intensification at a reduced scale within the existing rules,
the Napier model, and includes a discussion on the Volunteer Heritage Group, as | do
not agree with their views, as their view will also result in the loss of cohesive character
streets.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

| seek that the Petone Foreshore Heritage Precinct is extended to include Bay Street
and Beach Street as a minimum, as this was recently reviewed by Council, and that
consideration is made for thee area covered in Figure 2.1.5 of the Petone 2040 Spatial
Plan (provided in the attachment).

| also seek that the Rules for the Coastal Hazard Areas are adjusted to be better in line
with the Policies. | recommend adjusting these rules to allow a maximum of 2 stories
in these areas.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | / wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I will / will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Please tick one)
Signature of submitter:
(or person authorised to sign on 1 1 / 9/ 2020
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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Submission on Plan Change 56
Laura Skilton

27 Bay Street

Petone

lauraskilton@hotmail.com

As a transport planner, | support high intensity housing if it is undertaken well, as it reduces reliance
on cars and can assist in public transport usage. Plan Change 43 was undertaken by Council to do
exactly this. As part of PC43, Petone did not have and areas rezoned to Suburban Mixed Use Activity
Area or Medium Density Residential Activity Area despite being close to public transport hubs and
commercial activity due to its historic character, potential sea level rise and being in a Tsunami zone.

The new Government legislation requires all Councils in Tier 1 to update their District Plans to allow
for high density housing, but allows areas to be exempt for heritage, natural hazards and iwi
significance.

Council has established six new residential heritage precincts which includes a small area of Petone
but does not include other areas that have similar housing. It also includes Coastal hazard areas.
The areas are shown below:
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My submission seeks Council to enlarge the new heritage precinct in Petone to preserve and protect
a unique area that is already being destroyed due to poor planning regulations. This rot will not only
continue but will be accelerated if Council does not act now. We can not wait 18 months for the full
District plan review to occur.

Petone

Petone is an area of significance in the greater Wellington region. The first European sailing ships to
Wellington landed at Petone, with local Maori assisting them in finding shelter. To show this heritage,
Council has identified points of interest on the street names, such as the streets named after settler
ships.
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The Hutt City Council web site showcases the Petone Settlers Museum and states that the museum
“collect, care for and share our social history”, however this vision does not appear to be reflected in
the heritage zoning in Plan Change 56.

The Hutt City Council website also includes the Petone 2040 Spatial Plan and states “Petone is a
unique fusion of heritage buildings, character housing, cafes and restaurants, specialist retail, large
format shopping and industry, through to coastal environments.”

The Petone 2040 Spatial Plan states “identification of particularly cohesive residential streets that
have remained relatively intact since they were first laid down in the late 1800s and early to mid
1900s. These areas provide significant townscape value for Petone, establishing its identity as one of
the earliest settled parts of the Wellington Region. It is proposed that the areas specifically identified
has having a ‘Constant’ or ‘Critical’ townscape sensitivity and quality should be identified for special
protection within the District Plan. The diagram at Figure 2.1.5 therefore proposes an additional layer
to the DP List that identifies traditional housing that is cohesive and intact and which forms the
majority of Petone’s heritage.”

While the Hutt City Council web page refers to the spatial plan and the cohesive and intact traditional
housing, this has not been reflected in Plan Change 56. Figure 2.1.5 of the Petone 2040 Spatial Plan
is repeated below with the shaded areas being identified as areas of cohesive and intact traditional
housing.

In circa 2011, the former District Plan Manager identified an intention to investigate whether parts of
this area should form an identified precinct with special controls, such as a ‘conservation area’ or
‘area of special character’. This investigation has never come to pass, despite multiple documents
referring to the heritage feeling of the area — Petone Vision Statement 2007, An Integrated Vision for
Hutt City 2014 and Petone 2040 Spatial Plan 2016.

Residential Heritage Precincts

Six new heritage precincts have been identified in PC56 and these are protected from new
development with inappropriate building heights and density by limiting building heights and density to
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the extent necessary to protect the historic heritage. The Petone Foreshore Heritage Precinct was
identified as an area with a largely intact grouping of stylistic housing from early European settlement
in Petone. The area only includes three streets in Petone (Queen Street, Buick Street and Bolton
Street), and does not include other areas that have very similar characteristics.

Appendix A contains photos of various streets in Petone and based on these, | consider that the
Petone Foreshore Heritage Precinct should be enlarged to include Bay Street and Beach Street to the
west. Other areas should also be considered being Richmond and Nelson Street between Udy Street
and Hutt Road, and areas east of Cuba Street.

While not all the streets in the enlarged area | have suggested has continuous character homes, the
same applies to Queen Street, Buick Street and Bolton Street in the Petone Foreshore Heritage
Precinct. While | am no expert in heritage, | question how Council advisors have suggested some
streets but not others for the heritage precincts when they are not substantially different. | strongly
recommend that the hearings commissioners walk around the streets of Petone to see that the
traditional housing extends beyond the area identified and that both within and beyond the continuous
traditional housing is slowly being eaten away due to poor planning regulations and a failure to
recognise that we must preserve our history before we loose it.

| have read the analysis of the Beach and Bay Street area. The summary even states that
“Consistency of building styles, verandas and roof forms along the street frontages contribute
positively to the overall street character” and “A relatively low degree of building modification,
reinforcing the intactness and consistency in character present”. However they argue that this area
should not be included because it does not meet Policy 21 of the Regional Policy Statement. | do not
understand how the Council’s advisors can claim that the small area identified as a heritage precinct
meets the requirements of Policy 21, while those in the surrounding streets do not. In Appendix B |
have responded to the criteria of Policy 21.

The Demise of Character

Council has allowed the demolition of homes and the construction of out-of-character homes. The
two photos below are both taken on Bay Street. The one on the left is a two-story concrete block
home constructed in 2020 and is completely out of character with the rest of the street (refer to
Appendix A) while the one on the right is being renovated in 2022 with a second story being added
while maintaining the traditional frontage and respecting the character of the area.

e

Napier

Napier is known as the art deco capital of the world. Napier City Council recognises its unique
character and rather than allowing the art deco buildings to be demolished and replaced, it embraces
the architecture and promotes the unigueness and even financially supports the Art Deco Trust.

While Hutt Council has repeatedly stated within their web site that Petone has a unique character, this
is not reflected in PC56.
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When tourists go to Napier, they do not want to see one or two art deco properties — they want to see
continuous street frontages. This applies to Petone also. As a visitor to Amsterdam | took many
streetscape photos as the architecture is unique and consistent. However as a tourist in Berlin |
found the street scape very disappointing due to the mish-mash of pre WWII buildings mixed with
1950’s rebuilds and then 2000’s skyscrapers.

Volunteer Heritage Group

| am aware of a campaign by the volunteer heritage group of Petone that does not agree with the
additional heritage precincts that Council has created and considers that a property should only be
within this zone on a volunteer basis. | totally disagree.

The reason for the heritage precincts is to keep intact the cohesive streets of traditional housing that
is special and unique. If the precincts are to be voluntary, they may as well not exist at all as the
street scape will be not be continuous. At the public meeting on 29 August 2022, those opposing the
heritage precincts consider that their homes will reduce in value as a result of the precincts. They
want to be able to sell their home to a developer to demolish it and shade their southern neighbours”
property, but they don’t want their northern neighbour to do the same. They want their cake and eat it
too.

| do not believe that these people fully understand the proposed rules. In fact | want to go further to
say that | think the rules proposed by Council Officers is a good compromise to maintain the street
frontages and character of the area but still allowing a reasonable level of flexibility. Itis my
understanding of the proposed rules that extensions can still occur at the rear, a second dwelling can
still be constructed, and that a second floor can still be constructed, but within a smaller building
envelope. The example above shows how owners can still improve their homes without significantly
altering the streetscape.

Coastal Hazard Areas

PC56 creates three coastal hazard areas, which overlap some of the other zones. This is potentially
confusing, particularly as there are small “bubbles” that are not consistent. For example a small
bubble of Medium Coastal Hazard Area within the High Coastal Hazard Area between Bay Street and
Richmond Street effecting the rear of 4 properties, with the actual zone boundary not identified by any
physical means. It would be better if the zones followed property boundaries.

The areas that | consider should be included in the historic precincts are all either in the High or
Medium Coastal Hazard Areas. The new Policy in section 1.10.11 includes

(ca) To avoid subdivision, development and use in high flood hazard areas.
(cb) To manage subdivision, development and use in medium flood hazard areas.

(da) To manage subdivision, development and use in medium and high coastal hazard areas.
(db) To limit the density of development in medium and high coastal hazard areas.
Section 11.1.3 includes the following policy:

(bd) Subdivision where the building platforms are within the Medium and High Coastal Hazard
Overlays shall include mitigation measures to avoid any increase in risk to people or property,
including neighbouring properties.

However, it does not matter what the policy states, as it is the rules that trigger the use of a policy.
The rules still allow up to 6 stories, but only 2 houses per section, not three. These rules are not
reflected in the policy.

If we are to limit the density of development in these Coastal Hazard Areas, they could be better
preserved by making them heritage precincts.
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The Alternative

Once something goes, you can never get it back. If the Petone Foreshore Heritage Precinct is not
extended, the Hutt Valley will lose part of its history.

Do we want to demolish these homes:

| wish to be heard at the hearing.
Regards

ra Skilton
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Appendix A — Petone Street Frontages
Beach Street
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Bay Street

Queen Street (within proposed heritage precinct)
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Buick Street (within proposed heritage precinct)
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Bolton Street (within proposed heritage precinct)
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Appendix B — Regional Policy Statement — Policy 21

The policy is copied below, with my annotations shown in italics, noting that only one of the criteria
needs to be met..

Policy 21: Identifying places, sites and areas with significant historic heritage values — district and
regional plans

District and regional plans shall identify places, sites and areas with significant historic heritage values
that contribute to an understanding and appreciation of history and culture under one or more of the
following criteria:

(a) historic values: these relate to the history of a place and how it demonstrates important historical
themes, events, people or experiences.

(i) themes: the place is associated with important themes in history or patterns of
development. Many of the streets were laid out before the car became common place which
is reflected as part of the character, including narrow streets. Due to the age of the area and
the time of subdivision, when Petone was earmarked to be the centre of Wellington, the street
network has a linear character and the lot sizes are very consistent along both Bay and Beach
Streets. The report states that the majority of the sites on Bay and Beach Streets have a site
coverage between 40% and 50%, resulting in a relatively high perceived density compared to
the average in Lower Hutt. The consistency in height and setback in these two streets make a
significant contribution to their character, with a consistent setback of approximately 6 metres
from the street edge.

(i) events: the place has an association with an important event or events in local, regional or
national history. The area was where the first sailing ships landed in Wellington. Many of the
streets are named after these ships. The local museum celebrates this.

(i) people: the place is associated with the life or works of an individual, group or organisation
that has made a significant contribution to the district, region or nation. The area of Petone
represents where the first settlers arrived in Wellington. Most of them arrived to see a densely
forested area and had to mark out the land they had purchased from a plan in the UK. The
reason why there is some variation in the buildings, is because not all the settlers could build a
house immediately upon arrival. When you look closely, you can see similar housing styles
from one street to the next based on what was in fashion at the time. Single bay windows,
double bay windows, the style of veranda.

(iv) social: the place is associated with everyday experiences from the past and contributes to
our understanding of the culture and life of the district, region or nation. The houses in Petone
reflect the culture of the early 1900’s. Generally, the most ornate rooms are at the front of the
house, where the owners would receive guests. The rear of the houses contain the working
areas of the house — kitchen, laundry. Many of the houses contain a wide hallway adjacent to
the front door and an archway where the hall reduces in width. Curtains used to hang at the
arch to represent the divide between where guests would be entertained, and children could
not enter.

(b) physical values: these values relate to the physical evidence present.

(i) archaeological: there is potential for archaeological investigation to contribute new or
important information about the human history of the district, region or nation. On the nearby
Petone foreshore, Hikoikoi pa and Pito-one pa are identified as mana whenua sites of
significance to Taranaki Whanui ki te Upoko o te lka a Maui

(ii) architectural: the place is notable for its style, design, form, scale, materials,
ornamentation, period, craftsmanship or other architectural values. The summary document
states that Bay Street and Beach Street contain a high number of 7900’s villas, including bay
villas and square villas “The consistency of building styles, verandas and roof forms along the
street frontages contribute positively to the overall street character.
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(iii) technological: the place provides evidence of the history of technological development or
demonstrates innovation or important methods of construction or design. The construction of
houses in Petone is significantly different to those that are being built today. They were all
built with studs and sarking, with no dwangs. The roofs also have solid sarking underneath
them. Wile they do not meet the existing building codes, they have stood up better in recent
earthquakes than many modern homes. The technology of construction in the early 1900’s
has proven the test of time. It is unlikely that a house built today will still be here in 100 years.
These buildings, and building construction, is special and unique and needs to be preserved.

(iv) integrity: the significant physical values of the place have been largely unmodified. The
analysis stated that: “A relatively low degree of building modification is evident in the area,
reinforcing the intactness and consistency in character present”.

(iv) age: the place is particularly old in the context of human occupation of the Wellington
region. The houses are some of the oldest houses in the area, with some dating back to the
late 1890’s

(v) group or townscape values: the place is strongly associated with other natural or cultural
features in the landscape or townscape, and/or contributes to the heritage values of a wider
townscape or landscape setting, and/or it is a landmark. The residential areas are an
extension to the commercial histroric area of Jackson Street and the historic areas of Riddlers
Cres and Patrick Street that have been identified in the District Plan since 2003. The aeas in
guestion are therefore strongly associated with other townscapes of heritage value.

(c) social values: these values relate to the meanings that a place has for a particular community or
communities.

(i) sentiment: the place has strong or special associations with a particular cultural group or
community for spiritual, political, social, religious, ethnic, national, symbolic or commemorative
reasons. | bought my house in Petone because | love character houses and | wanted to be
part of a character area. For me the area has a community and cultural feel.

(ii) recognition: the place is held in high public esteem for its historic heritage values, or its
contribution to the sense of identity of a community, to the extent that if it was damaged or
destroyed it would cause a sense of loss. The Hutt City Council web site repeatedly refers to
the character area of Petone.

(d) tangata whenua values: the place is sacred or important to Maori for spiritual, cultural or
historical reasons. On the nearby Petone foreshore, Hikoikoi pa and Pito-one pa are identified
as mana whenua sites of significance to Taranaki Whanui ki te Upoko o te lka a Maui.

(e) surroundings: the setting or context of the place contributes to an appreciation and understanding
of its character, history and/or development. Petone includes plaques of historic significance and
memorials on the foreshore.

() rarity: the place is unique or rare within the district or region. Petone is unique within Lower Hutt as
the area was one of the first to be established. Wile there are other old houses in the Hutt Valley,
many were on larger sections that have since been subdivided so no longer have the consistent street
frontages. | believe this makes Petone rare.

(g) representativeness: the place is a good example of its type or era. The area is a good example of
pre 1920 houses. While some houses date back to 1890’s, the majority of houses are the first house
to be constructed on the site.
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RS FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUTJ/CITY
proposed district plan change

Clinsied § of Sehiduiy 1, Rasousros Macagamant A 1591

To: Chiaf Executive, Hutt City Courncl

1. This iz a submission from:

Full nams [ Lot wyjﬂikf ) _ Frst _JE?HM_ o o
Enmpwfﬂgamm
Contact 7 afean
Marass [ vu B woow [15 wet Epupl STREET ]
E— '
mmmsﬂﬂ'ﬁwm" B A Epuni| STecer Cowecdivos |15 Epuntt STREET |
| Lowee. HurT | LowéR
Prone | ow o4 - 5679732 sy Od-56F7732
e D 2= 369993 el
Emad

Johne Wysocki. nz

2. This is & submizsion on the fallowing proposad change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 5£
TE i fesibe
Tite of Propossd District Plan Change: | 154 “F’:'T:H o st JH;;EI
| could 1.-"{;“& mot gain an advanlaga in trade competition through ths submissian.
[P lick o)

4. M you could gain an advantage in lrade competition through this Submission:

e
| am V| am not diractly afiacted by an affact of the subject matter of thal submission that-

{a) advarsely alfacts the anvircnment and
() does not refate to frade competdion or the effects of rade compaelition:

Pegade ok cnal

Mode' F iy B & R wi il Jiet &5 BPsleE b rale Comgelin Bt P sclameon, e ight i sale § subes i iy be
e By clace B of Pt 1 of Bohecuie | of e Redourcs Mragienssd 21 1057,

P -FORMI0R - Pags 1078 Hall Oty Comted wiwd Patieity vl AE 4 570 BESE Mg 2OTT



DPC56/045

5. The specific provisions of the proposal thal my submission ralates Lo ane:
(Hwm gelin

Hed Dewsity RESIDENTIAL ZonE
MED um  DeasiTy ZoniE EXTENTION

[Pismem ups soSicnal pagen ¥ oy wiety

G. My submisshon ks:
Inchie sl poo ILA00 & SAsdEs e BSecilc Aeuibotd oF inin 5 Al S aeeaded B MRESONS i oo el

DFFEEE PIE\J’ISI'DM" Fovr Six 57b Housiv c
ﬂlg:llunjF_ ExTEANT oM oF ExsTivg MED / um Dewsi T Zo e

S 1) Lack '
) e Ll sy i
3) Moffec MarigueiT froblocss
4) oot f«’ﬁu AT Sacure — UNVEVEN |
5) Powses ;;:w,i?, ~ ova/ lanel
Cm’n"wi STheel T}Mf?ﬁ‘wﬂ.}.

e — -

FR PR = g Tar S Hett City Sl wowm Moty s g o 5P BEAE R 2023
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7. | seek the fallowing decision from Hull City Council:
Gy prechs ety

Co's | DEE FEEDBack From MWEKS of
ExqsTivg ESTAELISHED Fbusive.,
Revise This plan Exclude Six Swey ancl

Four .S'Tbﬁ'-!f Houws i W/ .

e
B wish | do not wish 1o be heard in support of my submission.

8. i others mﬁmmmm
i T il will net consider presenting & joini cesa with theam at the hearing.
[Fipaee ok onel —
Signature of submittar: : / /
fior Earao muafonined B sign on W | é 07 Eﬁ'ill
DR o ke
ﬂmummlmuﬁm#ﬂmwwm

-__-.____ —

Privacy Statemant

ﬂ-mmwm this subrrasion, including your name and comaot detads, wil ba prowiced bo other submitiers and
pubkshed o Mus City Coundls websda, Hutt City Councll i raguned 19 cobiet il pusiish this Infomratisn erder tha Roscunca
Management Act 1991, Your cortec! detads will be removed from Counci's wesiite whan Tw furthis SUDMSSIONS DAOCESS Pag boen
cornzinind, howmeer your fievs Wil 8L Dppon in P fearng and dechion repors.

Y¥ou harve tha right lo ask for & copy of @ry befkans infarmation vwe hokd about yoo, and 63 sk for it o be cormected ¥ you think | i
m.lmﬂlumut-'nf-mdamwihﬂulrm.MMWu
[ismatinmansesmantioamituticty ot ng or cal Tl

Where to send your aubmission
+ By omail (preferred): disincl plan@hulicity govine
« By post! Hutt City Council, Privale Bag 31812, Lower Hutt 5040
¢ In parson: Al the Hulf City Coungil Customer Sérvice Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lowar Hult

ER-POMAL X - Fage 3 1 Hull City Countil v Puticly powl =g 0 570 5688 Szt FEL
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FEMA FORM &

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause & of Schedule 1, Resouros Manajemant Acl 1691

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1., Thiz s a submission from:

Full name | o bf ySocdl fe hmma
Companylorganisalion _
Contact # aweer -
Address U"‘”’I—""""“"’_lr_f_ﬁ'ﬂ & ot Slrast
_Suourd (E putem ¢ ‘
Oy L g e HuH . Fﬂmﬁ_ﬂ:}ﬂ_ i
Addrass for Sarvige | Posal Addess G A
o abprmet
Phone ow 463 Fo2F by —

Mo ©27 34 SLE L3S
ﬂmnﬂr‘:ﬁﬁﬁntl'.n_r_

2, This is a submission on the following proposed change 1o the City of Lower Hult District Plan;

Proposed District Plan Change No: 5h

Mw.ﬂ:a{m - I'I:EI.JE-'—I-‘II' ial
Title of Proposed District Plan Change: ) ol

Emali

3 | could | ,-tTould not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission,
Pimase Lew qnal

4, Ifyou could gain an advariage in rade competition through this submission:

I am «1 am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matier of ihat submission that-

{a} adversely affects the emvironment; and
(b} does nol refate to rade competition or the effects of trade compedition:

PRanse Aok o)

{inler F pou dre 8 peon sho could paE an adeantaps i inade compelhion Sough e submition, o gl B Mk 8 USTMIEREA My b
g By cleuse A5F) of Pad 1 of Setestus T of B Redduros Lianegessan Ao 1991

EPE0E04-309 - Page 12 Huil Ciy Counci AN, ity o N G 570 S8 Augest JFT
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5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates (o are:

Ciive elads
o (A L_"\-:_?l_‘ "-‘-'ltr"ﬂ-l l'EﬂIE*E——J'Iﬂ’ L‘jﬂ*—-{‘:.. a
Medicin— e " e~ 'E:.-l'.-lr*!:-v—-.r_'..r..:;..,-.,,l

[EHpase e sodfiona’ peges ¥ pou wish)

6. My submission is:
Ienziudhs whalher oo sugpodd o onpom e specdic proviposs or wiph 1 heen Bhae Breaded. and Maade IO g’ viiled

1 mFFﬁ:ﬁ.:_, b-m'H—-. "H—g., I'{'jl—-q. "‘"h—'—'l:l:II'-l'-H--.. ﬂlﬂ‘mﬁb’

et & im—a -

= Lesek -.-::E Fﬂ"t"':j' nrﬂmﬁ — "H—-g_ ﬂ'f-r-n.:,l[ | “"-t
s Fﬂ"t""h"'"' Lo alre be con—e i

ﬂ-n-—,:_}'-'.ﬂl"‘:qj 'f:"'b..-.—., ﬂ"'l' ,{Tﬂ
T L T I | ng:;_ -:? “ﬁwt.‘np-'vﬂ-i: |

i L—q:ﬂ:.;_:b =t “"'":'ﬂ'll:w-ﬁ{'tr e D'H'"I:r'- Serioss,
to coPe it Heo —Crecaec) Vﬂfu'"-—-::jl-ﬂ:

_.T-'l-"f_.-- m
= r‘:'FE-' will et allaw
Hevsn o, £ e

— Esk -m--r B T~ o TN L_-"'E=-a . .
wils g amee—is of ._.L'T-IQM, Mo’ Itk

— Lock @rﬁrﬂ:r-. Spoces closoc EE'E‘?
po-ts (o fo—ilies = oscass.
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ot Lot e coah B B8, =
= e e a S e e
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7. | seek the following decision from Hult City Council:
Gipp procise calely

Co—side all Toadlboey eccivecd + e d ok
te e ture e L=l r'-'-ﬂa'J“hﬁ}Jf*—-r'q:t'ﬁ'lﬂJ‘-lH:_

K- ‘E&--‘E'.-J-"a:l'—th PG;-QE-;J;{L; I::-:;-E;r-:_ dﬂn.d:—":j
to I aleod wit— s F"b_;:u:;qf.

Dipans uer LIS papes B o Wit

8 1 wish 1,..*""37} ot wish 1o be heard in support of my submisshon,
(Flasse bok o)
8. I cihers make a similar submisshon,
| will .,.-ﬂ"":rlll not consider presenting a joind cass with tham at the haaring.
(Piaasg R ong)

iﬂmﬂsuw: /4 h,.-"‘ Fu JE o s I ]'I‘?/-?_.-a .
Baba¥ of gubmifte] Dlats

8 SAAAILI 15 NOF reauired # U MakE rour SUBTNSSON By SACITINT means) o

Privacy Statement

Thes irformation you prosde in s submission, Incwding your names and contacs delsls, =il b proviced (ool submiflers and
published of Hitt City Courcl's wabsie, Hutt City Councll s requined 10 colect and publsh thig Information under the Rasource
Maragarmsnt A 1951, Your contact Selails wil be remoraed from Councl's wabsibh whan B further submigsions process has Sesn
complabsd. howevwer your rama will il appéar in e hearng and decision mports.
o hive (he fight 1o a8k ke @ copy of ary peisonsl irRomalion we hold abou you, and 1o gk fior 1o be comected 1§ yous Bk i 15
mﬂmdmumhlmﬂﬂwmﬂﬂlhmhuhmmmmﬂ

alig ] 2.t Ty of Gall J4-5T0-5686

Where to send your submission
= By emall (preferred): district planimhuticity. govi.nz
s By post: Hutt City Counci, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040
& In parson: At the Hult Cily Councll Customer Senvice Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt

EF-FORM-D36 - Fege 3§ ) Hufl City Counod v Buficity g 3 04 30 G6sa g 033
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change ‘

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | rast Griffith First Sandra

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit Number street 35 York Street
suburb MOeEra
city Lower Hultt ‘ Postcode 5010
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening

mobile 027 378 1685

Email

sandybeach73@xtra.co.nz

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commﬂ
+

3. | could ||¢/ | could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am ¢/ | am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.

EP-FORM-309 — Page 1 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022
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5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

Chapter 14F Heritage Buildings and Structures and the creation of ‘heritage areas’ to
restrict development

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

I am 100% against the listing of private residential properties as heritage under the
proposed heritage areas included in this plan change, without homeowner consent.

These heritage areas will not only have horrendous inter-generational consequences
for the families affected, it also will prevent families from helping children or elderly
parents from adding additional floor area to the current dwelling or an additional
dwelling on to the section to accomodate them.

It seems ludicrous to me that neighbouring streets could have properties built up to
three to six storeys high, with heritage areas forced into stagnation and will drastically
impact the layout and aesthetic of the Hutt.

The proposed heritage precincts impose significant restrictions on what a home-owner
can and can’t do with their property. Once a property is "Frozen in time" in one of these
areas, the owner will have to get the Council’s consent to make any changes to their
home, or if they want to change the number of stories or number of houses. The rules
for when the Council may do this are simply too very vague and leave a lot of discretion
to the Council.

| am privy to the impacts a heritage listings can have, and know that it will impose
significant ongoing costs and problems for property owners. Case in point, | know
Insurers will charge increased premiums (eg, 25% or more), imposed increase
excesses and refuse to provide cover for the additional costs in repairing to the original
standard and to cover further Council Consent fees. This is with out even considering
the imminent future costs that will be involved around Geotechnical / Liquefaction
investigations.

Real Estate data and reports have shown heritage listing reduces the value of a
property by 10 to 30%, further too that Real estate agents have been pretty honest in
their take saying many potential buyers immediately lose interest when they learn that a
property is heritage listed.

When you combine these 2 financial factors together the net negative impact over the
lifetime of the property would be astronomical.

And when you apply that financial impact overlay in a lower socio-economic area suchpgz

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

EP-FORM-309 — Page 2 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

| want the Council to adopt the following policy:

“That a property should only be classified as heritage in the District Plan with the
express written consent of the property owner.”

| want the Council to include the above policy in the proposed Plan Change.
Property owners have much to lose from the imposition of any unwanted heritage
categorisation, as has Hutt City from the costs of increased management, loss of
citizen goodwill and the likely litigation for its removal by informed property owners.

| believe a voluntary heritage policy is very much in the best interests and for the
benefit of Hutt City and its citizens.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | v/ | wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I will ¢/ | will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Please tick one)
Signature of submitter:
(or person authorised to sign on 1 1 . 9 . 2 022
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’'s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
e By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt

EP-FORM-309 — Page 3 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022
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RMA FORM S5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUTJAITY
proposed district plan change

Clause & of Schedule 1, Rascurce Managemant Act 1891
Recolved by Customer Service Cantre

..........

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council 9q.9. 2% Tme \

1. This is a8 submission from; |
I

Full name | wsr . SSLKE K Firsf <4
Company/organisation
Contact r amemant i
Address | unt ] Number Sivel b3 M EoVLANIADE
s PETONE
v Lo(ER HUYTL [ rees
Address for Service | Postsl Address R
f cifarent a5 P‘.”ﬁjﬂ JE I
Phone | oay | Evening
wee (2212924349
- Lo w wauentltd fbﬂwﬂtl\ meela

2. This is a submission on tha following proposed change to the Clty of Lower Hutt District Plan:
Proposed District Plan Change No: |5,

: tJ TedTERSHUATON WA e ionthee\
ﬁ@ﬂpmm District Plan Change: Ej PSRN A

Emuu Ii could not gain an advantage in trade compatition through this submission.

4, If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

| am ' | am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that-

(@  adversely affects the enviranment, and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

[Praane ok oner

ol i you ang @ person wie Could i an advantags i Faoe competifion firoogh the submission, your Aghl i maks & submiaion may be
Embed by clause 64) of Parl § of Schegule 1 of i Resource Manapoment Aot 1891



5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are: DPC56/048

T Chagtes ¥+ Heldace Bucomags o
Shuchuis e THE ClExT©on of
" eaace Arens ¢ o RESTRICT DeveLopmg NT

(Pieass wse additional pages I you wish|

B. My submission is:

T oo agauast T Lishing of Private Btidkanhal
fropavHes s hentagy ndes Hhe (reposad
hewnta Prveos 1 clded o Has Rla., Laar
Without hewe ownev Gounseqt . i
Tk Al comse didhaskrous  afkeck ad heriia
Mveus, Al 5l’ac3nu.ta
C);C‘\“Lkéium'l[' (4 ';_-.‘r",,..f‘“;hu.:'mi will e ‘-MFE}Mf‘lrm’
M daanges te ones  homes WM
'FM‘J“- c'"t HAE Ot_dﬁi;}'["\;p.__i
Cosb to (omple witl, e (roposed e
Fov lmbap  Resdeds will be S epnafC et
Hml—uu&e oty han L0 e "'& (eduuce 4
Propriy Velas
¥ T wanr o have a docce 0S o wethes me
?WF‘E’LH o nduged 1 e R Cﬂ:ﬁu '
A5 now iy Yoy, o UG GM TR
Cﬁwmﬁﬁ“ﬁ% e edata 0 Mﬁhﬁ
Moy oS ﬂ‘g e el %ﬂ.mu.hé% S whe
lont Hee agresment o} Tt ond/ .

{Pirase use sdoilional pages I rou wish)



DPC56/048
7. | seak tha ﬁ:ﬂh:r'-'-ing decision from Hutt City Council:

m-i'“":‘:iu"l"r Hot LﬂmuL{;ﬂ ~+w E!:.::Lgp-ﬁ e -éa”'d"d;:ﬁ ﬁ{l,.ﬂ
L J‘i".ﬂﬁu‘i' a ]?'-“5' 1 Slendd .::MJ.nj lye LLM'::££&“L
Ay hevlocg | i~ : Aichick P,(,._—:.,pj o i, He
e L (e Conseant ¢{ e oconay

d:"_.:_- L.r"'-u-:'i:-l-'l-"'l.-h‘ 'H.LJE, [:L?UI-"II':-A-H o EML:LL_'__::LE tle A N0 2
?pftq{.flﬁ i Aas i?m(":’s*'-"sl P e C-[;rtﬁlﬂff
Pr’t:.-L-zeﬂ?ul ewnas hae waadh to Lose ‘C’:;:“"“‘E-m

. : > e 5%
|";"'ukpi.'f-“:';ﬂ-HDu"| 9& i MMH WL j F:
o tho PAadt Gty wj‘.-H,..F_ L:::t‘-:..'r'ﬁ DE (b1 Crecisa
W\-CLMWIL:@@? &i%ﬁﬁmm giiymﬂ.'{{.-._.ﬁ_
ety ik : v ke resmeval oy novimal
i ﬁbp.e.-.fb“] ooneys - T |gelieve & uumﬂtauﬂ
Y\M Fﬂ'ﬁﬂ“’ 1% UM-__j wartil e e El_.ﬂa't—
(evefls and fov e Reweih o Wukt Gy
fand "1 i:lh"l.%?-ru"; -

[PEease use sotomal papes I you wigh)
-

i
B | wish dnmtvﬂihmthMMauppﬂnufmymhmiam.
{Pigsse hick ona)

8. ifothers a similar submission,
I ﬁ’:‘lll ;E | will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing,

{Proasa fick ona} A '
oA P i
banal of submisier) - Date

{8 SRS 5 O] FQUITR ¥ R MAKN Pour SUDMBT0N by ARCITGG Mt

Privacy Statement

The information you prowide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitbers: and
published an Hutt City Cound®'s websiie. Hutt Cily Councll is required to collect and pubiish this information wndar the Resaurce
Managemant Aci 1881, Your contact detads will be removed from Councll’s wabsia whan the further submissions process has been
completed, howevar vour name wil sl appear in the hearing and decision raparis.

Yiou have Bhe rghl bo ssk o 8 copy of any parsonal infarmaticn we hold aboul you, and b ask for & 1o be cormactsd i you think It is
wroreg. If you'd ke lo ask for a copy of your infarmation, of to have il comected, please contact us &
o e e T A T H:llmm

Where to send your submission
= By email (preferred): district plan@huttcity govinz
= By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040
s |n person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Sarvice Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lowar Hutt
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Foda FORM &

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUTJ/ITY
proposed district plan change

Clouss 8 of Schodule 1, Resourcs Managomenl Act 1561

HUTT CITY COuNciIL
To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Counc 1 2 SEP 1022

1. This |s a subméssion from:

Full name E_#?E_leﬁ __ A :&_f_fﬁ}? ! A S

Companylorganisation 1

Cantact i sitsrant l:__ o 1

Address | um <O Mumber il fiﬂqsg_ﬂg gﬂé ______
swsFalrfe J ST

= f-ﬂﬂﬁ : [ 507/ |
I|
n

Addrass for Sarvica Ceonarige’ Aioindst
[ — |

Phone ooy 5 7 7=3352 o |bwm —~ o
e 02 74 F5-5/6T E‘_“i____.___-__ﬁ

- G}{nj‘;?ﬂﬂ -‘t’ﬁa'fzmm &7 29 malecom

S

2. This is a submission on (e following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:
Propesed District Plan Change Mo: 5 I

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: i’]\-{"H' C "]"'jl" v _‘_!l

3 1 could m/nnu!d not gain an advantage in trade mmpehﬂnn thraugh this submission.
{Plasse fick o)

4, &qu coukd gain an advaniage in trade mmpeﬂﬂrx] through this submisslon;

I | L”lam am not direclly affected by an effect of he subject matber of that submission that—

(a) i t: and
ib) does not relate to trade compatition or the effects of trade compatition;

[Piosss Gick ang)

s I L A B S e crky Dl an in drada compoiition Hroog e sobmialin, poor gl 1o makn & Seheisaion may be
dimiiod by clvese 6/d) of Pard 1 of Schedls 1 of the Managamand Act 19097

P FORBANE - Page 1l Hull City Counll  wwwhulitygodar 04 590 &880 Aaxpes M
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5. The specific provisions of the proposal thal my submission relates 1o are:
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7. | seak the following deciston from Hult City Council:

GAVen ‘F‘\:f‘;"}f ﬁxnaif éf(mv-.fea!g-e, NAEH

oy 6{9:‘:4"_&. 71'.:; c}’[q{w& yﬂwf" Mg
7%“, W ,L.'uﬂ-’ /é]&rwv&sf W'EHL‘L
f‘ﬂ 41:1& ﬂm‘ﬁf‘ﬂ;

Plomse wss adoiomal pagas iF pou wish)

a8 1 wish ; a do mot wish to be haard in support of my submission.
{Pisase ok o)

9. If elhers make a similar submission,
I :12' will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

Signature of submittar:

e 3 A (T4

(i lgrasfiene 2 nod requined I pou make ol submission by siscioes

Privacy Statamant

The irdarmalion you pravide in this submission, including your rame and contac! dedaiis, will ba provided bo ather submitans: and
published o Hufl Ciy Councila wisbaile, Hult Gty Coundl is reguirad 80 collso] and publieh this infonmatScn undar [he Rasoirce
Managamant Act 1901, Your conact dalais will be removed from Coundl's websibs whan the further submissions process has boen
cempaled, howmmn your name will 550 appaar in e kearing and decislon mpoats.

Yol edtves Thes right 4o ask for & copy of any parsonal indarmation we hold abo you, snd o ask for il 1o ba corected ¥ you think it i
wrang. W vou'd s io ssk fof & cogy of your informalion, or i hane | carmecled, please comlac us &l
£ i aiwlig or call 04-570-6858,

R TS L E LT R T AT R T P g S

Where to send your submission

« By email (preferred): districtplan@huttcity. govt.nz
« By post: Hutl City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hult 5040
¢ In parson: At the Hult City Council Customer Sarvica Cantre, 30 Laings Road, Lowear Hutt
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Ridia, FORM & -

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUTJZCITY

proposed district plan change
Ciause 8 of Schedule 1, Reaource Managament Act 1881
_ _ _ _ Recolved by Customer Servics Cantre
To: Chief Executive, Huft City Council
o . O jesc
1. This is a submission from; on ki .L.:.....:.

Full name m!!!ﬁ!‘::r“ First 5%

Company/organisation
Contact & amment

hﬂdmaﬂmiﬂm Straat Uﬂa w

Address for Service | s Addess ’mm
o
Phone | oay | Evaning
Mobde = 2 &
Email

2. This is a submission on the following propased :hanga to the City of Lower Hult District Plan:
Proposed District Plan Change No:

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: by ke

3 | |_ could | +/| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
Pliiisy ek o]

4, Ifyou could gain an advantage in trade compatition through this submission:

I am 1,/". am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(@) adversely affects the environment; and
{b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Figase Jok ane)

m-:m“.wmmm in brade competiion [haoumh e Subwiastion, oer ight! o make o swbmission sy be
fervibinct bor chiuen B)4) of Parl 1 of Schadule 1 of dbe iManagemant Act 18§,

P
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7. | saek the following decision from Hutt City Councik

T Wk Coromd 6 adopt Hu folmuncy i"’J“"}_,
e choaa Bt
o g 2ot e S e
WRITIER ConssenoT oF W FRopeRay DR
$. T wonk, W clumiay Yo Euebiade, Voo iierved

Lﬂ " = i iqﬂlﬂﬁffimu
Lﬂ?:t“‘ E;ﬂdiq ﬁ.,.mﬂ:m o {zﬂw
onomaglmant, (ogg of Ghgpn, Geeduall cnd

Briis e v e
P S oy e e
Beredpk of Wt Gy anel e Conpens

[Pigaa L8 Ul pages & pou wikh)

I v wish do not wish to ba heard in support of my submission.
(Plaass tick 0n)

8, Ifothers make a similar submission,

I I will E will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing,
Plaase tick an) N

Signature of submitter:

for pavicn authaned fo sign an
skt o subvnitar]

{2 signatune Is nol requined f Fou makn pour submission by

[

s e E =S — - - mm—

Privacy Statement

The infamation you prosida in this submision, intluding your name and contact detalls, will be provided o other submitters and
published an Hutl Cily Council's wabsibe, Hutl City Council is reguired to collept and publish this information under the Resowncs
Managemant Act 1991, Your cortact detaits will ba remowved from Council s wadsie when tha further submissions process has baen
complsted, however your name will stil appear in the hearing and decition repas,

Yiou have the righl to ask for 8 copy of any personal information we hold aboud you, and I ask fof it b be comstad if you think & &
wrang. i you'd like to &% for & cogy of your information, or 1o have it cormacied, please contact us at
angoemertisamdihuticiy vt ng or call 04-5T0-S858

Where to send your submission
= By email (preferred): district plan@huticity goving
= By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31812, Lower Hutt 5040
» In person: Al the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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R FORM S

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUTJ/CITY
proposed district plan change

Clause & of Schadule 1, Rescurcs Management Acl 1291

Recetved by Customer Service Cantre
Ta: Chief Exacutive, Hutt City Council Q@ a2 T
on 1.9 || J——
1. This is a submission from:
Full name | e SHORT Pt WMALC ARET
Companylorganisation
Contact ¥ cfamn =
Address | v Humaar Smal 2 HAURL ST
swed EAST[EOURNE
oy lowe R WuTT | oo S i 3
Addrass for Sarvice | Pastsl Addmss Courter Aocries
W et 2
Phone | pey 62 T2 S | Evening
Mcitaln - B N
Email

2. This ia a subméission an the following pmmﬂnh”m_:gatuﬂm City of Lowar Hutt District Plan:

=n

Proposed District Plan Change No: | 5 (>
N “TtE-.-I.:-;...E--('c'E-I_L;'I."-ﬁ. L,
Tite of Proposed District Plan Chana®: | Residerdion( and Comue rciol avees

3. | I: could | «| could not gain an advantage in trade compelifion through this submission,
{Fiman fick ane)

4,  If you could gain an advantage in frade competition through this submission;

I am - | am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission thal-

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b} does nol relate 1o frade compelition or the effects of rade compatition:

{Fingss Biok one)

Mol I Joli 575 8 parsch Wit CoUT pabn an sAvanisgs s compeiition At siehemibssion, Powr rignl o mako & sbenisslon may e
Sebed by classs (4] of P § of Schacheds ¥ of the @asouss Managament Act 1587,

[EFL PR ~ Paga 1 073 Hull City Councll werer Faglicity gendlng e 570 G065 Aaiges 2D
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§. The spedific provisions of the proposal that my submission relatles to ane:

ke detavis:

[T v p——

8. My submission is;
Inciudsy mhathnr pou suppar or cupose o spoeciic proeisions or wish J0 Save Dham Smonded. and reasons for pour viaw

{Pioass 5o sTSieal poges if you wish]

[EFF OR300 — Pags Fof 1 Folt City Counl  werw, hallcity. pol or 0 5T GEGG Mgl 2532
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7. | seak the following dacision from Hutt City Councl;

Give precize delnly

Thatrtlhe Huokk CLL% Gouned  Reonsiders e Fc.ﬁd.r:—uj-.‘l.-

O'L_ Lw.}.ru.‘-lu.a-h{.,{u,«hun 4 hauiuua{mﬂ J-R_EHLLLT-.EI-;! le Hae

'E';'JW‘I:_.-_PLME»\_‘_TE) b-.-\ Pla @ Ca K ..__.:L {_{-‘ELQWW L’Ju..dn:.hn:f

1 tee cowshal arveas of lwooer W ekt = EEFE:;UIUL-i
avound the ullee aman (Quine St of

Easioouria ,
[Fha5d USO SN pagos & poo wEsh]
8 | I wish v | do not wish 1o ba heard In support of my submission.
{Fioas fick o)
8, If others make a similar submission,
I will /| will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Plmacsn fick s .
Signature of submitier: H - =, 1.' -
s
ﬂrﬂmmhﬁm t:. .C'i.c,r-r M.‘Fq r’l?..

B SRS I8 AT Muired e Sk pour Submission by sloenk M)

Privacy Statement

Thea infarmation you provide in this submission, induding your nama and contact dotnils, will be providoed o offer submillers and
published on Hutt City Councils wabsile. Hult City Coundl |s required to calliect and publish this infarmation under the Resouncs
Mansgameant Act 1991, Your conlact Satails will b removed friam Councils wabails whan @i haiPar sUbmigsons protasd fas baon
complatid, howaver your nams will &8 appear in tha Baaring and decdskon repaors.

Yiour hanve they righd 1o aesk for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, nred 1o sk for it B be oomected  yol think It s
I]-uu'dh hﬂthlmdpﬂ'h‘m -tl"h:||1.il.l'|'.|-|I:|:I\:|'1'In|jund-l plesasa cantect us at

Where to send your submission
« By omall (preferred): district plang@hulicily. goving
+ By post: Hull City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lowar Hutt 5040
«  In person: Af the Hult City Council Customer Service Cenfre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutl
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J.Specific provision of the proposal that my submission relates
to are:

1. Intensification of residential housing in coastal areas.

2 Effects of building tower blocks in Eastbourne.

6. My submission is that I do not agree with the proposal to
intensify housing in Coastal areas of Lower Hutt with special
reference to the Eastbourne Community

1.Coastal Areas

Intensification of residential housing in Lower Hutt coastal areas,
such as Petone and Eastbourne does not seem advisable with the

forecasts of sea level rising, due to climate change, and the possible
flooding of housing in those areas.

2.About Eastbourne.

Eastbourne has only one road in and out and in an emergency such as
road closures, due to earthquake or storms damaging or blocking the
road, it will be difficult to get the present population to safety. With
the increased numbers caused by the new housing blocks, it will only
compound the problem. In the past there have been hillside fires as
well.

3.With the possibility of housing flooding often in this area, it raises
questions regarding home insurance. Something that buyers of the
proposed new tower blocks should be warned about,

4.With regard to areas of intensification in the proposed legislation,
Rimu Street and a small part of Ouroua Street in Eastbourne can
hardly be described as a “Commercial Centre”. It has no bank, no
supermarket, no big chain store, no clothes shops, no stationers, not
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even a book shop. It has a few essential food shops and a few other
amenities providing for a community a 20 minute car / bus ride away
from a real commercial centre.

5. Rona House (built 1965) is the one tower block in Eastbourne.
At first the idea of tower blocks was welcomed until the
disadvantages of highrise buildings became ‘glaringly apparent,
not only denying sun, view and privacy to surrounding
properties’. The Borough Council at the time, decided that no
more tower blocks would be built in Eastbourne, Not only that,
but on a windy day, it can be very difficult to walk around the
area because of the northerly wind blowing around it. Does the
council want to create similar problems with more tower
blocks? The ‘Eastbourne Village® is the heart of a good, helpful
friendly, community. Surrounding it with tower blocks, shading
it from the sun and possibly creating draughty wind flows does
seem to be destructive,

1. Thankyou to the council for letting me have my say.
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[EXTERNAL] Proposed District Plan submission

Amos Mann gmos@yahoo.com

11 9 2022

Proposed District Plan submission of:

Amos Mann (Pakeha)

2 The Parade

Paekakariki

Kapiti

Omos@yahoo.com

| declare no advantage to be gained in trade or investment.

I do not want to heard at a submission hearings.

District Plan Submission

The District Plan must empower the development of a wide range of diverse and varied housing types
in all residential zones, including Papakainga and Co-housing.

More then ever before we need to re-invent how we house ourselves. We are in an exciting
transformative time discovering what works best for our people, our well-being, our climate, our
environment, and our wealth as we go.

We cannot know exactly what flavour of new housing approaches will come to the fore over this
period of change, but we do know that what we have now isn't working for 90% of our community
members throughout the majority of their lives.

At this time, our community members have a wide and expanding range of needs across their life-
stories: from childhood, to teenage-hood, to student-hood, to adult-hood, and into old age and
retirement, we each have a tremendous range of different community needs, environment needs,
transportation needs, well being needs, and wealth creation needs. Housing solutions that are flexible
enough to meet these needs look nothing like those from over the past 50 years.


mailto:qmos@yahoo.com
mailto:Qmos@yahoo.com

DPC56/052

We must not continue to work harder and harder to try and meet the needs of only a very few people
and only for a relatively short period of their lives. We must be accountable to the diverse and many
throughout their life-stories.

We need the District Plan to support the change that is happening now, to be flexible and open
enough to promote the change that we are faced with - it's no longer a choice whether our housing
will change, it must change and it will change.

Therefore, in regards the District Plan, leadership is needed, and therefore, broadly | support and
request:

Accessibility and Universal Design requirements in the Design Guides and in incentives.

Easier consenting and incentives for accessible and eco-friendly developments

Providing incentives for lifts in multi-storey developments

Working with central government to improve accessibility and building performance

requirements in the Building Code.

Prioritising emissions reduction, better quality of life, and community cohesion and resilience.

e Work closely with Waka Kotahi to make a more liveability-focused and climate-focused road
and street network, especially where intensification is happening.

¢ Multifunctional community spaces within centres as Climate Action Hubs to support the
circular economy, provide space for innovation, education and behaviour change and create a
tangible vision of a low carbon future.

e Circular economy principles being integrated into the district plan so that waste is minimised
and designed out of construction projects, and that resource recovery infrastructure is put in
place to manage any remaining waste.

e Green spaces that are recreational, food producing, and support biodiversity. Community
gardens and green stormwater infrastructure should maximise their value across all these
outcomes and the District Plan should support the creation of a sustainable and resilient local
food and biodiversity network system.

e The new bicycle and micro-mobility device parking requirements for commercial and
community facilities in the Centres and Mixed Use zones.

e Centering Tangata Whenua and placing Te Tiriti at the core of planning.

And specifically:

Medium density residential zones

| support larger walking catchments for intensification around centres and mass transit hubs.

Where building height limits and recession planes and setbacks are mentioned, | want to see these
made universally consistent with the Coalition for More Homes’ Alternative MDRS.

Please add a permeability standard, such as that minimum 30-40% of sites should be permeable (incl
permeable pavers / gravel etc).

| support the Coalition for More Homes’ Alternative MDRS recommendations for outdoor living space

and green space and suggest these are added.

https://img.scoop.co.nz/media/pdfs/2111/12 11 2021 The Coalition for More Homes Alternative
Medium_Density Residential Standards.pdf
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Small-scale commercial activity should be controlled or permitted or restricted discretionary, rather
than the proposed discretionary.

The scale of commercial activities that are permitted in these zones should be increased where it's
activities that involve people spending time together, such as daycares.

We need to enable larger, more comprehensive developments in our centres, so | wish to see height
limits increased in the 15-minute walking catchments to rail stations.

High density zones

| wish to see a standard added, requiring that developments adequately accommodate active travel
as the building users’ first-best choice for accessing it, with universal accessibility as a non-
negotiable.

| want to see the zone more enabling of small-scale public-facing commercial activities.

| support larger walking catchments for intensification around centres and mass transit hubs.

Co-housing, Tiny housing, Papakainga

The District Plan has a tremendous causal effect on housing affordability and housing/transport
economics. Increasingly, in large part to combat housing/transport affordability barriers, we are seeing
larger number of people turn to alternative housing solutions that include co-housing, tiny-housing,
long-term flatting and group-purchasing, and Papakainga.

These alternatives are not only excellent viable solutions to housing affordability barriers, but also, if
well planned for by council, are solutions to reducing the climate change and environmental impacts
of single family traditional housing because these alternatives can use much less land per occupant
and less building materials per occupant.

In addition, well-planned co-living is a viable solution for increasing social-cohesion, with residences
providing multi-generational support networks for each other in good times, and providing vital care at
times of natural disaster and emergency.

Tiny-housing also has a resiliency advantage over single dwelling permanent housing, in that a tiny-
housing community can relocate relatively easily as climate change impacts increase.

However, to realise these benefits, and plan inclusively for a greater diversity of housing solutions, the
District Plan must support a diverse range of housing alternatives more fully with specific planning
that incentivises and attracts co-housing, tiny-housing, and Papakainga projects.

Transport

Universal accessibility, and active and sustainable travel must be prioritised for access to public
transport so that people don’t need to drive to stations, nor traverse inhospitable park-and-rides once
they get there.
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Council teams

These teams need proper resourcing, otherwise any the good changes to the District Plan won’t be
able to be put into practice. | support more rates being used for resourcing these teams.

| also support combined / pooled resources for consenting, design review, and other permitting
functions, that mean multiple small councils can enjoy high-calibre expertise and economies of scale.

Nga mihi nui,

Amos Mann (Pakeha)
2 The Parade
Paekakariki

Kapiti

Omos@yahoo.com
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | rast Wilkshire First JO

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit Number © Street Massey Ave
suburs VW ObUIN
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D010
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening

movie 0274710700

Email

wilkshires@xtra.co.nz

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling Intensification in Residential andCommercial Areas

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am / am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.

EP-FORM-309 — Page 1 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022
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The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

1. Chapter 4B Special Residential Activity Area - retain this chapter

2. Chapter 14F Heritage Buildings and Structures - create voluntary ‘heritage areas’
to restrict development

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

1. Chapter 4B Special Residential Activity Area

This submission strongly opposes the removal of this Chapter 4B Special Residential
Activity Area for Lower Hutt City.

The obijectives, policies and density standards of Chapter 4B ARE NOT in
contravention to Medium or High density housing objectives. They are NOT mutually
exclusive.

The legislation has effectively given developers access to the whole valley floor,
subject to a few heritage areas, with no regard for previous special character areas,
(subject to some heritage areas, many of which do not hold any sentimental or
heritage value)

2. Chapter 14F Heritage Buildings and Structures
This submission strongly opposes the listing of private residential properties as

heritage under the proposed heritage areas included in this plan change, without
homeowner consent.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

EP-FORM-309 — Page 2 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:
Where is the plan?
1. First and foremost how many houses/dwellings are required?
- why is key information being withheld?
2. Where's the agreed infrastructure plan to support the intensification?
3. Why not start in the inner city where more economic activity and civic centre vibrancy is so desperately needed?
-high density belongs in the inner city NOT in the suburbs
-only if inner city high density developments fail to fulfill the quantum then, and only then the council could give developers the
approval to move progressively into suburbs were old, cold and damp houses could be demolished for new warm, energy efficient
replacements, supported by infrastucture requirements.
4. Why has high density been allowed in previous special character areas?
- to allow 6 storey developments 'carte blanche' more or less across this whole city infringes on homeowners right to enjoy peace,
privacy and sun in their own back yard.
- residents have a right to certainy without threat of sporadic high rise developments, blocking sun.
- the alternative is simply to sell to the highest offer and move to a city where special character is valued and protected.
- Lower Hutt will simply be abandoned by proud property owners who have worked and toiled on their properties to enjoy now and
for future generations to enjoy, we are afterall only custodians for a short period of time.
5. Why has the council agreed to no requirement for off street parking without following their own planning due process?
- ultimately this will degrade our city.
6. Why are we sacrifing effectively the whole valley floor (subject to some heritage areas, many of which do not hold any
sentimental or heritage value) for unquantified housing requirements?
7. Not that long ago this council sought to increase Lower Hutt's heritage housing stock. Now, merely a few years later these can
be demolished.
- To suggest a city doesn't need to protect it's historic and special character areas is a deprivation of duty.
- Lack of a well thought out and controlled plan echos this governments need to implement policy 'at pace'.
8. Why has the council done nothing to protect Lower Hutt's special character areas?
- removing planning controls and ‘intensifying’ the city is Labour Party policy. “It will surprise most people to learn that the
Labour Party requires that candidates using the Labour logo sign a pledge to support and implement Labour policy irrespective of
the views of local residents. Further, all Labour candidates pledge to block vote on issues of Labour policy."

| am very concerned about party involvement in local body politics. Campbell Barry has duly toed the party line, demolishing
character protections demonstrates his intention to put Labour Party objectives ahead of the concerns of his community.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I / will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter: 11/9/2022

(or person authorised to sign on
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt

EP-FORM-309 — Page 3 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022
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[EXTERNAL] Proposed District Plan Submission

PDPsubmissions@wcc.govt.nz

District Plan Review Team <district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz>

Henry Zwart henrybzwart@gmail.com

Name: Henry Bartholomew Nankivell Zwart
Address: 7 Upoko Road, Hataitai, Wellington 6021
Address (2): 2 Roxburgh Grove, Petone, Lower Hutt 5012

Email: henrybzwart@gmail.com

No advantage to be gained in trade.

Medium Density Residential Zones

I support larger walking catchments for intensification around centres and mass
transit hubs.

Where building height limits and recession planes and setbacks are mentioned, I
want to see these made universally consistent with the Coalition for More
Homes’ Alternative MDRS.

Please add a permeability standard, such as that minimum 30-40% of sites
should be permeable (incl permeable pavers / gravel etc).

I support the Coalition for More Homes’ Alternative MDRS recommendations for
outdoor living space and green space and suggest these are added.

Small-scale commercial activity should be controlled or permitted or restricted
discretionary, rather than the proposed discretionary.

The scale of commercial activities that are permitted in these zones should be
increased where it’s activities that involve people spending time together, such
as daycares.

We need to enable larger, more comprehensive developments in our centres, so
I wish to see height limits increased in the 15-minute walking catchments to rail
stations.

Shading as a qualifying matter should be reduced from what’s proposed, with a
policy for providing popup nearby public realm for development-shaded homes.


mailto:PDPsubmissions@wcc.govt.nz
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High Density Zone

I wish to see a standard added, requiring that developments adequately
accommodate active travel as the building users’ first-best choice for accessing
it, with universal accessibility as a non-negotiable.

I want to see the zone more enabling of small-scale public-facing commercial
activities.

I support larger walking catchments for intensification around centres and mass
transit hubs

Other Comments

I support more rates being used for resourcing these teams vs for maintaining
large sections of road seal to a high standard for driving and parking private
vehicles.

I also support combined / pooled resources for consenting, design review, and
other permitting functions, that mean multiple small councils can enjoy high-
calibre people and economies of scale.

I wish to see changes to council’s Network Operating Framework, Parking
Policies, street maintenance systems and so forth that actively support, and
definitely don’t undermine, the better places created by more density done well
and proximity to daily amenities.

Universal accessibility, and active and sustainable travel, must be prioritised for
access to public transport so that people don’t need to drive to stations, nor
traverse inhospitable park-and-rides once they get there. This is vital.



DPC56/055
FMA FORM &

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT Y
proposed district plan change s

Ciause & of Bcheduls 1, Rescurca Managpement Act 1691

Ta: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

s
Full name | e [ [QI K| B ERE mn [ QLY

Company/organisation
Contact # aeren
A 'ﬁﬁ e HocTol Tl
Suournh
oy Low@y UG | postcoce
Address for Service | Fose Addwss Couriar Addross
¥ giffarent
Phone | ey AL ST O12 /44 Evening
uotte OATHLABO TS5 2.
i I;?L:?mq.rfn @ wtha. CO-V2 .

2. Thie is a submission on the following propesed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Flan:
Proposed District Plan Change No: 5 . ]

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: qﬂ-’-’:’ﬁ fh'flﬁfig:nﬁm o Ife&;ﬂffﬂfﬂr‘
Vsl

3 | could |\.”| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
Fwsse ok one)

4. I you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:
_.’.I"'. pgre——

| || am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that-

Ep- adversaly affects the environment; and
(b} does not relate to trade compatition or the effects of trade compatition:

[Pianse tick ong)

Hioke: I youl Bre & pERRON Wi Cooid gain an I B COMPRNEGN RO Ma SUSTISRon, T gl [ ke 8 sulvnission sy De
Bmbed by clsuss O44) of Parf 1 of Sohedule 1 of e AEnsgamant Ac 19T
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B. Tlla specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:
Qive gatads.

Oharsg@s to g HWCC Ruling o
Hevtoge

{Pizgssa use sdifionsd papes I you wish)

8. My submission is:

s S ) ome b@_;naﬂ sted
XS a W&QOKE Wopedt)

Thas Wil Mot Dreend \Vonnes

vovad ot {irom oy 3 - h
Srovies \r\fu:&;

M&S \ N\ Sewroun € ?&Aﬁm

NN | s a 'Dem&imaew X
Coni O\C&m&.

No Onde evewld Voo dae Yo Vel
WMo Whok L cows ov (ot oo

To w0 Homa \\

[Plaase vl SSsianal Sumes § you weh)
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7. | seek the following dacision from Hutt City Councit

| Girw pricite cetads:

Lot of thovid oncp Prapwlr'{e,.s

(Plrase use aodiiona papes If you wish)

—
I,_-E-ﬁﬁ do not wish to be heard in support of my submission,
(Pinase fick ong]

8. If others make a similar submission,

| 7le %mhﬂumﬂmsjmnlmmmmmmm
(Plaase fick one)

Signature of submitter:

o paraon sdfonied i sign on
-

o oamen | 1~ N otutALAL pats Uk f II?"'I"I,u'rﬂ"e-E

(9 aigaauee i3 of required i Dy make Four Sebmisaion Dy aciong meangl

Privacy Statement

The Information you provide in this submission, including your name and condack delails, will be provided io other submitiers and
pubishad on Hubl City Councils websibe. Hult City Council is required to coliect and publish this infermation wnder the Resowce
Management Act 1861, Youw contact detalls will be removed from Councl’s website when the furthor submissions process has been
complabed, howaver your nams will stll ppear in the hearing and decialon repors.

Y'ouw harve the right to ask for 8 copy of ey parsonal Infprmatlon wa hold aboul you, and b @ for if o be cormected If you think it is
WIDH. H',m-u'dlutnmlm lmpy:#minlummhn o b v I cosreched, please conbact us a1

Where to send your submission
= By emall (preferred): district plan@hutcity govt nz
* By post: Hutt City Councll, Private Bag 31812, Lower Hutt 5040
* In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUTJ/CITY
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Maragement Act 1001

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submiéssion from:

Full name | L.« Magan s Balvant (Bill)
Company/organisation
Contact » st
Address | unt mmber 3 sves Green Street

7 ameree

Phone | oy Ilm
wow 027 226 9970

bmagan17@gmail.com

Email

2, This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:
Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: 'mnmmmmhnmwcammm
|

3 | could |/ | could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
Prase tok cne)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

| am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not refate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

Pease ok one)
Node: ¥ you sve 8 povson who coukd pady an M rade COMPMINoN Irough Me subMIsson, your Mgh! 10 Make 8 SUSMEIN sy do
e by clause 854) of Part 1 of Scheciie 1 of e Marapement Act 1991

EPFORI0N - Page 1 o) Mut City Councll.  www hutiaty. povtne 04 570 66568 Augud 2022
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5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates 10 are:

Givo datals
Chapter 14F Heritage Buildings and Structures and the creation of “heritage areas” to
restrict development
[Piwase u3o sddiione’ pages I you wish)
6. My submission is:

| Include whether you SUDPOT O ORPOSE the SDE0TC DroviSions o wish 10 Nave them amended, and reascns r your views'

| am against the listing of private residential properties as heritage under the proposed heritage areas
included in this plan change, without homeowner consent.

‘These heritage areas will not only have disastrous consequences for the families affected, but will
drastically impact the layout and aesthetic of the Hutt. While neighbouring streets build up to three or six
stories high, these heritage areas will be forced into stagnation.

A heritage area imposes significant restrictions on what a home-owner can and can't do with their own
private property. Once a property is in one of these areas, the owner will have 1o get the Council's
consent to make any changes to their haome, or if they want 1o change the number of stories or number
of houses, The rules for when the Council may want to do this are very vague and leave a lot of
discretion to the Council,

'We know that heritage listings can impose significant ongoing costs and problems for property owners.
Insurers will charge increased premiums (eg 25% or more), increased excesses and refuse 10 provide
mmmmmWMhmwmmlmmmamwmmwm

Evidence Indicates heritage listing reduces the value of a property by 10 to 30%. Real estate agents
have reported that many potential buyers lose interest when they leam that a property is heritage listed.
It is unclear what the impact on value these new hentage area restrictions will have,

Furthermore, the houses in the proposed areas vary drastically in their quality and type. Many don't look
like heritage at all. Others are unlikely to meet healthy homes standards. Yet they will all be included in
mmmbmhdnm.loroedmwﬂsmmmMomeuuMmlm.Tom.Misnot

Some of the areas, such as Hardham Crescent or the Petone State Flats, are of the type and location
perfecly fitting what | imagine the Government had in mind for intensification. To me and many others |
kving In the area, these places do not hold any sentimental or heritage value. |

| want to have the choice as to whether my property Is included In the Ptan Change as now being In a }
heritage area. The Council must not be able to include the homes of local families as heritage without
the agreement of the owner. \

(Pase U0 30NN Deges 7 you wish)

EPFORN-I0S - Page 2 of 3 Hutt Gty Councll  www Auticity gowtnz 04 570 oeas Acgust 3032
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:
Give procise dedaly’

| want the Council to adopt the following policy:

"That a property should only be classified as heritage in the District Plan with the
express written consent of the property owner."

| want the Council to include the above policy in the proposed Plan Change.

Property owners have much to lose from the imposition of any unwarranted heritage
categorisation, as has Hutt City from the costs of increased management, loss of
citizen goodwill and the likely litigation for it's removal by informed property owners, |
believe a voluntary heritage policy is very much in the best interests and for the benefit

of Hutt City and it's citizens.

(Meaze ute accione’ pages ¥ yous wish)

8 | v | wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.
(Ploase ok one)

9. W others make a similar submission,
| will o | will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Ploase tox one)

Signature of submitter: I/?y@.q/ | /3/09/2017J
ok ey Date |

(@ signenre 5 20t OWred ¥ yOu make yOur SUDMEEON Dy HCIONG Mmeans)

Privacy Statement

Tha information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided 10 other submitiorns and
published on Hutt Cey Coundil's website. Hutt City Councll is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Monagement Act 1801, Your contact detals will be removed from Councils websile when the further submissions procass has been
campieted, however your name wil 5tll appear in tha hearing and decsion repons,

You have the right 10 ask for a copy of any personal Information we hold about you, and 10 ask for It to be cormected If you think &t is
m.lyummobukbuemdmmd‘:mlm.mw“ﬂ
piomationmanagementeamiEhumcity govi.ng or cal .

Where to send your submission
* By email (preferred): district, plan@huticity. govinz
« By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040
« In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt

EFFORN-0 - Page 3 o 3 Hum City Councll  www Butiaity povt e 04 570 6888 Auguat 2022
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | rast Spedding st (Norman) Bruce
Company/organisation Private resident
Contact i different
Address | unit number 13 street KoONini Street
suurb Eastbourne
ciy Lower Hutt | Postoode 5013
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address

if different

Phone | pay ‘ Evening
mobie 02102974741

=l winzurf@gmail.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Tltle Of Proposed District Plan Change: District Plan Change 56: Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.

EP-FORM-309 — Page 1 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022




5.

DPC56/057

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

- A new High Density Residential zone.

- No maximum building height limit in the Lower Hutt CBD and the western part of the
Petone commercial area,

- Developers will be required to pay financial contributions for infrastructure and
reserves, based on the number of dwellings created, not per subdivision.

- Introduce minimum landscaping, outlook and fagade glazing rules

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

In the Wellington region wind is a significant factor. In Eastbourne there is one anomalous 8 storey
building at the foot of Rimu Street (village) - Rona House. There is significant turbulance around this
building that is especialy notable if on foot or cycling. This effect will be significant around any additional
multi-storey buildings, so it would be essential to model and measure this for any building over 3 stories.
The proposed unlimited heights in Petone and Hutt CBD could result in significant issues if this is not
done.

The Eastern Bays are already vulnerable from sea-level and extreme climate events. Population density
will place additional pressure on a vulnerable access route, and increase the population at risk in the
event of an emergency. It will make the community more vulnerable if the population increases
significantly through development. As someone who has significant involvement in community resilience
| am concerned that we are already unprepared for emergency situations without amplification being
added.

It is totally unfair that the community should have to pay for infrastructure costs as a result of
developments. New developments should pay the cost not only of any local infrastructure that may be
needed, but also a proportion of the estimated repair costs that are now envisgaed to get the current
infrastructure to an appropriate and sustainable standard. This includes not only the various water
services, but also projected needs for developing water supples, waste management and recycling, and
transport infrastructure.

It makes no sense to allow development of new structures and increased density in areas that are now
or in the future predicted to be at risk from inundation or damage through earthquakes or extreme
weather events (ie rainfall). There should be a focus on developing marginal land with no agricultural
value in areas outside the at-risk zones to avoid the need for managed retreat in the not so distant
future. In those areas at risk of inundation by sea level rise related factors the requirements could be
changed to allow transportable buildings to be used on the condition they can be simply relocated as
and when the need arises at little cost. This would create more opportunties for affordable housing while
avoiding the future cost of compensation and relocation.

Areas like Eastbourne and the Eastern Bays are valuable for their natural assets including the sea-side
village context. This has commercial benefit both locally and city-wide, a recreational destination which
will be amplified by the completion of the Great Harbour Way, continued development of the
cross-harbour ferry service, and connection to the Remutuka Rail Trail. Unfettered development will
damage this aspect of the area, changing the character and appeal of the suburb significantly.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

EP-FORM-309 — Page 2 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:
That limits are set for wind loadings and amplification around high rise developments, and that modelling
is required prior to approval of any development, not only on that development but in the context of other
buildings (existing, proposed or predicted).

Any new development pays not only for the immediate additional infrastrucure required but also for a
proportion of future infrastructure needs including water, waste, transport and community facilities.
Developments that do not include parking should also pay a proportion for the probable increase in
demand for parking they will place on the community.

That population density limits are set for areas where services and access are restricted by geography.
That existing properties must retain a proven minimum level of access to natural sunlight all year round.
That land be designated as at risk (from inundation for sea-level rise or tsunami) be zoned for
relocatable housing (possibly "tiny homes") to mitigate future inmpacts of having to retreat from these
areas (and making more affordable housing possible at the same time).

Recognise the importance of some areas for recreational (and hence commercial) value and preserve
the features that make it so, including lower density housing.

Recognise that access to active recreation and active modes of transport such as cycling ad walking
must be included as a priority in any development, that new commercial buildings have facilities such as
bike secure storage and showers etc,. to support this.

Require new developments to meet minimum standards of efficiency and sustainability, and include
carbon offsets in the cost of construction.

Any new buildings are in keeping with the character of the location and existing buildings (where these
are considered significant)

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I / will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Please tick one)
Signature of submitter:
(or person authorised to sign on 1 3/ 9/ 2 022
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt

EP-FORM-309 — Page 3 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022
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R FORM 5
Submission on publicly notified ~ HUTTACITY
proposed district plan change
Clausa & of Schedule 1, Resourcs Managament Act 1901
To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council
1. This is a submission fram:
Fllname [~ G Ae SHaw e Arasnes —
Companylorganisation —_—
Contact # et S—
Address (e muntw I Bsree PRATo2,n  Sr =< =
S Py Cagwane
oy lewcaam Hure | Pasteode
Mdrmmrs’lm Dostn! Aiinay |m.wmn
- |
Fhone low 0 ChTel 3R | ew o4 SEI6 Y 3
Emai — ‘ .

qreas haws (@ swdvra. ceo. _.-15_1

£, This is a submission on the Tollewing Proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District P

rs|

lan Change Mo:

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: [T~ TaSas i Flocara-d o 2 Raws ﬁ--l-.nﬂt-
‘F:_tﬁ_m_aj—

could not gain an advantage in trade compatition through this submission.

could
Parse fick oo

4. If you could gain an advaniage in trade competition through this submission:

%

I am am not ditectly affected by an effect of the subject matier of that submission that-

(a8) adversely affecis the environment; and
(B}  does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:
[Pinnse fick pns)

M'tﬁmnrwmmpﬁmmmmmmmw yeur right 1o maka @ submissien may be
Urnifed by clause §4) of Pt 1 o Schaviule T of the Resowce Manigeman! Acf 1087

EP SO = Page § o! 1 Hut! CRy Councll  ww Buiblciy. vl i D4 570 BAEG
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3. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submiéssion N relates 1o ane:
Ghe defaiy

THE ~NEBECATIOE TwiliheTs oF
™ FC Sl

CHAA Ao ria, Ay Rradeoe ™Y

THE., ALA&ciBLAToy
G el Risa L o I
T raTEm g Ay it O

DU, Al oef o ST,

flac Iﬂnﬂl'pmrj.w-mq

6. My submission is:
Inciude whaihar jou iuppad or nnase e spec; provisions or wish 2 Ave Mem smencict and Fessans for 7o rer B |

TS Sl Al SSles el B & Flfse, Sl 0o i O ad
Wre Has HAPP Iy LAIdaD  wiT sMucriec e ':““"-‘k

1 ad LCwE 2  HaTT Sa-ace (S,
AHEA HaTT eaS%E T G ADE~ ST Fred T HAR
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Pevarofao
g [ PO o S R R Fas~ac PLE o
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oo

T et i 5o e T T O el G S
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AEAADE T
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e OPffodrusry T AfPeaa ) FPEASo],

s gl . T — W Y e R - | Fﬂf"&qﬁ tad T
PriemsScATRELD At e T~ Auficad £

=T b il
Te coumdeluods
Mo CroOdee IS Te BJtuaas MOodsS AadciDEaecs .S
MI'.L SeetindT SNtiedhr MLdsmguindé T T Edd Ty, YA eTEL
=== o . H--.nn H!'Jf'-r";
Mmmlupufmm
Hu Gty Counll  www.hulicily govtne 04 570 6656 Rumpe 2003

EPFORIN = Page 3ol 3



DPC56/058

7. | seek the following decision fram Hutt City Council:
Give praciss dededs

THE oo aTusdl Ty T BT T B AT

=e HEALTS As PAEDUE savals

(Pivacse upe sAiDons! pages & you wish)
"
& 1 | V] wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission,
{Peourne Pk o)

8. If others ma similar submission,
I will will not cansider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

{Pipaze ok s B
ﬁé\ % =
e |

Signature of submitter:

o [ T ST &5 g o
ﬁmhumﬁrmnhmmlrmm}

Bebal of Sufviichar)

Privacy Statement

Thiés ifformation you provide in this subemission, mmmrmwmmn.wumwmmmm
pubiishid o Hult City Couneil's wabsite, Hult City Councl Is reuired 1o collect and publish this infarmation wnder the Rasource
Management Act 1991, Your contact detalits wil be remaved from Council’s waksite when tho furthes submissions peocess has bean
compisad, however your nams will sl appest in e hearing and dacision reparis,

Where to send your submission
= By emall (preferred): distict plan@huttcity aoutng
* By post: Hult Cily Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040
* Inperson: Al the Hutt City Council Customer Service Cantra, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt

EPFORMN < Paga 3ol 3 Hutl Gy Cauntd  wwew huficlly_gerelniz o4 5T B8EA B Mg
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RlA FIORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUTJAUITY
proposed district plan change

Clause 4 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1981

To: Chief Executive, Hult City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | s Herron mest Brian N
Company/organisation |
Contact i detpran; o o ]
Address [ Link Mumber Ehur_B!J-"lsﬂﬂ__S?l'-EEt
suters Petone '
ey Lower Hutt | Postcase 5012 g
Address for Service | Pestaidddmss Couter Addeoss N
i 7 Bolton St petone
Phone _.':.I_-].- . : = -.Ep.--p,w - e
seie 0226955291 _ S
e  brianherron100@yahoo.co.nz

e

ik Sasil CPCLE- N KY oW xRt el LUF

2, This is & submission on the following proposed u!::han_-g_a to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:
Proposed District Plan Change No: | 56 J

- - a— e e

Title of Proposed District Plan Change:

Enabling intensification in residential and commercial areas |

3.1 could || could not gain an am.ntaga in trade competition throwgh this submission.
s Sok ova)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

i am " | am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of thal submission that—

{a) adversely affecis the environment; and
{b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of rade compatition:

(Pinaag Bk 0ng)

toda: if you ane 8 perron who could gain an adveniage in ode compedninn Meugh e sdbvaianon, Yooy righl lo make @ subvnisson may be
Bt by clacssa A(4) of Pact 1 of Schodule 1 of M Resoures Lanssases Asl TROT.
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5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission redates to are:

[ P
Chapter 14F Heritage Buildings and Structures and the creation of "heritage areas"

to restrict development

=

[Fiense use aduitional geges if you with)

6. My submissian is:

‘ mmwmwmwm“&mm wnﬂhﬁ:m h'uma.mmm-n‘ ang rewsnns e o wWaua,

I am against the listing of private residential properties as heritage under the pmpﬂsed
heritage areas included in this plan change without homeowner consent.

Furthermore the houses in the proposed areas vary drastically in guality and type |
many are not heritage at all. Lots will not meet healthy homes standard.

I want to have the choice as to whether my property is included in the proposed plan |
change. (

1 do not believe the council has the right to change the status of our homes and inflict |
extra rules and costs to us as the owner of the house without our consent. ,
Furthermore i would suggest that the council needs to look at the method used in
selecting houses as i do not believe that a number of the houses chosen for the
proposed heritage area would meet even the loose definition that the council of
heritage. 1 would ask that the council looks more carefully at the "experts” advise not
just take their word i note that even the mayor was surprised by their choices and yet
still accepted without question their selection (WHY).

LRI — lage 2 o 3 Hult SRy Courcll  wvw oty gowil.nz . 570 865 Baspuni 3073
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council.
Bhve provise datnds:

That you rethink your absurd decision and do not inflict your will on my house but
leave it up to the owner of the house and get back to the basics of your job running the |
city as the people want not as you feel ’

In short I

That a property should only be classified as heritage in the district plan with the
express written consent of the property owner, -

I believe Voluntary Heritage is very much in the best interests of the Hutt City and its
home owners. :

{Hrmw;mw pagas & vou wih) )

B. | wish v | do not wish to be heard in support of my submissicn.

(Pheagn Sok oo

9. I athars make a similar submissicn,

I will v | will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
.I'h‘\l.lﬂl.i:kﬂ'ﬂ_l — — = s oM e Tr—
Signature of submilter; {
it H o 131012022

o Eharature & Aol egunsed & pol makg your sSubmAsscn By ova olronis mems)

Privacy Statement

The information you proside in this submission, including your name and conlact delails, will be provided o other submitters ard
published on Hull City Counells websiia, Hutl City Councll is requined fo collect and publish this information under the Resource
Managaman Act 1591, You contat detalls wi be removed from Council's webalbe when the luther submissions process Nt boen
corrgieled, htaever your name will abll apoear in tha hearing and dectsion repors.,

You hava the rght 1o as« for 2 copy of any persaral infermatan wi hold abaut you, and b asX for il 1o be comectad i vou thiek [Lis
wronig. I you't klon o ask for @ copy of your information, ar to have it corrected, pleass contact us af
inferrnatichmorsggementieamgiblseily gon ng of call D4-5T0-6666.

Whaere to send your submission

= By email (preferred): disirict.planfhuticity. govinz
= By post: Hull City Council, Privale Bag 31812, Lower Hult 5040
+ In parson: Al the Hult Cily Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt

EPFORW- M = Puge 307 ¥ Hutl City Colared WAL RCTY VL RE L 5T0 GRS e ITTE



RMA FORM 5 .j%r

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT’
proposed district plan change

Clause 8 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1891

TE AV KAIANGI

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Coundil

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | (2s¢ Hamer rist Carolyn Anne
Company/organisation | Private home owner
Contact # ditferent
Address | Unit wumber 498 sweet Riverside Drive
suwrs Faifield
cy Lower Hutt Posteode 5011
Address for Service ' Fostal Address . Courler Address
if different :
!
Phone Day Evening
mobite 0211737498
Email

carolynahamer@gmail.com

2. Thisis a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: Proposed District Plan Change 56

3. | could |4/ | could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

{Please tick ane}

4. Ifyou could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b} does notrelate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

{Pleaxe tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade compelition through the submission, your right o make a submission may be
fiited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991,

EP-FORM-309 — Page 1 of 3 Hutt City Council  www.hutteity.govl.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022



5.

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

Concern about the geographical extent of PC56 impact through out the Hutt Valley
Concern about height of buildings
Concern about number of buildings per section with no redress by neighbours

{Please use additionaf pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

| tnefude whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish fo have them amended; and reasons for YOUF Views:

I do NOT support the PC56.

1. Houses are our Main investment

Many of us as home owners have this as our principle investment. (Plus we might
have kiwi saver.) That is it. So the PC 56 makes us much more vuinerable to loss of
capital in our main investment. We are not rich, we are slowly paying off a mortgage
while living pay day to pay day. To have a six storey building put beside our house will
rmarkedly impact on the value of our property and impact our future financial security.

2. Quality of Life/ wellbeing

We appreciate having an outside area, privacy and sunshine: this is apart of our
quality of life and why we live in the "Suburbs" if we didnt care about this we could live
in an apartment building. PC 56 will impact our hauora/ wellbeing. A 3 or 6 story
building can block out our sun, and mean that our outside area is overlooked by many
eyes.

3. Lack of redress by citizens

- control has been taken out of the individual homeowner and given to property
developers. They can now put in very profitable 3 or 8 storey buildings and watk away
from them - we are left to live in homes that do not provide us with the lifestyle we
spent alot of money to purchase. ( and we dont live in a flash home or suburb)

4. Geographical extent of PC56

The sheer extent of this plan means you can't choose to live in a suburb that is
protected from PC 56. At least the old district plan you could choose to not live on
some streets which you knew were zoned as high or medium density.

,',-_"' :} ) I ! . ) - )
|- Tas om0 o/ Lok of o~
—

{Please use additions! pages if you wish)
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7. | seek tha following decision from Hutt City Council:
Give prevcise detads: -
REJECT PCS56 - Go back to the old/ existing district plan, where high density homes
-can be built in some areas only.

E.IE

wish

(Piease bok o)

¥

DPC56/060

Mlmﬂmwmrym-ub‘l

do not wish o be heard in support of my submission,

8. I others make a similar submission,

LV

will

[Fiease ok ono|

Signature of submitter:
fio pevecn authodsed to sign on
bahat of submadierd

Privacy Statement

will not consider presanting a joint case with them at the hearing.

_—|.

(é’ﬁLBﬂ/L/

rnmhmmﬂlwmmmhmm

Date

[Q]22

The infoemation you pravide in this submission, including your rame and conlsct delais, wil be pravided b other submitters and
publizhed on Hutt Chy Council’s websse, Hull ity Council is required 1o collect and publish this information undar the Resgunca
Managemant Act 19591, Your contact dedails will be remaved from Council's wabsiSe whan the further submiesians process Ras baen
complalad, Roweyes your rame will still appear in the hearng and decision reports.

i harves thes fight o ask for a copy of any personad nformation we hold abeut wou, and 1o ask far # 1o be comected i you think it s
m'rg H]rnudihl b:ukhrnmprulwmunﬂ aF o have It cormecled, please cantact us &l

Where to send your submission
= By email (preferred): district. planfhuttcity. govi nz
= By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040
* In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt

EF-F O - Pags 3ol 3

Hull City Council W hutieity, gt e

04 570 BE6G



DPC56/061

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | ast Cummns First Byron

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit Number 8 Street Frethey Grove
subury Naenae
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D011
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening

mobie 0211391337

Email

byron@howardmaterialhandling.co.nz

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling Intensification in Residential and commercial areas

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5.

DPC56/061

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

Proposed District Plan Change 56 Volume 1

Proposed District Plan Change 56 Volume 2

Wholistically the document as an entirity in its relation to NPS-UD and the RMA 1991
NPS-UD Policies 3 and 4

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

The suite of central Gvt NPS that forms this change was not put for public consultation sufficiently, nor has the resource Management Act 1991 changes been sufficiently
publicly consulted on.

Lower hutt council has not provided sufficient peer reviewed detail and data on the impacts the changes proposed will make to the surrounding areas and resources, flora and
fauna, civil and civic infrastructure impacts and seems to have unilaterally accepted the NPS-UD as a whole instruction of must do.

The RMA 1991 has been already altered but allows review and rejection by all local body councils and calls for the above planning and information to have been done before
the implementation of any NPS. LHCC have not published such peer revied data and seeks only the intensification which | believe has been poorly planned for the below
reasons.

| do not believe HCC records are accurate and up to date.
| have very major concerns there is no ability to appeal through environment court and that seems very contradictory with New Zealand Ideals of ecological care.
| believe the National Intensification plan this is based on has not been planned or thought out for future risk. The housing demand has slowed and will continue to do so.

There are real and major concerns over the city’ s infrastructure capacities already and signs of inability to cope have already occurred with sewage overflow in the streets of
Naenae and many flooded streets in a deluge when the stormwater systems fail to cope.

The removal of green spaces including residential lawn areas and massively increased roof spaces will capture rainfall that would have otherwise gone straight to ground —
this has shown to increase risk and fail the aforementioned storm water system.

Medium density areas are being expanded to the entirety of the valley which is not already high density — and this risks over development in what was quiet urban areas —
not everyone wants 200 neighbors within 100 meters.

Such intensification will have the exact adverse affect on cultural wellbeing and safety — this has been seen time and again where the higher the density of population the
higher the crime rate —

Lower hutt CBD and Naenae are two local areas where this is already happening with young violent offenders increasing in numbers and hiding in the volumes of people.

** the opposite is also true when an area is left and ignored such as Naenae/Stokes valley precincts where gang and youth offending is on the rise. — these types of area
need development but not intensification.

The offset of development and provision of “ public spaces” will not suit the greater majority of New Zealanders lifestyle — the shrinking of back yards and land parcels is
removing the ability to enjoy friends and family at home — Many of the housing developments that are in existence simply have no play space and not suited to a family
barbeque — not everyone wants to go to a park nearby to relax when they should be able to at home.

The intensification does not take into account the increased noise pollution in suchareas — the build codes may demand double glazing but this does not equate to a quiet
cup of tea on your back porch or such. Consideration also has to include the noise pollution during such developments and intensification in areas where there are many shift
workers — people working from home in the day — young families and mothers/babies/carer’ s require sleep during the daylight hours. No provision has been made to limit
the volume of development only that of specific activities.

There is concern the historic streets have simply been cancelled and are no longer historic — any registered historic buildings in these areas will face difficulties in planning
etc . Historic areas such as Station village including the historic railway station building is at risk of being overdeveloped. The plan will now allow any type of development and
does not ensure such development keeps to the character of the areas. Grand homes will have multi story apartments right next to them. Provisions are made in the plan
however it still leave the ability to develop where not desired and no push back allowed by the private owners.

Development will be allowed with no reference to adverse affects on the amenity values — this is highly unfair to those that have worked hard to raise those values.

Passive surveillance should ONLY be in the CBD areas and shopping precincts and only monitored by secure police personnel — the bill of rights act and the privacy act
must be adhered to — camera systems in residential streets is not what most kiwis want. Big brother oversight is a huge negative at and even greater expense for a lack of
functionality. — current crime rates are poorly attend as it is and the intensification will make this worse - cameras will not help.

The outlook space clauses are non sensible and will simply provide a view of the neighboring highrise or apartment — minimum 1m from the next building face is not much of
an outlook.

Many provisions have been made for control of the development via the term “ qualifying” however this does not restrict nor does it ensure those “ qualifying”
consultations are not removed by significant “ contributions”

Last and not least — | submitted against the three waters proposal and | believe this current plan is based on use of three waters development without further public
consultation.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7.

9.

EP-FORM-309 — Page 3 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666

DPC56/061

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

| seek a full review by HCC of the NPS-UD and for it to be submitted with the
appropriate peer reviewed information of how the proposed changes will affect the
existing infrastructure and its relationship to the specific parts of the RMA 1991 and the
appropriate peer reviewed research and data congruent to the RMA 1991 that proves

any intended changes are valid.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

I wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

If others make a similar submission,

I / will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Please tick one)
Signature of submitter:
(or person authorised to sign on 1 3/ 9/ 2 022
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt

August 2022




DPC56/062

VOLUNTARY HERITAGE - HUTT AND PETONE

COBTTACT: SECRETAK e VELTARTHERIAGE RS NT PR FRIL BAERY 001 478 425

Plan Change 56: VHG Submission Guide
29 August 2022

This Is a step-by-step guide on how to fill out the submission form on Plan Change 56, the Council’s
intensification planning instrument. The plan will see much of the Hutt open for intensification, and
importantly, will bock around 270 extra private homes into heritage areas. This will significantly
restrict the development of those houses,

If vou'd like a digital copy of this guide, email secretany@valyntarvheritage org.nz.

The submission form (attached) can be downloaded at hutt.city/PC56. Once completed, email your
form to district plan @hutteity gove.na.

Cuestion Answer

2. Proposed District Plan Change No 56

2. Title of Proposed District Plan Change Enabling Intensification in Resldential and
Commercial Areas

3. Advantage in trade competition Answer accordingly

4. Advantage in trade competition 2 Answer accordingly

5: The specific provisions of the Chapter 14F Heritage Buildings and Structures and the

proposal that my submission relates to creation of ‘heritage areas” to restrict development

dre:

Question 6. Your submission:

We have written some excerpts you can use as starting points for your submission. We encourage
you to include any personal experiences you may have with heritage restrictions, and to explain
wihat a loss in your property valug/increased insurance costsfincreased maintenance costs/strict
building rules woubd mean for your personal circumstances.

| arm against the lsting of private residential properties as heritage under the proposed
heritage areas included in this plan change, without homecwner consent.

These heritage areas will not only have disastrous consequences for the families affected,
but will drastically impact the layout and aesthetic of the Hutt. While neighbouring streets
build up to three or six storeys high, these heritage areas will be forced into stagnation.

A heritage area imposes significant restrictions on what a home-owner can and can't do with
their property. Once a property is in one of these areas, the owner will have to get the
Council’s consent to make any changes to their home, or if they want to change the number
of stories or number of houses. The rules for when the Council may do this are very vague
and leave a lot of discretion to the Council.

We know that heritage listings can impose significant ongoing costs and problems for
property owners. Insurers will charge increased premiums [eg, 25% or more), increased
excesses and refuse to provide cover for the additional costs in repairing to the original
standard and 1o cover further Council Consent fees,

Evidence indicates heritage listing reduces the value of a property by 10 to 30%. Real estate
agents have reported that many potential buyers lose interest when they learn that a

Received by Customer Service Centre

on . 3JAIL...... Tune J:DLAI



DPC56/062

VOLONTARY HERITAGE - HUTT AND PETONE

CORTALT: SECRETAR'Y @V ILUNTANVRERITAGE SR KD PR MRIL RAMRY 1 478 406

property is heritage fisted, It i unclear what the impact on value these new heritage area
restrictions will hawe.

Furthermore, the houses in the proposed areas vary drastically in their quality and type.
Many don't look like heritage at all. Others are unlikely to meet healthy homes standards.
¥et they will all be included in the same umbrella of rules, forced into stasis while the rest of
the Hutt modernises. To me, that Is not Fair.

some of the areas, such as Hardham Crescent or the Petone State Flats, are of the type and
location perfectly fitting what | imagine the Government had in mind for intensification. To
me and many others living in the area, these places do not hold any sentimental or heritage
value,

I weant to have the choloe as to whether my property is included in the Plan Change as now
belng in a heritage area. The Council must not be able to include the homes of local families
as heritage without the agreement of the owner.

Question 7. I seek the following decislon from Hutt City Council:
I weant the Council to adopt the following policy:

"That a property should only be classified as heritage in the District Plan with the express
written consent of the property owner,”

I want the Council to include the above policy in the proposed Plan Change.

Property owners have much to lose from the imposition of any unwanted heritage
categorisation, as has Hutt City from the costs of increased management, loss of citizen
goodwill and the likely litigation for its removal by informed property owners. | believe a
voluntary heritage policy is very much in the best interests and for the benefit of Hutt City
and its citizens.

Cuestion 8. Speaking in support of my submission

If vou are able, we strongly encourage you to tick yes, The Council places more emphasis on
submissions that are spoken to, and we will have a better chance of Councill changing the Plan to
reflect our feedback.

9. If others make a similar submission, will you present a joint casey

This ks up to you, and whether you'd rather speak by yourself or in a group, We would encourage

you to make your own case, as the more hearings the Council has to do, the harder it is for them to
ignore these points being made.
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Fokid, FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUTJ/CITY
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedula 1, Reacurce Managamant Act 1801

To: Chief Execulive, Hutt City Council

1, This is a submission from:

Fullname | st T A P i | Y ADQ e O LINE
Companylorganisation | i 2 o S —
Contactament | O L1~ VA Tupuivny AD
Address | mter L L 500t BUILC e STAEET
st PETONE
[ov | DWER HUTT  [rewe $012 |
Pomle Address Cowiar Addross

Address for Sanvice
of oifargnt ‘...'.‘_‘_,.r
Phone | pey =" |
Mot (O3 L F ;ﬁ E L9k j:-"‘f.r
Email

Mﬂ’ﬁ;ﬂ@ amailico mm

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hult District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: el
(EmAGLING INTEMNISTTF rcnznﬂn'-
THeof Proposed District Fan Chatige: I RESIDENTIAL ¥ (OMM C AL
_ ALEAS
- could Bmuld not gain an advaniage in trade competition through this submissian,
{Plaase dok ane)

4, Ifyou could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

| am E am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

{a) adversely affects the anvironment; and
(b} does not retate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Finds ek onaf

Waote: i you e B Pavson wha coukd gaky an sdvaniags in bade compedifion Mcugh e submiziion, wur nght is maks & Kbgsion may be
iind by chiuts &) of Paef T of Scheduly 1 of he Resowse Manapement A< 1091,



5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

DPC56/062

e catails
CUAPTER IGF HERITAGE BuiLDINGS ¥
STRUCTUR ES AND THE CREATION O F

“HELITAGC ALEAS' TO AEET&IE—T[}EVELELTTF'

[Pigdse Libe BIoar Daged I ox wieh)

8. My submission is:

inciude whalher FouU Suppo or coposs M Specific prEWRanNE of wikh o Rdve Mem aoeiced Bad rissons for o Wi,

T Am AGAINSTTHE LISTING OF PRIVATE

(O SCENT .,

EITHEL

Ly POTENTIAL BMYELS.
OR WE ARE LOOEIN & INTD EENIVATING

OCTEMNT (A
F‘l}ﬁ lTS ‘Tﬂ_ugﬁwhk—TH‘

THEe PROPELTY AND Wil BE ﬁEﬁTﬂlL‘TE’iF
WITH WHAT WE CAN DO, AND WitL NOT

Re ABLE T0,5€LL THE pROCCELTY LATEL ¢

RESIDEMNTIAL PLOPERTIES AS HERITAGE wNDEE
THE PROPOSED HERITAGE ALEAS [NCLUDED IN
TH1S PLAN CHANGE, WITHOUT HOMEDWANFER

THE PROPELTY INE ARC |N. HAD feEEeN oMk
FAmiLy Homg SinNce 1Ay MY PAR EMNT(S
ALE LODKING ATASELLING THE FRIFERTY| As1s

THeReFDRE 1T WiLL Rebufle THE VALUE
AS INDIcATED AND (WilL LOSE INTEE €5 1

L

L=

(Fianny (e SO0BONN pages I your wish)
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

8.

8.

Gied DrnciSd SEAE

T0 L€ EVALUATE THE CHANGES RecAlDing
(OuN C(L CO NSENT FOR ( Hanges T0 THe
PLofClTY ArND THAT A ProfetTy §Houd
ONLY BE CLASSIFLED AS HELITAGE IN THE
DISTELLT PLAN WITH THE EXPRESS WRITTEN
CONSENT OF THE PEYFERTY pinNER.
| BELIEVE A VOLUNTALKY HEARITAGE folicY
IS VER&Y mucet (N THE BeEsT INTERESTS Anlp
Fof ™€ BeNEFIT OF HUTT CITY AN (T
CITIZEN

[Pizasn use addtional pages i you wish)

I Emh do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.
[Pl 5% Grod)
If others make a similar submission,
[ E | will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing,
(Plaass tich o)

ﬂwmmnrwmim]%/\ 12-01-22
for parson uhonsed i signon |
Eapvalf of subsmilhedj | e

nwhwwrmmm#mmwmm

Privacy Statement

The indormation you provide in this submission, including your name and conted] datalis, will b provided io ofher swbmitien and
published on Hutl Gy Councils wabsiie. Hult City Councll i required {o collect and publish ithis informeation wnder (ha Resaurce
Management Act 1981, Your contact detals will be remaved from Council’s websie when the furthor submissions process has baen
eomplabed_ howaver your namea wil 85| appear in the hearing ard dectsion rapors.

Yiou have: the right fo ask far a copy of any personal information wea Rold about you, and to ask for B {0 be cormeched if you think it is
wrong. If you'd ke 1o ask for a copy of your infarmation, or o have | comechad, pleass contac ua 8
riprmaalic nagementesamill huscly govl nz or call 4-570-58848,

LdlL

Where to send your submission
» By emall (preferred): district plan@huttcity govinz
« By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31812, Lower Hutt 5040
* In person: At the Hutt City Council Custormer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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FALA FORM 8

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUTJACITY
proposed district plan change

Clause § of Schedule 1, Rescarcs Maragemant Act 1551

Tao: Chiel Executive, Hult City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | ree hodge mu shayne .
Companylorganisation | . i
Contact f aesn
Address | e mmeer 25 swent Bk _
 Sewt pBtOne
| cay lower hutt | Postcads
Mdrmhrswm Postal Adoress |mm
same as pustal

222 Maring drive lowry bary lower hutt |

Phone | n..- . - _imu
mﬂi?dﬁl&ﬂ-ﬂ‘l

sl shayne@mahndgagmup co.nz

2. This is a submission an the following proposed change o the City of Lower Hubt District Plan:
Proposed District Plan Change No:

Title of Proposed District Plan Change:  enabling inlensification in residentlal and commarcial areas |

3 | could |&' | could not gain an advantage in frade competition throwgh this submission.
{Plasde ek e

4. If you could gain an advantage in frade compaelition throwgh this submission:

I am |o’| am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matier of that submission thal—
[a) adversely affects the environmeant; and
(b} does not relate to rade compedition or the effects of irade competition:

P bk e

Mode: I y0u V0 O DeFSOn Wi cookt gein w schaniage i nds mmmmn-ﬂumrwh
Ierilieet by clavi #74) of Part | of Schecule lmnmm

LR OM-I06 - Faga 1 of My Chy Councll weww.nsficily goetne D, 5T S5 kg 1033
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5. mmmmmmmmm@mu@:

Govp dadady
chapter 14f hentage buildings and structures and the creation of "heritage areas® to
restrict development

6. My submission is:

| inchucls wiwther o st or SopaTe i BROCC TV O wish K hyve Sverm smended. and rasons Ky pour v
AT g e - ux Farimge (s ]

B gl
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el B o e rkvaied ro e il P e W] IR W SOnE T P i e Vg e B ooty pekiey ek
|Hﬂhhlwl s o wlwnin] wTy Fe inererd Bt craarel omue S a By i 0 el o o M.
hmh_*-hmﬂl_h__-“- rrigh ~y rumdhi v i R D s a defl

Sy andd Pt e conmimion would Db placs. Th. P =ol ooorme.

i ) ol ] b ol S ) Dt wd il opermle e B e SR B D M T (sl o et i e vmnom iowe pleereg S Dustng
o ey

™ n archiled o o Wi Ex e

ey svirw oy B I DTS, w0 -HM (i b ey —_.m

In s 00T S councl relemed Fin 'ﬂ-w_’l‘-!liﬂﬂllmﬂ iﬂmmhmﬂm—_
rarcaie] w6 baregs d ons) wi I“lﬂﬂ

PaTe "oV 7 i (i PR . ey [yl uqq——-;m__—qg—-t—- 18 gl B SppaaT § MRS

W Wy [ PR @ ey ek

[ T ——

|wﬂumﬂ-ﬂﬂﬂ_ 5 ey igmerssnd of' B L comant. in skion B weakd be arilkely Bl P e |

| P e rck b irdc: B sl plan - s 1 -4 T E Pty Armaring s fema 1 BT

T P

|t iy A BT, e e Wl e i s P e,

| Fary e S v O B g prosrel

| wm wre e in B pirvidioos ot impeaiten ol con priveis procerSy fights [solsfy Frough B sefrision proos) ir

* e 3 o b B i e W B, AN, B A, B Ay U] B s T,

Tilﬂh{ﬂ”ﬂﬁ“ﬂ‘!mh_mlmﬂﬂmlwHMHWH”#H

Ihmhm—.ﬂ—,rﬂ:r—t—h-ﬁhu ik o AL, ey

- Thas mrmand i which B cumsed deen and prelesross ol B peors w° o el b eSecie by e refe, wd

nmmnwinmmﬂ-wmmhmthmw--m

im:um-ﬂ-rwu—vmn PRy visliaieh | ol W it i P Do il vl W ol Ty it O e Pl el wtad

= -‘:I'Il.:l:: ol Mm-ﬁm:::: Taphbouny fC Coai fow By el Iriaion I CeoD Tee [T
L i DA i s P

ii’l “mmﬂﬂm-l“ﬂ‘h#immuHhmm“ﬁ-—-m

Ty VoW ey il P iy P CHLSASTA N, CrVmacL T o T i afeciod
i il by sl P brpadt ared desptatic f e b, Wble esgibrertg ity
Baild up i B uﬁ“fﬂ; Fomm et i ol 208 BT W) B

A PPy B rpcaaa wignificen realricier on whl  Forme i (i B0 G O
Wi Ty N ATy W e of e e, P e el P o gl T
Conoredl |WHHWHH“I'--EMHW
il kst o e o o The: ulies b i P ool may &0 Pl e vy SR

- el b i b cllssrmasion, o i Cowonell
!mmuwhi:umh-#l—lﬂwlﬂllﬂm'

e TR

o ol . s, iach i HEFESEs Cresosnt o Fa Peiors Sirla Flam, e of Fa Al

Pl W Ty ol i Tl e, Fumma pliscies 30 fed Fugh] B0y SaRETaniE oF SaTgs

.

| mnd i heirve el Dol srhede PRy L] Iri i Pl CHy g
%il‘“hh—dhﬂ—-

EP-2 O — Page I of 1 Hul City Cosngll  www bulcitygosing 04 570 668 o

Piaase uog pxamcnes pagus £ you wisky



DPC56/063

7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

I want the Council to adopt the following policy:

* That a property should only be classified as heritage in the District Plan with the

BXDress

written consent of the property owner. *

| want the Council to include the above policy in the proposed Plan Change.

Property owners have much to lose from the imposition of any unwanted heritage
egorisation, as has Hutt City from the costs of increased management, loss of

citizen

goodwill and the likely litigation for its removal by informed property owners. | believe a

voluntary heritage policy is very much in the best interests and for the benefit of Hutt
City and its cilizens. -

(Plaass vae sdctfonal pages & you wish|
g 1 v | wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission,
(Ploase bk ooe)
8. K others make a similar submission,
I will o | will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
[FROGL Dok v |

Signature of submittar: | 706*-1/\\ | 1506122
for parscn sutharised ko sign on |
Beal of SubMATEr] | Data |

= aigoatune iy nof requied ¥ pou meis poor solvs sy Dy elecirosis measd)

Privacy Statemnent

Thea inlprnation you provida in this submission, induding your rame and conbact delaits, will be provided o offssr submitian and
published cm Hutt City Council's webahe, Futl City Councl s requined 1o collsct and pubilish this information under the Rasounce
Panageiment Aot 1691, Your contmct delalis will s removed from Council's webshis wihan the Rirter submissions process hiss Bean
complisied, hiowever your nama will sSil appaar in the hearing and decision reports,

You have the right to ask for o copy of any personal information wn hoid about you, and to ask for i o be comecied i you think it |s
weong. H you'd Bei b &ek 657 & iy of your inflormation, oe i have B corecied, ploase contact U ot

UL R k™ L L S = ) L

Where to send your submission

= By email (preforred): district.plani@huttcity govinz
= By post: Hult City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040
» In person: Al the Hult City Councll Customer Sarvice Caentra, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hult

EPFORR-300 - Pags ¥ of 3 Hettl City Cowmsl  wand hulieify. pesdlnz. 04 70 G558 Bagpai MiED
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SECTION 6 MY SUBMISSION IS:l am against the listing of private residential properties as heritage
under the proposed heritage areas included in this plan change, without homeowner consent.
Background In feb 2021 our family trust purchased 25 Buick street Petone to assist our daughter into
her first home. We conducted extensive due diligence including visiting the hutt city council to
determine what, if any, impediments would be to extend the home by a further storey to potentially
incorporate a master bedroom, ensuite and wardrobe. Council officers proffered no information
asto any limitations and prima facie on the proposed addition would comply subject to town
planning requirement ie setbacks etc and the issuance of a building consent. In nov 2021 we
received the attached flyer saying our property at 25 Buick street had been assessed as heritage.
Whilst the covering letter indicated no final decisions had been made and appeared to confirm that
the council would be "engaging with the community seeking feedback". Nonetheless we were
concerned with the statement that council could restrict our ability to do undertake modifications or
additions. On contacting the letter writer - the councils policy planner, he was unable to articulate
what these measures might mean and very much gave the impression this was a draft only and that
more consultation would take place. This has not occurred. He also indicated that the current district
plan was still operable so the proposed extension to our daughters home could occur subject to the
various town planning and building consent requirements. As a result we engaged an architect to
commence working drawings for lodgement for a building consent. they were only able to
commence work in late april 2022 due to existing workload commitments. Over $10,000 in fees was
expended during this process. We were anticipating lodging around late august early September. in
august 2022 the council released this plan 56 which confirmed that 25 buick street along will all our
neighbouring properties in buick,bolton and queen were being mandated as a heritage area along
with 5 other new heritage zones. further homes in these new heritage zones were prevented from
doing any extensions or additional home units eg granny flat from the 18 August. It appears a
resource consent would be required. That would impose significant costs, time and uncertainty prior
to any lodgement of a building consent. in addition it would be unlikely that the new heritage rules
would not be incorporated into the new district plan - some 18 -24 months time. Effectively freezing
our home in time. Lack of consultation Our only advice from council was that we should make this
submission. There has been no consultation as promised. we are now in the invidious position of
having to argue for the removal of this significant imposition of our private property rights (solely
through this submission process) in order to get back to the position where we were prior. A process
that provides a very truncated and uncertain outcome. The period for submissions (1 calendar
month) makes it difficult for most residents to engage with the detailed Proposed Plan Change and
understand the detail of the changes for their properties. In designing the consultation, HCC has
failed to take in to account the mandatory considerations of section 82(4), namely: a. The extent to
which the current views and preferences of the persons who will be affected by the matter; and b.
The nature and significant of the decision, including its likely impact from the perspective of the
persons who will be affected. Volume 2 of PC56 makes several references to “heritage values” and
the retention of heritage being of value to the community. However, it does not define what these
“heritage values” are nor who values this particular heritage and to what extent. Given the
significant restriction of use of our private property, the comparison to our neighbours who could
now enjoy significantly more freedom to develop their properties, and the expected financial impact
on their properties because of this, the lack of consultation from HCC as to whether property owners
wish to have their properties heritage-zoned fails the legislative test. These heritage areas will not
only have disastrous consequences for the families affected but will drastically impact the layout and
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aesthetic of the Hutt. While neighbouring streets build up to three or six storeys high, these heritage
areas will be forced into stagnation. A heritage area imposes significant restrictions on what a home-
owner can and cant do with their property. Once a property is in one of these areas, the owner will
have to get the Council’s consent to make any changes to their home, or if they want to change the
number of stories or number of houses. The rules for when the Council may do this are very vague
and leave a lot of discretion to the Council. We know that heritage listings can impose significant
ongoing costs and problems for property owners. Insurers will charge increased premiums (eg, 25%
or more), increased excesses and refuse to provide cover for the additional costs in repairing to the
original standard and to cover further Council Consent fees. See attached advice from our insurance
broker. Evidence indicates heritage listing reduces the value of a property by 10 to 30%. Real estate
agents have reported that many potential buyers lose interest when they learn that aproperty is
heritage listed. It is unclear what the impact on value these new heritage area restrictions will have.
Furthermore, the houses in the proposed areas vary drastically in their quality and type. see
attached photos. Many don’t look like heritage at all. Others are unlikely to meet healthy homes
standards. Yet they will all be included in the same umbrella of rules, forced into stasis while the rest
of the Hutt modernises. To me, that is not fair. Some of the areas, such as Hardham Crescent or the
Petone State Flats, are of the type and location perfectly fitting what | imagine the Government had
in mind for intensification. To me and many others living in the area, these places do not hold any
sentimental or heritage value. | want to have the choice as to whether my property is included in the
Plan Change as now being in a heritage area. The Council must not be able to include the homes of
local families as heritage without the agreement of the owner.

SECTION 7 | SEEK THE FOLLOWING DECISION FROM HUTT CITY COUNCIL:

| want the Council to adopt the following policy: “That a property should only be classified as
heritage in the District Plan with the express written consent of the property owner.” | want the
Council to include the above policy in the proposed Plan Change. Property owners have much to lose
from the imposition of any unwanted heritage categorisation, as has Hutt City from the costs of
increased management, loss of citizen goodwill and the likely litigation for its removal by informed
property owners. | believe a voluntary heritage policy is very much in the best interests and for the
benefit of Hutt City and its citizens.
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From: Shayne Hodge <shayne@thehodgegroup.co.nz>
Sent: Wednesday, 9 February 2022 3:45 PM

To: Phil Barry <phil.barry@tdb.co.nz>

Subject: Fwd: 25 buick street Petone insurance re heritage

Phil
See advice below Re insurance challenges on heritage property

Regards

Shayne hodge
Director

The Hodge Group
0274 548881

Begin forwarded message:

From: David Chow <David®@icib.co.nz>
Date: 30 November 2021 at 4:02:58 PM NZDT
Subject: RE: 25 buick street Petone

Hi Shayne

| assume your building is also subjected to heritage status.

DPC56/063

1. Some Insurers will charge slightly more premiums, but | don’t believe that they can justify

that. See point 2

2. All the Insurers will apply a Historic Places Endorsement. Attached is wording from AIG.
Other Insurers will have wording that may not follow word for word, but the effect is the same.
3. It does make the risk less attractive to Insurers as an overall risk because the likelihood of

claim dispute. See below.

4. On high earthquake risk areas, Insurers tends to shy away from it.

In a real life, situation, | arrange insurance on a building in Mt Eden built in 1930’s . A drink driver

ploughed through junction and damaged it. The claim was settled on 70/30 (client pays) basis and
easily settled given it was around $20K, but could be tricky if it is a sizeable claim. The tricky bit is
which part is deemed historic that is subjected to the endorsement. The higher the specification of

historic elements in the building the larger proportion you will need to bear.

Trust the above helps.

David Chow ANziIF (Snr Assoc) CIP AIBANZ
Executive Broker

M +64 27 482 6832 Level 7, 26 Hobson Street
D +64 9 307 9877 Auckland 1010
E david.chow@icib.co.nz PO Box 3174 Shortland Street

www.icib.co.nz Auckland 1140, New Zealand
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Disclosure Statement

This email message contains information that is confidential and which may be subject to legal privilege. If
you are not the intended recipient, you must not peruse, use, disseminate, distribute or copy this message
If you have received this message in error please notify us immediately and delete all copies of this
message from your system.

IMPORTANT REMINDER
ICIB has a new bank account number for invoice payment.
The new bank account is shown below. Please ensure to update your records accordingly.

From: Shayne Hodge <shayne@thehodgegroup.co.nz>
Sent: Tuesday, 30 November 2021 3:26 pm

To: David Chow <David@icib.co.nz>

Subject: 25 buick street Petone

David

The Hutt city council is proposing to include Buick street as heritage area. In your experience would
this status have any financial impact on either ability to get insurance or cost of premiums.

Regards

shayne
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AlG

Endorsement

SME Combined Policy

This endorsement, effective 4:00 PM <> forms part of
Policy Number: SBS

Issued to:

By: AIG Insurance New Zealand Limited

Historic Places Endorsement

It is understood and agreed that in the event of damage to the building, the materials that will be used in the repairs or
reconstruction will be modern, equivalent materials.

This policy will not provide an indemnity in respect of costs or losses incurred directly or indirectly as a result of a need for
compliance with the requirements of the Cultural Heritage status or registration with the New Zealand Historic Places Trust.

All other terms, conditions and exclusions remain unchanged.

AlIG Insurance New Zealand Limited

‘ The AIG Building, Level 19
- PO Box 1745 T +64 93553100
A I G Brlnq on tomorrow Shortland Street F +64 9 3553135
Auckland 1140 WWW.Qig.co.nz

Insurance products and services are provided by AlG Insurance New Zealand Limited. The AIG logo is a registered trademark.
You should read and consider the Policy Wording in light of your circumstances prior to making any decision to acquire the product.

© AIG. All rights reserved. SME Endorsements Template V1.0_ Historic Places V1.0 Page 1 of 1
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REA FORM S

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUTJ/CITY
proposed district plan change

Glouse 6 of Schedule 1, Roscurce Managenent A 1881

To: Chief Executive, Hutt Gity Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | L.t Patchett r Bruce

Companylorganisation

Contact & smmnt
Address | unt member 3 swew St Columbans Grove

zoou BOUlCOH
ciy Lower Hutt Posicode D010
Address for Service | Postal Address Courior Addiuss
IF ciferand
Phone | oo 045662680 | Evanng
ey _| Evaang =

Ermail

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Pan:
Proposed District Plan Change No: 56 I

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling Intansification in Residential and Commarcial Areas

—_—

3 1 could I q" could not gain an advaniage in trade competition through this submission.
{Piesse ok ong) '

4. Ifyou could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matier of that submission that-

(a) advarsely affects the anvironment; and
{b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition;

{Plapse ok cne)

Neda: F poir ave 8 parson who ooukd pon & edamifaps iy ads compafifios Mgl B submissos, your ight fo make § scbadesien iy be
i by clavse G4} of Fadt 1 of Schedwe 1 of e Resource Manapamest At 1691,

EP-FOHRM 0% ~ Faga 1 of 3 Hut Gty Counall  wewsw_huioity. povlnz 0 570 S665 izl AOT

= —
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5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:
Giva chpfadls:

High density rating for my area

[Fleasn e soaPons pages i o wsk)

B, My submission is:
e Tl U SIS OF D000 B SpRciTe provishons of wilkh fo e M Sanced SN O o oL i

That St Columbans Grove should be re zoned to Medium Density

[Flaaso use podbonad pagos & you wish)

EPFORN-G - Fega 2 of 3 Hutt CRy Councd  werw hulicly goving Db G0 GG el XITE
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council;
Give prooise cabwls
That Coumbans Grove be zoned to Medium Density Housing

(Pranse i akASomal pages i you wish)

B 1 wish ..f do not wish to ba heard in support of my submission.
Peacse Fok cns)

9. If others make a similar submission,
1 will { will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
[Piansa Foh o)

Si of submitter:
;“ﬂf,%m; 14/9/2022

bahl of gotvnibar) Data
{8 sipnatune s nod requied f pou make jour submission by secimoic means)

Privacy Statement

The informalion you provise in s subiesion. Frcuding your naims and conlael details, will be provided 1o offer submiltans &
putdiahed on Hidl Ciy Councila wabaie, Hulk City Counca ks requined 1o coliect and pubish Shis infarmation under the Resouncs
Managamenl Act 1884, Your conlact dotails will b removed from Councils wabsha whon Tha further submissions process has bean
complated, howeser your namae will 531 appaar in the hearing and decision repors,

Yo harve the right to ask Toe & copy of any parsanal infoemation wa held about yea, and 1o ssk St It b be eomecled if you think L is
wrang. I you'd like 1o Bk for & copy of your information, of 1o have Il cormectnd, phsase contact us at

indommglionmansgamaidlgamihiuticity gost ng or cal

Where to send your submission

« By emall (preferred): digirict plan@huticity geving
+ By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

+ In parson: At the Hutl ity Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt

EPFCIRM-300 - s 3 ol 3 Hutt Oty Councll  www hafinity goedLns D4 BT0 BEES A X33
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ITY

EAWA KAINAN

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change ‘

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | rast Molloy rist Deborah
Company/organisation

Contact i different
Address | unit Number 47A Street Britannia St
suburb Petone

city Lower Hultt ‘ Postcode 5012
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening
movie 027 5226042
Email

dbb.molloy@gmail.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: Pla N Change 56

3. | could ||¢/ | could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am ¢/ | am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.

EP-FORM-309 — Page 1 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022
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5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

Buildings up to six storeys, subject to planning permission, 800m from the Petone
commercial centre and all train stations

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

| strongly oppose the building of 6 story buildings in residential Petone without
resource consent.

Whilst | support more housing this should not be at the expense of good planning and
informed community collaboration and consent.

Houses are built to last - what do you want Hutt City to look like in the future? What
measures are in place to control and keep the housing to a recommended standard.
Do we have the infrastructure to support increased housing in the areas proposed?

My concerns are:

Not having a say in what might be built on the property next to me especially if it might
block my sun which is important to me and may devalue my own property. Resource
consent ensures some measure of accountability and planning and | believe the
council should still maintain control of this.

Car parking. It is foolishness to think that people are not going to have cars in these
high density areas. This must be taken into account with the plans and off road parking
must be a requirement of new buildings.

Petone streets are busy particularly along the Old Hutt Road, can our roads support an
increase number of cars in terms of traffic?

Safety of high density 6 story buildings built on a fault line in an earthquake.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

EP-FORM-309 — Page 2 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

| wish that Hutt City Council would retain some level of resource consent that enables
residential home owners to be informed and have a say in what buildings might be built
next to their properties especially when sun and value of property will be affected by
the new dwellings.

| would like Hutt City Council to ensure that car parking is considered in the planning
process of new buildings.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | wish ;/ do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I will ¢/ | will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter:

(or person authorised to sign on
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’'s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
e By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt

EP-FORM-309 — Page 3 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022
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AMA FORM S

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUTJCITY
proposed district plan change T

Clauss & of Scheduls 1, Resource Managemant St 1551

To; Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | pssr EE_L_L,ﬁnﬁrf':, e JOHO E..'[-';:‘T:J 'PH = 24

Company/organisation
Contact ¥ e

Address | un s 25 s PrOL T STREET

evlowigl HUTT a | coateose SO 2
Address for Service | Posfal Adaress Courier Adcress
Phaone o Evaning
; | Q2L - US| -5
makl

Jonnsellors@ xro.co. N2

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan
Proposed District Plan Change No: =L

EoBt~a IMensaeaton A
TR O RRapRme I PN St ;_r,e.,sﬁ 2] + Commercial

3 | could V.-{uuld not ga:n an advantage in frade compatition through this submission.

P ok o)

4. I you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(@) adversely affects the environment, and
(B)  does not relate to rade competition or the effects of trade competition:

Ploase foh o)

Mlote: If FOU ArE 8 Deat il Sould padt an advanfage 1 e costpeliion Mouph e submision, t o make & BubEEsas
e by clause 54 of Part ¢ of Schedule 1 of e Resoures Wisdgemant Ao 1051 PRI e
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5 Thngrapncll’r: provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are;

‘Shagler 1LF Hertraagg. buildirgs ond

Structhures aand H~af C@m‘aﬁ;

“2&:{ orens Yo restick
EAJEJ;@?-W\QJCI‘-

Pipape by aodibona! pages & pou wih)

6. My submission is:
Inciuce Winsier PO M OF GREOLE M el sroriing or with io fave Mem asended and masons v your views

-1\ oLy NS Hea hE‘Hr‘\tf) %(Er{‘um:*ﬁ’—
re-Sidertiod froge sHes aj )

undes the Prepased herrtoop.
Trcluded (w Fas ?19.’\ c!/\w%g_f wuotHaout
home ovurexs conseat

- Iﬁ%lﬂﬂtﬂ_‘.ﬁr&miunmf;rf "-.r*.‘“;,ur&‘\f:i:
Lo Sses coud %%m"ﬁw\w

Tor Mr'ﬂv% \istea P{g@;\-\é

~ O Wheriooe. lisied eIy
‘ot oA the Sode. e} nousSe..
\ viewoed o Werttooe. listed house
in fodvicke Shveat fedona t h::‘?r\*w
loereat v'n PD%S‘{QLL forcNAS2-
\ ddscevered i buasn aesTioAe
\isded nousa-. Othar folesdhod
buyess also woould \oSe. \ndeest

{Piesse use addfions papes ¥ you wish)
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7. | sgek the following decision from Hutt City Council:
Give precise defay

| o+ e Coundil o adept Hra
Follovnray ek

1= should ol ba
m5%m1 '~ Yo DStk
Plon Lot Hha Express Tustden

Constd of tha mezm*hj ©unas-

— \ belueave o volu #’ﬂ:ﬁtﬂgn |
f’eu% S u;:P ﬁ’\.&idzlr?ﬂ o \oo a4
YOderesads far tna bonefit o

Huwrr City o3 s afzeNs .

Mipase e adutiona! pages if o wish)

- wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission,
(Ploage Hes o)

8. If athars make a similar su ion,
I will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the haaring.

(Pigdse bok ol
susgeee[ U 2l

{8 BNk i S0 NN # ol K oor SLOMSE0N by Sleciong means)

Privacy Statement

The infarmation you provide in this submission, including your name and contact detalls, will be provided fo athar submitiers and
published on Hutt City Counclls website. Hult City Gouncil is required to codlect and pubiish tis information Lnder Bhe Rescuics
Managemant Act 1981. Your contact details will ba remeved from Council's webmite when the further submissions process has baen
compiaded, Finvever your name wil s8Il appaar in (e beanng and declslon repans

You have ithe right io ask for @ copy of any personal information wa hold about you and io a5k for A b5 be cofrecied i you hink it =
wrcn I you'd like to ask for @ copy of your infarmation, or to hane it cormscied, ploase contact us
i 15w daamilhuticity gowt. nx o call 4-570-6668

Where o send your submission
» By email (preferred): district plan@huticity govt nz
= By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040
* In person: Al the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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Submission on publicly notified HUWY

proposed district plan change

Clausp & of Schaduls 1, Resource Managemant Act 1957

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. Thisis a submission from:

Full name | aar -ﬁil,._"ﬁ:__‘.:l('] Fiat %m’tb e
Company/organisation
Contach »omsnni = 5
Address | uw  mme 25 sme PO DOASITOOT
suwn HEONO_ o
oo Lousrer Hurt o SO 2.
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2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan
Froposed District Plan Change No: Sb

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: | EN90Ling InMENSHiCodhTn TR ‘

resdes hﬁiﬂ:f%l_ﬁJ

3 | E could E’cnuld not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission,
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4. Ifyou could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:
e

I I am |y /| am nat direetly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that-

(a) adversely affects the environment, and
(b) does not relate to trade compstition or the effects of trade competition:

(Phpase il o)
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4. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

DPC56/067

T ot V4F Hest buildings and

}euctures ord tha creachiom
?E’;Ufﬁ W”%ﬁ&hﬂtﬂ'%

d

8. My submission is:
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7. 1 seek the following decision from Huit City Council:
Give precive delats

| werd Haae counanl o Acopt the

Lo\ouy lnoy ?s‘l.roﬂ
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a8 i wish ‘u/ do not wish fo be heard in support of my submission,
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9. If others make a similar submission,
I will I 1.~ will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
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Privacy Statement

Th infarrnatsan v prowiae in this submission, indeding your name and contas detads, will ba provided bo ofhes submitbers and
pubiishad on Hutl City Coundil's websie. Hutt iy Council is reqguined fo collect and publish the information under the Resowns
Managemant Act 1991, Your contac] detads will be remeved from Council's websita whan the lurther submissions process has bean
compieted, however your name will still appsar in the haaring and decision epodts.

¥You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hoid about you, and ta ask for it to be cormected if you think it is
wrong.  you'd Bee b ask for & copy of your information, or B0 have || comscied, plasse contac i@ af
e e s ol el et ) h uticlby. oot nz o call 04-570-6565.

Where to send your submission
= By email (preferred): disirict plan@huticiiy. goving
* By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31012, Lower Hutt 5040
* In person: Al the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT AITY
proposed district plan change

Clause & of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1681

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Lase £ CEAN et (AMPBELL
Companylorganisation | JPLNCart  Lobaw VAWATION S Lm0
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2. Thisis a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:
Proposed District Plan Change No: ‘ 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: | 562 Lroblhwy /n?tns featon

3 ) could gcould not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
(Pease ik one)

4. Ifyou could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
/
| am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that-

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(v) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Plosse tick oney
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5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

DPC56/068

Give detals

See attmhoad /et

6. My submission is:
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:
Give precise cotals

S atoncliad lofhor

(Drease use acditonal pages X you wish)

8. | ﬁl‘""“ do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.
(Pwase tck one)
9, If others a similar submission,
| will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Proase bok ona)
Signature of submitter: /5/ 7/79-2(
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Privacy Statement
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Where to send your submission
« By email (preferred): dislict plan@huiteily goving
« By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31812, Lower Hutt 5040
« In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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PC56:

Why Are We Here?

Property prices have been rising over the last 10 years in New Zealand, with the three months
of September, October and November 2021 quite possibly being the absolute ‘peak’ of the
surging prices.

The New Zealand property market can almost be categorised as an ‘Auckland Market’ and the
‘Rest of New Zealand Market’. In Lower Hutt and Upper Hutt, there was absolutely no
‘housing crisis’ from 2012 to 2015, with house prices beginning to steadily rise from early
2016. To say there was ‘nine years of neglect’ (towards housing) by the Labour government
under the then National government is somewhat misleading.

There are countless reasons for the rise in property prices over the last 10 years, but none
more pivotal than interest rates. From 24 April 2014 (with an OCR of 3.0%) up until 6 October
2021 (OCR change from 0.25% to 0.50%), there was no increase in the OCR, meaning interest
rates became increasingly lower over the course of 7.5 years. More importantly, having an
OCR of 0.25% for more than 18 months for most of 2020 and 2021, lead to a monumental
boost to property prices that was not only utterly obscene, but irresponsible.

This graph is quite telling to see the relationship between the OCR and property prices in the
country:

New Zealand - Last 10 Years - Median Sale Price and OCR
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Changes to Regulations:

In October 2021, Megan Woods (Housing Minister) and both Judith Collins and Nicola Willis
(National Party) jointly announced a new housing policy. Nearly 12 months on, the housing
landscape has changed quite dramatically after, as stated, the peak of the market.

The announcement appeared to showcase a lack of planning, consequence and general
knowledge of housing and property in this country. A case of: a) identifying a problem, b) not
looking at the root cause of the problem and ¢) coming up with quick-fire solutions to the
problem with no real substance.
The idea was to:

e Build more houses

o Build higher houses

e Less restrictions

The belief was that building more houses would simply solve the housing crisis.

How does the government expect this change to play out? Have they looked at scenarios or
examples of how they want to see the change? More importantly, what’s the ideal scenario?

For example: a site of 500-600 square metres in Waterloo with a single-storey house in the
middle of the section. Is the current owner expected to demolish the house and build three
three-storey (possibly four level) dwellings on the site? Or, does a developer buy up sections
around the district and develop them him/herself?
More specifically:
Has anyone worked out a simple idea of where:

e affordable housing is created and a profit is made, so that both parties win?
Furthermore:
a) the newly created housing is affordable, rather than being $850,000-$1million for a compact
three-bedroom two-bathroom townhouse and b) the individual(s) developing the site can make

a profit.

The above figures are simply NOT affordable! So many scenarios were achievable and
affordable in 2020 and even 2021, but not 2022.

On top of that, the new regulations create several issues:
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Land Values:

Increased overnight? Will property owners expect a premium for land values based on new
regulations? If the sites could formerly be developed into only two sites maximum and now
they are three, will there be unrealistic expectations for land values? Has the government
thought of the consequences of a sudden rise in land values?

Character/Aesthetics:

Governments — central and local — do not seem to be interested in keeping the character or
aesthetics of a street, neighbourhood or suburb.

Petone, for example, now has many character single-storey bungalows and villas that have
been enhanced significantly over the last 20-25 years; these could possibly be surrounded by
three or six-storey townhouses/apartment blocks.

The same could be said for quiet residential streets in Woburn, Waterloo or Waiwhetu. This
shouldn’t be an issue with ex-state housing in Taita or Naenae, as this has been the case over
the last 18 months.

Building Costs:

The whole purpose of this district plan change is to create ‘affordable housing’. In the midst of
soaring inflation, how does the government expect builders, developers or construction
companies to sell their properties at ‘low or affordable’ prices when general costs, labour and
materials have skyrocketed over the last few years?

The government has never come out and said what ‘should be’ affordable in terms of housing,
or more specifically what a ‘two-bedroom one-bathroom townhouse’ or ‘three-bedroom two-
bathroom townhouse’ should sell for.

New ‘affordable housing’ hasn’t occurred since 2020, and there have been few signs of

developers lowering their asking prices during 2022.

Current Townhouse Situation in Lower Hutt:

The last 18-24 months has seen a complete saturation of townhouses in the Lower Hutt
market. With developments often selling out over the course of a week or two, or in some
cases a weekend in 2020 or 2021; 2022 has seen a complete role reversal. Townhouse
developments are now absurdly overpriced, not selling, and have limited interest.

What happens, now, to the countless number of developments that have townhouses waiting
and willing to be purchased off the plans, or some nearly complete? Will Kainga Ora step up
and buy units that have been on the market for months, if not years on end?
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Williams Corporation:

Williams Corporation (probably needs no introduction) are a property development company
from Christchurch, who since 2020 have constructed a huge number of townhouse complexes
around the Lower Hutt area.

According to the website, under ‘completed projects’, they have finished 15 developments
around the Lower Hutt area and built 171 townhouses in the process. There are another 223
currently planned, bringing the overall total to 394 units. How many individuals actually know of
these numbers?

The designs of the units are, generally, similar with each development and never straying too far
from a distinct plan, being: two-storey buildings for both the one and two-bedroom
townhouses, open-plan living/dining area and kitchen on the ground floor, with the bathroom
and bedroom(s) on the upper level.

The quality of the interiors are more than satisfactory, but the exterior materials and design are
largely similar from complex to complex. However, the worse part of these developments is
the congestion and cramming as many units in as possible. The outdoor living areas are
miniscule with no privacy and the vast majority have no car parks whatsoever.

Taita Situation:

That leads us to the Taita townhouse situation, a perfect case study for new housing in the
area.

Williams Corporation have been involved in the majority of developments around the suburb.
They are building, or have built, 184 townhouses in the suburb over the last 12-18 months.
As far as | can see, out of these 184 units, only ONE has a car park or off-street car parking.
Outside of Williams Corporation, there are another 92 units currently under construction in
Taita, bringing the total number of new townhouses in the suburb to 276!

This leads to a number of quite serious issues:

Vehicles on the Street:

With 276 new units in the suburb, we can assume there are at least 276 individuals occupying
these units. With partners, children and friends/family members/flatmates, you would expect
this number to be near 400, if not close to 500.

In 2022, in the wider Wellington region, we would expect most households to have at least ‘one
car per household’ — would there be 276 more cars on the street in Taita? I'm not sure, but it
appears there has been a huge amount of faith by council in people to walk, cycle, use public
transport or share vehicles to get around the local area, Lower Hutt and further.
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Transport:

The public transport system in Lower Hutt is still a massive ‘work in progress’, as trains are
often late or not running at all (particularly on weekends with bus replacements). Buses are in a
similar situation, while we are only on the verge of a proper ‘one system for all’ with the
Snapper cards. Public transport is currently subsidised, but in normal circumstances it is not
cheap or particularly affordable. Weather is also an issue.

I’m not here to discuss who or who shouldn’t have a car, but if the local and central

governments are seriously thinking people should rely on public transport as a sole means to
move around the wider Wellington region, they are delusional.

Further Issues — Privacy/Sunlight/Natural Light/Noise:

Having developments of 15, 20, 25 or even 30 townhouses in one congested spot, creates
social issues. The Hutt City Council for years, if not decades, has strongly enforced privacy
from one house or unit to another. The current plan would throw that out the window
completely.

Why on earth is there a need for three-to-six storey buildings for largely every zone?

Three three-storey houses on a small site next to a single-storey dwelling, or seven two-storey
townhouses overlooking the back yard of someone’s property is not remotely private.

| have seen so many examples of where the privacy of homeowners has been completely
diminished with new developments.

| also find it somewhat hypoctitical of the government to force this when, after years of ramming
the ‘healthy homes’ status down our throats, we now have a situation where new housing
would ruin sunlight or natural ventilation to homes.

Noise, current infrastructure (sewerage and drainage) and rubbish/recycling bins, along with
having 45 new units in a street like Biddle Crescent, are further possible issues that the Council
have largely ignored or expect no social issues to be created from!

Asking Prices:

Looking at asking prices in 2022, the market has clearly taken a massive hit. $600,000 to
$650,000 for new one-bedroom townhouses, or $700,000+ for a two-bedroom unit is not
affordable or good ‘value for money’.

Have a look around Lower Hutt at developments on the market by the big 5 developers in the
region (Williams Corporation, Woflbrook, Friday Homes, Palmer & Cook, and Faisandier Group)
and say that these prices are either affordable or sustainable. On top of that, the biggest
elephant in the room, and original reason why we are in this mess in the first place, is interest
rates.
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Interest Rates/Mortgage Rates:

Interest rates have been absurdly and irresponsibly low for years. Less than 3% for a fixed
two-year mortgage for long periods of time and, at stages, not much higher than 2%. What did
the Reserve Bank or Government expect to happen?

A $500,000 30-year mortgage @ 2.29% was (using a couple as an example):
$887 per fortnight ($444 per person) or $444 per week ($222 per person)

Now that $500,000 30-year mortgage @ 5.45% is:
$1,302 per fortnight ($651 per person) or $651 per week ($325.50 per person)

An increase of $415 per fortnight, or $207 per week.

Individuals must see that the reason townhouses and units sold like ‘hotcakes’ last year was
based on a borderline ‘Ponzi scheme’ of:

e Only 10% deposit

o Affordable mortgage rates

o Property will increase in value over construction time
e Market will not drop

As a valuer, | have completed many valuations of brand-new townhouses in 2022 at the time of
settlement, where a property has dropped between $50,000 and $100,000 from when it was
bought in 2021. This is an extremely worrying trend and one that should be scrutinised more
regularly.

| have no issue with saying that if you have bought a Williams Corporation townhouse in 2021
or 2022, it is worth considerably less than what you have paid for it. Looking at the company’s
asking prices, this trend is most definitely about to continue.
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Nimby:

‘Not In My Back Yard’ — an acronym that appears to have little substance when it comes to
housing in this country. Coincidently, a line like ‘this country needs more housing, so more
housing is good’ is often thrown around.

The vast majority of the developments are, in my opinion, congested, claustrophobic and
unsightly. | understand that they serve a purpose and, on the whole, are relatively comfortable
from an interior point of view — with new kitchen/bathroom facilities, adequate storage space
and a ‘modern feel’. | personally couldn’t handle sharing a confined space with 14 other units,
but realise they are part of the scope in Lower Hutt now.

| have yet to see a development, where |'ve thought: ‘yes, this is a very nice, open and
attractive development’. | honestly don’t’ believe the government and council are worried
about them being attractive complexes in the first place.

Realistically, very few want to live next to a three-to-six-storey townhouse/apartment complex,
when it blocks sun, light and view, and creates noise and further issues. The words ‘ghettos’
and ‘slum housing’ have often been mentioned with many new Lower Hutt developments.
Does the council believe that these developments all have perfect occupants?

Urban Plus:

In 2019, the Hutt City Council’s property development company, Urban Plus, created a
development known as ‘Central Park’. The 34 units were constructed on a ‘green field area’ in
central Lower Hutt on what was formerly an enclosed reserve and bowling club, with access
from Copeland Street, Hall Crescent, Mitchell Street and Witako Street.

The same year, Urban Plus developed ‘The Lane’, which accommodates 27 two-storey
townhouses, located between Freyberg Street and Bauchop Road, Waterloo.

Both developments were solid and appropriate. The developments were relatively affordable
with most units in ‘The Lane’, for example, selling between $535,000 and $675,000.

Over the last 3.5 years, Urban Plus has developed no land for sale to the public. Under the
leadership of Campbell Barry and Jo Miller, the Council has taken a ‘hand’s off’ approach to
housing, with development companies taking charge.
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Conclusion:

The Lower Hutt area is fast approaching an oversaturation of new townhouses or
developments that are overpriced or not selling. As stated, the asking prices are far too high
and unrealistic, and struggling to sell on top of higher interest rates. The last thing | would like
to see is garish, over-the-top or unsightly developments, only for them to sit there, not sell or
turn into hubs for anti-social behaviour.

When | hear stories about the council or MPs pushing for more housing with recommendations
such as “why put 7 townhouses there, when you could put 20” is not only naive but
irresponsible, with no recognition of the consequences it puts on the immediate neighbours or
the street.

There are so many other ways new housing in specific areas or ‘highlighted’ zones could be
created that have little impact on neighbours, but | don’t believe there is the personnel or
expertise in the Labour or National Parties, or even Hutt City Council, to implement this.

The property landscape has changed dramatically over the last year or so, but those in power
don’t seem to realise the basic economic principles of why it has changed and are willing to
move ahead at all costs, based on little knowledge or experience.

Yours faithfully,
7,

;-—/x

Campbell Logan
REGISTERED VALUER
(Spencer Logan Valuations Limited)
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | tast INngham First Dianne
Company/organisation
Contact i different
Address | unit number 2 street Cataldo Mews
suburb Avalon
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D011
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening
Mobile
Email

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change:

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.

EP-FORM-309 — Page 1 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022



5.

DPC56/069

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

| am concerned over the impact intensification will have on the well being of Lower Hutt s residents.
People have chosen to live in Lower Hutt because they want a relaxed suburban lifestyle and do not
want a high-density style of living.

I would like to see Council's response to the Government's directive to be to change the city's planning
rules, making sure local social and environmental impacts are considered, instead of rampant and
unstructured development.

This could be done through requirements for landscaping, permeability, trees, rainwater tanks, minimum
lot sizes and financial contributions from developers.

Developments need to be of a quality design so we don't end up with a city of towering apartment
blocks, prefabricated concrete panels, and loads of grey.

A planning commissioner could ensure this didn't happen.

Council needs to ensure the housing market is not flooded with Lower Hutt being left with lots of vacant
tiny units that no one wants. These buildings will be here for a long time. As much as the legislation is
being rushed through, there is still time for council to make sure higher density outcomes are positive
that is, building quality housing that is not only affordable now, but also delivers a legacy of housing
options for future generations.

More intensive housing density will mean more pressure on infrastructure - more sewage overflows and
polluted beaches, more traffic congestion, accidents and parking problems on our roads, worse flooding
and more pressure on schools, medical facilities and community facilities that are already under stress
and not built to cope with the larger number of people that will result. Surely these facilities need to be in
place before any intensification starts.

Council needs to ensure there is enough off road parking for any development and a restriction on road
parking for residents to ensure that streets are kept safe and pedestrian friendly.

The effect of the impact on neighbours' sunlight, privacy and peace need to be taken into account as the
anxiety levels from the threat of this happening next door to your home will rise tremendously.

The question also needs to be asked just who these houses are being built to house, as it seems to me,
that the people who (we are told) require these extra houses are not going to be in a position to be
afford them.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

EP-FORM-309 — Page 2 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I will / will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter:

(or person authorised to sign on
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt

EP-FORM-309 — Page 3 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022
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[EXTERNAL] Proposed District Plan submission
Tas Papadopoulos <tas.papadopoulos@gmail.com>

Full name: Anastay Papadopoulos

Address: 59 Adelaide Street, Petone, Lower Hutt
tas.papadopoulos@gmail.com

No advantage to be gained in trade

I wish to be heard in support of my submission

I will consider presenting a joint case if others make a similar submission

| welcome the introduction of climate change hazards into the Hutt City Plan.

However, one hazard has been incorrectly specified and this could have major impacts on
the future of Southern Hutt. That setting is the Medium Coastal Hazard Area as shown in
the following map. Here sea level rise has been modeled to 2130, incorporating vertical land
movement and using the Shared Socioeconomic Pathway (SSP) 8.5. Using SSP 8.5 means
the sea-level modeled in 2130 is 1.5m above current levels.
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SSP 8.5 is seen as very unlikely by many climate scientists. It assumes substantial shift
*towards* fossil fuels, with large increases in coal use. This means it does not represent the
track the planet is currently on, as shown by the following chart:
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More on the inappropriateness of using SSP 8.5 can be found in this Stuff article:
https://www.stuff.co.nz/environment/climate-news/129492959/an-unrealistically-hot-forecast-
for-2100-could-hurt-your-property-values

And this article in the prestigious Nature magazine:
https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-020-00177-3

Given that this degree of warming is unlikely to happen it is illogical that a Coastal hazard
based on SSP 8.5 can be considered a Medium risk as it is in the draft plan.

Other flood hazards in the proposed new district plan use a more realistic 1m sea-level rise
projection to 2130 (rather than the 1.5m that SSP-8.5 entails). For example, The Inundation
Hazard is one such hazard that has used a projected 1m sea-level rise and it has been rated
as Low risk. How can something that uses a level of sea rise that is more likely to happen
(Im by 2130) be rated a lower risk than one that is less likely to happen (1.5m by 2130)?

| propose that a better approach is to:

« Change the proposed Medium Coastal Hazard Area to a Low Coastal Hazard
Area (based on SSP 8.5m and a projected 1.5m sea-level rise by 2130)

e Set a new Medium Coastal Hazard Area (based on a projected 1m sea level
rise by 2130).


https://www.stuff.co.nz/environment/climate-news/129492959/an-unrealistically-hot-forecast-for-2100-could-hurt-your-property-values
https://www.stuff.co.nz/environment/climate-news/129492959/an-unrealistically-hot-forecast-for-2100-could-hurt-your-property-values
https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-020-00177-3
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RS FORM & 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUTT/CITY

proposed district plan change e e o
Ciause 6 of Schedule 1, Resaurce Management Act 1801 m w m h m

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council PO e s O Time o, 25

vy -

1. This Iz a submission from:

Full name | ae HALEY FMEEHB&T C!"‘l"td WM

Company/organisation

Contact o

Address | it mumeer |4~ swow BUVCK S JREET

PETONE : ;

W_LQ‘HFER HUTT, ’ mw L 50

Address for Service
o ditarant

Phone mi ] Evening Eé g@._?:‘ih?

we 027 5347046

Emal | o, lhgleyimorks @ Exkra. co.nz

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:
Proposed District Plan Change No: 5_5

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: | a1t g Intensif dabrtey Kesiclow M
el tommerclal,

< R | could E | could not gain an amanﬁﬁ'u In trade competition through this submission,
[P Bok dnaj

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submisshon:

Lq.t.g_ E:,'Q_I E am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that-

{a) adversaly affects the anvironment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of irade competition:

(Pimasn dck ong)

Nola: F you Sne & BArsan who cowd gadin an advaniags in iade competition Mrough ihe subvaiaion, Vo right fo make B submission may be
itilad b claile 854) of Pal T of Soivaalily 1 of the Resourcs Mansqemant Al 1R



. I 5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relaies to are:
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6. My submizsion |s:
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:
Ghve procise defals:

No o wiake oun -]Dv‘{*il“—v""ﬂ

on herite g heus€

& 0 Hobn

/ (Ploase use a0atons pages I yeu wish] ‘_?
8 1 I wish \‘/ do not wish io be heard in support of my submission.
{Ploass Bok ona) -w__%‘
8. If others make a similar isgion,
I will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing. &
[Praase tck ane) Lo

Signature of submitter) E I_j: HRM 12. 9. 44

[ pavsan sutvonsed fo sipn o0
Dbt of Subveien p
fa mgraturm 5 not required ¥ you make your svbmission by sdcimn masa)

Privacy Statement

Tha informnation you providae in this submission, inciuding your namae and contact dotalls, will be provided 1o other submilbans ard
published on Hutl Cily Council's wabaie, Hut City Councll is requined bo collect and publish this information under the Resource
Managamant At 1891 Your contact details will ba removed from Councl's webslts whan the further submissions procsss has been
comphaled, howevar your name will still appesr in he hearing and decision reparls.

You have the right ba ask for & copy of ary penonal nfermatian we hold about you, and e ask for i o be comactad i you think it s
wrong, W you'd Bke fo ask for a copy of your infarmation, of 1o have it cormstied, plaass contacd us &t
informatiprmanagementiaamiheticity govt nz. or call 04-570-8568.

Where to send your submission
« By emall {preferred): district olan@huticity goving
« By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040
« In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last Lancashire First EAwin
Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit number 292 street Riverside Drive
suburb \Waterloo
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode
Address for Service Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay 04 5698028 | Evening

mobie 021478441
piano.tuner@xtra.co.nz

Email

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: Plan Change 56

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am / am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.

EP-FORM-309 — Page 1 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022
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5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:
Give details:

The changing face of Lower Hutt

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

| oppose the building of 3 to 6 storey residental buidings in Lower hutt as per Key
Points 1t0 6

. Whether it could be detremental to certain Moari issues is one point but please be
aware it is equally detremental to all rate paying residents.

Building heights are a major factor and would significantly affect the reason many of
us came to live in the valley.

If we wanted high rise buildings we would have bought in Wellington.

A council that is voted in by the public should speak on their behalf and not act on the

developers behalf.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7.

9.

DPC56/072

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

A No vote to housing over 3 storeys high, or affecting residential buidings any where
near the existing established housing.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

I wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

If others make a similar submission,

I will / will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter:

(or person authorised to sign on
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | rast Steel First Richard

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit number 14 sireet Holyoake Cresent
suburb Avalon
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D011
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening

mobie 027 210 4053

Email

Rjsteel72@gmail.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: Enabl | ng |ntenSificati0n

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am / am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.

EP-FORM-309 — Page 1 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022




5.

DPC56/073

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:
Chapter 4F Medium Density Residential Activity Area
Chapter 4G High Density Residential Activity Area

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:
| am against plan changes 4F & 4G for the following reasons.

Labour & National governments failure on housing over 20 plus years leading to a panicked response (Schedule 1,
Part 6 of the RMA) that has not gone through appropriate parliamentary scrutiny.

Absolutely some intensification is required in all cities, but for medium density housing intensification to be effective
it needs to be coordinated with service & transport & road infrastructure & off-street car parking/garaging & car
charging & well planned to ensure adequate light, outdoor amenity are retained for all.

Unrestrained 'right to build' up to 3 storey to 6 storey 1m from the boundary ignoring recession planes on a 300m2
section is not the solution we should be looking for - for example - a developer can take remove a house on
someone's north boundary and construct a 3 storey or 6 storey house or apartment block within 1m.

No sunlight, no privacy, parking disputes, noise control etc. This in turn knocks thousands $$ off the asset value of
the surrounding houses and eventually forcing these owners to sell and thus the cycle will continue.

This will ultimately lead to the same poor living conditions people faced when this type of apartment style
construction was built in the 1960/70s (and many have since been torn down) once the new shine has worn off.

This will lead to Lower Hutt losing the very reason many people desire to live, work, and play in Lower Hutt and call
it their home, as they will move away to greener pastures.

Property rights, like all other 'freedoms' go two ways. As a house owner in a suburban area | have a right to at least
some natural daylight and other environmental qualities.

It will affect most other ratepayers.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

EP-FORM-309 — Page 2 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

Hutt City Council should reject these plans and stand against any of these changes as
has the Christchurch Ctiy Council and stick up for its ratepayers.

HCC and its residents should decide the future of Lower Hutt City housing policys via a
referendum or other means. As these are generational decisions and require more
thought before being pushed through with little thought of the consequences.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I will / will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Please tick one)
Signature of submitter:
(or person authorised to sign on 1 7/ 9/ 2 022
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt

EP-FORM-309 — Page 3 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | tast Murphy First Brendan
Company/organisation
Contact i different
Address | unit number 36 street Porutu Street
suburp Fairfield
ciy Lower Hutt | Postoode 5011
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay 0212479749 | Evening 5771433
mobie 0212479749
=mel murphyfm@xtra.co.nz

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling intensification in residential and commercial areas

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

High density residential zone range of coverage from a train station

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

An 800 metre zone range is too wide an area to allow high density housing, as many
previously general residential zoned houses will now move directly into this category.
It will only encourage the spread of and exacerbate an already concerning trend in
developments in reasonably nice medium-density zoned neighourhoods into intrusive
high-rise housing that contibute little to community life. Decreased privacy and lack of
personal space, increased on-street parking, cluttered footpaths (bins), poor berm
maintenance and eventual visual deterioration as the new build effect wears off are all
negative outcomes of these proposed changes.

An 800 metre radius from a train station is quite a large area and the train stations are
in some cases not that far apart. For example, the distance between the Waterloo and
Epuni Train Stations is only 1100m. A similar distance applies between Waterloo and
Woburn Train stations. Therefore the proposed 800m zone emanating from each
station would overlap. This could result in a corridor of six storey buildings along both
sides of the railway line. This would directly impact on the traffic safety along two vital
roads in the north-south transport network, let alone the atmosphere of a nice place to
live, work and play.

Leave the high rise apartments to the CBD and maybe at transport hubs, but not every
train station please.

People and families do not thrive in overcrowded environments. Please look to the
Council vision for Lower Hutt to be a city where everyone thrives, not just quick and
dirty developers.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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9.

DPC56/074

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

To limit the High density residential activity zone range to be no more than 400 metres
from a main train station hub and 800 metres from the CBD, or better still follow the
Christchurch City Council rejection of generic government mandated changes to Lower
Hutt's way of life.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

I wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

If others make a similar submission,

I will / will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Please tick one)
Signature of submitter:
(or person authorised to sign on 1 7/ 9/ 2 022
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last Gray First Kerry
Company/organisation
Contact i different
Address | unit number 14 street Ariki Street,
suburb Boulcott
ciy Lower Hutt | Posteode 5010
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay 021452133 | Evening 021452133
mobie 021452133
=l usgrays@outlook.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

| am opposed to intensification in the current form and it should not progress. In
particular in residential areas.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

| oppose the changes. By allowing intensification the Council will not be following their intentions in
Policy 3 "Encourage development to achieve attractive and safe streets and public open spaces”.
Instead it will be the cause of more congestion on roads in residential areas, resulting in more carbon
emissions and environmental damage.

Traffic congestion and flow in the Hutt Valley area is already a major issue. the current access in and
out of the city is inadequate for the existing development.

Areas where developments are under construction, in particular near primary school areas, causes
maijor safety issue for children getting to and from school. If children cannot ride or walk safely to
school, then parents will feel the need to drive them to school which will further impact traffic issues in
the area.

The Council claims in AMENDMENT 9 [Chapter 1 (1.10.2 Amenity Values)] Add new Objective 1 1.10.2
Amenity Values Objective 1 The amenity values within the urban environment develop and change over
time to support a well functioning urban environment and meet the diverse and changing needs of
people, communities, and future generations.

BUT how can this be the case when we know we have an ageing population that should be cared for in
safety of a single story dwelling, but the council is allowing single story homes to be demolished and
replaced with multi story dwellings that will not provide for safe access for our elderly.

Multi story properties built intensively on sections will effect the sunlight of neighbouring houses. This
will have long term impact on the ability for family to enjoy their outdoor space, grow food for their
family, plant trees to help combat the effects of environmental global warming.

The council should be aiming to create an environment where it is safe for people to walk or bike
without fear.

The Council should be aiming to create an environment where we support mental health but allowing for
the wellbeing that is experienced by having good access to outdoor spaces for recreation and relaxation.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7.

9.

DPC56/075

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:
Give precise details:

Restict intensification in residential areas.

Do not allow multi story develelopments to impact sunlight on neigbouring properties.

Make it manditory for all developments to have at least 1 off the road card parking area
for each individual unit.

Do not allow higher intensification in areas where there are already know roading
access issues due to narrow streets, and areas that have considerable parking issues
due to local businesses, schooling, medical centres etc.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

I wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

If others make a similar submission,

I / will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Please tick one)
Signature of submitter:
(or person authorised to sign on 1 7/ 9/ 2 022
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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FEMA FORM 5

DPC56/076

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUTJZCITY
proposed district plan change

Clauss 8 of Schedule 1, Resouwos Management Act 1881

TE Ak RASRANG!

Tao: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1.  Thia is a sybmission from:

Full name
Company/organisation

Contact i dfarent |
Address

Lan Murphy Fer Monica

st umtar 36__ s POTUU Street_

sutwt Fairfield

on Lower Hutt |m5{]11
¥ ciffaran! .
Phone | cuy 04 5771433 | vening 0272468619
oo 0272468619
Emall 0
. mmurphyfm@gmail.com

2. This iz a submizslon on the following proposed changs to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: PCE8

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling intensification in residental & commercial areas

[Peans Bok one)

could

v

could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submissicn.

4, Hyou could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

[

{a)
(b}

(Pinase fick cne)

am

am not directly affacted by an effact of the subject matter of thatl submission that—

adversely affects the environment; and
does not relate to trade competition or the effects of irade competition;

Micde: ¥ you ave o pavsor who cooid gain an adasage i frade compeliFon louph Me sebmiasion, yoor dph! o make g submisson may be
Eiled by clavse S04) of Par T of Schedde 1 of ¥ Resoorce Missapemand A T88T

BP-FORN-306 - Fage 1 of 3

Hull City Councll  wis'w Buticlly gen. i 0 570 GiEh. Avgpom

e
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3. The spacific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give cetees:
changing density from general to high and implications thereof

[Pigase yse sodbonsd pages ¥ pour wish)

G, My submission is
i wHTHEr 04 SLEVSOT O D005 M §paecie Deondaons o wish B o Sam aimenoie and redEons for oL v

Walkable distance from train stations should be 400 metras. Six storeys in an average
suburb streat is too high and affects neighbours privacy.

Sausage housing (parallell to street) of 2 storey is even worse and totally
unacceptable.

Off street parking /garaging’ EV plug ins, is absolutely necessary.

‘ag Porutu St in past 2 years and coming year, has 27 new townhouses all without off
street parking. The street is only 500 meters long! What is the housing limit, especially
|If this streat should be re classified as high density??

iEntﬂnsiﬁm’[iun, sardine packed living, increased tensions between neighbours,
lincreased traffic flow & hazards, car break ins will result in increased police work.
Parts of our lovely city will become less desirable to live in & property values drop.

i

infrastructure/aging water pipes will be under increasing strain. Hult News article
15/A/2022 "Lower Hull needs major investment in Infrastructura”,

Developers should not be allowed to make a quick large profit. The impact of their
greed will effect Hutt City residents for generations.

——

[Flaase vsp addibons’ pages & you wisd)
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7. | seek the foliowing decision from Hult City Council:

| Ghve precisd Ssfals

HCC push back & reverse the no car parking requirement- each residence have 1 car
park

‘Turn current grass berms into car parking bays with some EVplug ins

Ensure high density housing stays within 400m of train stations.
While providing necessary housing, look at the complete social well being effect on

current & new residents fo keep Lower Hutt a happy thriving desirable place to live,
Wwork & play

(Flosse vy addfonal papes i you wish)

I wish ‘P( do not wish fo be heard in support of my submission.
(Fiaase ¥ok ona)

9. i others make a similar submission,

I will 'f will not congider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Pl Sk ama)
ature of submitter:
it 18/9/2022
el of submition Diado

e sgnsiors M Aol sgueved F pou sake pour submissios by sooions means)

Privacy Statement

Thes irdarmation wou prowvide in thés submission, inchuding your name and contact detadls, will be provided 1o ofher submitias and
published on Hult Gy Gouncil's website. Hult City Councl is required to colect and pubilish this information under the Resourcs
Managemanl Act 1861, Your contact delails will b removed from Coundil's webaite when the Surther submissions prooass has bben
complobed, howesver your name will sl appear in Lhe hearing and dedaion reports.

“fou harve the right to ask for o copy of any parsonal Information we hold about you, and o ask for & to be comected B you think it is
m'q.ﬂrmidlh hudciuumpgr:dym'hhrmaMurh rm-uu::a:mﬂm.pm:mm s @l

Where to send your submission
= By email (preferred): district plan@huticity. govi.ng
« By post: Hult Cily Council, Private Bag 31812, Lower Hutt 5040
* In parson: At the Hutt City Councll Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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DPC56/077
[EXTERNAL] Proposed District Plan submission

Ana Coculescu a.coculescu@gmail.com

Kia ora koutou,

My name is Ana Coculescu and | am Lower Hutt resident. My address is 41 Penrose
St, Woburn. My email address is a.coculescu@gmail.com. | do not wish to be heard.
No advantage to be gained in trade.

Medium density residential zones

| support larger walking catchments for intensification around centres and mass
transit hubs, so long as they are not within areas prone to natural hazards (sea level
rise, tsunami, and the like - like parts of Lowry Bay for instance).

Where building height limits and recession planes and setbacks are mentioned, |
want to see these made universally consistent with the Coalition for More Homes’
Alternative MDRS (link to the standards here).

Please add a permeability standard, such as that minimum 30-40% of sites should
be permeable (incl permeable pavers / gravel etc).

| support the Coalition for More Homes’ Alternative MDRS recommendations for
outdoor living space and green space and suggest these are added.

Small-scale commercial activity should be controlled or permitted or restricted
discretionary, rather than the proposed discretionary.

The scale of commercial activities that are permitted in these zones should be
increased where it’s activities that involve people spending time together, such as
daycares.

We need to enable larger, more comprehensive developments in our centres, so |
wish to see height limits increased in the 15-minute walking catchments to rail
stations.

Shading as a qualifying matter should be reduced from what’s proposed, with a
policy for providing popup nearby public realm for development-shaded homes.

High density zone

| wish to see a standard added, requiring that developments adequately
accommodate active travel as the building users’ first-best choice for accessing it,
with universal accessibility as a non-negotiable.


mailto:a.coculescu@gmail.com
mailto:a.coculescu@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=&ved=2ahUKEwj_mc3spZv6AhUHxjgGHWmiC3sQFnoECAUQAQ&url=https%3A%2F%2Fimg.scoop.co.nz%2Fmedia%2Fpdfs%2F2111%2F12_11_2021_The_Coalition_for_More_Homes__Alternative_Medium_Density_Residential_Standards.pdf&usg=AOvVaw2VM67TBneZfs_QSzRNJ5cl

DPC56/077

| want to see the zone more enabling of small-scale public-facing commercial
activities.

| support larger walking catchments for intensification around centres and mass
transit hubs, such as rail stations.

Other comments

Traffic and parking effects in the transition: helpful

| wish to see traffic congestion and parking effects viewed as an interim
contributor to traffic calming and safer streets, and used tactically as such, not
just as a negative effect. The increased density of cars parked in streets, and traffic
congestion, can be a helpful contributor to traffic calming and safer streets by
slowing down traffic, discouraging rat-running, and adding an extra nudge for those
“on the fence” to maybe travel another way for those short trips. This is really
important to help shift our habits in the interim, as we all go on the journey to
properly-configured streets that support our neighbourhoods — i.e. as councils retrofit
streets with proper traffic-calming and placemaking elements that achieve this effect
permanently.

Make transport and landuse work in synergy

| wish to see changes to council’s Network Operating Framework, Parking
Policies, street maintenance systems and so forth that actively support, and
definitely don’t undermine, the better places created by more density done
well and proximity to daily amenities.

Universal accessibility, and active and sustainable travel, must be prioritised
for access to public transport so that people don’t need to drive to stations, nor
traverse inhospitable park-and-rides once they get there.

Resource the teams

Councils’ planning teams and consent enforcement teams are already vastly under-
resourced. These need proper resourcing otherwise all this good change won’t be
worth the paper it’s written on. | support more rates being used for resourcing
these teams rather than for maintaining large sections of road seal to a high
standard for driving and parking private vehicles.

| also support combined / pooled resources for consenting, design review, and
other permitting functions, that mean multiple small councils can enjoy high-
calibre people and economies of scale.

Nga mihi,

Ana
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Managemant Act 1881

TE AW KAIRANGI

Ta: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. Thisis a submission from:

Full name | ree Kaluza sen LOrraine

Companylorganisation

Contact ramsman

Address | uw rumpber 12 sreer Naseby Grove

suswrs Walnulomata

oy Lower Hutt Im 5014

Address for Service | Posisl Address Cowindr Addlress
W eliMarant

Phone | pay I Evening

sowe 0212028867

- Lkwgtn@gmail.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:
Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: (Medium density residential activity area

3 | could | |could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

[Prease Bok orne)

4. Ifyou could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am v’ | am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b} doesnotrelate to rade competition or the effects of trade competition:

{Please bek ona)

Node: If pou are 8 person who cowld gain an advanisge in bade compelBion hrough e submission, pour fight lo make & submission may be
Nmlad by daiise Gfd) of Farl 1 of Schedie 1 of [he Resouwrcs Mansgement Acl 1887
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DPC56/078

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates lo are:
Galvar el
Being able to build x3 storey dwellings next to single storey dwellings

Please yse soiona) pages If you wish)

6. My submisslon is:

Frliacks wivislins Pt SUpEr] O Spposs Uk Speclle proviaiona o wiah Jo fuve e sensrdied? soe reasons oy pour Wewa
| oppose this provision without proper consents to ensure that 3 storey dwell
ings do not block out the sun from neighbouring properties

Leaving properties in the shade negates the provisions of healthy homes legisl
ation wherein dwellings must be mould and damp free. Leaving dwellings in th
e shade will Impact dampness of the home, prevent occupiers from growing fr
uit and vegetables and reducing the enjoyment of the property as occupiers c
an no longer sit in the sun thereby negatively impacting their physical and me
ntal health. Why should sunshine solely be the domain of the rich now

without proper planning a liveable pleasant family suburb will turn into a slum
shithole where no one would wish to live

Please Lse sodilions) pages if pou wish)
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7. |seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

e proecise delmia

Consent or rules should be in place to ensure neighbours of proposed storey dwellings are not
impacted by the loss of 3 storey dwellings

nelghbours of proposed x3 storey dwellings should be notified and consulted first before perm
Ission glven for 3 storey dwellings built next to them. Owners should be able to oblect and pr
event 3 storey dwellings blocking out any of their sunshine.

P s skillovia) pegres Jf pou winh)

a | wish " | do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.
(Pl ek i)

9, Ifothers make a similar submission,

I will v | will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
[Phivirssir ek i) }
Signature of submitter:
o v auoraec!0.4k00 o1 16/9/22
Deetnanlf o Bl ) Diater

v Sprnavluin 1 rnod ML IF O Tk P

Privacy Statement

Tha indormation you provide in this submission, including yvour nam and contact detalls, will be provided 1o other submiltens and
published on Hull City Councils website. Hult Cilty Council is requined 1o collect and publish this information under the Resource
Managemant Act 1997, Your contact details will be removed from Councils wabaite when the further submissions process has been
complabed, Bhowived your nama will sl sppesr in thi hesfng and declilon mpons,

ou have the rghl 1o ask for a copy of any personal information wae hold aboul you, and 1o ask for it 1o be cormected if you think i is
wrang, |f vou'd ke 1o ask for & copy of vour information, or 10 have it comected, plaase conect us ot
informmgi onmns g g i mE uttcity govl ng o call 04 -570-6666

Where to send your submission

« By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
« By post: Hull City Council, Private Bag 318912, Lower Hult 5040
¢ In person: Althe Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt

B FORMI00 = Page 3 o 3 Hull CHy Coundll  wawhullditygoving 04 570 8888 gt T2
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last Donnelly Fist Katy and Wayne

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit Number 43 street RosSiter Avenue

Suburb Waterloo

city Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode 50711
Address for Service | Fostal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening

mobile 021 888 212

Email

waynedonnelly@xtra.co.nz

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas.

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.

EP-FORM-309 — Page 1 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022




5.

DPC56/079

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

1. The Plan Change in its entirety.
2. Chapter 4G 4.2 Development Standards.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

In regards to the Plan Change in its entirety.

Our submission is that the Council should revisit its overall decision to incorporate the Medium Density

Residential Standards (MDRS) as required by the Government and to give effect to Policy 3 of the National
Policy Statement Urban Development (NPS-UD) as required by the Government. In other words the Hutt City
Council take a similar stance to that decided by the Christchurch City Council.

Councils across New Zealand need to take a stance against the demolition of Local Government by this
Government as demonstrated by the changes to the RMA and the NPS-UD and the Three Waters
programme.

In the case of Lower Hutt there is a good argument that the imposed land use changes are over the top and
will result in an unnecessary and erratic urban outcome for the communities of Lower Hutt. The housing
analysis provided with Plan Change 56 identifies that after various (black box) feasibility and realisation tests
the theoretical existing District Plan enabled residential capacity for Lower Hutt of 120,518 dwellings
translates into an anticipated shortfall of 7,926 dwellings over the course of the next 30 years.

No forecast of realisable new dwellings from Plan Change 56 under a similar (black box) analysis is provided
in the supporting documentation. However ,the absolute scale of the MDRS amplified by the High Density
Housing Areas in compliance the NPS -UD (because of the numerous town centers and rapid transit stations
within Lower Hutt) must represent a complete overshoot of that estimated dwelling shortfall over 30 years.

In regards to Chapter 4G 4.2 Development Standards.

Our submission is that the preclusion of public notification for resource consent applications removes an
important check and balance in the administration of the District Plan. Under the preclusion provision all the
standards can be infringed at the same time at the discretion of Council without the knowledge of or
feedback from people who are affected by the development. The only commentary those processing the
applications get under this regime is from the applicants who have a vested interest. The community will be
relying on the standards being primarily adhered to but under this proposed Plan Change they actually do
not represent standards that must be complied with at all.

It is the threat of notification that helps ensure developers stay close the the standards set in the District
Plan which is the expectation of the community.

It is height in relation to boundary and site coverage which have the most profound affect on the surrounding
urban amenity. These standards in particular should be strongly adhered to because that would encourage
site amalgamation which would allow spaced out 7 story apartments blocks rather than jammed up 4 story
developments. Our experience from living in cities around the world is that the former is a much better urban
outcome.

In our view it would be entirely reasonable for the Plan Change to make it clear that if more than one of the
standards in 4.2 is infringed by a development application the preclusion of notification does not apply to that
application.
4G 4.2 .4 also states that "the height in relation to boundary applies from the farthest boundary of that legal
right of way etc etc." This blanket rule can create some poor outcomes for neighboring properties. The
existence of rights of way etc are something that should be considered on a case by case rather than be a
blanket right.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

In regards to the Plan change in its entirety: The Hutt City Council join other units of
local government to push back on this Government's "one solution fits all" over
reaching of this central role of Local Government. The Hutt City Council seek leave to
develop a Plan Change that specifically meets the estimated housing requirements for
Lower Hutt.

In regards to Chapter 4G 4.2 Development Standards: The Hutt City Council modify
the Plan Change to remove the preclusion of notification in its entirety or at very least if
the applicant seeks to infringe more than one of the standards. The Hutt City Council
modify the Plan Change so that the height in relation to boundary applies at the
property boundary and is not transferred to a farthest boundary of a right of way etc as
of right.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | / wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I / will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Please tick one)
Signature of submitter:
(or person authorised to sign on 1 8/ 9/ 2022
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last Scott First James

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit Number 29 Street MeadOWbank Drlve

suury Belmont

cy Lower Hutt | Posteode 5010
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay 0274305225 | Evening
Mobile
Email

mjcjscott@slingshot.co.nz

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Tltle Of Proposed DiStriCt Plan Change: District Plan Change 56: Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

All aspect of District Plan Change 56.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

That the District Plan Change 56 be rejected in totality on the following
basis:

« Central govt has no mandate to impose changes to our District Plan;

* The time allowed to consult on the proposed changes is laughably
short compared to the comprehensive democratic process undertaken to
form the current District Plan;

* There is no right of appeal to the changes;

» The proposed changes will fundamently change the character of the
whole city, a character which is worth preserving overall;

* No detailed assessment of the impact on ratepayers’ Rates Fees has
been provided;

* No alternatives have been assessed;

* The proposal is destructive to the private property rights of existing
ratepayers, specifically peoples’ most expensive asset can be shaded
(impacting solar energy production), can have views obstructed, be
subject to increased noise, have reduced privacy, lose vehicle parkmg,
and be impacted by wind tunnel effects;

* The city will become congested, and services (roading, water,
electricity) will require substantial upgrades, and this cost has not been
accounted for;

» Beaches and other facilities will become crowded reducing quality of
life;

» Demolition of existing buildings will create waste, the disposal of which
has not been planned for;

* Intensification will create a larger risk to life and assets in the event of
a significant earthquake. It is likely that insurers will increase insurance
premiums as a result further increasing ratepayer costs; and

 The evolutuion of the city will be handed over to developers, who are
out for a quick buck, with changes happening in an uncoordinated way.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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9.

DPC56/080

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

To reject, and not enact, all changes associated
with District Plan Change 56.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

I wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

If others make a similar submission,

I will / will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter:

(or person authorised to sign on
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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BMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUTTZCITY

2 . TE AWA HAIRANGI
proposed district plan change
Clause & of Schedule 1, Rosource Managemont Act 1804
To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council
1. This is a subméssion from:
Fullname | e DAVID  au SMITH
Companylorganisation | ) RATEPAYER B __l
Cotactemmwe |
Address | uw w8 swat DAVIS GROVE =
 smewn WAINUIOMATA
| car LOWER HUTT | Posizose 5014
Address for Service | PosAdosss Counws Adress
¥ asfarant
Phone | 0ey 0277339134 ~ ewwg049713579
i
Emall i

' davidlfsmith54@gmail.com

2. This is a submission on tha following pmpusa-_d_marga fo the City of Lower Huti District Plan:
Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: Eg]is_i_:ri[:t plan GHE I'IQ_E 5§ .

3 | could || could not gain an advantage in trade compelition through this submission.
(Pianse ek cra)
4, Ifyou could gain an advaniage in rade compaetition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of tha subjact matter of that submission that-

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b doss not relate to rade competition or the effects of trade compatiian:

(P Bk e

Wofe: f FOU S8 I DATION Wi DOUNT QISR 8T SOV I BN COMDEAton Memoh i Sul e pas A 1D fke & SubmiEies My be
e by Cliesd S0 of Pad 1 of Schaduip 1 of S Fosowte Manapamand Ao 1891,
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DPC56/081
5 The specific provigions of the proposal thal my submission relates to are:

Gva QA

volume one chapter 11 amendment 338 and 338

6. My submission is: R
[Nk e FO4 SLEDPOMT 0F OEp0se the soeoiic rowsons or sish fo hewn Sam emeachd dnd micsna G pou’ wiews
| suppon thase amendments and wish 1o address the coundl response ba them and snd my feslngs of lack of coundl enforcemsant
in nelation fo these amerdments and wish 10 addees my personal axpercsancs My Thoughts on the Noxibity ses the coundl stll
niwing in implemanting the Govesmment wishes. |
| am concemead Hhat the cursanidevelopen. and some of tha Dullden & Daing gheen cart blanch and Deing ghvwen pormission o
bt wilhoul proper consigeaion [o thess amendmants, In particular i the effect on neighbours and the environmenl, For
instancs then has boen ongaing development nead door & no B Diavis Grove thal | keve rang cowncl abowt and have had B less
than salisfaciany respanse. Al ond stage when they wede braking up concrate on the sibe with a digger to drop i from a great
which caussed vibrations of such inensity that e nighbour on opposits side 1o me @t no 10 Davis Grovethough i was an
mm.|mg'uumnﬂmdMﬂhhmMHMMWMW.EmlmmmﬁMH
coma out [was bokd ey did el harves tirsa ) Ehe possible breach would have sloppad,
MMNMHWWNIMMWWWWWMHWWHMM
harve besn approved by povemment,
Inmmwmhﬁm&imﬂmmmﬂmmnimwwﬂmrldrdlnm-ﬁmnwl
e thep baeci of e 6 andl indo th danecane on Wainuiomata Road. | el that cound given Thad the wind B e0 sirong ab brses i
the region Councl could and shoulkd hanse bean abla (o siop the use of these hypes of kitset houses for environmantal resson. i
yaus walk aecund Walnuiomata you can soe th amount of polystyrene that s biown about When | rarg Branze the person | spoke
1o said tha the polystyrena bioen around from next deonwould hive anded u in the sea. Nole | do not sea this as 8 peoblem for
iy ressightbsaur il el Tor e councl and governimsent snd council which npperored their use in an area that is 5o windy that no
matier how cariiul The pecpls who set them ug, they cannol prevent B polystyrene rom Bloewang an o neighbousing praperiies
or ovon out o sea or properiss in otber parts of wainul or the Huil,
iy third concarm (8 that the councl @5 chigated o enforce baalthe and safety standands in relalion 1o providing basresns: sfound
consiryclion stes 50 childron cannol gol onlo B sile. there Five Been nEMEees Tmes that fham has besn machingny and
| general nubbish and things stcking oul of the grownd ard thane hava bepn ro bamiers. | have rang the council aboul thair
obfigations and even guolied the regulalion in gueslion but they were loo busy lo cofme dul. |
Algg getting back to developers and thosa who carry oull T divelopment. There was an instance cutside ro 4 Dads grove whens
thes focdpath was blocked by Gravel stery matenial with no barmars arourd o so | could walk past. Once | poired out B relevar
mmﬂm“mmﬂ_mﬂhnﬂhndmmmmmm
my peighbour gt no B 8 rol Rupey with tha atituds of the peole doirg the wor for her. They nocked down a peath fres &l
mmmmgmmmmmnmﬂm

{Fisdas Ui BANLOAN [ugas I y0u wish)
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DPC56/081

7. | seek the fobowing decision from Hutt City Council:
{1 wizh tha councl to keok at what standands of behaviour they expect from Developers and 1he people they use o
jcarmy o thedr work.
|| #lsa wish councl 1o kbak at the sswee of whelher they have the legal ight to deny approval for some kitest housing
|that is rod fit for punpose In areas whena winds will cause problems during their assambly,
{1 wish council to apply amandmant X348 and 333 o any subdivision approval,
|} is my contention that whille the eowncl has 1o take nlo consideration the necassity housing intensification thoy arm
@l abliged b ses thal housing is fit for purpose and of a standard of conslnuction (hat is accaplable o this coundil,
[The ciher concarn | have is with houses being built with off sité parking which they are seemingly obiged o do by |
igovarmment rules, | believettve councl has the right o make provision of soma fome for off streat parking eleswhens |
gither making provision for small parking bulidings in parts of the amas where off sireel parking will be ai a
premium.
| believe also that council can lims fhie extent to which subdivisions can be approved whese the cutting down of trees
will b detrimanial o the environmenl. [
I wanit the couned o cjhaliange the government on some pars of their plans for housing intensification if there s a
case for conflict between whal i propsed for housing and what is propsed for 8 haalthy anvironmant and any
proposals arounds climate changpe
| The eouwneil ahould | believe in the light of sliup around the area look al mone in depth enginearing repots on
intensive housing in streets ke Davis Grove whens the where waler runcll could cause issues. The council should
be looking ot where a new o existing site is lower thatn the onee above it at the fenceline which means pocling of
wiatlesr on e one below. Tihe way our streat slopas wa tend to get waler sespeage from no, 10 which gets & from
{Ehe one sbowe and 50 on and i more subdivisions ane granted in our siree the seapage will increasa significantly
and if the ground stars 1o move,
I also wan the eouncll to conséder urgently looking al staffing issues around approving Subdidisions and othear
cormphance msues arcund housing,
nmﬂmmmﬁkmanwmkﬂmMunmyauhdhdahﬂamEtﬂmupﬂm'ﬂmmhmnt
arrangemeEnts for sewerage and waler provision for the hutl | personally belewe that i i not tBhe wish of tha
governmant 1o insist that the councll provida more houseing than thay have have the means 1 conmect basse
services to.
I balgive this is an urgent matiedor councd 1o congider.

MMlim-ﬂ

B | -u;' wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission,
iFigame fck o)
9. I others make a similar submission,
| W | will will not consider presenting a joint case with tham at the hearing.
Proase ok one)

pompboler s wa/f 2 /(’? A4 l e i8/522)

ﬂwmmwrmmmmwmmﬁ

Privacy Statement

This infoemaion you proside in this submission, nduding your name and contact detads, will be provided 1o other submillers and
published on Hutt City Courdl's website, Hult Clly Cowncil |5 required S collect and publish this informalion undar the Rascunts
Management Acl 1881, Yaur cortnel dalails w0 Ba removed from Councl's website whan the Turiheed Subimasons process nas beoan
completed, howsver your nama will siill appoar in tha hearng ard decision repors.

Yo R the righl ba ask for & copy of any porsanal indormation we hobd abaul you, and b ask for it bo bae corected | you think it is
mu.rr:rn-.ld Hummkhu mprdrnummﬁﬁ:n & o have § corectad, please contact us at
SOl iy gced Nz o call (4-570-566E.,

Where fo send your submission
= By email (preferred): disiricl plang@hyticity. govt.nz
= By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040
+ In parsom: At the Huti City Council Customer Senvice Cenftre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hult
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DPC56/082

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last Shaw Fist Steven Thomas

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit number 160 street Whites Line East
suburs VWaiwhetu
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D010
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay 027 285 2335 | Evening 0272852335

mobile 027 285 2335

Email

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |ENABLING INTENSIFICATION IN RESIDENTIAL AND COMMERCIAL AREAS

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am / am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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DPC56/082

5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

The building of medium denisity housing on Whites Line east and near the Waiwhetu
Stream, and that lack of parking.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

| support the proposal in some ways, but | am concerned that many new buildings do
not come with of street parking. This will be an issue around public parks which are
used to sporting activities. With the increase in housing and there is no off street
parking there will be an increase in vehicles parked on the road. In New Zealand the
average number of cars per houshold is two. If for example, there was a property with
four to six houses on it, and no off street parking, this will increase the number of
vehicles on the road side from about eights to twelve and if the number of sections
were to double in a short space there will be an issue with parking. Under the new
plan | believe it should be mandated that off street parking should be made available.
Therefore areas close to public parks should have a reduced amount of buildings to
allow people to have access to them without having any parking issues.

Infrastructure.

| do not believe the city has suitable and acceptable waste water and sewage
systems to accommadate the proposed increase in housing. This should be
addressed before any building commences.

Emergency Services and Hospital facility.

| do not believe there is enough emergency services available should Hutt City
increase with the amount of proposed housing. These services are already stretched
and with more people there are more calls for help. With bigger buildings there will be
bigger distruction should there be an earthquake or other natural disaster. Could the
city cope.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7.

9.

DPC56/082

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

1. New housing are required to have off street parking.

2. Intensification around public areas be reviewed and limited.

3. Council review the adequacy of the current infrastructure, emergency services and
medical facilities due to the proposed population increase.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

I wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

If others make a similar submission,
I / will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Please tick one)
Signature of submitter:
(or person authorised to sign on 1 7/ 9/ 2022
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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DPC56/083
RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUTJ/CITY
proposed district plan change

Clauss § of Scheduls 1, Resowcs Managamant Act 1991

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1.  This is a submission frem:

Full name | L Kokich e Peter and Katherine -.
Companyforganisation | .
Contact ¥ o i — —

Address | vt member 11 siwer Tawa —
 swwes Muritai, Eastboure . ———
| en Lower hutt o | Pescose 5013 —

Address for Service | Fosie! Acdmes Cooror Agdeess
of oVl |
Phomne i_:"__.-__- ol | E Erviviaing o o
mosse (021740257 Dt
Ermiail . -
kp.kokich@gmail.com

2. This is a submission on the fellowing proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:
il
Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: Enabling Intesification in Residential and Commercial areas |

o could |+ | could not gain an advantage in trade compatition through this submission.
(Piwamy Yok onaj

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am IF am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that subrrission thai—

(a) adversely affects the environment: and
(b} does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade compatition:

{Pease Sok ona)

Mnir.'rmﬂimﬂmﬂﬂmﬂ“ﬂmmmhmmmnm-mwu
Emifed By slause BA) of Part 1 of Bcheduls T of the Resacess Mansgamsnt Aol 1681,
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DPC56/083
5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:
phirtls ot it

'Enabling Intesification in Residential within the Eastboumne area - 3 homes and up to
three stories high

{Piease use acaitional pages & you wish)

B. My submission is:
E-%;W}wnmmwwMMM#muMﬂmm;m_mhwm_
‘DO NOT SUPPORT Enabling Intensification in Residential within the Eastbourne
‘area - 3 homes and up to three stories high for the following reasons:

The Eastern bays land area is both sinking and sea levels are rising. The area is
facing a 2 way threat to coastal infrastructure and properties. As gquoted by Geonet in
\the Eastbourne Herald (August 2022) "This community is exposed to sea level rise. It
\is going to happen sooner than we thought because of the land subsidence®. Storm
'surges will add to that threat and have been occuring more frerquently.

To continue to intensify in areas where these threats are known, seems counter to the

(commeon sense and will put more people and properties at risk and will expose Council
|to more costs at a later date.

Eastbourne infrastructure is unliklely to cope with intensification, especially water
infrastructure which is already under pressure and at least one new leak is appearing

|every week with some being major and others not. Even signifcant water leaks Council
‘are failing to repair and it may be weeks before they are fixed.

\Eastbourne is a small coastal settlement that has one way in and one way out. During
\summer the roads are already suffering from congestion and increasing delays
throughout the Days Bay area. Intensification will add to this congestion.

The character of the area is such that intensification is out of character for the area.
The maximim should be 2 houses and no more that 2 stories per section if
intensification had to proceed.

_ﬁ‘ii;lﬂlﬂﬂldlﬂﬂr'mﬂmmw

Hue Ciey Coinall  wwwehuficly geni iz [iTR- %L Mgl 39E2



DPC56/083
7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:
Gt pracidn detais 1
To exclude the Eastbourne area from housing intensification of up to 3 home and up to
J storeries

| would support up to 2 house up to 2 stories high as a comprimise

Mmmmfmlﬂ:;l

B | wish &’ | do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.
(Proase ek e

3. If athars make a sirmilas smmﬁun,
| will will nmﬁmﬂdw presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

{Piwase bk one) A T, S o
P dmstikonpiiay \QH{ l\f { 181912022 |
wﬂ'm‘j ‘ i L Difa |

B Egnone 8 aof reguined F poy mske your submisgiod By secimnk: meass)

Privacy Statement

Tha infarmation you provide in this submission, including your name and contact detals, wil ba provided te other submitisrs and
pabiishid cn Hutt City Councl's websBa, Hult City Gouncll is required to coliset and publish this information urssr this Rescurcs
Managamant Act 1991, Your contact detalls will be removed from Council's wabsite when the further submissions process has been
completed, howaver your rame will still appear In the Faanng and desigion mports.

You harve tha right 1o aak fof & copy of any personal informalion we hold about you, and 1o esk for @ 10 be corected i you Biek B is
wrong. H you'd lioe 1o asi for a copy of your informasion, or to have It cormectad, please cortact us

Where to send your submission
By email (preferred): district plan@huttcity govt,nz
* By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040
= In person: Al the Hutt City Council Customer Senvice Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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DPC56/084

ITY

EAWA KAINAN

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change ‘

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | rast Andrew First EAQar

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit number 13 street Dillon St.
Suburb LOWFy Bay
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode 5013
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay 04 560 1993 \ Evening 04 560 1993

movie 027 355 4665

Email

Andy.Edgar519@gmail.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Intensification.....

3. | could |y | could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5.

DPC56/084

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

Housing intensification in regions of coastal hazards.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

1) | am retired, but was formerly an Associate Professor of Physics at Victoria
University. | live in Dillon St, Lowry Bay. My wife, Patricia Wendy Edgar, a retired public
servant, joins me in this submission.

2) My concern with Change 56 is with coastal hazards, particularly tsunami risk, in
Lowry Bay - but more especially in Petone which is much more vulnerable. | consider
that removing minimum plot sizes, and permitting 2-3 dwellings per property of up to 3
stories in a coastal hazard zone is unsafe for citizens living in those zones, and will be
financially disastrous for the whole Lower Hutt community, if a substantial tsunami
occurs. | oppose the specific provisions related to housing intensification in regions of
coastal hazards and seek to have them amended for reasons outlined below.

3) Mayor Barry has recently stated (Dompost 14/9/22) that the main issue facing Lower
Hutt is resilience. Minister Shaw has also recently stated ( Stuff, Luke Malpass, Aug 03
2022) that Councils’ district plans must pass a stress test in terms of natural hazards.
Change 56 is incompatible with both statements with regard to tsunami risk and Coastal
Hazard generally. In the light of on-going climate change, the policy imperative world
wide has been for coastal retreat, not coastal intensification.

4) The three coastal zones in DP change 56 which have been identified by GNS
modelling for tsunami coastal hazard mitigation are based on an annual level of
perceived risk of 1 in 100, 1 in 500, and 1 in 1000 year hazard repetition rates. These
zones are well within the more extensive yellow map evacuation zones (denoted by
blue road markings), which have been previously defined (Reference a) by the
Wellington Region Emergency Management Office (WREMO ) and are basedona 1in
2500 year repeat rate (Reference b).

Once in 100 years doesn’t sound like much, but over the ~80 year life of a building or
the ~80 year life of a resident, the possibility of inundation in this zone is 80 x 1% =
80%, ie almost certain. And yet DP change 56 is proposing to double the density of
housing for this front-line zone. Little wonder that insurance companies are starting to
baulk at re-insuring such properties.

5) There is clearly a disagreement between WREMO and the HCC planners as to what
is and what isn’t a safe zone for human habitation; this is basically down to a judgment
call on the implications of the modelling. A hazard repeat of one in 2500 years

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7.

9.

DPC56/084

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

| would like to see a complete revision of permitted development within the coastal
hazard zones. No intensification should be permitted in any of the coastal hazard zones
described in the district plan change 56. Intensification could be permitted in the zones
between the boundaries of the yellow zone in the 1 in 2500 year WREMO evacuation
zone and the 1 in 1000 year DP 56 zone, subject to building consent and based on an
assessment of the hazard mitigation proposals by the developer.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

I v’ | wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

If others make a similar submission,

I will ¥ | will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter:

(or person authorised to sign on
behalf of submitter)

18/09/2022

Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’'s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
e By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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M FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified

DPC56/085

ITY

TL Awa ELIRANG

HUT

proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedyle 1, Rescurce Management A2 1891

To: Chial Executive, Hult City Council

1. This is a submission fram:

Full name | (s Bogackl Fst Andy = .
Companyforganisation
Cantact » dmwear i
Address | e Number 45 swes  Junclion Strest
swowd  Falrflald

City Lower Hutt

| Posteode 5011

Address for Service | PoslalAddwss  pe ghen
if g

Cousar Addrags As above

Phone | pey

| Evening

Metite 0 21 483 213

Ermail

andybogackiffibogacki co.nz

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

FProposed District Plan Change Mo:

Title of Proposed District Plan Chamge:

56

Enabling Intensification in Residential and ‘
Commercial Areas

3 | E could I] could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Fiomse ok one)

4, Ifyou could gain an advaniage in trade competition throwgh this sebmission;

[

am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that-

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(B} does nol relate to frade compatition or the effects of trade competition:

(Paase ¥ck one)

Mot i your s 0 parsca who oould pain 4 aovanfape in irade compeaon Mrough e subeiaion, peur Aphe 10 Mk @ Sabmigian sy b
Emitod by clavse S(4) of Pad 1 of Sobedve | of the Rescurcs Menagamant Aol 1581,

ERFORM-D06 -~ Page i ol 3
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DPC56/085

5, The gpecific provisions of the proposal that my submission retates o are;

G dedaks

Tem indroduction of o new High Gensfty Residontal zone which prowides for bulidings:

& o b Slodoys wihis 1300 Moo P eaga of thin Liwer Hul CED

= gpio sk sindeye within Em fom the sdge of the Pedone commersial confre prd baln sinfions

= U o sl S e A douns Sevion s Mo comireekal Sine

= up o four sormys In aneas mroond e commeolal cenbes n Siokos Yadley, Waltlomata and Enstboune.

Tha sortonsion of the adstig medum densiby none 10 cover o lingar proa. Specifically that fues homes of up io fues slerys can be buli
0N Faal pacions wihoyl B nesd lof 0 ssurs trent

Tha roemaren] of thir Spscind Roaidesis), Histenc Rusilonind, snd Gorenal Resideniial Aoty Apss,
Theis Ivsraiie of Babding hakyhta within Shmrmisclil i, Dananal Businggd anis, Comimunity Heslth and Commundy bl Actisity S,

[Pl i L Sl pdoas i yoo! i)

6. My submission is:
Inckdn wihnther ypow suapod or oopons the spenfc provisross or pish i hupap Mom amendnt. svd masons or Jowr wisws:

I oepipes ths Intsoduction of tha entine PC 50 emandmanis o T Hul Cy Councils District Plan jor tio loliowing reasons;:

L] nethon Enrthguiain Fimliy

= High Liquescsion pesential

= Egnicant onrthounks indeoed Frfure, including talis, skdes, maianches, Rows, and sumgs in oth S0l and rock,
. Pmmw:mm Inbvuiacher ).

In MMMWHMMWM;Whmmmmmﬂmnﬁ#
risk of Injury nnd doaths. Low rise, Bghier construcied buldings have o significanty lowar

lin Lo Fut. :hhuﬂrhunu:luuntrmh:ﬂ:whﬂmmmnmummmmmM
This scsensle ifos Mwmnmmmwusmmumwummum
ol thay Hutt Valley Sagubier b very Righ,

Ervwironmantal ﬂhmm—dﬂmhm?ﬂrﬁ:mmﬂmﬂ:ﬂnﬁhmh.hh::umhtmﬂ-ﬂ
rathen Hrds ouvar Falduki wi o Turding na sl Blida, mww Boltirds, Fortals,

m&d:;hhmﬂhmﬂfﬂnlhmﬂw%mﬂlmﬂ 50 wil inewiiably dagrode
el sl ervincimenl in S Hatl Vaberg whens Uik sdvancod. i nstural rehatsitaGan of KT Boek and fauss will Di sl COmpromised of kel
P B will b 0 massiely retrogreda siog in the presersaiion of S Huf Yalley naieral srevronmaent

Quality of Life for et Valley Resldants - Lowor HUE is cumanty an aifraciive placs o Pve, ploy, work and being up familes. Tha scalo of
interalficolon proposed By PC 56 will hevn mjor negalie affects on quaity of B for curent and Suiume Losos Hot resisents i oo gy
apaacd of bving. working,, plaving peed beinglng ups familes, The majocty of the Lowar Hul popolation will be nogatively affecied by- Loss of sunlight
and o ks ol wiews b0 T st and widleen hills; increased wind speods mound bl buliings; iaiic jems; ssburian Sreals pacliod with
parked cars; rubBish [inchuding plastic hage and BolSior] Bowing inio T Hult Biver and Wellingion Marbous; - and such mons:

tnlrastructure - Ths frasiroaciung upgrades o support o exient & Rtensiicalicn proposed By BC S8 wil bo aadonsbee and sxpanshm, The Thess
Wilers [Sewarago, Siorewater and Potable ‘Winter], ana ppiskaion conadihas

i goolngy thal s sisking maan (hat vifluslly sl this will rend 5 b complirialy rebii® andl [utsse prooded o enrabis P 58

Medthar tho Gowarmmani, Lo Hull ratopepees of devolopers of the Infensiioalion ane Boely io ba willing or able i fund th sasshe now
bt reguined,

(Pipdrs L SekRSosal paped i Fou wish]
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DPC56/085

7. | ssek the following decision from Hutl City Council;

Givia pracias ol

Refusa SC 56 in ils entirety.

(P i BARNOA] Pagas If oo wish)

I wish '-.f do not wigh to be heard in support of my submission.
{Plonso 5ok an)

8, If others make a similar submission,

I 14' will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
e

Signature of submitter. 182022
fov parscn methoriesd bo Sipn on .....-4
mhalf of subvnitier) F Daafe

f kgt i3 nod reguin i pie make o sbmizsen by secions meany

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, incheding your name &nd conlacl detalis, will ba pravided to otheer submitlers and
published o Hutf City Council's websita, Hutl City Coundl Is required io collect and publish this Information under the Resource
Management Acl 1891, Your cortact dedals will be removed from Counclfs websibe when the furlher submissions process has boen
omgiated, hwever your nems will sill appesr in e headng and decishon repors.

¥ou have Bhe: right b0 ask for a copy of any personal infarmation we bold about you, and o ask for il 1o be cormected I you think & 5

wrnng. I you'd s fo ask for a copy of your Informaticn, or fo ke | coreched, please contact us at
informatenransoemertisamitulicte 200z o call (4-570-0666.

Where to send your submission
+ By email (preferred): district plan@@huticity govi.nz
s By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Huti 5040
+ In person: Af the Hull City Council Customear Service Centra, 30 Laings Foad, Lower Hult
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DPC56/086

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last McLauchlan First lan

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit Number 25 street Military Road
Suburb Boulcott
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode 5010
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address

if different

Phone | pay ‘ Evening
mobite 021588577

Email

ian.mclauchlan@gibsonsheat.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change:

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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DPC56/086

5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

The City wide intensification provisions with absolutely no thought or consideration for existing rate payers across
the board who have paid rates in good faith and in doing so have supported the City plus also invested in their
properties based on a clearly defined district plan[DP].

It is like a machine gun has been taken to the City and the DP and no longer is there any protection for rate paying
residents. We are going to go from what was a garden city to a grotesque ghetto city. You only have to look at the
CBD of Lower Hutt to see how poorly Council's executive have performed.

God help our City if plan change 56 [PC56} is adopted in its entirety. Council should be pushing back [like Auckland
and Christchurch] on the National Policy statements and requirements and have the guts to say that it is our City
and although intensification is necessary it is done in a manner that compliments the existing Cityscape and
endeavours to preserve some of the City's amenity values.PC56 does not do that and leaves the City exposed to
poor developments and the whim of developers whose only thought is to make as much money as possible.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

| oppose PC 56 and it should be amended for the following reasons :

1) New definition of amenity values: Amendment 9 / Objective one (The amenity values within the urban environment develop and change over time to support a
well functioning urban environment and meet the diverse and changing needs of people, communities, and future generations) - is so fluid to allow constant
change that it's totally meaningless and does nothing to protect the amenity values in our current built environment Current RMA definition of amenity is: Those
natural or physical qualities and characteristics of an area that contribute to people’s appreciation of its pleasantness, aesthetic coherence, and cultural and
recreational attributes .It's the special features of our City that don't change, such as heritage architecture, trees and vegetation etc that are more permanent that
provide for enjoyment and appreciation and by changing the rules to be so fluid it will be possible to justify anything - including three and six storey jungles - which
is counter to what people find most special about most areas in our City.Why are the three special residential activity areas in the City not exempted from
PC56.These areas have contributed significantly to the diversity in our City and have been assessed as having special amenity values that are being ditched for no
good reason.The areas have contributed significantly to the history of our city and attract new residents who are looking for the amenity values that currently exist
and are reinforced by the rules in the current district plan

2) The lack of certainty that the new proposed plan will give - application of new medium and high density zones across the entire valley floor (including
Wainuiomata and Stokes Valley) mean intense development will be random and unlikely to be counter-checked by robust guidelines and policies. Historically,
district plans have recognised that Cities should not become high-density 'hell-scapes' and there has to be more diversity in urban form - one of the reasons why 3
special residential areas were created. New rules erode that protection of diversity - they set arbitrary targets that every ruthless developer will aim to (compare
PC35 where commissioners were wary of setting targets for precisely that reason) - HCC historically has not applied it's own medium density guidelines well to
mitigate/regulate and there is no sign that good guidance will be applied to PC56 even if there are token aspirations on paper that will never be enforced or are so
arbitrary in their interpretation.

3) PC 43 provided a spot zone that well catered for the government's NPS Housing aspirations while still allowing for other zones to create diversity/amenity
protection .Why has HCC gone more widespread? Who has determined the optimum population of HCC - there has never been any debate on this - all predicated
on infinite growth and intensification with no push-back or protections .Auckland and Christchurch are looking for more protection rather than carte-blanche
application of intensity everywhere. There is no under supply of housing at the moment in Hutt City and this is not likely to change with supply now exceeding
demand with no forseeable change in the future.There certainly needs to be more and better social housing in our City.

4) The application of zones have been poorly thought out - eg high density zones around Petone station include lower slopes of Korokoro for buildings up to 6
floors - recent slips in Korokoro Rd make a mockery of this poorly thought out application of zoning - did someone from HCC not do a visual check before they got
the coloured felt-tip pens out to colour in the map in zombie-esque fashion? Similar random applications can be seen on the lower slopes of Maungaraki,
Normandale, Tirohanga and Harbourview - how can Hutt City's citizens have any confidence in officers that produce reports/maps when they can't even do reality
checks of the paper proposals with what is physically manifest in real life as a steep and unviable slope prone to natural hazards? Even for the medium residential
zones - many around Stokes Valley which could permit 3 lots of three stories are to be located in places such as Holburn Drive and other steep streets which
clearly cannot sustain such folly...

5) The City's infrastructure and vulnerability to quakes and flooding are not amenable to allowing such intense development - HCC seems to build dense first and
then try and retrospectively fit’upgrade infrastructure around - Very bad stewardship and governance. We have seen several suburbs (Stokes Valley,
Wainuiomata, Korokoro) nearly grind to a halt when transport links have become blocked due to recent storm events (which will only get worse with climate change
- or become more frequent) - if intensification in these areas is permitted - this strain or entrapment will only become more compounded.

6) Other impacts of climate change are not seriously considered - even in areas away from the coast. All Hutt City is on a flood plain and even with new stopbanks,
water table is high and drainage in winter poor. Intensification creates more run-off and with nowhere for it to go, this becomes problematic and causes local
flooding. Many parts of Hutt City sit on shallow aquifers which discharge continuously (e.g the Taita shallow aquifer which extends from the Taita Gorge to Melling
and Boulcott) - these will only get worse with climate change.

7) Shading - especially in winter - compounded by high-rise - New Definition on amenity is so vague that it will 'excuse' such neglect of people's rights to sunlight
and to have common areas that are not shaded .

8) Heat island effects and lack of trees for cooling. It is now well accepted that mature (tall) trees can contribute to cooling of up to 2-3 deg C in urban areas -
HCC's proposals create zones where mature vegetation is not encouraged or will struggle to grow to appropriate size and therefore heat island effects will only get
worse. Intensification rules and recent historic failure of HCC even to adhere/enforce its own medium density guidelines creates stark townhouse jungles that
exacerbate runoff, compound localised heating in summer, and don't allow for useful pockets of mature trees to mitigate the worst impacts of climate change -
Many existing mature trees are cut down for new developments as developers don't incorporate them into their designs (greedy and want to maximise dwelling
spaces/profit) and new plantings either take a long time to grow to beneficial size or they comprise dwarf varieties that offer no benefit, presumably because people
complain about shading/view blocking without appreciation of the benefits.

9) The theory that everyone close to a transport link won't have a car is farcical and not supported by reality - The sentiment might be true in part for some during
the week for a commute to work, but at other times this is impractical - recent examples of medium-high density housing implemented on Waiwhetu Road show
clutters of cars on streets and the effect is exacerbated on garbage/recycle collection days when all of the wheelie bins are wheeled out - all of these small but
cumulatively significant consequences are not thought out by the people that propose these well intended but poorly researched policies.

10) Currently, with PC 43 that enabled much intensification, the aspiration to help the homeless or those on low incomes into affordable housing has not borne true
- entry level high density housing has still sold for between $700K to $1M and the only persons to have benefited from such a scheme are the developers and real
estate agents. Central government has enough land in Hutt City that it can appropriately reconfigure to assist such groups.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7.

9.

DPC56/086

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

| request that PC56 is redrafted in numerous areas to provide better protection of
some of the existing amenity values in areas proposed for medium and high density
development.

| request that PC56 is redrafted to exclude the three current special residential activity
areas [SRAA's]that exist in our City. That Council enter into more consultation with the
ratepayers in the SRAA's with a view to changing some of the rules in particular one
dwelling per 700sm and 30% site coverage.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

I / wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

If others make a similar submission,

I will / will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter: 19/9/2022

(or person authorised to sign on
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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DPC56/087

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last Bao First Eve

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit Number 3 street Ariki Street
suburb Boulcott
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D010
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening

mobie 0211519893

Email

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Tltle Of Proposed District Plan Change: District Plan Change 56: Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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DPC56/087

5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

District Plan Change 56: Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas
is a wrong vision of quick fixing housing crises, unfortunately there is no quick fix for
housing crises, it needs a good 100 years plan, so people don't need to live in tiny
houses with no room to enjoy their life.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

| think the goverment should think out of square, and develop a new area with 100
years plan. | am opposed to intensification in its current form and it should not
progress.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7.

9.

DPC56/087

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

Stop Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas, return the peace
and character to our city.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

I / wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

If others make a similar submission,
I / will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Please tick one) —

Signature of submitter: |
thorised to si 18/09/2022
(o person &, bl of submitn) /ﬂ""l Date

(a signature is not required if you make your sub‘mﬁon by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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DPC56/088

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last Meyer rirst Christina
Company/organisation
Contact if different
Address | unit number 150 street Wainuiomata Road
suburb \WWainuiomata
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D014
Address for Service Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening
Mobile
Email . .
tinawyse 1964 @gmail.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5.

DPC56/088

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:
Buildings up to four storeys, subject to planning permission, in areas around the
commercial shopping centres in Stokes Valley, Wainuiomata and Eastbourne.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:
| strongly oppose this for the following reasons:

Wainuiomata is mostly built on a swamp and many homes are cold, damp and mouldy. By allowing
three to four story buildings to surround mostly single story homes will make this problem worse by
blocking out the sun to these properties. This is against the Labour Parties own goal and policy of
healthy homes.

Another risk of building such buildings on a swampy area is that of liquifaction in earthquakes
(Christchurch is a fine example of this, as is village of Petobo in Indonesia which was completely
obliterated in an earthquake in 2018 with most residents not being found). If you have tall buildings
collapsing due to liquifaction, the risk to life is increased in an earthquake - especially if people are on
the top floor of the building when an earthquake occurs.

Wainuiomata is built with mainly single story cottages with the occassional double story home. By
allowing three and four story buildings the current character of the valley will be taken away.

Having multiple homes surrounding a property will reduce light to that property and privacy. This is a
basic human right.

The current developments happening in the valley are not just ugly, but so close together that if one
catches fire, the risk is high for several families being homeless due to the ability of fire to spread easily
from one home to another.

The reduction of trees on properties to make way for intensification will have a flow on effect to the
environment and the birdlife in particular.

Wainuiomata does not have a robust infrastructure that could potentially see thousands more people
moving into the valley. There is only one access way which now is congested at peak times. This would
be exasberbated with more cars travelling to and from the valley.

With no need for developers to provide off-street parking, the roads will become increasingly difficult
and potentially more dangerous for cyclists and for people to visit residents.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7.

9.

DPC56/088

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

To allow only single story dwellings for intensification.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

I wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

If others make a similar submission,
I will / will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Please tick one)
Signature of submitter:
(or person authorised to sign on 1 9/ 9/ 2022
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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DPC56/089

ITY

TE BWA EAIRLNG]

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change '

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last Leitch First Steve

Company/organisation

Contact it different

Address | unit number 79 street riverside drive
subury \Waiwhetu
City lower Hutt ‘ Postcode 5010
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening

Mobite 0274427499

Email

biggins@xtra.co.nz

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: Enabl | ng |ntenSifica'[iOn

3. | could | [] | could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am [] | am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5.

DPC56/089

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:
Chapter 4F Medium Density Residential Activity Area
Chapter 4G High Density Residential Activity Area

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:
| am against plan changes 4F & 4G for the following reasons.

Lab & Nats government failure on housing over 20 plus years leading to a panicked response (Schedule
1, Part 6 of the RMA) that has not gone through appropriate parliamentary scrutiny.

Absolutely some intensification is required in all cities, but for medium density housing intensification to
be effective it needs to be coordinated with service & transport & road infrastructure & off-street car
parking/garaging & car charging & well planned to ensure adequate light, outdoor amenity are retained
for all.

Unrestrained 'right to build' up to 3 storey to 6 storey 1m from the boundary ignoring recession planes
on a 300m2 section is not the solution we should be looking for - developer can take a house on your
north boundary, bowl it & put a 3 storey or 6 storey house or apartment block within 1m.

No sunlight, no privacy, parking disputes, noise control etc. This in turn knocks thousands $$ off the
asset value of the surrounding houses and eventually forcing these owners to sell and thus the cycle will
continue.

This will ultimately lead to the same poor living conditions people faced, when this type of apartment
style was construction was built in the 60/70s (and many have since been torn down) once the new
shine has worn off.

This will lead to Lower Hutt losing the very reason many people desire to live, work, and play in Lower
Hutt and call it their home, as they will move away to greener pastures.

It will affect most other ratepayers.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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DPC56/089

7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

HCC should reject these plans and stand against any of these changes as is the
Christchurch CC and stick up for its ratepayers.

HCC and its residents should decide the future of Lower Hutt City housing policys via a
referendum. As these are generational decisions and require more thought before
being pushed through with little thought of the consequences.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | wish [ ] | do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I will [] | will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Please tick one)
Signature of submitter:
(or person authorised to sign on 19/ 9/ 2022
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
o By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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DPC56/090

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWA KAIRANE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | rast Healy First Peter
Company/organisation
Contact i different
Address | unit numberd1a  sreet Waitohu Rd
suburb YOrk Bay
City Hutt Clty ‘ Postcode
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different 41A Waitohu Rd
Phone | pay 0278396967 | Evening
Mobile
Email .
peterhughhealy@gmail.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: District Plan Change 56

3. | could |y | could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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DPC56/090

5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

The proposed intensification of residential land in the Eastern Bays

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

This submission is made by Peter Healy of 41A Waitohu Road York Bay

| believe the proposed change Plan Change 56 is ham fisted, unnecessary and will
potentially cause a great deal of harm without providing the benefits of intensification
sought by Government.

| believe the Hutt City Council should follow the example of Christchurch City Council
and NOT approve Plan Change 56. Council has every reason to be proud of it's
existing District Scheme, which is both allowing intensification and protecting the sun,
views, privacy and the general high quality environment of Hutt City. Plan Change 56 is
a sledge hammer Hutt City does not need.

| further believe that is dangerous and irresponsible to promote intensification around
the Eastern Bays when it is known that the only access road (Marine Drive) to the areas
designated for intensification is already inundated during storm surges and will be badly
impacted by rising sea levels and sinking ground levels. Given the worsening state of
the road and with no current plan to protect it, it is irresponsible of Council to encourage
first home buyers and others to invest in property which could be stranded in just 30 to
40 years.

| do support Councils decision to not apply Plan Change 56 to the Residential Hill
Zones which control development in the hill areas of the eastern bays. The existing
roading servicing the Hill Zone are nothing more than single lane goat tracks and could
not support the additional traffic likely to be generated by Plan Change 56.

Lastly Council should not promote development that does not accommodate the
charging of e-cars. With no onsite car parking required by scheme change 56, off site
charging on the many narrow roads in the eastern bays is not possible.

Peter Healy 41A Waitohu Road.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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9.

DPC56/090

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:
Give precise details:

To not approved District Scheme change 56 but to reject it.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

[ v’ | wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

If others make a similar submission,
I v | will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Please tick one)
Signature of submitter:
(or person authorised to sign on 1 9/ 09/ 22
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
e By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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DPC56/091

17/09/2022

| purchased 30 St Columbans Grove, Boulcott, Lower Hutt 26 years ago and have lived there
since.

The rear of my property backs onto the proposed new development at 773 High Street,
Boulcott, Lower Hutt.

The rooms included in the rear of my address which face directly out onto 773 High Street
are my lounge/dining room, conservatory, and kitchen. These face in a North East direction
and are the rooms | use the most.

| believe that my house and St Columbans Grove fall into the High-Density Zone which can
allow residential dwellings up to six story’s in height. One thing | would seek clarification on
is to why my area is a high-density zone and only one street back (Allen Street) is a medium
density zone, but both areas seem to have the same residential dwelling concentration.

My concerns are as follows:

Any residential dwellings built with two or more stories are going to completely block out
morning sun which shines directly into my conservatory, kitchen and lounge living areas. |
rely on the morning sun to provide warmth to my living areas including my conservatory
which warms up significantly with the morning sun. | read in the conservatory every
morning due to this warmth and this saves me having to turn on the gas heater in the colder
months. Obviously as | am a pensioner, | do not have a lot of spare money for power bills so
the less | must turn on heating the better. The other issue is the plants | have in my garden
are often better suited to light and sun which | get in abundance at the moment but will lose
if this multi-story proposal goes ahead.

Secondly, | will lose my privacy as the dwellings will be looking directly down not only into
my backyard and my living areas of which | would need to block out any remaining valuable
light by spending money on blinds. | am also concerned by the noise from occupants as a
result of these dwellings.

Lastly the general concern is the loss of car parking in the street as it is only one minute walk
to 773 High Street. The street is already often full of parked vehicles from other nearby
addresses which is likely to only become worse. The result in this is that elderly friends and
family who visit me will have to park further away or more likely out on High Street, maybe
having to result in crossing the busy High Street in order to get to my house. Obviously if
they are elderly friends or my little grandchildren then this will prove a lot more difficult. It
is likely that this will only become worse with lack of parking around 773 High Street and
only a short walk into St Columbans Grove.

These are my main concerns but obviously there are other concerns that | have and from
speaking with neighbours, they too will have concerns of their own which | believe they are
expressing in an objection to the council.

Due to my objection to the proposed development, obviously | would prefer that the
dwellings that were being built were only one storey, but | realise this is not realistic, so |



DPC56/091

therefore would ask that the houses are limited to two storeys so that | can hopefully still
keep some sunlight in my backyard and living areas in the morning.

Please see below diagram of my property and backyard in blue shade along with the new
development area at 773 High Street which is outlined in yellow.

.

Regards,

Persephone Meads

30 St Columbans Grove
Boulcott

Lower Hutt

04 567 4114

Written on behalf of Persephone Meads by her son Justin Meads (021 923 082)

9«5.?\&2 WRDS



DPC56/092

ITY

EAWA KAINAN

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change ‘

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | Last Andrew First Newman

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit number 11 street Totara Crescent
suburb WWoOburn
City Lower Hutt ‘ postcode 5010
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening

mobie 021 440408

Email

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commﬂ
+

3. | could |y | could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I Y | am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5.

DPC56/092

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

Application of the proposed High Density Zone measures and the use of heritage
zoning within the proposed District Plan.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

In general, | am not opposed to intensification of residential development and this is
preferable to continual expansion in to green fields sites. However, the proposed district
plan fails to take into account the provision of infrastructure required to support the level
of development that may result. There is no additional provisioning or allocation of
space for school, hospital, recreational, water processing or extraction or, indeed, any
other infrastructure. However, | understand that there is no ability to question this under
the government's NPS that this District Plan relates to. As such, there are a couple of
areas that | believe can be called into question.

Firstly, as determined in the proposed change, High Density Zones are proposed within
1,200m of the CBD, 800m of railway stations and more vaguely around commercial
areas in Moera, Avalon, Wainuiomata, Stokes Valley & Eastbourne. From looking at the
map, it appears to me that a number of areas have been included in the High Density
Zones which do not need to be based on the distances outlined. Given the inability for
Council to plan for the infrastructure required and the broad impact of the proposed
zoning across the whole of the City, it would seem desirable to minimise the impact
wherever possible by not extending the High Density Zones beyond those distances
stipulated. Given the difficulty of planning for the scale of intensification which will be
enabled by this plan change, it would be sensible to take the minimum statutory
requirement approach to this district plan. This would best enable Council to analyse
and react to the infrastructure deficits which will inevitably result, whilst also not
precluding the Council from expanding High Density Zoning in the future IF the
infrastructure shortfalls have been rectified and if further intensification is desirable.
Secondly, the proposed plan change does not protect a broad array of the City's
heritage. | note there are a number of heritage zoned areas in Petone, many of which
are from the earlier days of Hutt Valley settlement, and also some Housing NZ sites at
the Eastern end of Jackson Street are heritage zoned, covering some of the City's
expansion in the 1950s and 1960s. However, these are not the only important periods
of the City's expansion and it is the case that some periods of City expansion have
been entirely missed from the heritage zoning. In particular, collections of great
examples of the expansion of the City in the late 1920s and early 1930s exist around
Ava station/North Petone/Alicetown and in the formerly 'Special Residential' zoned
areas of the Woburn area. Furthermore, similar representative collections of housing
from later expansions can be found in other suburbs and without expansion of heritage
zoned areas, the City will lose a great deal of its architectural history.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7.

9.

DPC56/092

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

1. To adjust the High Density Zoned area to the minimum allowed under the definitions
as outlined - namely 1,200m from the CBD and 800m from railway stations etc.

2. To expand the heritage areas of the plan to include other areas of housing
representative of the key periods of the expansion of the City to enable a broader
swathe of the City's architectural history to be preserved. The obvious examples fall
within areas previously determined to be 'special residential’, but other areas exist and
the Council should undertake a thorough review of the City to identify in situ clusters of
original housing for heritage protection.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

I wish ¥’ | do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

If others make a similar submission,

I v | will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Please tick one)
Signature of submitter:
(or person authorised to sign on 1 8/ 09/ 22
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’'s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
e By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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DPC56/093

RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | rast HOSEGOOD First JOHN

Company/organisation

Contact i different
Address | unit Number 9 Street CH EVlOT ROAD
subur EASTBOURNE

oty LOWER HUTT | Postoode 5013
Address for Service Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay 0220659578 | Evening
mobie 0220659578
Email

hosegood@outlook.co.nz

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:
Give details:

Multiple

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:
Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

| oppose Proposed Plan Change 56.

I live at 9 Cheviot Road, Eastbourne, which is an area where three story development of up to three
residential units becomes a permitted activity. For context on my submission | have worked in the NZ
property/ construction industry for about 25 years and am reasonably familiar with town planning. | am
now retired.

| oppose Proposed Plan Change 56 on the following grounds:

- Web data reveals the 2022 population of Lower Hutt as approximately 100,000. | have not seen an
assessment of how many individual properties will be affected by Plan Change 56, but | expect it to be a
few thousands. Because so many properties and their inhabitants may be affected the Hutt Council
should have presented the consultation document in a far more digestible manner. Inviting respondents
to comment on a package of documents running to two volumes (298 pages) plus a zoning map is
unacceptable. | do not regard this approach to consultation as fit for purpose.

- | agree that greater intensification of the built environment is desirable. However, the means proposed
of achieving this is wrong. What we need is better qualified planning review to enhance the built
environment rather than none at all. Therefore the proposal to relax planning rules so increased
development can be undertaken as of right and without professional and qualified review is very much
misplaced and should be discontinued. | recognise the difficulty of attracting and paying for additional
planning staff to carry out proper reviews, but that is what is required.

- I understand Hutt City Council opposed the legislation proposed by Central Government. Please may

we be provided with the letter, or other instrument of objection. And, now that Christchurch City Council
has voted against changing its planning rules to comply with this government direction Hutt City Council
should do the same.

- The proposed change does not respect that individuals generally buy properties in areas they like.
Unilaterally changing the planning rules so major changes can be made to those areas without proper
assessment and consultation should have been ruled out on day 1.

- No analysis has been provided of the proportion of land that has been built on in NZ including
infrastructure versus other countries. However, with such a small population there is plenty of land if
required for development, and there are tools such as the Public Works Act that can be used to acquire
it. There is no need to pursue this misguided strategy that Government has dictated, and it should be
opposed.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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9.

DPC56/093

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

Decision not to support the Government's edict and instead follow a path similar to
Christchurch City Council.

Decision to define and implement a better approach to intensification, possibly as
described above.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

I / wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

If others make a similar submission,

I will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter:

(or person authorised to sign on
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

To: Chief Executive, Hu

tt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name
Company/organisation
Contact i different
Address

Address for Service
if different

Phone

Email

DPC56/094

ITY

TE AWA NABLNHG]

HUT

tast QU First Juan

Unit Number DT street JOhN Burke Drive

suburs Aotea

City Porirua ‘ Postcode 5024

Postal Address Courier Address

Day ‘ Evening

movie 021 105 7565
quju6463@yahoo.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No:

Title of Propose

d District Plan Change:

could

56

District Plan Change 56: Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas

¢/ | could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I |¢/]|am

(@) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.
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Hutt City Council
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04 570 6666 August 2022



DPC56/094

5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:
Give details:

Chapter 14F Heritage Buildings and Structures and the
creation of ‘ heritage areas ' to restrict development

Chapter 4B Special Residential Activity Area
AMENDMENT 51 [Chapter 4B Special Residential Activity Area]
Delete current Chapter 4B Special Residential Activity Area.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

I am strongly against the proposed creation of 6 new Residential Heritage Precinct. |
am also against removing the 3 existing special residential activity areas.

It makes no sense to abandon a well-established area (special activity area) and try to
re-establish new areas, where the houses vary drastically in their quality and type.
Many don ' tlook like heritage at all. Others are unlikely to meet healthy homes
standards. Yet they will all be included in the same umbrella of rules, forced into stasis
while the rest of the Hutt modernises. | would hate to see the distinctive characteristics
and special amenity values that we have protected for decades got lost while the
houses in the proposed residential heritage precinct are restrained from further
development based on some so-called experts ' opinions.

Mayor Barry said in the meeting held on 29th Oct22 that he and all councillors were
surprised by the areas proposed. Since they are not experts, they approved the
recommendation anyway. | would like to challenge that decision. If the
recommendation surprised everyone, does not it tell you something? Apply some
common sense and drive through the areas yourself to see if you can see any
historical value in the areas or not.

Restriction on the proposed residential heritage precinct does not seem to be much. It
looks like the houses can still be demolished and rebuilt. If there are real historical
values, then we are not really protecting anything, are we? | found the proposing being
very confusing and do not really know what they are trying to do.

For Hutt Road Railway Heritage Area, #69 Hutt Road is excluded from the area. It
does not make sense. If it is for an area, how could a particular house be excluded
from it?

On the controversy, the current special activity area is maintained so well and believe
it is worth keeping. The change makes you wonder what evidence Council had when
the special activity areas were first established. All the restrictions council put on
homeowners all these years meant nothing if it is removed. How fair is it to the
previous owners who may want to do something had had to apply for resource
consent or get rejected?

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

1. Remove the proposed 6 residential heritage precinct areas and identify houses with
significant historical value individually and protect them properly;
2. If not removed, keen to see all the evidence that demonstrates the 6 areas with
significant historical value;

3. Keen to know why #69 Hutt Road is excluded and if excluding certain houses is
allowed, | would like to request for #73 Hutt Road to be excluded too. Attached is an
email communication to HCC with evidence why the house itself does not have any
historical value and council reply at the time.

4. Keep the three current special activity areas as they are. Very hard to re-establish
anything of that size.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | v/ | wish do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I v/ | will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Please tick one)
Signature of submitter:
(or person authorised to sign on Juan Qu 19/09/2022
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
e By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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9/16/22, 9:50 AM

Feedback re Historic heritage - 73 Hutt Rd

Yahoo Mail - Feedback re Historic heritage - 73 Hutt Rd

From: Juan (quju6463@yahoo.com)

To: heritagereview@huttcity.govt.nz

Cc: xume6462@yahoo.co.nz

Date: Sunday, 28 November 2021 at 02:02 pm NZDT

Hi Benjamin

DPC56/094

Thanks for your letter dated 12" November 2021 notifying us your initial assessment result, which indicates 73

Hutt Road may have significant historic heritage values.

We fully support the idea to protect places, buildings and structures that has significant historical, physical and
cultural significance. However we believe building/structure should be assessed for their significance individually
rather than collectively to ensure criteria set in RMA are met. Below is why we believe 73 Hutt Road does not meet

the criteria:

1. Significant building works have been done to the property since it was built and there is not much left in it that was
from the original built. Below is a table summary according to HCC record and does not include any work done that
may not require a consent. Attached photos from 2017 (when we first purchased the place) as well as Nov2021 for

your reference.

Dates Activity Reference
1910s Build

08/10/1952 Extension of kitchen 3 ft BP02855-1
03/10/1583 Garage — 30m2 BP8453
11/12/2003 Extension ABA 583

May 2017 Renowvation BC not required

(e

. All windows are aluminium windows except one wooden framed window at the front;
. The rear half of the current house consists of two extensions that was done in 1952 & 1983;
. Exterior cladding have all been replaced possibly when extension was done and there is no historical features

. The house was in a terrible state when we purchased it back in 2017 (please refer to the photos
attached). We were constrained by budget at the time otherwise the recommendation was to

demolish and rebuild as it was in such a bad shape. The foundation is also compromised and re-
foundation will be very costly and not financially viable. We have done a cosmetic renovation at the
time but it was only meant as a temporary fix until we saved more money to do it properly to

ultimately improve the safety and wellbeing of our tenants.

2. There is not much sun on that side of the road and currently the place does not have under-floor insulation as there is
no access to do it. The house is cold and damp especially in winter times. You are welcome to talk to our tenants re
their experience. Leaving the place as is is not really an option and it is against central government directions both in
terms of healthy home standard as well as increasing housing supply.

3. According to the proposed boundary of Heritage Area, 69 Hutt Rd is excluded from the area. #69 is only one house
down from where are. I suspect it is because it was assess individually as not meeting the criteria for historic Heritage
in RMA. This proofs my point that each building should be assessed individually to achieve the best outcome for the

city.

4. All photos shown under 2.12 Setting — Site Description are from northern end of Hutt Road (#100 Hutt Rad onwards
in the circled area). This also indicates perhaps the southern side should be reassessed individually for significance
rather than a generic cut.

13
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5. Financial implications

a. According to current proposal, there are over 100 properties in this area alone. HCC indicate it has set aside a
$1.5m fund to support owners re maintenance costs for the next ten years. It means less than $15k per property
over ten years or $1,500 per property per year. I am interested in what $15k will be able to achieve in today’s
construction market leave alone in 10 years’ time.

b. Being a heritage listing will most definitely affect property values. In your FAQ, you state that you can not
comment on this. That is not really a good enough answer. It might pay to engage a property valuer and get an
answer and be transparent about it. If you still believe it does not, will it be an option for HCC to buy back
those properties that are willing to sell at market value? This would be a true test.

C. As arate payer, we are also challenging the approach HCC is taking re this matter. I understand historic
heritage needs to be protected but believe how it is done in current District Plan (individual listing rather than
by area) is adequate and effective. By changing the approach, you are open yourself up with a lot more work
and costs. It is HCC’s responsibility to collect and present all the evidence to the hearing panel and costs
associated with this process will be significant and perhaps overweight the value what you are trying to
achieve. Are there enough transparency for all rate payers to understand how much of their rates are used to
pay for consultants on this matter rather than three waters infrastructure services? I can see lost of OIAs
coming your way, which is again wasting of council valuable resource (time/money).

6. We also do not believe adequate site inspection was undertaken for the decision making. It looks like just a desktop
exercise performed by a consultant. You/your team are invited for a site visit before any further decisions on this is
made.

Based on the above points, we do not agree with this assessment and would like Hutt City Council to reconsider
its position. We would also like to request all evidence that supports your initial assessment and would like to be
part of the discussion going forward and be notify and provided with all information that are relevant to your
decision making re this matter (include but not limited to 73 Hutt Rd).

Please feel free to get in touch with us via this email. Look forward to hearing from you.

Regards

Juan & Meng
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DPC56/094

Photos_May2017.pdf
1.4MB

Photos_Nov2021.pdf
1.6MB
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9/19/22, 9:39 AM Yahoo Mail - RE: [EXTERNAL] Feedback re Historic heritage - 73 Hutt Rd DP056/094

RE: [EXTERNAL] Feedback re Historic heritage - 73 Hutt Rd

From: Benjamin Haddrell (benjamin.haddrell@huttcity.govt.nz)
To: quju6463@yahoo.com
Date: Thursday, 9 December 2021 at 09:58 am NZDT

Kia ora Juan,

Following our discussion last week, and after reviewing the material provided, our heritage experts agrees that the extent of modifications to your home have impacted the
heritage values. Due to the alterations your property has now been changed to ‘non-contributing’. This essentially means that your property is does not contribute to the
overall heritage value of the area but will still forms part of the area.

Generally speaking, we anticipate that restrictions on activities like demolitions or alterations will not apply to ‘non-contributing’ properties. However, redevelopment of your
property, if you decide to do so, may be required to respect the heritage values of the wider heritage area.

Please note, Council has not yet made a decision on what rules will apply to heritage areas but | wanted to provide you an indication of what it could mean. Decisions on
provisions and rules relating to heritage areas will up for consolation and public comment through the draft District Plan process and through the notified District Plan process.

I’'m at my desk until 3pm today if you'd like to give me a ring and discuss further.

Kind regards,

Benjamin Haddrell
Policy Planner

Hutt City Council, 30 Laings Road, 5040, Lower Hutt 5040, New Zealand
T 04 560 1041, W www.huttcity.govt.nz

HUTJ/CITY

TT MWk ERILEKE]
From: heritagereview
Sent: Friday, 3 December 2021 8:37 am
To: Juan <quju6463@yahoo.com>
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Feedback re Historic heritage - 73 Hutt Rd

Morning Juan,

Would you please be able to send me your phone number? I'd like to ring you from a meeting room here at Council so if | could get your phone number that would be
great.

Many thanks and talk soon.

Ben

From: Juan <quju6463@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, 2 December 2021 12:18 pm

Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Feedback re Historic heritage - 73 Hutt Rd
Cool!
Talk to you tomorrow.

Cheers

Juan
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified
proposed district plan change

Clause B of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1891

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1.  This is a submission

Full name
Companyforganisation
Contact i diferent
Address

from:

tast Pike Frst Janet

Unit mumber 11 sweet TrOON Cl‘eS

Address for Service
if different

Phone

Email ;

Poslal Address C;i}};‘er Adgress

oay 0274044750
' movie 0274044750

l Everning

I o e S

 posicode 5010

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed Distric

Title of Proposed District Plan Change:

t Plan Change No: ’56 J

31 could v

{Flease lick one)

4, If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am |¢/

{a) adversely affects the environment; and

{b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

{Please lick one}

Enabling intensification

could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

am not direcily affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

Mote: if you are 2 person who could gain an advantage in frade compefition through the submission, your right fo make a submission may be

EP-FORM-308 - Page 1013

lirmited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedute 1 of the Resource Management Act 1381

Hult City Council  www. hullcity govt.nz 04 570 6866

August 2022



DPC56/095

5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates o are:
e dhafasta

(Figiader s dauifnns’ pages f pou ndehf

6. My submission is:
Incicky wivaiTar yoo SUppon oF OEposD i Soecic proviskons oF wish §o e dbem amandeal and FasonE K o vl |

| definately oppose

| paid a lot of Money to live in the area we are in - thinking that this area would not be
affected. Ifi had to live next door to one of these developments it would invade my
privacy, affect the sun | get and force the price of my house down.

Pl i Bl a1 v wish)

EPF O3 — Pags ¥ of 3 Hubl Sty Councll veww Pusticity poed . 04 570 GERn Bugesl AT



7. 1 seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

9.

Give precise detaffs:

{Flease use add..r'!fonaf pageas i you wish} .

I wish ¢/ | do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

{Flease fick one)

If others make a similar submission,

! v/ | will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
{Flease lick one}
Signature of submitter: | . Ay o 2LC g
for person autharised la sign on i Kj f I 19/ 9/ 2022
behalf of submitter) Date

fa signsture s not required if you make your submission by efectronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and confact deiails, will be provided to other submilters and
putlished on Huit City Council's website. Hutl City Coungil is required 1o cellect and pubiish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1881. Your contact details will be removed from Council's website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appeaar in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informaticnmanagemenlteami@huticily. govt.nz or call 04-570-8666.

Where to send your submission
+ By email {preferred): district.plan@huticity.govi.nz
+ By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040
+ In person: Af the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt

EP-FORM-308 - Page 3of 2 Hubt City Council  www . huttcily govi.nz 04 570 6666 Aunusl 2022
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | ast Harray First Kate

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit Number { street PUriri Street
suburs VW ObUIN
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D010
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening

movie 0272867957

Email

kate.harray@xtra.co.nz

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: Enabl | ng |ntenSificati0n

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.

EP-FORM-309 — Page 1 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022




5.

DPC56/096

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

Introduction of high-density residential zoning across valley floor will impact on number
and size of trees within the valley, which will in turn have an impact on bird life and
negatively impact the wellbeing of our residents.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

Blocks of houses up to six stories throughout the Hutt Valley will cast vast shadows
across our community with far-reaching implications on the mental health of our
community and number and volume of our wildlife. Studies consistently show that
regularly spending time in nature can improve your mental and physical health and
reduce stress and anxiety. My concern about allowing high density housing right
across the valley floor is that we will lose the beautiful trees that attract our native
wildlife, particularly birds, and we will have fewer places for our residents to be
surrounded by nature which is so benefical to our mental and physical health. It
breaks my heart to see the blocks of houses surrounded by concrete with a tiny patch
of grass and no trees. With the proposed high density residential zoning, we will lose
many established trees and threaten the ecological corridor which is crucial for the
health of our birds. | know we are short of housing and need to build more houses but
please protect the existing trees and develop a plan for developing green spaces for
us all to enjoy for generations.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

EP-FORM-309 — Page 2 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022



7.

9.

DPC56/096

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

Give more thought to our ecological corridors.

Increase the number of protected trees in the city.

Guarantee that the existing parks and gardens will remain in the ownership of the city

council.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

I wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

If others make a similar submission,

I will / will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Please tick one)
Signature of submitter:
(or person authorised to sign on 1 9/ 9/ 2 022
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt

EP-FORM-309 — Page 3 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | rast Lewis First Malcolm
Company/organisation
Contact i different
Address | unit Number Street
Suburb
City ‘ Postcode
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘Evening
Mobile
Email . .
malcolmlewis978@gmail.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.

EP-FORM-309 — Page 1 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022
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5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

The extent that Hutt City has allowed intensification.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

| oppose Plan Change 56.

While | am aware that this is largely a legislative requirement, Hutt City Council is able to
moderate the extent of intensification based on walking distances, heritage, natural disasters.

Hutt City made a submission on the legislation opposing the national housing intensification bill.
Christchurch city Council has gone one further and have voted against implementing the
Governments Policy.
https://www.parliament.nz/resource/en-NZ/53SCEN_EVI_116288_EN8582/9856b359772dd2f3
056¢c575938636d154acbae9c
https://www.stuff.co.nz/national/127080505/hutt-council-speaks-out-against-national-housing-int
ensification-bill
https://www.scoop.co.nz/stories/AK2111/S00542/hutt-city-council-opposes-urban-development-
bill-in-current-form.htm

If Council was against the bill, then they have the opportunity to make the changes less intense.
What PC56 allows is a "higgle-de-piggeldy" mess where a 6 story tower can be built randomly
between single story houses.

Within the legislation, Council can have more control than they have taken on. Council does
have the ability to reduce the negative effects to its residents within the new legislation and to
undertake changes more in line with PC43 that they did some years ago to allow controlled
intensification.

I would like Council to follow Christchurch and vote against the whole PC56, however | realise
this is not likely to happen. In lieu of that, | would like Council to use the methods within the
legislation to better follow PC43.

While Council have used 800m as a walking distance, in reality, people drive this distance.
HCC submission included "by enabling three storey housing without proximity to public
transport, the Bill will further incentivise private vehicle transport and do little to decrease our
carbon emissions. This directly contradicts the Government’s Emissions Reduction Plan and
undermines our own Carbon Reduction Plan". However allowing six storeys 800m away will
make this even worse.

By allowing intensification in high risk areas, such as coastal areas and close to fault lines,
Council could see a larger loss of live in a natural event.

Lower Hutt, as many other areas in NZ, have special character areas that are not fully
recognised. By allowing the random destruction of houses to allow for intensification we will
loose part of our history.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

EP-FORM-309 — Page 2 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

The new rules in PC56 should be amended, as follows:

- the high intensity area (6 stories) should be reduced from a 800m walking distance to
a 400m walking distance

- the Coastal Hazard Areas should not allow any intensification

- no intensification within 1km of a fault line

- the existing heritage precincts should be extended.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I will / will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Please tick one)

Signature of submitter: 19/9/2020

(or person authorised to sign on
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt

EP-FORM-309 — Page 3 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022
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FkaA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUTJAITY
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedude 1, Resource Managamand Acl 1881

Tao: Chiaf Executive, Hutt City Council

1. Ths ks a submizsion from:

Full name | Les E L S R Firgl j;hﬁr-_.;l-r,r-.,
Companylorganisation
Contact #denent '
Address | une number &1y Stwet ()L ue e
subwt PETordE,
oy | ser Rt . | poawcoce iy 2
Address for Service | Postal Addess Coume Asreis
A ietearnt
Phone | sy |Em—.q
e ©2 10 FRSESELS
E=n E_chunrd‘inhn‘}mm‘v_@ o k= Canmy

2, This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Huit District Plan:
Proposed District Plan Change No: 5

Enabling Tritersficalion 1n et icharitie |

Title of Proposed District Plan Changa: amd Commercial AreqsS,

3 1 E could m could not gain an advantage in frade competition through this submission.
[Piesse ok o)

4, If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am |,/ am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

{a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

{Pranse fick ans)

Mipbe; F o ang & PErsoN who could Fain &9 Schnligd i Ve compalion fvough e submisaion, your nphl lo make & submisian may
fiemirad By chiesse S{4p of Paef 1 of Schacde T of e Resourcs Managimend Ao 1997




5

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to arne. —_DPC56/098.
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DPC56/098

7. | seek the following nec:s.lgp__r_rt_rm Hutt City Council

Give precise delnis {!'r"-l'_-j :L'L -'t_:| f'.: Huft C, 15 Cowmne, [ ﬂ-ﬁ\“'-“t-'jj et
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[Pitase use adoiional pages if you wish)

a |1 wizh 7 do not wish to ba heard in support of my submission.
{Proase tick one)
9. Ifothars make a similar submission,
| will will not consider presenting & joint case with them at the heanng.
{Pldaze bck aneg
Signature of submitter: 5‘;‘;?;11* Deay
fior pivEon authonsed fo s o o el
BNIAF of subwwies Dane 22 2

{a signaiurs & nol requirsd ¥ oo make Four SUbmEsT by slecimog means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, indkuding your nama and contact detais. will be pravided ko other submittars and
published on Hult Sity Cowncils website, Hut City Councl is requined (o collact and pubdsh this information under the Fascuncs
Managemant Act 1981, Your contact detalls will b removed from Ceuncil's websie whan the further submissions process has been
complsted, hiowever youf nams will s1l appear in the hearing and decision reparts.

You hawe the rght to ask for & copy of any persanal infarmation we hald about yau, and io ask for it to be comected i yau think & is
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Where to send your submission
= By email (preferred): district.plan@huticity govi.nz
» By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040
» In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road. Lower Hutt
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RAUA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUTTZCITY

TE MWA KANRARGY

proposed district plan change

Claisa § of Scheduls 1, Resource Management Aot 1681

Ta: Chéaf Executive, Huft City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name | . Patterson rest Carcline
Compamylorganisation
Conact ¥ dffeme
Address | ue mmber 112 swet Upper Fitzherbert Road S
swars Wainuiomata
ay Wellignton | Postoose 5014
Address for Service | Poste Addmss Counar Addrwss
¥ et
Phone Cay IE""""""“'
mosis 021656451
sl Caroline.patterson@effem.com

2, This is a submission on the following propesed change fo the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:
Proposed District Plan Change No: Yes

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |\Wise Street, Wainuiomata district plan change

= S | could f’ could not gain an advantage in trade compatition through this submission.
[P Yok o)

4, If you could gain an advantage in frade competition through this submission:

I am 1|,r" am not direclly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

{a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b} does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Fiaaza Bek )

o, if pou Bre 8 parscd wisd coulkd pals an advanisge in beece compalition Mawgh Pe submission, pour Aghf b meke & subesission moy bo
ey by clirss 674) of Pawt 1 of Schadule T of M Magousss Manipamen! Ao 1801,

OR300 ~ Paga 1 602 Holl City Conmiel]l  www sty poler (04 570 8865 s T

B2 = s



DPC56/099

5. The specific provisions of the propesal that my submission relates to are;

Givid dafais:
In relation to the re zoning of Lot 238 and 252 wise street Wainulomata to medium
intensification housing.

{Piodse use scaifional paged if you wish)

6. My submission is: _— o

I Inciade wihather yoo sunpon oF onposs the speclic provisions or wesh fo hive Som amended. pad repsoss for yoor Wisws:

'We the property ownwers of 112 Upper Fitzherbert Road which boarders on lofs 233

and 252 are not in opposition of the proposed medium intensification of this area as

‘we recognise the need for more housing in the lower hutt region.
But as we are on the boundary of these above lots this will have a great affect on our
current rural property and lifestyle being encroached apon as we do have horses,
sheep and chickens which do not mix with a higher voloume of dogs, noise fireworks
etc. We would like to propose that our poroperty 112 upper Fitzherbert road is re
zoned to residential so that we can offer cur property up for develoment for future
housing. We understand that lot 104 in front of us has been sold to developers and lot
114 which resides next to us on the other side of the Fridays homes developement
has plans already for residential housing (proposed house site as listed on trade me
currently) as you can imagine this could mean our poropenly could be surrounded by
residential developments. i think to be we are almost in a transitional area vs a rural
area now, and feel it would be fair to be able to review our property to be changed to
residential zoning.

(Piatn 40 ackEBons pages If yo wish
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7. | seek the following decision from Hult City Council:

Bber prociso dalaly
Be invited to meetings that are being held around this intensification and ultimately
have our property zoning changed to residential.

fPioase uma soc¥onal papes f you wish)

| ‘,r wigh do not wish to be heard in suppord of my submission
[Plapss Bok ona)

8. If others make & similar submission,

| ( will will not congider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing
(Finain Sk crmf
Signature of submitier; '
ﬁvgmmm#'I-m | 19!9!2':'22
Bl af S | D
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Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, induding your name and contad deladls, will be provided fo ofher submitters and
prublished on Hutl City Councdl’s websibs, Hul City Councll [s required 1o oollect and publish 1his information under ke Rasouncs
Managemen Acl 1801, Your conbse defails will be remaesedd from Councils waballe when (he furiher submissions process Nad Baan
completed, howaver your name wil 511 sppear in the hearing and decislon repors,

fiou hanve the right to ask for @ copy of any personal Infoemation v hold about you, and o ask for it o be comected i you think it s
mmlrmdhmmma w;ﬁmrmmamm&um please coracl us al
oAl Fl = ] by ooyl ne o call 04-570-8886.

Where to send your submission
+ By email (preferred): district plan@hulicity goving
= By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040
+  In person; Af the Hutt City Gouncil Customer Service Centre, 30 Lalngs Road, Lower Hult
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

TE AWR KRIHAHE!

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Fullname | ast Vickers First Frank
Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit number 153 street Marine Parade
suburb E@stbourne
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D013
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different S a m e S a m e
Phone | pay 0274061419 | Evening 0274061419

mobie 0274061419
153.vickers@gmail.com

Email

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 56

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: M D RS

3. | could / could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

(Please tick one)

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

I am am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

(Please tick one)

Note: if you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make a submission may be
limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991.

EP-FORM-309 — Page 1 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022
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5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

Give details:

To allow housing up to three storeys high and three homes per section in most
residential areas, without requiring council planning permission (resource consent).

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

6. My submission is:

Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and reasons for your views:

This blanket rule is far too blunt an instrument, and the unforseen consequences have
not been sufficiently evaluated.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

EP-FORM-309 — Page 2 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

Say no to allow housing up to three storeys high and three homes per section in most
residential areas, without requiring council planning permission (resource consent).

(Please use additional pages if you wish)

8. | wish / do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission,

I will / will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Please tick one)
Signature of submitter:
(or person authorised to sign on 1 9/ 9/ 2 022
behalf of submitter) Date

(a signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

Privacy Statement

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and contact details, will be provided to other submitters and
published on Hutt City Council’s website. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this information under the Resource
Management Act 1991. Your contact details will be removed from Council’s website when the further submissions process has been
completed, however your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reports.

You have the right to ask for a copy of any personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it to be corrected if you think it is
wrong. If you'd like to ask for a copy of your information, or to have it corrected, please contact us at
informationmanagementteam@huttcity.govt.nz or call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
¢ By email (preferred): district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
e By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

¢ In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt

EP-FORM-309 — Page 3 of 3 Hutt City Council www.huttcity.govt.nz 04 570 6666 August 2022
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	Company: 
	Contact: 
	Street Name: Maungaraki Rd
	Suburb: Maungaraki
	City: Lower Hutt
	Postcode: 50101
	Postal Address: 
	Courier Address: 
	Phone Day: 
	Phone Evening: 
	Email: wwwbbb8510@gmail.com
	Proposed District Plan Change No: 56
	Title of Proposed District Plan Change: Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas
	Last Name: Bin
	First Name: Wang
	Unit: 2
	Street Number: 275
	Mobile Phone: 0212018515
	TradeCompetition: TradeCompetitionNo
	DirectlyAffected: DirectlyAffectedNo
	Provisions of the proposal that submission relates to: Medium Density Residential Area
	My submission is: I wish to have the Medium Density Residential Area (MDRA) amended to include our address 2/275 Maungaraki Rd, Maungaraki, Lower Hutt, because of the following reasons: 

1. We are close enough to the city center, so we should be included. All of the addresses across Maungaraki Rd (opposite to our side of Maungaraki Rd) are included in the proposed MDRA. Many of them are located farther than us to the city center, so I believe we should be included in the propose MDRA. 

2. The intention of the plan is to encourage more houses being built. We have a large and flat backyard. When comparing our land with most of my neighbors across the road (who are in the proposed MDRA), we are in a significantly better condition of building more houses in terms of the vacant land size and flatness of the land. Therefore, including our address in the proposed MDRA aligns perfectly with the intention of the plan. 

3. Our address and land are suitable for the propose MDRA from the two points. First, a large potion of our land has flat topology, which can be developed easily. Second, we are close to public transport both to Petone and Hutt City commercial centers. Thirdly, we are with walking distances to local shops. Overall, we believe our address suits the development plan seamlessly, so we propose to include our address to the propose MDRA. 

4. Our address is not directly attached to the reserve. Again, the same argument as point 1 stands, which is that a lot of the houses across the road are closer to the reserve than us. In addition, we are surrounded by houses, so any building in our house will not affect the protection of the reserve, so our address should be included in the proposed MDRA without any concerns of impacting the serve. 

5. Maungaraki community has been growing fast recently, and we believe there are definitely more houses needed, so we would like to contribute to the growth of the community by potentially providing more accommodation in our land. 
	Decision sought: I seek the decision to include our address 2/275 Maungaraki Rd, Maungaraki, Lower Hutt in the new Medium Density Residential Area in plan 56. 
	Date: 01/09/2022
	Hearing: HearingYes
	JointCase: JointCaseYes


