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DPC56/101

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 Clarke rirst Colin Douglas and Margaret Jean
Company/organisation
Contact i different
Address | unit number 30 street Marina Grove
Suburb
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D010
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay 5696160 | Evening
Mobile
Email
candmclarke@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.

DPC56/101

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

Give details:

1) Create "special character areas" & specific " special character" properties

2) Preserve the leafy green nature of our city,wihich is ecologically important,
especially in view of the need for trees in relation to our carbon footprint by regulating
to: Preserve all trees and shrubs of 3 m high on section that is either being
re-developed by removing dwellings, or having dwelling added, and any trees or
shrubs of 2m high within 2m of the boundary of such 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:

The construction of dwelling higher than two storeys throughout the Hutt Valley with
the exception of the central CBD area, in particualar that area of Queens Drive and
High Street that is already subject to buildings of such height is out of character with
the Hutt Valley.

Proceeding on this basis will also cause a significnt negative impact to quality of life
for many if not most living within the zones affected by your proposal.

Reduction in flora and fauna with in the city boundries, reduction in sunlight having a
detrimental impact qualtiy of life and health of residents.

Increae in stormwater run off due to reduction of grass and garden and increase in
roof and concrete will put strain on our alredy strained stormwater and flood system.
Under the new construction rules developers no longer have to provide car parks for
the developments, to expect new residents to not have vehicles is not realistic and in
many areas there is already significant pressure on on street parking which is limiting
the saftey of using the space for pedestrians and residents, especailly in zones close
to schools.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7.

9.

DPC56/101

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

| seek for the council to withdraw the application to change district plan to increase the
height of residential buildings in Lower Hutt, and to instead limit such a plan direclty to

the CBD

(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
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DPC56/102
AMA FORM 5
Submission on publicly notified ~ HUTT/CI
A . TE AW KAIRANG]
proposed district plan change
Clause & of Schadule 1, Resowce Management Act 1531
To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Counil
1. This is 8 submission from:
Fullname | s [ €A/ R €
Company/organisation
Contact » amess
Address | e Hmf??'m -""?';'\.'E E-Iﬂf,ﬁt;:-fﬂif I
Suberd ) lrne ) '
Ciy &t ]Pu'mw L orz
Address for Service | Pesie Address Couvier Acdress
# astarnnt
Phone | ow £ 4 R 3B F LEEL| brnng
| Modie o2l 15 +3R 50
Email bjm;:lp_’fp Lt {«:‘%mﬂ'\ £ WA

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:
Proposed District Plan Change No: T4

Tite of Proposed District Plan Change: | Enab/in 4 Ll /L’ " 12
7 :

3. | could 1,." could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

Ppaes fox 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—

(@) adversely affecis the environment: and
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

{Pioase (ol or)

Nofe: & pou 90 8 pevien who Could qain an Jdvaniige in FRde Compailion Mough the submisson, [0 kol @ SUDMIZTON may be
g b clhauis d4) of Part T of Schedwo T of e Aesoores Maasgemen! &2 1891 TN -



DPC56/102
Page 2

PC56

5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission refers to are:
Amendments to Chapter 14F Heritage Buildings and Structures.

And matters about protection and enhancement of open space and amenity.

6. My submission is:

Heritage:

| strongly reject the proposals for changes that the Voluntary Heritage group are promoting. Their view
is, to me a narrow and selfish view for their personal benefit rather than any gains for the community
and neighbourhoods. The proposed protection of heritage areas, rather than forcing stagnation as that
group label it, will prevent out of character development. Voluntary heritage classification does not
make sense as there would be no continuity.

| speak as a property owner neighbouring the new Petone Foreshore Heritage Area and previously for
35 years the owner of a heritage listed house in Petone. | had no experience of reduced value, nor
increased insurance cost.

My especial interest is the Petone Foreshore Heritage Area (HA-08 on the map). There are examples in
Petone of inappropriate and unnecessarily out-of-character buildings such as 14 Cuba St and 2A Tory St.
Zoning as heritage will still allow development, but with permission that needs to require in-character
development such as the equally new houses that are more suited to the area at 30 Bolton St and 5A
Adelaide St. And this zoning will prevent the entirely inappropriate proposal of three stories. This could
have the advantage of enhanced value. Short term delays due to requiring resource consent for
significant alterations should not deter the notification of this area. Already in this area, such as at 6 and
8 Bolton St, infill of extra units has been permitted. And this does not greatly detract from the character
of the street, except the undesirable aspect of not requiring off-street parking. Further intensification
will not be completely prevented but be required to be more in-character.

This Foreshore zone is thus of significant value to the community.
Other Overlays:

Intensification should be restricted to suitable areas, not blanket zoning. In vulnerable areas, such as
Petone and other low areas, that are subject to the overlays of either tsunami inundation, flood hazard
inundation OR coastal hazard inundation overlays, the rules should require, not just consider, high
buildings to be excluded from intensification. Maximum building heights should be not more than 8m.

Environment:

Intensification should ONLY be available if there is adequate open space for the dwelling’s occupants.



DPC56/102
page 3

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

| wish the council to confirm heritage categories on the Petone Commercial Area and the Petone
Foreshore Heritage Area, perhaps extending it to Queen, Beach and Bay Streets. Zoning should not be at
the discretion of the current owner.

The quality of open space and outdoor and landscaping requirements should be more generous and
perhaps more defined e.g. in Amendments 53, 77, 84, 105, 153. Indigenous vegetation should be
retained (Amendment 103).



DPC56/102

7. 1 smek the following decialon from Hutt City Coundlk

G precinn Dolais-
|
1
1
[Pl g et et s )
B | 7wl|h do not wish o be heard in support of my submission.
{Pisase sick ona)
9. If others make a similar submission,
I | will will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
m-:mu-,l

soanasne | _S.L e |52

[ migreafung 15 nol regured l';wmpnrm b}'mmj

Privacy Statement

The infoermasion you provide in this submission, incuding your name and conlact details, will be provided |o other submitiers and
publighed on Hutt Clty Council's website, Hutt City Council 8 requinad 1o collect and publish this infprmation under the Rescurce
Management Act 1891, Your conact details will be removad from Councl's wabaits when e further sulbmssions process had baan
oomplsted, howrser your name will still appear in the hearing and decision reporis.

You have the right to ask for a copy of anmy personal information we hold about you, and to ask for it 1o be cormeched if you think it is
wrang, [f you'd like to ask for a wpar:l'mhdﬂmmug’.'_u;w harve i comected, please contact us M
infgrmalipremanagementianrmilhuthsity gond. i or call TO-G56E,

Where to send your submission
» By emall (preferred). district plani@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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DPC56/103

Form 5 Submission on Proposed District Plan Change 56
(Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991)

To Hutt City Council (Policy Planning Team, Hutt City Council)
Name of submitter Roydon MclLeod, 39 Harbour View Road, Lower Hutt.
This is a submission on the following proposed policy statement (the proposal):

Proposed District Plan Change 56 - Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial
Areas

| could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission and | am directly
affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that:

(a) Adversely affects the local environment, residents and built infrastructure.
The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

o The proposed “high density zoning” classification for the Harbour View and
Tirohanga residential areas.

My submission opposes the proposal and supports amendment.

o The proposal has not adequately considered natural hazard risks for the scale of
development enabled by the proposal (earthquake, slip, severe weather, flooding)

o Slope gradients in Harbour View and Tirohanga are severe. Slips are common and
recent, blocking roads, disrupting traffic and causing property damage.

o Local roading is fragile and cannot support the traffic volumes that the proposal
would enable.

o Buildings as permitted without Council consents and controls increases risks to all
residents should those buildings or supporting ground fail.

o The 1.2km “walking distance” is arbitrary, acceptable on flat terrain, achievable by
some in Harbour View and Tirohanga, but denied to many residents with poor
mobility. There is no public transport in Harbour View. The Melling Link and rail
reconstruction will move the railway station South making a walk to the new station
unachievable for most residents.

o Traffic volumes will increase the carbon footprint.

| seek the following decision from Council:

o The submission comprises “qualifying matters” that permit the Council to change the
proposed zoning and limit the rules.

o “Council removes the “high density zoning” classification from the Harbour View and
Tirohanga residential areas and re-zones those areas “medium density” residential.

| wish to be heard in support of my submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.

e

Telephone: 027 2841064
Postal address: 39 Harbour View Road, Lower Hutt
Contact person: Roydon McLeod (resident)

Date 19*" September 2022



DPC56/104

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 Laing rirst Darren Graham

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit Number © street Bobbio Court
suburb Boulcott
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay 021524649 | Evening

movie 021524649

Email

dklaing@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 Intensitication 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 am v/ | 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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DPC56/104

5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:
Give details:
Allowing developers to build four storeys high without neighbours having a say on said

development. Allowing council and government to allow multiple dwellings of six storeys
next door.

(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:

To immediately stop any further development in residential areas in the Lower Hutt
area.

or

To allow full compensation payable by Government or Council to effected neighbour
property owners who will incur the costs of this district plan alteration.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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DPC56/104

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

Give precise details:
Mayor and councillors or new Mayor and New Councillors to vote against these
changes and revert back to normal plans for development.

The local and central representatives must be fully aware that the maijority of property
owners have simply had enough of Ghettos being built through out the entire Hutt
Valley.

Should the plan go ahead that the councillors,Mayor and any MPs will be liable for any
costs inflicted on any ratepayer or property owner with loss of value to said property or
any legal cost/actions taken.

(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
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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DPC56/105

Submission on publicly notified Hm

proposed district plan change

Clzugs § of Schodula 1, Resourcs Management Act 1991

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Cownil

1. Thisis a submission from:;

Full name | L HARDY e MARK
Company/organisation
Contact # samnd
Address | uw  wesse 197 5w THE ESPLANADE

| sues PETONE
| v LOWER HUTT | Postods i
Address for Service | Pt Avdess | Courer Adurass — |
o AT FLOL B T WELLIROTOM WAL CENTRE
| one 0274422115

Emad |

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:
Proposed District Plan Change Ne: |56

Enabling intensification in residential and commercial areas

Titie of Proposed District Plan Change:

a1 could | ¢ | eould not gain an advantage in rade competition through this submission,
[Fladsa ek o)

4. Wyou could gain an advaniage in trade compelition through this submission;

| am | | am not directly aMected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission thai—

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

(P bick one)

Micdo: if oUr B0 @ DEVEQN Who ool gain B daniage i breds compalfion Souph M ubmission, pour ight I meke & SeieTaaan b
fizoted by clivee 4] of Bart 1 of Schedide 1 of Me Fosours Manigasan! At TRST -

[EPFORALEI08 ~ Pags 1 of 3 HuE City Counsl  www hulliily gov iz {4 470 GOaG Bargemi J0T3



5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:
[ Give detaits: ' - '
Chapter 14F Heritage Buildings & Structures and the creation of "heritage areas" to
restrict development

{Fleasa use additions! pages ¥ you wish)

6. My submission is:

Iinchda‘e whalher you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish fé have them arﬁendeo‘; and maéoﬁs for your v!em.fs:

| am totally agasint the coucll listing private residential properties as heritage under the
proposed heritage areas included in this plan change, WITHOUT private homeowners
consent.

The Council has NO RIGHT to endorse houses and specific areas with residential
houses to become “Heritage Sites” which imposes huge restrictions on what a
homeowner can and cant do with his own property without council approval and
expensive consent charges.

Where houses in areas are in need of repair and in some cases are irrepiarable such
as our own house on 187 The Esplanade where we had no option but to demolish the
house due to the main structure, floors and rafters riddled with borer and not safe.
The only solution in this case was demolision.

Under the new law change a house in the heritage area would need council consents
and large legal fees to demolish an unsafe building.

[ would alsc suggest that under the new proposed heritage law change, that to rebuild
a new building would also restrict size and buliding type and rendering a far more
expensive rebuild than an house in a non heritage area.

At the Heritage meeting in Petone | was astounded at the condition of the houses in
the Heritage proposal to be [listed as Heritage, which made absolutley no sense what
so ever. These houses were from 1980's buidlings (hardly heritage), as well as
depleted buildings that showed no sign of heritage at all.

My other concern is that if this propsal gets moved and accepted this leaves other
areas open to be changed to the same Heritage restrictions at a later date.

Buildings next to Heritage sites can build 5-6 storeys without consents, taking away
the privacy and sunfight directly from Heritage sites where the heritage buildings are
not allowed to build additions up or sideways from the orgainal plan to protect their
privacy without expensive consents.

Classification of a personal property to be classed as heritage should only be agreed
for by the owner of that specific property and SHULD NOT become the right of Council!

{Ploase use additional pages if you wish)
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DPC56/105

Tha Council should adopt the fuun-wmg policy;

iT']ﬂ"‘.ﬂ private or commrcial property should only be classisfed as "Heritage™ in teh
District Plan with teh express writlen consent of the propery owner.

rMuummtmth

g 1 ¥ | wish do not wish 10 be heard in support of my submission,
[Peara Mok o)
9, i others make a similar submission,
| will v’ | will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing,
[Frosee Dok one)

e ﬁ\ 19/9/2022

it signafime is rol requined I FoU Mk your submdcen by sl means)

Privacy Statement

Tihar infommatson yoa providia in Sis submistion, induding your rama @nd contact datads, will be provided io otfar submitinns and
published on Hult Clly Councl’s watssite. Hull City Council i reguired to colisct and pubEsh this indsmation under the Resource
Management Act 1891, Your conbact datails will B remowsd fam Council’s wobsite whon the luether submisiions proecass has baen
Gairglatid, Biwever your name will stil appear in the hearing and decision reports,

¥ou have e nght (o sk e a copy of any personal information wa bkl aBout you, and o ask for it 1o be comeched il you think it is
'-m:u Ifmlhmlnmimummm o b have it cormecied, pleass conltact us al

Where to send your submission
» By email (preferred): district plan@huttcity govlnz
+ By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Huit 5040
* [n person: At the Hult Gity Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt

EFFORM I = Pags 1073 Hum City Couneil  waw hulciy govt nz 04 570 BEBE depipril DITE



DPC56/106

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 Bridger First Barbara

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit Number 11 street Mawson Street

suburb Waiwhetu

City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode 5010
Address for Service | Fostal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay 0275660750 | Evening
Mobile
Email

barbara.bridger@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: 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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5.

DPC56/106

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

Give details:

The extent and nature of the proposed Medium Density Residential areas and High
Density 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 specific provisions because they apply to too great an area of the Lower
Hutt region.

Because they are too extreme - 3 * 3 storey buildings on a single section in 'medium
density' areas totally change the environment around them. They block out sun, create
wind issues, take away privacy and lock up potential garden space. And obviously the
6 storey buildings are worse.

And the areas they cover are too great a proportion of the residential region.

Wider concerns have not been addressed - improvements in roading infrastructure,
public transport, does Lower Hutt really need growth and more people at a time of
climate change concerns.

Lower Hutt already has traffic choke points in different areas at different times of the
day and many streets which become essentially one way at certain times of the day.

For the above reasons | would like to see some areas of Lower Hutt designated as low
density residential and/or the council to follow the lead of Christchurch city and reject
the implementation of the Government's housing density legislation.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7.

9.

DPC56/106

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

To modify the proposed District Plan Changes 56 to have less Medium and High
Density Residential Areas and to make provision for low density residential areas.

(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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DPC56/107

Rria FORM 5

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

Clouse § of Schadule 1, Resouce Managamenl Act 1981

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This s a submiszion from:

Fullname | v Tangye rest Brett

Companylorganisation |

Contact o dsaran

Address | une Mumber 37 sewet AVE Street

sy Petone

cry Lower Hutt | Posiode D012
Address for Service: | Posta Addhess | Coune dckirss

i ot

1

Phone | pay _ |,-_n,,q.1,,

uose 0212171296

Email |
I ) .

£.  This is a submission on the following proposed change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:
Proposed District Plan Change No: |5rj

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: Eﬂhlng intensification in residentail and commercial areas |

3 | could ¢/ | could net gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission,
[Fhimen fick )

4. If you could gain an advantage in trade competilion thrawgh this submission:

I Eam v am not directly affected by an effact 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 compedition:

(Phaise bk oo

m-tmnammmwmmhmmwhm Aght o make & iolesapion [
lirdad by clausa B(4) of Part 1 of Schaduls 1 of e Resowee Massgement Aol 1997 o -
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Gouncil
Goet g defads
| want the Council to adopt the followi ng policy:

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

[Phaase mmn;m & you -'iﬂu,l_.
8 1 wish v’ | do not wish 1o ba haard in support of my submission,
{Pisviae fok ol
8. W others make a similar submission,
I will " | will not consider presenting a joint case with them al the hearing,
{Fisage lick o)
Signature of submitter: | —— ' |
al ¥ 19/9/2022
s spsms| O s o |

ﬁmiumlmmmmwmm
Privacy Statement
¥ou hunves the right to sk for a copy of any personal information wa hakd aboit youi, 8rd I ask o i bo e cormecied i you think it is

WD, Mhhmw;mﬂmhm.mhMMm.mwnm
. DRSS e TN DO N o call (4576685

Where to send your submission

* By email (preferred): districl plan@huttcity goving

* By post: Hutl City Council, Private Bag 31842, Lower Hutt 5040
= In person: At the Hutt City Council Customer Servics Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt

EP-FR 301 - Paga 1 of 3 Hutl City Councl v huticity gosd nx G 5700 B8 Aaguy PrE



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

Clauss & of Schedula 1, Rosourco Managoemont Act 1851

To: Chief Exscutive, Hutt City Counci

DPC56/108

TE BA HAIRANG

Recoived by Customer Service Gentre

¥ ; {'I"l!
m g2z e 200

1. This is a submission from:

Full name Lﬂsmn_H-._r_ B --—-FI'I UIL_?_._E{"_LHE_H*_ T ]
Company/organisation
Contact i difosn
Address | uw | mee ") s (ILLS STEEST
| St Yy 00000000
oty [owSE HUTr | Postcose
Address for Service | Possl Addreas Courkir Addrass
i cifpemed
Phone | oy (|2 lewie QBF L (2D
Iedotla
o L ey P,
| vwgreqzegmat.com

2. This is a submission on the fallowing proposed change fo the City of Lower Hult District Plan:

EP-FO- 30 ~ Poga 1 od 3

Proposed District Plan Change No: |5 (g

Pasaso tick one)
4. I you could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

am

A

e e —— == = I

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: /R!lﬂﬂﬂi'kﬂﬂ%ﬂ 5&)

could Emmmmmmmmmmmmm

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 lick ono)

iHofa: If pou @ @ Parson wia couks g in advaalagg in Snde compsiBicn Mrough dee aubaisins, your Aght (0 moks & sumisaion mey bo
Bmied by clnane B4 of Pavi 1 of Schvadule 1 of i Resourcs Mansgerment Acf 1807,

Hull Gy Counal e hnslicity gowt.nz 0 S70 BOGE Aasgat 2027

i

e k. I — . S . T E— e & & &
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5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates fo are;

Nahom\ _'\’dmg)%‘cemaﬂ on Uran Deuefa'ymf
alowndy housioy (o Jote) gh |

(PP el S Pagea I oy with]

6. My submission Is: e I e
ikt e JTu SUDRCHT O GEPOSE 1he SDecTc rTvISons o WIS 10 v (hem smandied; and mosons i yUUT ews

| oppoes the P'r*opc}%e_ot Dhct plon chand e Mo,

Slo
fleason Qg-r o, View) — |} uju.l\ Cause ﬂ{ﬂﬁeﬁ,mnﬂnd,

d@p{ﬂ%im ond ccm'..pie,!ce lack of f%ped for the
c&\.bﬁ. hxt‘l:n.ud’i Bl clca%ﬁmb naighbout 'Inu-.:agf
privadd N, “ech on an&mmaﬂlpxﬂmttdﬁﬁcurij

r Parg{;er*kb velues.
fa on elecked 'Doaluﬁ You are there fo
Pfdfﬁ} andl enNhance our  lowl ﬂéiﬁhbﬂufhﬂﬂﬂ}

nok Cﬂﬂ‘ﬁ*‘c}% what we have wor ked havol o

|

N eate .

The mufl‘k'_'.,"-. ’ﬁ‘ﬂﬂu\xcl e oan the ﬂfnem!ruh t;;“E@JGr
oui o} cuwenk envwonment wWiich mostia o5t
ok wngje stoted femiy Homes, bougit wath

ifl.mmcbm o cieate a hqppﬁ Q’qmﬂua enuomant .

(Pioasy use aodmonal pages i you wish)
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7. | seek the following decision from Hutt City Councll:

' '-%uxiclm% heqlits lmited +0 two (J-j'ﬁ!‘lbfﬁ,\é% |

2. Covercge not o exceed B0Y of wite aveq .
%%'dﬂ CHE!I-‘E: L"._E)OG e attiea)

L. Fontyavoly .00 mmum lo alllow For off Slveet

Ky
S ?Qqem ;20& 3.00 Yo allow G auteloor sevvice aves.

. Hmtanjt o planes ek gt 300 mebes on
"\ﬂm‘r’ﬂlﬂ’U& thern 42° 4o e Maxwum lﬂ'—i’lulﬂtj
\negpt ot q meNes

i Prouwsion <t a 5.00 ¢ 2000 Carppark on site for
Eﬂgﬂ, unit cveated o the <site

%l. Mnmum ‘él!‘& Queaq crq‘ %ﬁ}[}%cgm ‘Pﬂ-f Lm.‘u,‘l

(PR Ui SOOTERAS BEgaE I Fou with]

8 | | wish Eldnnmmhmmmmmauppmtnfmywmﬂulm.
(Planss fck o)
8. Wothers make a simllar submission,
I will will not consider presenting a joint case with tham at the hearing.

— St | lofal22.]

Signature of submitter:
for parson suifosised §o sk on
Hﬂ‘m"m';l- ot = W —

i sigrakiny i 1T neguined if Jou Misks your Subrission by slockronk maant)

Privacy Statemant

The information you provide in this submission, including your name and comlect detalis, will ba provided So othes submitters and
publahed on Hutl Clty Councl's wabeile. Hult Clty Council ts requined io collact and publish this infarmalion under the Ressurca
Management Al 18087, Your conlbact details will be remowed from Councila webeits when the fufher submissions process has been
complaled, however your nama il still appaar In the hearing and declsion reports.

Yioaa harva thia right to ask for & copy of ary pensonal informaticn we hotd about you, and to ask for It b0 be comacted if you think It is
wrong. i you'd ke io ask for 8 copy of your information, or 1o have it comacted, please contad us at
nler AT s e o amEltbu e by, gors

]

Whaere to send your submission
+ By emall (preferred): district plan@huttcity.govt.nz
= By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040
= [n person; At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt

EP-FORU-30 - Page ) of 3 whop City Coundil  wsy huligity gov AT < 570 E844 Agral FTE
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FMA FORM 5

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

Clauss & of Schedule 1, Resouncs Managemant Aol 18991
Recoived oy Customes Service Cenlie

y 1
=

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council '\ (.9 4=

1. This is a submission fram:

Full name _""'"_T'}"L ER - First .GEUEI'HL-E"?’ N &NNE-_
Companylarganisation -
Contac! i smema g .
Address | wa (. mumier 10T s WATERLOD ROAD
suws  HUTT NTRE -

oy LOWER HuIr -
Address for Sarvice | Postal Address i Sk
i efiprnt
Phone | pey 5{;{; 33by | Evarng ::'-'Ifﬁ"". 55{“3 )

w0297 pBOP3S
B bfv‘.jre.r@ )dva. o, Nz

2, This i a submission on the following proposed chenge to the City of Lower Hutt Disirict Plan:
Proposed District Plan Change No: | 'S b|

s o G G

| eould | /| could not gain an advaniage in trade compeatition through this submission.
(Pl tiok one)

4. IFyou could gain an advaniage in trade competition through this submission;

I am am not direcily affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission that=

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

(Fidass fek ona)

Nobe: i joul ane & porson who coold gain & adventago dn frade compaltion Svoughs Mo sehmisson, ol fphi [ maks 8 Suhmigson may b
Emifad by clevse 504 of Par? 1 of Schodede 1 of the Hosoorce Managament A 16670,

P FORU-306 - Page ol 3 it City Councll  wivww, hulic®y, Goviling 0 50 Aa68 Augenl 2053

s e 1n . s e— . — S — —— . =

e B e e Y e el Sy
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5. The specific provisions of the proposal thal my submission refates (o are;
Give dwbaity:

Buidoas of ab leask s sloiies mutd e -Enctbl’f’:-:{
u_:“lfhmmﬂfhe wallialale catehments e Lowes Hudt city
cerdie aind The .':IwLLj's. Hah  Sterbions .

6. My submission is:
|- Inglde wholhor your supoor or copore [he spocific provwsions o wisl 1o beve S amevches) and reesony for yoor Wows

i n’\::faimﬁe thie r::.ra.fmﬂmir H'-s.'e#e&-; are seqious .

As a residenl and ra%eq:a es of mote Thain AOYEAS

in Cental Lower Hull | am El’ﬂrﬁ(&"&f_ﬁ::lm!&(mpﬂﬂﬂf

| enabling & store artments o kb budll™ o ey
netghbourhoeol. “The loss g,{‘p;mf_:;{ anel ﬁur more
tmporlantly, sunlight thal presen % poides
Warrmth 0 sy Ao :’iﬂr’iﬂﬁ sevese.c bl wintes modhs,
would be Glarming ol my age (86). N

2. To suroie as a cidy Lowes Hudl Needls _jmm:l}’FW”ffi
who neeel Garolens o grow focd) outdeor [bing e

| and lefz o Eummahf childten 4o fhrve .

I| Fowmilieg Prﬂs.e;.-c[bj e D s avea bur

MOUE a 40 Aove spclcious homes n Slher
areas and' fhen use cass {o accese CBD.

3. Sy, El'gﬂn".fzj apaitments bﬁlﬂmﬂ. in The CBO, not

in residential areas mbwf;e,bereﬂre [Dwa, _mﬂ‘j
wWould loecome The wnoleciralble slum-liKe areas
| Ohe sgees D Maiie, CountNies Overseas .

Please vse adddionsd poges ¥ o wish]

EP-FOIRL-300 - Pege T of 3 Higdh City Coungll  wwver, hulicly.gowtng 04 570 86 Agpen 3033
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T. I seek the following decision from Hutt City Councll:
Gl'nm#n'ﬂ.

“The EF{}EG{'& oeal are Se o oS
ol ik 5hﬂuic£ mﬁjﬂ‘%ﬂ alread .

- midy howet,
Hu T s noted @::r s 1&1 vy
;i'l:‘j;;me liee livved Teaizlential shHeets ancl

ﬁ:lfdﬂflf;
Six ston g[;n,f tr enks and f’uﬂhm slioulad
e realwe:iai o the CBD.

{(Feaso uso addiboral pegas if you wish]

8 | wish | do not wish o be heard in support of my submission.
{Fiaan tek 0ne)

8. If others make a similar submission,

I will wf;ﬂll not consider presanting a joint case with them at the hearing,

fPaase Yok ona)

Signature of submitter; |
(or porson autoroed o i o0 W—; - gﬁ;{q' ]

mwgmw!wmmmWHanﬂ

Privacy Statement

The infoemation you provide in ihis submission, Including your nams and conlact details, will be pravided o ciher sulbirdilars and
plitdishad on Hull City Council's website. Hull City Coundl s requined o collect and publish ihis information under tha Resourcs
Managemenl Act 1821, Your contacl debsls will be ramoved from Counclls websits when tha further submissions process has been
comHsded, hawewer your nams will stll appear in the hearing and decsion repons,

You have the fight 1o ask for a copy of amy persanal infomation we hold abol you, and 1o ask far | 1o be comecled I you Shink it is
wrang. If you'd lkoa to ask for @ copy of wour information, of bo have it comectied, phense contach us ol

infrmationmanpaotenteanghuscly govi.ng o call 04-570-6666.

Where to send your submission
= By emall (preferred): disirictplan@@huticity.goving
+* By post: Hult City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hult 5040
v In parson: Al the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt

EPFORM-300 — Paga 301 3 Ht City Councll  www,hulicity.govinz D4 570 6666 Rugont 2632
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RMA FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUTTZUITY

proposed district plan change
Clousa 6 of Schadula 1, Rescurce Managomsant Act 1681 oy Service Cantre

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council 6. 1. 22 Tirw

1. This is a submission from;

Full name [ e SO | TH . GREG
Company/organisation
Contact i s
ELLR S doh s il
o [_OWeEr Hull [
Mdmasfﬂrm Postal Addrees Courior Addrass
phone [0 ABBLNLA o QB2
L wwgreadegmalom

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change 1o the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:
Proposed District Plan Change No: ’5

Titleof Proposed District Pan change: (T () vy banaal B (o
0

3 | I_cuud :wﬂmtgﬂnunuﬂanﬁgalnuammmaﬂﬁunﬂmmhmhwwmm.
{Plaasa fick one)

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 nol relaie lo rade competition or the effects of irade competition:

Ploare fick ons)

Mot I youw are v coutd gk Bn advantage in irade ooempetition ough the submivaion, yoor dght fo maks 8 subvnission may be
limifod by clause 54 of Fart 1 of Schedule T of o Fosouros Manspement Acl 173,

EPFOR 300 — Paga 1 ol 3 Ml Cioy Councll  www. hutioity. gosdne. (a1 570 E506 Adspusl 2027
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5. Tha_spg-_l:_tﬁ!: provisions of the pmpnul that my a_l_j_l:nmlsa!n_n rar_ataa to are:

mjw\ Voo Shetrement o0 Urban Development
cﬂ\ﬂuﬂ\h% hmblmb v dﬁf@i hl%h

{Ploase wse addona! pages i you msni

6. I'-'I:].r qphnlashn i

\ OPFE:; ﬁ&?ﬁ%ﬂ&mﬁlé::%“[:gﬂ?h Dﬂ%&‘- o,
Sl

Reason Eg{ i, Viesd — |} .,Jm“ Cause ‘Eﬁfﬁﬁ‘éfmﬂﬁld,
d&p{e*&ﬁim and Wla}e | ccks of ffc;-,pe.:;l for the
s ovlaw \%lmu'l daﬁ#{aﬁ ﬁth{nbﬂLﬂhmﬂcﬁ;
pﬂ‘numc%ﬁ U, Sech on Eﬂhﬂ-{m’ﬂ1p\ﬂﬂﬂﬂidﬁﬂuftﬂ
i;,. P‘IQ{JEI‘"}L% values.

ﬁ‘b an Eﬂﬂd‘*’-‘:’l W% oy are theve to

] 01-:&_{‘ cmri einance ouy Ii::!r_'-‘:ﬂ ﬂEI%thUFhﬂﬂd
P /
] nok Ciﬂ‘a‘}ﬂ'ﬂhg what wue have oor ked havel to
|Cveate
I The counc ’ﬁ\l"kﬂ"..lll'ucl‘ wawn ko the ‘Dﬁhml\\‘b r Feel of
o Ok cuwent envwonment wWhich mm’r\ua NS ists
;.Dt: nNale -‘T_,WELXG f—‘cmrml% homes hmqhh% unth
Hnm::th lo ciegte « hc{ppﬁ Q’amﬂ\»}‘ enuwomant -

Huti Gy Councd wwewreiicBygoving 04 57006655
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7. | seek the following decision frorm Hutt City Council:
R gustin detnils:

\. %ﬂdl% "r'pf,LC,'h'i"I.H limited +O "!'-'JG (J)'Efﬂft%% :
o.. 'C{J\FE'CJ%E, not o exceed D09, of =<ite aveq .
%%.dﬁ_ arcls |- D00 mimwaum

. Fionhordls 5,00 mnmum to cilow Sor ofF siveet

p'::terq)
5. Real yack 3.00 allow G outeloor sevvice avas.

G. Hﬂﬂlﬁ ¥ pleanes <ot gt 300 metves on
\ﬁmﬁ‘ﬂﬁ'hﬁ thenn (R° 4o o Maxwum buth:-fiﬂc:}
\iegnt of  q mees

7. Prowsion &t a §.00 ¢ 000 Carppark on site b

1 Eﬁgﬂ_ unit crected onthe “ite

E::E Minumum f;-t]ra avea o' %@G'—;? e Fﬂ-.l’ unnli

(Pledis b soinions’ Dages i pou wish)

8 |1 wish E I do not wish fo be heard in support of my submission.
(Phasss Dck cra)

9. If others make a similar submission,
I >< will I will not consider presanting a joint case with them at the hearing.

(Ponss ek ore) _ . =
= A

fi Akgtuire % O] AU f Jt Mk pouT SUDTIERC by Slostree rans)

Privacy Statemant

The information you provida in this submission, including your name and contact defalls, will be provided o othar submitiens and
published on Hult City Council's website, Hutt Ciy Councll is requined to collect and pubdish this informalion undar the Fesowce
Managamand Aci 1981, Your contact detalls will ba removed from Counclls webshe when the furiher submissions process has baen

complatad, however your rame wil stil appear i the hearing and deciion repos.

You have (he right to ask for & copy of any personal Information wo hold abaut you, and 1o ask for i 19 ba cormected If you think it is
wrong. H you'd like o ask for a copy of your Information, or 1o have i comecied, please contact us

Where to send your submission
» By emall (preferred): disiric planghuficity. goving
= By post: Hutt City Councll, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040
# In parson: Al the Hutt City Council Customer Sanvice Cantra, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hult

EP-FORM-209 - Paga 301 3 Hull Gty Conrial wewew FralliSty éel g . 570 GG A T
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{5 ARAPOUTAMA AOTEAROA

ARA POUTAMA AOTEAROA, THE DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS:
SUBMISSION ON PLAN CHANGE 56 TO THE HUTT CITY
DISTRICT PLAN

To: Hutt City Council
Private Bag 31912
Lower Hutt 5040

Email: district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz

Submitter: Ara Poutama Aotearoa the Department of Corrections
Private Box 1206
Wellington 6140

Attention:  Andrea Millar — Manager, Resource Management and Land Management
Phone: 027 216 7741
Email: andrea.millar@corrections.govt.nz

Ara Poutama Aotearoa, the Department of Corrections (Ara Poutama) makes submissions on Plan Change
56 to the Hutt City District Plan (HCDP) in the attached document.

Ara Poutama confirms it could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

Ara Poutama would like to be heard in support of its submission. If other submitters make a similar
submission, Ara Poutama will consider presenting a joint case with them at a hearing.

Andrea Millar — Manager, Resource Management and Land Management
For and behalf of Ara Poutama Aotearoa, the Department of Corrections

Dated this 20" day of September 2022


mailto:district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz
mailto:rmalm@corrections.govt.nz
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Introduction

Ara Poutama Aotearoa, the Department of Corrections (Ara Poutama) is responsible under the Corrections
Act 2004 for enforcing sentences and orders of the criminal court and the New Zealand parole board. In
meeting this responsibility, Ara Poutama establishes and operates custodial and non-custodial corrections
facilities, monitors people in the care of the Ara Poutama serving their sentences in the community, and
provides supported and transitional accommodation to assist people to reintegrate back into the community.

Custodial Corrections Facilities

Custodial corrections facilities include prisons and detention facilities and may also include non-custodial
transitional accommodation (i.e. on a custodial facility site) for people with high and complex needs, who
have completed a prison sentence and are being supported and prepared for reintegration and transition
back into the community. Non-custodial rehabilitation activities and programmes may also occur on-site.

There are no custodial corrections facilities in Hutt City.

Non-Custodial Community Corrections Sites

Non-custodial community corrections sites include service centres and community work facilities and are
essential social infrastructure. Non-custodial services and their associated infrastructure play a valuable role
in reducing reoffending. Community work helps offenders learn vital skills and to give back to their
community, and in return the community benefits from improved amenities. Ara Poutama considers that its
services enable people and communities to provide for their social and cultural well-being and for their health
and safety, and therefore those activities and services contribute to the sustainable management purpose of
the Resource Management Act 1991 (RMA).

The service centres provide for probation, rehabilitation, and reintegration services. Offenders report to
probation officers as required by the courts or as conditions of parole. Ara Poutama’s staff use service
centres to undertake assessments and compile reports for the courts, police and probation officers. Service
centres may also be used as administrative bases for staff involved in community-based activities or used as
a place for therapeutic services (e.g., psychological assessments). The overall activity is effectively one of
an office where the generic activities involved are meetings and workshop type sessions, activities which are
common in other office environments.

In addition to these service centres, Ara Poutama operates community work facilities. Community work is a
sentence where offenders are required to undertake unpaid work for non-profit organisations and community
projects. Offenders will report to a community work facility where they subsequently travel to their
community work project under the supervision of a Community Work Supervisor. The community work
facilities can be large sites with yard-based activities and large equipment and/or vehicle storage.

Service centres and community work facilities may also be co-located on the same site.

Community corrections sites support offenders living in that community. Ara Poutama therefore looks to
locate its sites in areas accessible to offenders, and near other supporting government agencies.
Commonly, sites are therefore located in commercial or business areas, but may also be located in industrial
areas, where large lots and accessibility suit the yard-based nature of some operations. As community
corrections facilities are not sensitive to the effects of an industrial environment (e.g., noise, high traffic
movements, etc), they are not prone to reverse sensitivity.

Ara Poutama operates one non-custodial community corrections site in Hutt City. Lower Hutt Community
Corrections is located at 5 Market Grove, Lower Hutt, and is located within the Central Commercial Activity
Area under the HCDP. Ara Poutama requires that the HCDP also provides for community corrections
facilities in other appropriate locations, should they be required in the future.
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Intensification and population growth in urban areas creates more demand for these types of facilities. It is
important that provision is made to enable non-custodial community corrections sites to establish, operate
and redevelop, within appropriate areas.

Residential Activities

Ara Poutama operates residential housing in the community throughout New Zealand, providing support for
some people in its care to assist with their transition and/or integration in the community. There is a range of
rehabilitation, reintegration and support provided in these houses, depending on the needs of the residents.
Housing and associated support services may be for people following their release from prison or may be
used to accommodate those on bail or community-based sentences (such as home detention).

Residential accommodation (with support) provides necessary facilities, such as sleeping, cooking, bathing
and toilet facilities, which encompass a typical household living scenario; and a typical residential dwelling,
within a residential setting, is utilised for such purposes. People living in this residential environment are not
detained on-site, the same as anyone else living in the community, except that some people may be
electronically monitored and/or supervised. In some instances, supervisory staff are present on-site to
provide a level of care (being a range of rehabilitation, re-integration and support services) appropriate to
meet the needs of the individual(s) residing at the site. It is noted that these support staff do not reside on-
site and have an alternative residential address. In other instances, supervisory staff will provide support on
a part-time basis.

The Courts may sentence an offender to home detention as an alternative to imprisonment. Individuals on
home detention serve a home-based sentence at a suitable and approved residence and are electronically
monitored 24 hours a day, seven days a week. The purpose of electronic monitoring is to deter the offender
from breaching conditions that relate to his or her whereabouts and monitor compliance with those
conditions.? Home detention and electronic monitoring allow individuals to seek or maintain employment,
complete a sentence of community work if imposed, access programmes to address their offending, be
involved in prosocial activities, and maintain their family relationships. It is an increasingly common sentence
for many individuals in our care who otherwise would have received a short prison sentence for their
offending (they can be sentenced to home detention from 14 days to one year). People on a home detention
sentence are generally required to remain at a typical residential dwelling.

Ara Poutama is therefore responsible for a range of residential accommodation (with support), which vary in
nature and scale, of all which fall within the ambit of a residential activity.

Demand for these services exist nationally, including within Hutt City. It is important that provision is made to
enable residential accommodation activities (with support), to establish and operate, within appropriate
areas, which is likely to include areas of housing intensification.

Ara Poutama’s Submission on Plan Change 56 to the Hutt City District Plan

Ara Poutama has an interest in the implications that the HCDP will have on the establishment and operation
of non-custodial community corrections sites, and residential accommodation (with support) in Hutt City.

Plan Change 56 to the HCDP incorporates the requirements of the National Policy Statement for Urban
Development (NPS-UD) 2020 and gives effect to the Medium Density Residential Standards (MDRS).
Intensification and population growth in urban areas has an implication for the delivery of the services Ara
Poutama is required to provide in Hutt City.

Ara Poutama’s specific submissions on Plan Change 56 are outlined in the following table.

1 Sentencing Act 2002, section 80E.



Submissions

Chapter 3 — Definitions

Chapter 3 — Definitions —
definition of “Residential
Activity”

Chapter 3 — Definitions —
definition of “Residential
Unit”

Chapter 3 — Definitions

Oppose

Ara Poutama requests the addition of a definition of “Community
Corrections Activity”, consistent with the National Planning Standard
definition.

Community corrections activities are essential social infrastructure and play
a valuable role in reducing reoffending. They build strong and resilient
communities and enable people and communities to provide for their social
and cultural well-being and for their health and safety to achieve the
purpose of the RMA.

Intensification and population growth in urban areas creates more demand
for these types of facilities. Specifically with the higher population, the
proportion of those people needing community corrections services will
correspondingly increase. It is therefore important that provision is made to
enable non-custodial community corrections sites to establish, operate and
redevelop, within appropriate areas.

Oppose

Ara Poutama requests the addition of a new definition of “Residential
Activity”, consistent with the National Planning Standard definition.

The National Planning Standards includes a definition for “residential
activity” that must be used when a local authority includes a definition for
such in its plan. The current definition of “residential activity” in the HCDP is
inconsistent with the National Planning Standard definition.

Support

Ara Poutama requests that the definition of “Residential Unit” in Plan
Change 56 is retained.

The definition is consistent with the wording provided for in the National
Planning Standards.

Oppose
Ara Poutama requests the addition of a new definition of “Household”.

The National Planning Standards includes a definition for “Residential Unit”
that must be used when a local authority includes a definition for such in its
plan. Plan Change 56 proposes the inclusion of such a definition.
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Relief Sought (additions shown in underline, deletions shown in

Add a definition of “Community Corrections Activity” as follows:

Community Corrections Activity:

means the use of land and buildings for non-custodial services for
safety, welfare and community purposes, including probation,
rehabilitation and reintegration services, assessments, reporting,
workshops and programmes, administration, and a meeting point for
community works groups.

. Add a new definition of “Residential Activity” as follows:

Residential Activity:

means the use of land and building(s) for people’s living
accommodation.

Retain the definition of “Residential Unit”

Add a new definition of “Household” as follows:

Household:

means a person or group of people who live together as a unit
whether or not:




HCDP Provision

Chapter 4F -

Medium

Density Residential Area —

Objective 4F2.3

Chapter 4F -

Medium

Density Residential Area —

Policy 4F3.2

Chapter 4G — High Density

Residential Area
Objective 4G2.3

Submission

However, the definition of “Residential Unit” (and the current definition of
“Dwelling” in the HCDP) refers to a “Household” which is not defined in the
HCDP, nor Plan Change 56. Ara Poutama seeks that a new definition be
added, to clarify that a household is not necessarily limited to a family unit
or a flatting arrangement (which are more commonly perceived household
situations).

Support in part

Ara Poutama requests objective 4F2.3 is retained but amended so that a
variety of household types that meet the community’s diverse social and
economic housing needs are provided for in residential zones, including
households that involve an element of supervision, assistance, care and/or
treatment support.

Providing for a range of residential activities with support in residential
zones is important to meet community needs, build strong and resilient
communities, and enable people and communities to provide for their social
and cultural well-being and health and safety to achieve the purpose of the
RMA and give effect to the NPS-UD.

Support in part

Ara Poutama requests policy 4F3.2 is retained but amended so that a
variety of household types that meet the community’s diverse social and
economic housing needs are provided for in residential zones, including
households that involve an element of supervision, assistance, care and/or
treatment support.

Providing for a range of residential activities with support in residential
zones is important to meet community needs, build strong and resilient
communities, and enable people and communities to provide for their social
and cultural well-being and health and safety to achieve the purpose of the
RMA and give effect to the NPS-UD.

Support in part

Ara Poutama requests objective 4G2.3 is retained but amended so that a
variety of household types that meet the community’s diverse social and
economic housing needs are provided for in residential zones, including
households that involve an element of supervision, assistance, care and/or
treatment support.

Providing for a range of residential activities with support in residential
zones is important to meet community needs, build strong and resilient
communities, and enable people and communities to provide for their social
and cultural well-being and health and safety to achieve the purpose of the
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Relief Sought (additions shown in underline, deletions shown in

a._any or all of them are members of the same family; or

b. one or more members of the group (whether or not they are paid)
provides day-to-day care, support and supervision to any other
member(s) of the group.

1. Amend Objective 4F2.3 as follows:

Objective 4F2.3

The Medium Density Residential Activity Area provides for a variety of
housing types, households, and sizes that respond to:

1. Housing needs and demands; and

2. The neighbourhood’s planned urban built character, including
three-storey buildings.

1. Amend Policy 4F3.2 as follows:

Policy 4F3.2

Enable a variety of housing types and households with a mix of
densities within the Medium Density Residential Activity Area,
including three-storey attached and detached dwellings, and low-rise
apartments.

1. Amend Objective 4G2.3 as follows:

Objective 4G2.3

The High Density Residential Activity Area provides for a variety of
housing types, households, and sizes that respond to:

1. Housing needs and demands; and

2. The neighbourhood’s planned urban built character, including six-



Chapter 4G — High Density
Residential Area — Policy
4G3.2

Chapter 5 — Commercial

Chapter 6A - General
Business Activity Area

RMA and give effect to the NPS-UD.
Support in part

Ara Poutama requests policy 4F3.2 is retained but amended so that a
variety of household types that meet the community’s diverse social and
economic housing needs are provided for in residential zones, including
households that involve an element of supervision, assistance, care and/or
treatment support.

Providing for a range of residential activities with support in residential
zones is important to meet community needs, build strong and resilient
communities, and enable people and communities to provide for their social
and cultural well-being and health and safety to achieve the purpose of the
RMA and give effect to the NPS-UD.

Oppose

Ara Poutama requests the amendment of the objectives, policies, and rules
for the Central Commercial Activity Area, Petone Commercial Activity Area
- Area 2, and Suburban Mixed Use Activity Area to enable “Community
Corrections Activity” as a permitted activity. Ara Poutama’s existing
community corrections site in Hutt City is located in the Central Commercial
Activity Area.

Community corrections activities are essential social infrastructure and play
a valuable role in reducing reoffending. They build strong and resilient
communities and enable people and communities to provide for their social
and cultural well-being and for their health and safety to achieve the
purpose of the RMA.

Intensification and population growth in urban areas creates more demand
for these types of facilities, specifically the higher population the perceptible
of those people needing community corrections services will
correspondingly increase. It is important that provision is made to enable
non-custodial community corrections sites to establish, operate and
redevelop, within appropriate areas.

Oppose

Ara Poutama requests the amendment of the objectives, policies, and rules
for the General Business Activity Area to enable “Community Corrections
Activity” as a permitted activity.

Community corrections activities are essential social infrastructure and play
a valuable role in reducing reoffending. They build strong and resilient
communities and enable people and communities to provide for their social
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Relief Sought (additions shown in underline, deletions shown in

storey buildings.

1. Amend Policy 4G3.2 as follows:

Policy 4F3.2

Enable a variety of housing types and households with a mix of
densities within the High Density Residential Activity Area, including
three-storey attached and detached dwellings, and low-rise
apartments.

1. Amend the following objectives and policies to enable Community
Corrections Activities:

o Petone Commercial Activity Area Objective and Policy 5B1.1.2A.

2. Amend the rules in the following zones to enable Community

Corrections Activity to be undertaken as permitted activities:
e Central Commercial Activity Area.
e Petone Commercial Activity Area — Area 2.

e  Suburban Mixed Use Activity Area.

1. Amend General Business Activity Area Objective and Policy 6A1.1.1 to
enable Community Corrections Activities.

2. Amend the rules of the General Business Activity Area to enable

Community Corrections Activity to be undertaken as a permitted
activity.
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HCDP Provision Relief Sought (additions shown in underline, deletions shown in

and cultural well-being and for their health and safety to achieve the
purpose of the RMA.

Intensification and population growth in urban areas creates more demand
for these types of facilities. Specifically with the higher population, the
proportion of those people needing community corrections services will
correspondingly increase. It is therefore important that provision is made to
enable non-custodial community corrections sites to establish, operate and
redevelop, within appropriate areas.
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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 Spratt rirst Gary Peter

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unt A Number 107  street Waterloo Road

Suburb
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode 5010
Address for Service | Fostal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay 0274 579090 | Evening
Mobile
Email

gary.spratt@nzhomeloans.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: '?

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

Give details:

Higher density and higher heights for adjoining 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:

| am against these changes.

| reside at 107A Waterloo Road and already parking is at a premium with many central
city workers parking here. We understand that cycle lanes are also being planned, this
is a nonsense as it will only intensify the problem.

More houses will mean more cars, where are they going to park?

Higher housing of 6 stories — does this mean apartment style properties next door to
current residences. These residencies will completely lose any privacy and possibly
light, that they currently enjoy and pay high rates for. Fill in housing of the type being
proposed can only have a negative effect on the values of the remaining properties.

Recycling Bins — has anybody given any thought to the number of bins that will be
teetering on the pavements in central Hutt and how difficult it will be to collect them.
There is insufficient room already for the numbers in Central Hutt so how will that issue
be managed?

Looking through the statistics issued in your plan it appears that these decisions are
being made on the back of just 394 responses. Of those 60% (236) said NO to higher
housing.

A further 71% of respondents said NO to denser housing.

What is the point of putting out a submission if the results are unheeded.

Once again | am completely against this action. Please note my submission
accordingly.

(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: 20/9/2022

(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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HUTJAITY

TE MWK K

Rida FORM 5

Submission on publicly notified
proposed district plan change

Clausa 6 of Scheduls 1, Resourca Managemeant Act 1881

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full pamme | e Meyar-Westfeld ot Miels
Company/organisation - i
Contact i s
Address | e wumeer 28 zmwar Huia Road
Suberts
e , Eastbourne, Lower Hutt | Posscoss 5013
Address for Sarvice | Poit Addmss Courler Adchess
i gifurand
Phone | pe |Em-w
wonw 0212218882
Email nigls@slingshot.co.nz

2. This is a8 submission on the following propased change to the City of Lower Hult District Plan:

Proposed District Plan Change No: 66

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: | an Change 56

3 | E could |+ | could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission,

{Plaise Sk ang)

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

| am

am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matier of thal submission that—

{a) adversely affects the enviranmant; and
(b} does nol relate to trade compatition or the affacts of irade competition:

[Firada B0k o)

N i pae B8 § PERIOR WG SooR Ak A0 SOVENgE in Mo Sompalifon Aoudl Me SUSMASION, Wour Aght i meke 4 submission may be
Fmniled by clause: 54 of Parf 1 of Fochadule T of B Hesowos Managemant Aot T531

ER-FORM-200 - Fags 1 of 3
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5,  The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to ara:
Increasad number of dwellings per section and proposed increased building height for
Eastbourne.

[Flrase uso sctifone pegos B yon et

6. My submission is: —_—— =
Acliecls whalbar o SUBSAIT &F Sy Pha gpacile provislond or widl R bave e aHandedd and masns I o el
Kia Ora.

With all respect, I'm frankly horrified by the plan changes and strongly oppose any
intensification of housing in the Eastbourne area as proposed in the medium and high
density plan. | my view Eastboumne/ Eeastern Suburbs/ Lowry Bay is not suitable for
intensification and | don't see how piling up people on top of each other is solving the
housing problems. For the following reasons | would like the council fo push back on
the Governments plan and not allow more and higher housing in the Eastboumne area:

Climate change:

Increase in housing and the consequential increase in resident numbers will result in
straining existing infrastructure which is already inadequate. As recent storms have
shown maintenance costs of Marine Drive for example will be substantial and will only
get worse. With adaption to climate change becoming increasingly necessary any
intensification in areas like Eastbourne is heading into the wrong direction and concerns
me as rate payer. Even though more people will generate more rates revenue -
nacessary spending due to infrastructure upgrades (bigger schools, more carparks,
roads, hill landscaping, bus-stops ect). will increase accordingly. . . so not much is
gained.

The character and natural heritage of Eastbourna:

lintensification is a roadmap to uglify an area and also depleting it envirenmentally. No
‘survey is needed to show that NOBODY wants to live next to a 12m high building and
Enn-budj.r has a mandate to do that. I'm convinced if the proposad changes coming Into
fruition the character of Eastbourne, it's appearance, will change for the worse. It will
|affect the look and feel of this area and affect the spirit of our intact community
\adversely and negatively.

I

'On top of that Eastbourne has a unigue and precious natural environment. There are
‘only very few areas in New Zealand left where beech forest is so close to the waters
‘edge. If anything, the natural heritage in our area needs more protection from
development not less. Therefore having up to 3 dwellings on one section will cost the
llives of many trees, trees that mitigate erosion, bind Carbon and make this area
‘special. We should recognise the true value of our flora in this area and plant native
treas instead of paving the way for developers.

| 4

fmmmmrm#}w“ﬁ.fu
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7. 1 seak the following decision from Hutl City Gouncil;

8.

(ibe Pl datallc

In general: Christchurch City Council has voted against changing its planning rules to
comply with Government direction to enable more housing and developmeant in the city.
Changes such as Intensification shouldn't be forced upon Councils in principle. Local
Government should govern lecally and not being overwritten by the Govemment like
this. With the upcoming elections in mind, | would like to see Hutt City Council to follow
Christchurch's opposition and stand up for it's rate payers and for itself. Please
demand a rethink of the Governments strategy of solving our housing crisis, There
have to be belter ways than piling people up on top of each other.

In regards to Eastbourne: As mentioned above, | also feel there is strong encugh
avidence to support the case for exempting Eastbourna from intensification at the very
least. Since Covid, more and more people are working from home which would justify
green field development in areas further afield from the CBD of Wellington but in more
suitable and accessible areas than Eastbourne. New development areas might be
‘associated with an initial higher start up cost to establish the necessary infrastructura.
However, new locations could avoid the long term burden of high maintenance cosls
and constantly incresing rates due to climate change factors like in Eastbourne.

My plea is to please, please ask the government to reconsider it's strategy and seek a
iway forward that is more environmentally friendly, preserves our urban trees and the
icharacter of Eastbourne and prioritises climate change costs assosiated with
Eastbourne.

[Fiease ve pddibonal pages ¥ you wish)

I wish do not wish o be heard in suppon of my submission.
[Fheaad ol o)

If others make a similar submission,

I ¥ | will I will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.
(Fipase fick ans)

[or pevson authcnsad i sign on
treba i of submiton (FF8 ]

i aiganhura s ol roguired i you ks your subsitaions by slacirenic maana)

Slignalure of submitter: 18/9/22 J

Privacy Statement

Tha informaion you provide in this submission, including your name and contac] detalls, wil be provided o other submiiers and
publishied an Hull City Councll’s websibe, Hus City Councl s required 10 collss? and publish this infarmation under the Resolros
Managemant Adt 1881, Your contad detalls will be removed from Coundl’s websila when ihe Surier submissions process has baen
complated, howenvar your name will sl sppesr in ha hasfing snd dacaion repors.

You have the rght (o asi for a copy of any personal indarmation v hold about you, and to ask for it to be comecind B you think it is
mlfm‘dhhnﬂfﬂrnmﬁ'dmlﬂumﬂm o ko haves it comacied, plaass contact us af

fammali Ementh gong or call 04-57 D-6085,

Where to send your submission
+ By email (preferred): district plan@huttcity aovi.nz
s By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040
* In person: Al the Hult Clly Council Customer Sendce Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutl
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BMA FORM 5

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

Clause & of Schaduls 1, Resource Managemsent Act 15

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Cowncil

1, This is a submission from:

Full name Last \fm s Lﬁ“\bt"'h—%
Company/organisation |- ﬁf
Contact ¢ amemr .
Address | v smbee Loy, Stwet (:mmbmd.? tee
| Suburk (Ao whaky, :
ity ,‘:ﬂ"-"-h.ﬂr Hodt : | Peskody
Address for Service | Pestel Adeas o A
if cifmrmne
Phone | oay Eviving
anis
Email

kmghgr].-q,-j. 'u'E‘.erﬂj E}Shﬂ.:n.\ e

2. This is 8 submission on the following proposed changes fo the City of Lower Huit District Flan:
Proposed District Plan Change No:

Title of Proposed District Plan Change:

3 | could I H‘"rmuld not gain an advantage in frade competition through this submisson
[PipRse Bk o)

4 |If you could gain an advantage in trade competition throwgh this submissicn;

I am -....-“Jam not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of that submission thal—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and
() does not relate to irade compatition or the affecis of irade competition:

{Fiaa e kok ona ]

Nt iyt B8 & POrson wihd could Qi &a Sdehnfa oF in FI0W COMBEIN0A Mo [ Sclmitsisn, Jour sofl i Mk & Sulmssn may be
Fmited by claise A of Fawd f of Sohadule 10 e Pesolme SAanepemeal Ao 1991
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5. The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:
Give details:

Re. ensy

(Piease use additions! pages if you wish)

6. My submission is: L -

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

Nee. el

{Flease use additional pages if you wish}

EF-FORM-309 - Page 2o 3 Hutt City Council www. huttcity govt.nz 04 570 6866 Augus 2622
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7. | seek the following decisien from Hutt Cly Cowncil:

Lok Dricrid et
{;24_ Do)
= rm:maﬂumaﬂ};m -.uh,r '
g | wish w| do not wish o be heard in support of my submission,
Fileaie Yok o)

& If others make a similar submission,
i will p” will not consider presenting a joint case with them ai the hearing.

{Fieama fok el : j

Signatura of submitter. |
:I’u?;m-ﬁll.ﬁ‘nﬂ.ﬂldh.ﬁpﬁu: . , o "'i J'Irmjlrf-z-

[ 5 grafumm s 1ol AEGUAED IF PO MEE F0uY fuib

Privacy Statement

The infcrmalion you provide in this submession, inchiding your rame and conlact delads, will b provided o ofher submiters and
pblshed on Hutl Ciy Council's website. Hull City Council B required 10 collect and publish RS inforrration undeas (ke Rescurce
Managamend Act 18901, Your condact dedails wil be remesed rom Councif's websile when the further sidemisssons process has been
compleied, howwarnie wour nami will S0l appear in thie heaning and decisaon repors.

Wit havs The righd o ask for & copy of ary personal information we Rolkd aboud you, snd b ask Tor it 10 be comecled # you thnk il is
I'l"ﬂ'l'ﬂ "]‘ﬂl.l"l]’hmﬂ'll.i}fﬂ Gafry of your infodmsation. or 0 haned @ comeched, please conibel us &
] i . a3 THED ey il ig oF cadl Du-5T0-0588.

Where to send your submission

= By email (preferred): district plan@@huticity gowt nz
= By post: Hult Cily Council, Private Bag 31812, Lower Hutt S040

+  Inperson: At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centne, 30 Langs Road, Lower Hutt

FP-FORM-08 - Page 3o 1 Hut City Councl wws Praficity ponl o 04 ST BBEA August BIF



From: Kimberley Vermaey

To: District Plan Review Team

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lower Hutt City Council District Plan submission
Date: Monday, 19 September 2022 5:25:36 PM

Attachments: 19092022142526-0001.pdf

Hi

Please take this as my submission on the proposed District Plan. My submissions points
are as follows:

1.

There is a significant area of flood hazard overlays within Hutt City. The current
framework allows for all dwelling, retail and commercial buildings to be
permitted when the minimum floor levels are met. There will be some areas of
greater water depth within the Hutt where there may be displacement effects. The
proposed approach does not recognise this nuance in the flood depths and as such
could result in off site effects to neighbouring properties from flood water
displacement. Instead of having all buildings permitted, I believe there should be a
threshold that applies. For example, there is no resource consent needed where
buildings are located within flood depths of 0.5m. For floodwater depths 0.5m or
greater, resource consent is needed as proposed, with displacement effects
considered. This change would result in a better alignment between the proposed
policy and the rule framework pertaining to the inundation area.

. The existing Wellington Fault provisions are somewhat unclear and do not

recognise the existing practice pertaining to faultlines. Within the fault hazard
overlays there are areas where the fault is well understood and well-defined.
Conversely there are areas of the faults where the understanding is low and poorly
constrained and as such the fault bands are very wide. The objective, policy and
rule frameworks for the fault hazard overlay need to update to reflect this differing
understanding of the fault hazard overlays. In areas where there is a good
understanding of the fault hazard location, there should be more restrictive
objectives, policies and rules (such as an avoid policy and non-complying activity
status for new buildings, additions and conversions). Where there is a poorer
understanding of the fault location, then less restrictive objectives, policies and
rules should apply (for example a policy framework that requires the identification
of the position of the fault and a corresponding permitted, controlled, or restricted
discretionary activity status). These would need to be drafted as the framework
does not allow for this currently. This is a significant departure from the proposed
rules as notified, but will provide greater clarity and certainty to future applicants
around the construction of buildings (including the conversion of buildings)
within the Wellington Fault Overlay.

. In both the natural hazard and the coastal hazard overlays, the rules relating to

additions, do not address alterations to existing buildings. There is the potential
for alterations to increase the risk from the conversion of non-habitable buildings.
There needs to be consideration as to whether it is appropriate for conversions to
existing buildings to be covered. This is to ensure the rule frameworks are
consistent with the additions framework.

. The current coastal hazard framework does not have any consideration of the

inundation depths. As a result, areas with 2m of coastal hazard inundation depth
would be treated the same as areas with 0.1m of coastal hazard inundation depth.
There may be a need to refine the policy and rule frameworks to recognise
different inundation depths and this may have some implications of the hazard
classification frameworks. Alternatively, the hazard map overlays may be adjusted


mailto:kimberley.vermaey@gmail.com
mailto:district.plan@huttcity.govt.nz

10.

11.

12.

to remove inundation depths below a certain level as they will not real a level that
constitutes a hazard that warrants landuse planning. Expert advice on this may be
required as to what is the most appropriate depth, but as a suggestion it may be
0.15m and less. This may also apply to flood hazard inundation.

There is a disconnect between the High Coastal Hazard Area and the NZCPS with
allowing for 2 residential units to be constructed. This allows for an increase in
risk. There should only be one residential unit allowed in High Hazard Areas to
align with the NZCPS. This would also align with the approach to the Wellington
Fault and Stream Corridor, which are also high hazard areas.

There is a disconnect between the subdivision chapter and the proposed land use
provisions. The subdivision provisions tend to be less restrictive (Discretionary
Activity) for subdivision in High Hazard Areas, as opposed to the land use
consent, which may be non-complying activity (it is also noted that there is no
subdivision rule pertaining to stream corridors). There needs to be better
alignment of the objectives, policies and rules pertaining to the subdivision with
the land use provisions. This may require a reworking of the subdivision
provisions to ensure this alignment. Otherwise there are potential loopholes in the
subdivision chapter that would allow for an increase in risk. I note that the above
comments are equally applicable to low and medium hazard areas (including
coastal hazard areas), and the entire subdivision provisions that will apply to these
areas may need to also be reworked to ensure better alignment with the land use
rules.

. The Coastal Inundation Mapping is very extensive for the Hutt Valley. This model

behind this map may need further review as the sea ward extents of this
inundation seems a bit disconnected between what Eastborne will experience and
what the Valley Floor experiences.

. Lower Hutt is applying the Wellington Regional Water Services and Standards to

new development. The existing subdivision objectives, policies and rules do not
reflect these standards. Given the use of the Wellington Water standards the
subdivision servicing objectives, policies and rules should be updated to reflect
this use as there is an inherent conflict between current practice and the District
Plan. Given the MDRS will place more demands on services, this seems the
appropriate time to undertake this update. This will result in a complete rewrite of
the subdivision provisions.

. The stormwater tank provisions in the Medium Density and High Density

residential zones should be updated to exempt these structures from the yard
requirements of the District Plan and to also identify the other Wellington Water
Acceptable Solutions that exist.

The residential heritage precinct allows for the demolition of buildings. This
undermines the purpose of protecting heritage. There should be the need for
resource consent for the removal of the residential units that make up the heritage
value of the site. This would require the updating of objectives, policies and rules.
There are several areas where the zone allows for high density residential
development, but an overlay would prevent this from occurring for example High
Hazard Areas and Heritage Areas. The underlying zoning in these areas should
reflect the actual development potential and if this potential is being significantly
limited by an overlay, then this overlay should be down zoned. This change would
require an update to the District Plan maps to ensure that areas where this conflict
occurs is resolved.

The Hutt City Design guide needs to be updated to reflect apartment style
construction within the residential zone. The Design Guide does not really
reference apartments and the higher density development envisioned in the
residential zones. This should be updated to ensure that good environmental and
urban design outcomes are met. This may result in changes to the relevant matters
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of discretion for all of the building bulk and form policies and rules within the
Medium and High Density Residential Zones to reflect any amended design guide
headings that may be applicable.

There should be a move for the landscaping pallet in the design guide to better
reflect biodiversity needs. This would be consistent with the proposed RPS policy
position around biodiversity in Urban Environments

There should be a better reference in the design guide to developments reflecting
the natural landform and features of a site and retaining and improving these as
part of future development. These would include hillsides, stream edges,
prominent vegetation or any other relevant natural features.

There is no clear rule framework around fences. Given the need for better urban
design outcomes, there is a case for fence heights in the Medium and High
Density Residential Zones to be further controlled. It is suggested that a maximum
fence height of 1.8m on the side boundary and 1.5m on the front boundary would
be appropriate. The 1.5m fence height on the front boundary should also have a
permeability requirement of either 25% or 50% to ensure the passive surveillance
outcome sought through the glazing rule is achieved.

The vegetation rule in the Medium Density Residential Zone needs to be brought
through to the High Density Residential Zone. This is to ensure that there is some
consideration of the removal of prominent native vegetation from urban
environments. Such a rule would also provide support to a design guide change to
better reflect natural landforms and features.

Finally, it may be appropriate to bring in a rule that limits development around
stream edges. While this may be achieved through the stream corridor rules.
However a more explicit setback distance from the stream edges would allow for
better environmental outcomes that align Regional Policy Statement and Proposed
Natural Resources Plan. These include improved water quality, riparian margins,
cultural outcomes and conveyancing of flood flows. The Enabling and Housing
Bill would allow for these setbacks to be introduced as a qualifying matter. This
change would require objective, policy, and changes to the Medium Density and
High Density Residential Zones as well as possibly to the commercial zones.

This submission covers any consequential changes needed to the District Plan to
ensure that the above 17 points are achieved.

Please let me know if you have any questions regarding my submission.

Regards

Kimberley
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Existing Special Residential areas of Woburn and Boulcott have historically been recognised as

having special value and significance. These areas have an abundance of mature trees and shrubs

which in addition to absorbing carbon dioxide from the air, also provide and maintain various green

corridors for birdlife. We regularly spot kereru, tui, fantails, bellbirds, waxeyes and other birds in our

trees. According to the Hutt City website “Over 150 years ago, the valley we know as Hutt was

covered in dense forest and swamp, rich in native bird life”. This rich native bird life is being

rejuvenated. Don't let the advances we have made, in recreating native bird life be trashed by High

Density Zoning. High density development will hasten the demise of our green suburbs and the bird

life it sustains.

Some advocates of high-density development have cited such cities as London as examples of how

intensification can work well. What they fail to mention is that London is made up of 40% green

space, including 3000 parks and totaling 35,000 acres. Many of the smaller green spaces in central

London are garden squares restricted to residents’ use. In addition, there are council parks, other

green spaces, over a hundred registered commons plus lavender fields and green ways. [Source:

Wikipedia]. Other sources indicated 33% public space — the other 7% being private perhaps.

Regardless, it's a lot of green space, unlike what we have in the Hutt.

Some advocates of high-density development also maintain that houses with no off-street parking

are perfectly acceptable because Kiwis do not need cars. Public transport and bicycles will be the

way of the future they assert. Tell this to someone taking their kid from Taita to Wainuiomata for a



%

rugby game on a Saturday. Or to someone in central Hutt visiting their mother in a retirement village

in Paraparaumu.

Intensification as proposed on the valley floor will potentially turn the Hutt into a giant and
unhealthy slum with families living “cheek by jowl!” in apartment style accommodation with no

recreation areas for kids to play in.

“More people from dense areas of London died of coronavirus than from [greener] areas well served
by parks and green space.” [Tim Webb, Trustee at the National Park City Foundation. Aprif 2021] And

even in London, more parks and green spaces are being called for.

Having even a modest front or back yard means kids can play on a trampoline or bike or can kick a

foothall around.

The examples of housing intensification that have sprung up in the Hutt over the past two years are

visual proof of what happens.

All trees and shrubs are cut down, exacerbating our carbon crisis and removing green corridors for

our native birds.

The tiny amount of outside space is just enough for the rubbish and recycling bin and a small carpet
sized mat of artificial grass. [If you don’t believe me, go 1o an open home for one of these new

developments and see for yourself.]



Furthermore, this site intensification means that rainwater that would have previously soaked
through the garden and lawn and eventually {from some parts of the Valley) into the aquafer will

now end up putting strain on the stormwater system.

In areas near Opahu Stream, the loss of gardens and lawns able to soak up normal rainfall will put
additional strain on the stream as it winds its way through the Valley floor to the river. The likelihood
of floeding adjoining homes will be intensified. Simply building new homes at a higher-level won’t
solve the problem during a period of heavy rain. The water will still be there flooding all around the
house and trying to get away into the stream. it happens now to many houses adjoining Opahu

af‘!«;;?ﬂ?{.
Stream. Just’;h!iﬁ how bad it will be with intensification.

Intensification in most areas of the Hutt is crazy also in that the lower Hutt Valley was a giant swamp
before the 1855 earthquake. Poorly drained fine-grained soils such as sandy, silty, and gravelly soils

are the most susceptible to liquefacticn.

Allowing domestic buildings of three stories and incomprehensively possibly six stories especially
near Opahu Stream would be madness. A Christchurch type earthquake could see the same horrific

results with soil liquefaction.

Multi storey buildings would require extra-long piles to provide stable foundations. The potential
danger of developers puncturing the aquafer is too great a risk in compromising the Wellington

Region’s water supply.

The older | am makes me very aware of unintended consequences of a course of action/s. In this

case they are:



e Potential destruction of the special residential areas by intensification, with the resultant
obliteration of mature trees and shrubs and the loss of carbon remaving benefits to the
environment and our citizens’ general health.

o The loss of Te Awa Kairangi’s indigenous bird revival with the loss of the various green
corridors.

s The loss of significant amounts of privately owned green space and not enough public green
space to compensate for the loss.

¢ Potential unhealthy slums being created. The taller the building, the mare likely this will
happen.

* Rainwater not seeping away naturally, but instead exacerbating pressure on the storm water
system.

e Potential greater flooding in the valley and especially around properties near Opahu Stream.

e Potential liquefaction in a Christchurch type earthquake.

e Areal threat of developers puncturing the aquafer in buildings higher than two stories.

All the above consequences do not allow for the ruination of thousands of Hutt Valley residents’

lives.,

Imagine please if your neighbour sold their property on your north or west side to a developer
who demolished the existing house and built a three or four or five or six storey dwelling. Your
house would be in shade all day. Plus, the inhabitants would be able to look out their windows

straight into your house and into your kids’ bedrooms.
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This invasion of privacy and loss of enjoyment of life is simply not acceptable. It goes against

everything that our fathers and grandfathers fought for during the two world wars.
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District Plan Change 56: Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas

Submission of the Petone Community Board

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council
1. This is a submission from:
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C/- Hutt City Council
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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 Plan Change: Enabling Intensification in Residential and Commercial Areas
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INTRODUCTION

1.

The Petone Community Board wishes to oppose the entire basis of Petone being labelled a Metropolitan centre and having to have a walkable
catchment of 800m because of the dereliction of previous Councils in their duty to Petone’s heritage and cultural significance (which includes
railway housing in Moera) and also because of the risks of natural hazards in much of the Board area.

The character of Petone needs protecting. Petone is not just a heritage place. It is the site of the first planned European settlement in New Zealand
and the first real interface between European settlers and Maori. It is of regional and national heritage and cultural importance — not just local.

There is a long history of neglect of built heritage. At and after amalgamation in 1989 the heritage sites that had been in the Petone Borough
Council’s plan is likely to have been just rolled over and there has been no real update since. This goes against the requirements of the Resource
Management Act when it was enacted in 2003 when Historic Heritage was made a S6 matter of national importance.

There has always been an element of smoke and mirrors with suggestions of work being done. Plan Change 4 (PC 4 - 2004) came about (as reported
in the Decision report) because of community concerns regarding the adequacy of heritage protection. It became operative in 2005 and made
consent necessary for the demolition of listed buildings identified in the District Plan.

The background report on PC4 also identified that “The Heritage Advisory Committee is currently undertaking a heritage inventory of the city and
the results of this could form part of a future plan change”.

Work on a ‘Petone Vision’ began in 2006 and people put a lot of hours into the wording of this. The Petone Vision was adopted by Hutt City Council
(HCC) in 2007. Element 1 identified Petone as a “unique heritage place” that needed celebrating, preserving, and promoting as did “the heritage
and cultural roots of Maori and settlers.” It also states that being a unique heritage place means “ensuring change is sympathetic and reinforces the
heritage look and feel (around Jackson Street and adjoining streets)

a. Element 1.2 states: “Petone has uniqueness in relation to its heritage character due to having whole precincts built in the same era. In many
cases these precincts are largely intact and are seen as being something distinctive and ‘marketable’.” Appendix 2 identifies Petone “as the
first site of organised European settlement in New Zealand”.

In 2007 the Decision report on a Plan Change 9 identifies that “Council has committed to undertaking a heritage inventory for buildings and
structures within Lower Hutt. Funding has been allocated to undertake this inventory in the 2007/2008 financial year”.
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In 2009 there was a District Plan Review for Petone Discussion Document. It identified that Petone was being excluded from higher density
provisions intended to apply to other areas zoned General Residential in Plan Change 12 because “of the special character of the area.... We are
thinking of creating a character overlay for residential areas in Petone.” A character overlay “would recognize the special character of an area
without being heritage focussed” It also refers to the heritage inventory project “that should be completed shortly.”

The 2011 Officer’s Report for Plan Change 12 stated: The intention of the proposed change was to exclude Petone from the restricted discretionary
status for 3 or more dwelling houses as it is subject to a separate planning exercise that is running concurrently with this Plan Change. To include it
would have pre-empted the outcome of that work.

The 2012 Draft version of An Integrated Vision for Hutt City — making our city a great place to live, work and play refers to Petone as “A unique
heritage ‘settlers’ village by the sea”

The 2012 Urban Growth Strategy 2012-2032 includes the comment that change in Petone “must be sympathetic to and reinforce the heritage look
and feel, in particular around Jackson Street and adjoining streets.”

2013 saw the formal adoption of the Regional Policy Statement for the Wellington Region. Policy 21 required the identification of historic heritage
using specified criteria which Hutt City Council seems to have finally started to use in 2021.

In 2014 an Integrated Vision for Hutt City included a diagram showing a heritage area stretching between Jackson Street and The Esplanade. This
heritage area has not yet been included in the District Plan.

In 2016 the Petone 2040 Spatial Plan was released. This plan identified and mapped “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. ...It is
recommended that the (heritage) inventory be brought up to date and developed in parallel with the relevant findings from this study.”

Also, in 2016 a Hutt City Planning for the Future, A long-term vision for future housing growth and choice, was produced as a key supporting
document to Plan Change 43 by Jacobs New Zealand and Kamomarsh Landscape Architects. This document that “more detailed street by street
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character assessment of Petone and Alicetown should be undertaken to confirm existing character and heritage values.”

In 2018 Work on a Heritage Policy began. Consultation on the policy occurred in 2018, 2020 and 2021. The supplementary agenda for the 23
February 2021 Policy, Finance and Strategy Committee identifies “This request followed the 2018 demolition of buildings in Petone considered by
some members of the community to be buildings of heritage value”, but which were not listed in District Plan.

An Agenda report for the 29 April 2019 Policy and Regulatory Committee identifies key findings from the Citizen's Panel Heritage Survey, which
include “The historic buildings and houses and the special character of Petone was mentioned frequently. There were concerns by some that more
needs to be done to protect the special buildings in Petone from demolition”.

The 2019 Decision report for Plan Change 43 acknowledged issues because of no comprehensive city wide heritage assessment being undertaking.
To address this, it recommended that the “Council promote a separate historic heritage- related character plan change to properly safeguard areas
such as Petone- Moera...”. It notes in Paragraph 97 “We received comprehensive evidence from Mr Chris McDonald as to the traditional character,
and historic heritage, associated with Petone (and Moera) ...We encourage the Council to assess the matters raised...”

Paragraph 335 refers to the “specific built form (historic) character qualities of Petone-Moera” The Design Guide for plan change 43, endorsed by
the commissioners, states that “Petone-Moera has a historic character resulting from the underlying cadastral pattern, block size, cohesive age and
condition of many buildings, and building placement...”

In 2019 work finally commenced on a review of heritage provisions in the District Plan. The Hutt City Council Meeting for 4 November 2019 refers to
the resolution that ...” during 2020 — 2021 as part of the District Plan review, prioritise addressing the issue of protecting historic heritage and
character in Petone- Moera and elsewhere within the district as suggested by the independent commissioners for Plan Change 43.”

The November 2021 Hutt City Council submission to the Select Committee for Environment on the RMA Enabling Act raises concern regarding the
proposed Bill. It refers to its then intention to notify a new District Plan in August 2022, which addressed national and regional policies, as well as
“significantly out-of-date provisions relating to historic heritage, sites of significance to Maori, natural features and landscapes, indigenous
biodiversity, and addressing risk from natural hazards — all of which are key NPS-UD “qualifying matters” (page 5). Page 6 goes on to confirm that
“natural hazards, and heritage, which have not been reviewed since the District Plan was made operative in 2004”.

In conclusion, a comprehensive heritage review has never been included in the Lower Hutt District Plan, despite Petone being the first site of
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organised European settlement in New Zealand.

a. The failure of the Council to incorporate appropriate provisions regarding heritage into the District Plan prior to the gazetting of the 2021
RMA Enabling Act has left the Council and the community unprepared for the recent legislative and planning policy changes.

b. Ourargument is that it is not suitable to label Petone a Metropolitan Centre when what it really is is a heritage centre. We, therefore,
oppose all aspects of the proposed plan change — if they refer to Petone being a Metropolitan Centre or having a walkable distance of
800m. If this is allowed to happen it will destroy the Jackson Street precinct which is the heart of Petone and a or the reason for its being.

c. The current Heritage Precincts (Jackson Street, Patrick Street and Riddlers Crescent) all need to be kept intact to their current extent. It is
ironic and somewhat unbelievable that time and money has been spent on trying to reduce these three precincts rather than doing more in
depth work on identifying more precincts than has been done.

d. We particularly support the proposed Moera and Hutt Road Railway Heritage precincts but also feel that more should have been included
in Moera and from Jackson Street to The Esplanade in Petone. Furthermore, the Petone-Moera area has high historic heritage and cultural
values, as well as high hazard risks and we submit that therefore four storeys should be the maximum with consent required beyond three

stories.

Amendment No Specific Provision Position Reason for Submission Decision Sought

Amendment 4 [Chapter 1 (1.10.1A | Oppose the Petone Commercial Area 1 is mainly the Jackson Street Heritage All of Petone and Moera
Urban suggested Precinct and any associated sites should also be a part of the be made four storeys in
Environment)] heights and Precinct. height, with anything
Policy 1 (i), (ii), (iv) | catchments Moera is also very prone to flooding and other hazards and six higher only possible in
and (v) in Petone storey buildings should not be contemplated there walkable catchments

and Moera from the railway
stations

Amendment 5 Chapter 1 (1.10.1A | Partially For the protection of historic heritage demolition needs to be Add demolition before
Urban support included in (b) ‘from inappropriate
Environment)] subdivision’ in (b)
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Policy 2 (b),
Amendment 5 [Chapter 1 Oppose in Having “Recognise and provide for the management of significant Change the wording to
(1.10.1A Urban part risks from natural hazard” as a policy is the crux of the problem. The | Recognise and avoid
Environment)_] NZ Coastal Policy Statement (CPS) expects in Policy 25 councils to ” significant risks
Add new Policy 2 . . :
Policy 2 avoid redevelopment, or change in land use, that would increase the
risk of adverse effects from coastal hazards”
Amendment 13 Chapter 1 (1.10.2 Partially Requirements of the National Policy Statement (NPS) are stated but | Include most of Petone
Amenity Values)] support most of Petone and Moera need to also be in the medium density and Moera in the
Explanation and Residential Activity Area because of the prevalence of heritage and Medium Density Activity
Reasons — Medium hazards in these two areas Area
Density Residential
Activity Area
Amendment 16 Chapter 1 (1.10.2 Partially Requirements of the NPS are stated but reference to “Petone Reference to “Petone
Amenity Values)] support metropolitan centre ” needs to be deleted because of the metropolitan centre ” is
Explanation and prevalence of heritage and hazards in the Petone area. deleted
Reasons — High
Density Residential
Activity Area
Amendment 25 Chapter 1 (1.10.4 Appose The Petone Area 1 should be seen as and called a heritage area Delete reference to
Commercial 1.10.4 )b) (Jackson Street) and a Petone mixed use area (Current Petone Petone Area commercial
Activity)] Policy (b) Commercial Area 2). Big box development is the predominant centres
current use of Petone Area 2 but there are also big box
developments in Wellington and Porirua, and Petone has nothing
commercial that compares with Queensgate.
Amendment 26 Chapter 1 (1.10.4 Oppose Petone should not be seen as one of two primary centres. Petone’s Delete reference to
Commercial commercial role and function should be seen as that of a heritage Petone Area and
Activity)] area and a mixed use area that has potential beyond the current big | concentrate on the
Explanation and box developments which are often not considered where you should | Central Area as the
reasons shop local by residents. primary centre.
Amendment 27 Chapter 1(1.10.10 | Oppose Areas of significant historic heritage value, as a S6 matter, need to Replace discourage with
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Heritage)] Policy (c)

have incompatible development prevented rather than discouraged.

prevent

Amendment 31

[Chapter 1
(1.10.11
Lessening
Natural Hazards)]
Amend
Explanation and
Reasons — Flood

Oppose in
part

In the Inundation Overlay area it is necessary to mitigate the impacts
of flooding.

Delete ‘may be’ and
replace with ‘is’

Hazard
Flood Hazard

Amendment 32 [Chapter 1 Agree in part | It is stated: It is necessary to manage development in medium and Ensure that safe
(1.10.1 1 High Coastal hazard Areas to ensure ..........that occupants can safely | evacuation is seen as a
Lessening limitation in the hazard

Natural Hazards)]
Amend
Explanation and
Reasons — Flood
Hazard

Coastal Hazard

evacuate from the coastal hazard. Dr William Power, a tsunami
modeller at GNS science has already done modeling that shows that
there are evacuation bottlenecks in Petone so it is imperative that
new development is limited in any Coastal Hazard areas in Petone.

areas

Amendment 48 [Chapter 4 Oppose f) states that the proposed Medium Density Residential Activity Area | In (f) replace significant
and 49 Residential] (f) and covers a significant portion of Lower Hutt’s residential areas when in | with large and ensure
(g) fact this is the case for the High Density Residential Activity Area that significant is
included in (g)
Amendment 53 [Chapter 4F Oppose in This Introduction/Zone statement again states that the proposed Replace significant with
Medium Density part Medium Density Residential Activity Area covers a significant portion | large and ensure that
Residential Activity of Lower Hutt’s residential areas when in fact this is the case for the | significant is included in
Area] 4F 1 High Density Residential Activity Area the equivalent section
Introduction for High Density
Amendment 54 Chapter 4F Support in A well functioning urban environment that enables all people and Ensure that the words in
Medium Density part communities to provide for their social, economic, and cultural this objective could be

Residential Activity
Area (Objectives)]
Objective 4F 2. 1AA

wellbeing, and for their health and safety, now and into the future is
the objective. People’s health and safety will be jeopardised by
more than 3 or 4 storeys in Petone and Moera because of their

actualised.
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hazards status plus the lack of sunlight that 6 or more storeys will

cause
Amendment 58 Chapter 4F Support in We would like to totally support the possibility of ‘high quality’ built | Add a definition of high
and 62 Medium Density part developmentand are just not sure what is meant by the term quality
Residential Activity
Area (Objectives)]
Objective 4F 2. 5
and Policy 4F 3.2A
Amendment 76 [Chapter 4F Oppose The removal of trees on an Urban Environment Allotment as a Delete Rule 4F 1.11 (c)
Medium Density permitted activity means that Petone and Moera could be devoid of
Residential Activity already scarce trees and what is called vegetation.
Area (Rules)] Rule
4F 1.11 (c)
Amendment 78 [Chapter 4F Support It is very important that the building coverage is 50% and that Keep Rule 4F 4.2.1 (b) as
Medium Density anything over that is a restricted discretionary activity. This is is
Residential Activity particularly important in Petone and Moera with the historically
Area (Rules)] Rule small sites.
4F 4.2.1 (b)
Amendment 79 [Chapter 4F Support The impacts of shading on primary internal and external living areas | Keep the identified parts
and Amendment Medium Density plus public open space can have a major negative effect on people’s | of Amendments 79 and
80 Residential Activity health and wellbeing 80 in the Plan Change
Area (Rules)] Rule
4F 4.2.2 (b) (ii) and
(iii) and 4.2.3 (b) (ii)
and (iv)
Amendment 82 [Chapter 4F Support It is important that sites of significance such as Marae have a Include this maximum

Medium Density
Residential Activity
Area (Rules)] Rule
4F 4.2.4A (a)

reasonable boundary recession plane. The same recession plane
needs to be applied to sites abutting the Jackson Street Heritage
precinct.

height in relation to
boundary of 2.5m+45
degrees to marae and
also to sites abutting
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the Jackson Street
Heritage Precinct.

Amendment 84 [Chapter 4F Support Each residential unit having a required or minimum outdoor space is | Retain Rule 4F 4.2.6 (a)
Medium Density vital for heath and wellbeing Outdoor Living
Residential Activity
Area (Rules)] Rule
4F 4.2.6 (a)
Outdoor Living
Space
Amendment 88 Rule 4F Support Again such a density standard is very important to provide the best Retain Rule 4F
4.2.110utlook possible living conditions 4.2.110utlook Space (a)
Space (a) and (b) and (b)
Amendment 89 Rule 4F 4.2.12 Support A minimum of 20% of the street facing fagcade is important Retain Rule 4F 4.2.12
Windows to Street Windows to Street
Amendment 90 Rule 4F4.2.13 Support Landscaping of at least 20% needs to be a given to help with Retain Rule 4F4.2.13
Landscaped Area reducing possible stormwater runoff and effects associated with Landscaped Area
impermeability.
Amendment 92 Residential Support Any residential precincts possible are important and need building Delete the word may at
Heritage Precinct except for heights and density restricted when in fact a lot of the Petone and the top of page 47
one word Moera areas should be designated a heritage area and particularly
most of the area between Jackson Street and The Esplanade
Amendment 94 Objective 4F Support in The historic heritage of residential areas in the Residential Heritage The word ‘demolition’
5.1.1.1 part Precinct are protected from new development with inappropriate needs to be added after
building heights and density ‘inappropriate’
Amendment 105 4G 1 Support in At the top of page 52 the words ‘subject to qualifying matters’ needs | Add the words as
Introduction/Zone | part to be added after ‘enabled.’ There is also a spelling mistake in that requested and delete
Statement ‘standard’ needs to be ‘standards’ Petone and Moera also need to Petone Metropolitan
be added in alongside Eastbourne, Stokes Valley and Wainuiomata Centre
Amendment 123 Policy 4G 3.8 Support Managing the effects of built development on adjoining sites and Keep the wording of

the street by controlling height, bulk and form of built development

Policy 4G 3.8 in the Plan




DPC56/116

is critical for meeting the day to day needs of residents and
especially their health and safety

Change

Amendment 125 Policy 4G 3.10 to Support All these provisions are necessary Retain these provisions
to 129 Policy 4G 3.14
Amendment 131 Policy 4G 3.16 Support in Petone and Moera need the general approach modified as well Add Petone and Moera
part because of their heritage and hazard status to this policy
Amendment 144 Rule 4G 4.1.11 (c) Oppose This makes possible the removal of all trees which is so bad for Delete (c)
climate change emissions and people’s general wellbeing.
Amendment 147 Rule 4G 4.2.2 Support Building coverage of 50% is very important for allowing as much Keep Rule 4G 4.2.2 and
Building Coverage light and sunlight as possible in adjacent properties — especially with | 50% site coverage
the increased height in relation to boundary
Amendment 151 Rule 4G 4.2.6 Support This is a better height to boundary than that in other parts of the Retain Rule 4.2.6 for
Height for Stes proposed Plan Change. This should also be applied to buildings on Marae and also apply
Abutting Marae sites that abut the Jackson Street Heritage Precinct this to the Jackson
Street precinct
Amendment 152 Rule 4G 4.2.7 Support At least 30% of the site being permeable is very important in terms Retain Rule 4.2.7
Permeable Surface of stormwater effects
Amendment 153 Rule 4G 4.2.8 Support A minimum outdoor living space is so important Retain Rule 4G 4.2.8
Outdoor Living Outdoor Living Space
Space
Amendment 157 Rule 4G 4.2.12 Support The less stormwater we can experience is so much better for Retain Rule 4G 4.2.12
Stormwater everyone and especially Petone, Moera, Gracefield and Waiwhetu Stormwater retention
retention South residents who are at the end of the stormwater chain or live
by rivers impacted by run off
Amendment 158 Rule 4G 4.2.13 Support This at least a minimal requirement that should add some wellbeing | Retain Rule 4G 4.2.13
Outlook Space value
Amendment 159 Rule 4G 4.2.14 Support Another example of at least minimum living conditions that should Retain Rule 4G 4.2.14
Windows to Street be applied and available to everyone
Amendment 160 Rule 4G 4.2.15 Support This is so important for permeability as well as for people’s health Retain Rule 4G 4.2.15

Landscaped area

and wellbeing

10
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Amendment 171 Rules 4G 5.2to 4G | Supportin We particularly support the Moera and Hutt Road Railway Heritage Retain these rules of
to Amendment 5.2.3.1 part Areas. Building heights and density need to be restricted to protect | residential heritage
177 historic heritage. precincts. Delete the
word ‘may’ in the
sentence about building
heights.
Amendment 178 4G 5.3 Heretaunga | Support in The fifth paragraph does not add anything to the description. Delete the 5" paragraph
and Riddlers part Minimum conditions are what are described in e.g. Rule 4G 5.3.3.1. and delete the word
Crescent Precincts They can’t be acceptable or unacceptable. The same stands for ‘acceptable’
maximum site coverage. X2
Amendment 180 4G 5.3.1.1t0 4G Support These provisions are important for protecting heritage values Retain these provisions
to 185 5.3.2.3
Amendment 186 4G 5.3.2.4 Support in High fences can also detract from residential heritage values. Fences | Add ‘and fences’ after
general need to be added to the objectives and rules applying to residential non-residential buildings
heritage precincts
Amendment 187 4G 5.3.2.4 Support These are important provisions for the Heretaunga and Riddlers Keep these provisions
to 189 Crescent Heritage Precincts
Amendment 191 4G 5.3.3.1 Partially Overall the requirements and restricted discretionary status are all Remove the word
Alterations, Repairs | support good. However, there is a danger that new wallpaper in a living ‘redecoration’ in vi and
etc room could be seen from the street add structures to (i)
under discretion so that
fences could be
included, and ‘listen’ on
p83 needs to be ‘listed.’
Amendments 206 | 4G 6 AER Support This anticipated environmental result won’t be able to be achieved if | Keep the Anticipated
and 103 any tree on any allotment can be cut down Environmental Result in
both medium and high
density residential areas
Amendment 253 Petone Commercial | Oppose The current Jackson Street Heritage Precinct should be kept in full. Replace ‘around’ with

Issue

That title should replace Commercial Area 1 — see Reason for

‘in” and delete (Petone

11
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Submission for Amendment 4

Commercial Activity
Area —Area 1)

Amendment 254 Policy (b) and (c) Oppose in Again the word ‘around’ is not appropriate for Jackson Street and Replace ‘around’ with
parts the precinct is what should be acknowledged and focussed on. The ‘in” X2 and replace
traditional retail area in Petone is in the Jackson Street Heritage (Petone Commercial
Precinct not around it. Around might be suitable to use for the Hutt | Activity Area — Area 1)
CBD but the Jackson Street heritage precinct is where the traditional | with Heritage Precinct
retail is in Petone. X2
Amendment 255 Explanation and Oppose in Again the word ‘around’ is not appropriate for Jackson Street and Replace ‘around’ with
Reasons part the precinct is what should be acknowledged and focussed on not ‘in’ X8 and delete
Commercial area 1. The are a few sites outside the current precinct (Petone Commercial
in e.g. Elizabeth Street, the Library site, Scholes Lane and Nelson Activity Area — Area 1)
Street that look like they are part of the precinct in the current map | X8 and replace with
and should be treated as such. adding Heritage Precinct
after Jackson Street X8
Amendment 258 Objective Support The new wording is fine as long as it means the whole current Keep this Objective if it
precinct. refers to the whole
current precinct
Amendment 259 Area 1 Policy (b) Oppose The Jackson Street Historic Precinct should stay at the size it is now In Policy (b) delete the
and this then would only refer to the sites written about for words ‘in Area 1 outside’
Amendment 255 and replace with
‘adjacent to’
Amendment 260 Area 1 Explanation | Support In the heading and the body of this Amendment the current wording | Retain the wording as
and reasons of the area generally between and bounded generally by Victoria used.
and Cuba Streets is used and needs to stay as used.
Amendment 267 Deletion of current | Support Deletion of “Site Coverage: Up to a maximum of 100%” is a very Keep this deletion and

Permitted Activity
in Areal

good move as no site should be covered 100% and the danger is the
loss of nooks and crannies behind buildings that help add
atmosphere to Jackson Street or the squeezing out of real access for
the delivery of bulky goods or storage of wheelie bins — as has

ensure that a reasonable
site coverage ismanaged
in another way

12
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happened in the past.

Amendment 268 Maximum Height Partly (i) 10m within the Jackson Street Heritage Precinct — as long as it In (ii) replace ‘not
of Buildings in support means the whole current Precinct which needs to stay. (ii) should within’ to ‘not adjacent
Petone Commercial read 22m where not adjacent to the Jackson Street Heritage to’ the Jackson Heritage
Area Precinct. Precinct
Amendment 278 Sites abutting Te Support with | Itis good see “iii. A minimum yard of 3 metres on any boundary with | Keep Amendment 278
Puni Urupa gualification | the urupa” as an amendment. This same provision needs to be and broaden its
applied to the Jackson Street Heritage Precinct. application to the
Jackson Street Precinct
Amendment 305 5E1 Oppose in “The Suburban Mixed Use AA applies to local commercial areas that | Remove the two
Introduction/Zone | part complement the city centre” needs to stop there. Reference to references to Petone
Statement Petone metropolitan centre needs to be taken out X2 metropolitan centre.
Amendment 319 6A 1.2.3 Effects on | Support Each of these three amendments relating to marae are important Broaden the application
to 321 Cultural practices with for marae. The also need to be applied the entire current Jackson of these amendments so
at Marae Issue, additional Street Heritage Precinct to protect the heritage from e.g. poor that they apply to the
Objective and application design, visual domination Jackson Street Heritage
Policy Precinct as well
Amendment 340 [[Chapter 11 Oppose in (bc) and (bd) as mitigating subdivision where building platforms are | Remove mitigation
Subdivision part in the Inundation Area and/or Medium and High Coastal Hazard possibilities in such
(Issues, Overlays seems an impossibility situations
Objectives and
Policies)] A
Amendment 347 11.2.2.1 Support It is important that all residential heritage precincts are excluded Keep this amendment
from the general allotment design for medium or high density
residential
Amendment 355 [Chapter 11 Oppose Creating building platforms within an Overland Flow Path area, or Change the new Rules to

Subdivision
(Rules)] Add new
Restricted
Discretionary
Rules 11.2.3(e),

within the Medium Coastal Hazard areas should be fully
discretionary alongside those within the Wellington Fault Overlay
and the High Coastal Hazard Overlay

be fully discretionary

13
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11.2.3(f) and

11.2.3(9g)

Amendment 360 [Chapter 11 Support Full discretion for building platforms within the Wellington Fault Retain this amendment
Subdivision Overlay and the High Coastal Hazard Overlay is really important. but sort out the
(RUI_eS)] Amend reference in (da)
section 11.2.4
Discretionary
Activities

Amendment 372 12.2.1.8 Financial Support It is important that developers are charged per allotment rather Keep amendment 372

Contributions
relating to reserves

(aa) and (bb)

than per subdivision so that the cost of development is not unfairly
put on the ratepayer

Amendment 392 Chapter 14F Support The wording used “ with significant heritage values when considered | Keep this amendment
Explanation and together” is an improvement on “with a particular character.”
reasons
Amendment 393 14F 2.1 Support in There are some problems here similar to Amendment 191 Remove ‘redecoration’
part from (i)
Amendment 397 Appendix Heritage | Oppose in The section headed Jackson Street Heritage Precinct, Petone needs Delete Tory Street and
3 part to refer to the total current precinct from Victoria to Cuba Street replace with Cuba Street
and change the map
back to Cuba Street as
well
Amendment 403 [Chapter 14H Oppose in Minimum floor levels do not seem to be a very sound way of Get rid of raising floor or
Natural Hazards part ‘managing’ risk and neither do raising floor or ground levels as any ground levels.
(Intr_oductiop)] Ad of these have negative effects on neighbouring properties. The
d Risk Section of - .
introduction for supply of utilities can also be compromised.
Chapter 14H
Natural Hazards
Amendment 415 [Chapter 14H Oppose in Provide for seems too optimistic. Manage as in Amendment 416 Delete ‘Provide for’ and
Natural Hazards part would be more suitable and realistic replace with ‘Manage.’

(Issue, Objective
and Policies)]

14
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Add new Policy
14H 1.5
Amendment 417 [Chapter 14H Oppose in Each of these amendments refers to the need to demonstrate safe GNS Science work and
to 421 Natural Ha_zarQS part evacuation routes or that people can safely evacuate the property. advice needs to be
(Issue, QpJeCtlve This could be done as a technical exercise when in practise getting sought and wording re
and Policies)] . . . . . S
. out of Petone in a major event is extremely unlikely to be achieved evacuation tightened up
Add new Policy
14H 1.7 to 14H in time. And to have the expectation that residential units can be plus ‘Manage’ in
1.11 built in the High Coastal Hazard Area seems reckless. Amendment 421
changed to “Limit”
Amendment 423 [Chapter 14H Oppose in Again, evacuation from the Petone Commercial Area will be a Incorporate GNS science
Natural Ha_zarQS part problem work into the thinking
(Issue, ijectlve here
and Policies)]
Add new Policy
14H 1.7 to 14H
1.13
Amendment 426 [Chapter 14H Oppose The raising of floor levels is not the answer and safe evacuation is Delete raising of floor

and 427

Natural Hazards
(Rules)] Add new
Rule 14H 2.2 and
2.3 Additions to
residential
buildings in the
Inundation Area,
Overland Flow
Path or Stream
Corridor Flood
Hazard Overlays

again a part of the ‘mitigating’ matters

levels and also delete
safe evacuation as a
mitigating matter
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8.1 /We wish / to be heard in support of this submission.
(Please tick one)

9. If others make a similar submission, I/We will not v/ & consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing (Please tick one)
Signature of submitter: Date: 19/9/22

(a signature is not required if you
make your submission by electronic means)
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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 Keenan & Mooney rirst Russell and Karen

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit number 103 street Hutt Road
suburb Petone
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D012
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay 027 452 9992 | Evening 04 586 9026

movie 027 591 7757

Email

russjkee@gmail.com & karenmooney026@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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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:

| support the proposal to create the Hutt Road Railway Heritage area on the basis that it is used as a means to
allow current and future homeowners to protect their properties from the process of intensification which is being
forced upon us all.

| believe that the rights of the current homeowners all over the Hutt Valley to sunlight and privacy far out weighs the
rights of developers, speculators and greedy individuals to make financial gain from building townhouses and
apartments. These developments will become the slums of the future and intensification a policy which history will
judge as being shortsighted and selfish.

| am a carpenter who has been in the construction industry for over thirty years and have witnessed first hand the
lack of quality and care in design that is inherent to this type of development. They are entirely profit driven and
there is little or no consideration for the occupants or the unfortunate neighbours who end up living in or alongside
these unsightly light blocking boxes.

| understand we are being told in the media that there is a housing crisis in New Zealand but this must be balanced
with the reality that building low cost/high profit attached and semi-detached townhouses and apartments will result
in a far worse crisis in the years to come with a leaky home epidemic, and the health and wellbeing of the
unfortunate occupants and neighbours in serious decline as we move into the future.

The reality is there are limits to growth in our cities and suburbs and this needs to be acknowledged by councils,
central government and individuals in New Zealand. The constant need for growth will not result in better outcomes
for New Zealanders except for a privileged few who make money from the misery of the homeowners and tenants
who find themselves living in the shadow of these thoughtless, short life-span, sub standard buildings.

The average New Zealand homeowner gives up their entire working life to provide a home for themselves and their
families, and they should be allowed to live that life without the threat of encroachment by a government policy
which severely affects their lives and wellbeing without right of reply. Why do we have a resource consent process if
not to protect citizens, their property and the environment?

We are facing a global crisis in regards to climate change, shortage of food and drinking water. We are
experiencing major shortages of building supplies and materials and our response is to build more intensive
housing which will further degrade our environment and quality of life. It doesn't make sense and will not have a
sustainable outcome.

| therefore feel we need the councils and central government to review this intensification policy and to start looking
after our existing population and environment and for us all to have an opportunity to debate and discuss these
pressing and life threatening challenges which affect us now and the coming generations. We need to protect what
we have worked so hard for, to look after our environment and stop pandering to the selfish needs of the few who
profit from our inability to have a say in the outcomes.

The District plan change 56 proposal has been thrust upon us with very little public consultation or time to make
submissions which is ridiculous as this is a huge deal which will affect the entire population. There needs to be a
nationwide response with at least six months for the public to engage. The outcomes of these changes will affect
our lives and the future of our children and grandchildren.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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9.
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| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

We seek that the Council agree to creating the Hutt Railway Heritage area with the
related height and density protections provisions.

(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




DPC56/118

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 Blackham First Mark

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit Number 396 street Muritai Rd

suburb Eastbourne

city Lower Hultt ‘ Postcode 5013
Address for Service Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay | Evening 04 562 8846
mobile 021891042
Email
mark@blackham.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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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 4F Medium 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 all provisions in Chapter 14F
| oppose all provisions in Chapter 4F

Chapter 4F
| am against allowing three story houses, as of right, in any and all low and medium density residential zones.

| oppose it because the policy will change the egalitarian social fabric and generally fair and beneficial housing standard of the Hutt, as it will NZ society. It will replace our low
or medium density suburbs where almost everyone has similar space, access and separation, with housing that crams people closer together - lowering factors essential to
our individual and social wellbeing, and to the NZ way of life; plenty of distance between us, and plenty of light, sky, greenery and views. This is a recipe for future social
tensions, disruption and disputes as people take advantage of the rule to build residences that impinge on the enjoyment of their neighbours.

The Council should have the power to make these decisions on behalf of its community, to suit the circumstances.

| oppose the policy because the Hutt City does not have the infrastructure to handle this influx of people; it does not have the roads, the transport, the power and three water
networks. Installing these, where possible, will involve countless disruptions to life and work - a cost borne by this and the next generation, to set up suburbs that condemn
future generations never to know the less intensified pleasures of our current way of life.

There's a whole world full of intensified housing. There's very few places like Hutt City and New Zealand. | want the Hutt Council to stand up for our way of living.

Chapter 14F

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

This is a infringement on the rights of homeowners to control their home - to control the space and building they have paid for. This freedom is a fundamental aspect of the
Hutt City way of life - and long reflected in the lived experience of this great community. We see wide mixes of people living in suburbs, each living the way they choose, with
significant variation no matter what the suburb - and each controlling their home and yard to reflect their pursuit of happiness.

| appreciate that the Council is likely to have expanded these zones to protect them from intensification.

But if you have to shut down whole streets, forcing the owners to freeze these homes in time, then you are acknowledging the madness of the intensification policy.

Creating a wrong by mandating some owners can't control their homes, while their neighbours can build three, or even six story homes, is just indicative of the huge wrong
being committed through intensification.

Some Councillors have claimed these zones are simply creating a holding pattern until the Council gets to issue its district plan. But every citizen knows that these interim
steps by government will never be rescinded - they will only lead to even tougher rules. So it will be for heritage zones, which are likely to be locked more deeply down.

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.

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.
restrictions will have.

It is tremendously ridiculous that the houses in the proposed areas vary drastically in their quality and type.
Many don’ tlook like heritage at all - they're new, recent, or significantly altered. Many may have been heritage, but are so deteriorated to be unsavable.

Even more ridiculous is that some of the areas, such as Hardham Crescent or the Petone State Flats, are of the type and location calling out for intensification!

My fellow citizens should have the choice on whether their property is included in the Plan Change as 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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| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

To reject intensification. To refuse to implement the Government's law. It was not
passed with public support. If the Council proceeds, it will be doing so without its
citizen support. We must, here at the local level, make a stand for our way of life.

To reject new heritage zones, or at the very least, make participation in them
voluntary.

(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 9 /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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DPC56/119

ITY

TE WA BRG]

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:

Fullname | Last Love First Wikitoria

Company/organisation | The Korokoro Love Whanau

Contact i different

Address | unit 3 Number 15A street Rakeiora Grove

Suburb Korokoro

City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode 5012
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone Day ‘ Evening
Mobite 0212658781
Email

wikitorialove@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 v | 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:

DPC56/119

Give details:

Sites of significance to Maori.

(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 Korokoro Love Whanau opposes the provision of “buildings up to six storeys,
subject to planning permission, 800m from the Petone commercial centre and all train
stations” due to the detrimental impact the increased development and population
would have on sites significant to Maori.

The Korokoro Love Whanau have had 10 generations of uninterrupted cultural
connection and ahi ka (continuous occupation) in Korokoro. The areas affected by this
proposal contains multiple sites of cultural significance and wahi tapu from our tipuna
and hold great importance for both existing and future generations. If this proposed
High Density Residential zone were to be implemented in Korokoro, it would cause
anxiety and stress within our whanau and much pamamae (trauma) if these sites were
disturbed: as a result, the effect on the Treaty relationship between local and central
government and mana whenua could be negatively impacted.

Our 3 Great Grandfather, Wiremu Tako Ngatata (1815-1887), is buried in the
Korokoro urupa, along with his wife, daughter and granddaughters. His grandson, Wi
Hapi Pakau Love and his wife, Ripeka Wharawhara Matene, built the wharenui
Taumata in 1901, which welcomed manuhiri from Taranaki regularly. The wharenui
still stands today and is very much cared for by it's guardians whom we have an
ongoing relationship with.

Sir Makere Rangiatea Ralph Love, created and named the street we continue to
reside in, Rakeiora, after a tohunga of the Tokomaru waka. He also named other
streets in Korokoro (such as Te Whiti Grove) and had great affection for Pito-one
(Petone) and Te Awakairangi.

We are very protective of sites that hold significance to Maori, iwi, and our whanau as
they shape our understanding of the past and provide meaning for our future.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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DPC56/119

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

Give precise details:

To permanently exclude Rakeiora Grove, Te Whiti Grove, the area surrounding
Korokoro urupa and Te Puni urupa (on Te Puni Street) from the High Density
Residential zone proposal and any similar proposals that may affect sites of
significance to Maori in the future.

(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
behalf of submitter) Date 14/09/2022

(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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DPC56/120

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 Shardlow First Glen

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit number 132 street Richmond Street
suburb Petone
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D012
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening

movie 021612676

Email

g_shardlow@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 Residental and Commerical 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.

DPC56/120

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

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. This seems to contradict people's ability to exercise freedom
of choice and ability to renovate older houses to a healthy home standard by limiting their ability to
renovate accordingly. We have a young child and wish to provide the healthiest environment for him
and this limits our ability to do so.

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. This can in turn will likely affect household income
due to the increased cost associated with living in a property that decreases in value and increases in
maintenance and associated costs.

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. Therefore, local government is forcing unfair losses on existing property owners.
This may result adverse affects in current homeowners property equity and ability to service outstanding
loans.

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. Therefore risking health issues
of the residing families and/or limiting the rental potential due to conflicts with other government
agenices regulations, for example health home standards.

| 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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DPC56/120

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 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
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DPC56/121

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 Shardlow First Maria

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit number 132 street Richmond Street
suburb Petone
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D012
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening

movie 02108442918

Email

mariashardlow1@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 Residental and Commerical 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.

DPC56/121

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

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. This seems to contradict people's ability to exercise freedom
of choice and ability to renovate older houses to a healthy home standard by limiting their ability to
renovate accordingly. We have a young child and wish to provide the healthiest environment for him
and this limits our ability to do so.

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. This can in turn will likely affect household income
due to the increased cost associated with living in a property that decreases in value and increases in
maintenance and associated costs.

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. Therefore, local government is forcing unfair losses on existing property owners.
This may result adverse affects in current homeowners property equity and ability to service outstanding
loans.

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. Therefore risking health issues
of the residing families and/or limiting the rental potential due to conflicts with other government
agenices regulations, for example health home standards.

| 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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DPC56/121

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 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
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DPC56/122

ITY

TE KA MAIRANG!

5

Submission on publicly notified ~ HUT
proposed district plan change

To: Chief Executive, Hutt City Council

1. This is a submission from:

Full name (ast Boaler rist Russell
Company/organisation
Contact i different

Address  unit Number 55 street Waiwhetu Road
suburb Waiwhetu
city Lower Hutt I Postcode 5010
Address for Service Fostal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone pay rEvening

movie 027 224 8256
russell.boaler@beca.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: D D

3. could [/

(Please tick one)

could not gain an advantage in trade competition 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 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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DPC56/122

5. The specific mmmndsunfme proposal that my submission relates to are.
Gren el

This submizsaion i mada on Bahall of B mesall and sy wiln. Wa strongly disagres with The govermsmenls Blanki adfeasch io inying io resole
NZ's housing shoragn and thisk i has bean nahed though witho mael consideraton of its polontial advenss impacts on individual cesidents
whsoss veion will b kol 0 e proposssd peocess should the propoaal go Bwough. We Scoap| Tl sokdons are nosded 1o mschss T housng
shartage, howeer § merg cordided inrgated approach should ba taken. The approsch proposed Seems mens appicable o & new
dasmopmant arsn malher Than e apieopriate lor axising resadenial Faas.

A5 5 rasull w da not support many of the proposed changes bo the: District Pian by Coundal which also refact an unneosssanly blankst appoach
anad we wand T Council 1o gRhuinely considor mone targeled warys thal enable & winfwin eiusdon lor adadng mios paysraTasicents and e
commursty as & whole 8 well & fulune fekidents. Whisl thane am 8 numbar of proposed provisions: we G0 Aok BUpEor h Ry pROVSCNS W am |
promiding submissions on ane 25 folows:

—

= o=

(Ploase uss m“. _m- : f]-w wiahi)

g. M}rjuhmisu_mn_ i

MMMMHWHMMWM}DHMMM ArHT PO KW pOUT VWS

Dibjections to spacific proposed provisions as follows:
Proposed Zone Maps

We oppose the proposed zone maps as the whole valley floor is considered high-density’ based on being
within B00m/10 minule walking distance of Rapsd Transit Stops (as per pg 28 of PCS6 - Plan Change
Document - Volume 2). As a result § storey dwellings could conceivably be located virtually anywhare within
the Hutt Valley residential area and could potentially be built without resource consent. [t would also appedar
that areas bayond the proximity limits proposed are still being zoned high density on the zone map.

It's inconceivable to think a 6 storey apartment béock could be placed within existing residential areas which
are largely single storey houses, This would spoil the heritagafeel of existing areas, not 1o mention the
imposing nature of such structures on immediate neighbours.

We balieve that the proposad high-density zones should far be more restricted than whal is currently
proposed and high density areas should be defined in @ much more targeted way. For example limiting
high-density zones to areas directly adjacent the CBD or directly adjacent major train stations only.

Proposed Amendment 80 - Haight in relation 1o boundary

We oppose the proposed amendment to the recession plane (height in relation to boundary). The current
requiremant is 3.5m + 45 degrees and the proposed is 4m + 60 degrees. The proposed recession angle of
60 degrees will result in significant loss of sunlight to adjeining properties which could affect the adjoining
property’s occupants health and wellbeing. We believe that the recession angle should remain at 45 degrees
which could still enable (for a typical 168m wide section) for a 12m high ridge line.

Proposed Amendment 354 - Access (removal of requirement for off street parking)

We opposa the removad of the requirement for off-street parking to be provided for each dwelling.

Intensification of dwallings will result in more cars in tha area. By nol requiring off-streel parking, this will
m-_mjtmwnmmmmmmmmammmwllmmmrﬁmﬂmﬂmaﬁaﬁnﬂ

roadside parking.
Support of specific proposed provisions as follows:
Proposed Amendment 7T - number of residential units per site

We support the proposal for three unils per site being a permitted activity, but the units should allow for off
streel parking (as per our opposition (o proposed amendment 354).

Propoged Amendment 78 - building coverage
We support the proposal for permitted building site coverage increasing from 40% to 30%.
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DPC56/122

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

Give precs oetada B =
[Phess e acktiondl pages § you wish)
B | wish ,{ do not wish 1o ba heard in support of my submission.
[Fiease dck ome)
o, If others make a similar submission,
I will v | will not consider presanting a joint case with them at the hearing.
fp—— 1 - _
Signature of submitter: g ;H
rc:?mwmmwww j-*";‘fzf = 19.'"9."2[}22J
betall of submeted) | [/ | Date —

(& Signafune i Aof regueed §f you make oo AUDSELGT Dy SRCirDaL Maani)

Privacy Statement

The infomnation you provide in this submission, indiuding your name and contact cetails, will be pecvided 1o other submitiers and
published on Hult City Council's watsko. mcnycwndhwmnmhumummﬁmumw Rigsounce
completed, howewer your name will sGll appear in the hearing and decsion reports,

Yo heave the right bo ask Tor & copy of ary pemonal information we hold abow you, and o ask for i bo be Gomected if you think i i
wreng. W you'd like 1o ask for a copy of your information, of 1o hawe il corected, please contact us at
T R T TR ity gioretnz of call D4-5T0-5858,

Where to send your submission
« By email (preferred): district plan@huttcily aovinz
» By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31812, Lower Hutt 5040
« In persom: Al the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutt
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A FORM 5

.SmeiESiDn on pUbllC[y notified HUT ITYI
roposed district plan change ol

p.- §. Resourcs Manmgemant Aci 1681

Tﬁfﬂﬂimm' Hutt City Councll
4. Thisis a submission from:
Full name D.u__Day rest KEVIN
" Conlactaomesst |
Address | Ust  Numbes sveet 32 Porutu Street
| suourn Fairfield
on Lower Hutt | posteode 5011
o e Postal Address | Courer Addrass
Phane ; =F " o [ Evaning
| monse 0274420632
Email
kday@xtra.co.nz \

is is a submission on the following proposad change to the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:
District Plan Change No: 56

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

‘ could could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

uld gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission:

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

yersely affects the environment; and
not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition:

B & DD mmpﬁ:mmnmmwmw.mmrmmwnmmrm
2 &14) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991,




The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relales to are

A
High density residential residential activity area

(Pleass e apdWans pages f you wish)

My submission is:
inclids whathor you support or oppose the 5pecific ArEVIEANE o wish i i':.n-..-ﬁ fhem amanded, &g reasons for pour views
| do not support the intensification of both the height (6 storeys) and reduction in open

space these developments will result in. Already in Porutu Street there are a number
de _none of which provide offstreet parking or outdoor living space for

of dev

familes and children to enjoy. The volume of residents will outpace the infrastructure in
plaaaﬁsu;:port them. Quality of life for everyone will be compromised and will
inevitably result in long term issues




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

[ G precise celil
| While the council may be required to adopt central

: - -4t government mandat low thi
|ly‘;.'rﬂ of residentail activity, at least set minimum standards around guldagi? ;{;: LE._ a:;lﬁ

street parking

(Please wse sckbional pages i you wih)

ﬁ.—gs f D‘_ﬁh yl"' do not wish to ba heard in support of my submission.
.: . I .i. I'i m

=L

9. If others make a similar submisseon,

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

2 i of submitter: | |
parson authonsed 1o Sign on ﬁéﬁ,% : 19/9/2022

you provide in ths submission, incheding your nama and contact details, will be provided to othar submiflers and
it City Council's websile. Hutt City Council is required to collect and publish this informabon under the Resounce
-4 1891, Your contact detaits will be removed from Council's website whan the furlher submissions procass has been

waver your name will still appear in the hearing and decision repoarts.

e right 1o ask for a copy of any personal Information wi hold about you, and to ask for i 1o ba correched [ you think £ 1=
ask for a copy of your information, or to have It comected, please contact us at
mantteamhuttcity govi.nz or call 04-570-6666.

| your submission

il (preferred): district.plan@huticity.govi.nz

ult Gity Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hutt 5040

. At the Hutt City Council Customer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hutl

e il Ao X072



DPC56/124

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 Bakker First Merran

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit Number DT street Britannia Street

Suburb Petone

city Lower Hultt ‘ Postcode 5012

Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different . .
57 Britannia Street, Petone

Phone | pay ‘ Evening

mobie 0212361177

Email

merran.bakker@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.

DPC56/124

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

Give details:

-Intensification of six story buildings in Petone Policy 1 (b) i and ii

-description of Petone as metropolitan centre

-site coverage 50%

-Amendment 27 : 1.10.10 Policy (c) To limit building heights and densities in areas where
intensification is required by the National Policy Statement on Urban Development, but are
identified as having significant historic heritage value, in order to discourage incompatible
development

Sunlight, outlook and vegetation 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:

| oppose the description of Petone as a metropolitan centre as it is a village and does
not have the capacity for intensification because of its natural hazard risks and low rise
heritage precinct. | support the limiting of building heights in policy 1.10.10 and submit
that this applies to areas of Petone other than the specified precincts. It is unclear why
Hutt City needs to describe a second 'centre’ only 2 kilometres from the main city
centre, which | believe has the capacity and infrastructure for higher intensification

| support limiting of site coverage to 50% but would like to see amendments to
minimum requirements for sunlight, outlook and landscaping for all residences

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7.

9.

DPC56/124

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

Remove Petone from high density area and

Strengthen minimum standards for sunlight, outlook and vegetation.

(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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DPC56/125

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 Wells rirst Benjamin Malcolm

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit Number 59 street Tama St
suburb Alicetown
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D010
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening

movie 02102288485

Email

ben.wells@aurecongroup.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: 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.

DPC56/125

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

Give details:

AMENDMENT 21 [Chapter 1 91.10.3 Residential Activity)] Policy 1
The wide ranging application of the Higher Density Residential Area zoning to much of
the Hutt Valley floor, in particular to the suburb of Alicetown

(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 provisions which would label the suburb in which | reside as a
High Density Residential Area.

By allowing the intensification of buildings within the Hutt Valley, and in particular the
suburb of Alicetown, under the building allowances of a High Density Residential Area,
developers would be encouraged to heavily increase intensification to maximize their
personal profits, with little care for the well being of residents in the neighbouring
properties. | do not believe enough forethought has been put into how this
intensification will affect the surrounding properties on a number of issues including:
- the avaliability of off street parking

- the strain on water infrastructure

- the availability of sunlight (something which is very personal to me as | take great
pride in my garden)

- changes to the character of the neighbourhood

- the preservation of the historical significance of Alicetown which encompasses the
original European settlement of Aglionby

It is apparent that this plan will be applied to properties individually as they are
developed without considering the wider effect on the surrounding suburb.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7.

9.

DPC56/125

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

A Revision of the application of the High Density Zoning plan

(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: P A3
(or person authorised to sign on ;ff’;,.f, '-i .__/{"';. 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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DPC56/126

EMA FORM &

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

Claige & of Schadule 1, Resoures Managemenl Acl 18681

Te: Chief Executive, Hult City Council

1. This s 8 submission from:

Full name | L. Panafiel Bermudeaz At lENIA
Companylorganisation
GContact # dferen
Address | Ly number 19 seew Elizabeth Strest

st Moera _ e ___ il |
car Lower Hult | Posose 5010 =1
Address for Servica | Pesl Acdmas Cotiar Addras |

i cifgrani’

Phone | cey 021 280 0857 | £vanng 021 280 0857
wonte (21 280 0BS7

E ﬂ H [

& taniapb19@gmail.com

2. This is a submission on the following proposed change o the City of Lower Hutt District Plan:
Proposed District Plan Change No: 55

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: |Enebliing Inensification in Residential and Commercial Areas

. | could E could not gain an advantage in irade compelition through this submission.
[Piaass Yok one)

4. Ifyou could gain an advantage in rade competition through this submission;

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

(a) adversaly a'fl’&mthe environment; and
(b} does not relate to frade compefition or the effects of trade compatition:

(Fhippe fick o

Hefo: f pou e @ ponicn who could! gein an sdvanisge in e compafifion Maogh e Subviiono, pour Aghr 19 meks & obeiiaion Say te
drslpd by clpude 4] of Pt 1 of Sehaculs 1 of Ihe Fedousse Manapamenl A 1881,

EREOEA-30 — Pags i of Hult Gy Councll  whisk, ety pend 4 57D S368 Agal 2033




DPC56/126

&,  The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates {o are;

Give chafally: :

Chapter 14F Heritage buildings and structures and "heritage areas’
Amendment 4 - building height in density in Moera

{Pioass usa sooisosal papes Y pou wish)

&, My submission is:
Lhichi whodhar pic Supgirt or Gpgode the Spcite sl o uath R have Mo Amanded, Snd masaet far your viwd

|| am not satisfied that the recent review of homes and areas considered “heritage”

'was done well and therefore have very little confidence in that procass. As such, | feel

that it is only fair that the home owners have to consent to their home being Hstad

heritage.

“That a property should only be classified as heritage in the District Plan with the

express written consent of the property owner®

1) The proposed "Residential Heritage Precinct’ including Moera, Petone and
Wainulomata determines a list of private residential addresses to become heritage
areas, without the homeowners consent. The consequances being that whilst
neighbouring properties may build up to 3-6 stories high, the restrictions enforced by
heritage status will unfairly impact the homeowners and severly limit renovations and
developments on their properties.

2) | believe the council {in consultation with the community) should have discretion
around what areas are able to be intensified, as opposed to the blanket rules set out
by government.

3) The provison of a minimum 1 x car park per household/dwelling should be made for
all developments coverad under the new intensification regime. The streets we have
cannot cope with the parking and traffic volume as it is.

4) Consideration/consent of adverse affects on neighbours sunshine/light/privacy
'needs to upheld when considering any build of 2 stories, particularly with the risk of a
one story/bungalow being surrounded on 3 sides by 3-6 story developments.

(Fisass usa Soofdonal papes if pou wish]
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DPC56/126

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

Give pracise calaily:
1) That a property should only be classified as heritage in the District plan with tha
express written consent of the property owner/s

2) Council have discretion on consultation with community re determination of
intensification areas

3) Developers/builders must provide a minimum of one off street car park per dwelling

4) Requirements of asseessing adverse effects of building 3-6 stories on neighbours
(re sunlight and privacy) should be written onto the process of new builds.

Fleass use scaifionis! pages I pou wigh)

| wish |/ | do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.
{Plokse fick ans)

9, Waothers make a similar submizsdon,

| | will f’ will not consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing,
(Fsasn fck ong)

=N oF Srermer- 19/9/2022

tahat of submitor) Llatw

fa et i3 nod required o poy ek o Sulmiiaion by Sl means)

Privacy Statement

The informalion you provide in this submission, ingluding your name and contact delalls, will be provided fo oier submitters and
publshed on Hul City Councils website. Huf City Coundll ks requinad 1o ooflect and publish Sis indormation under the Resounss
Managemenl Acl 1551, Your conlnct detalis will be removed from Councils wobslie when fhe furifer submissions prooass has been
cormpleled, however your name will stil appear in he hearing and decision repors.

‘ol harvs The right bo ask for 8 copy of any personal informadion 'wa hold about you, and o ask for it bo be comedied If you think it is
verong. H you'd b io ask for o oogry Hmrm%ﬁmnﬁm. phease contac us al
infarmalipnmanagementieamEfnticity gont nz or - E66E.

Where to send your submission
« By email (preferred): district plang@huticity goving
= By post: Hutt City Council, Private Bag 31912, Lower Hult 5040
¢ In person; Al the Hutt City Councll Cuslomer Service Centre, 30 Laings Road, Lower Hult
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DPC56/127

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 JOE First Spencer and Tracey

Company/organisation

Contact it different

Address | unit Number 4 street ' Troon Crescent
subur Boulcott
city Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode 5010
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening

mobite 021 224 0880

Email

tracey.spencer@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.

DPC56/127

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

Give details:

AMENDMENT 14 Deletion of 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:

We oppose the proposal.

Greater consideration and public consultation (including but not limited to
community/neighbourhood workshops) should be given to inclusion of Special
Residential Activity Areas (SRAA) in the proposed high density residential zone in
Proposed District Plan Change 56 (DP56).

The SRAA are defined in the current District Plan (DP) as "areas which possess
special amenity values, characterised by residential dwellings, low densities, mature
vegetation, and a high standard of development. It is important that these
characteristics and amenity values be protected from the adverse effects of
unsympathetic development and activities.".

DP56 takes a "one size fits all" approach in applying the Resource Management
(Enabling Housing Supply and Other Matters) Amendment Act 2021 (the Act) and has
not given due consideration to the background and thought given in forming the
existing residential DP provisions including Chapter 14B SRAA.

A greater stewardship and far sighted approach is required by the Hutt City Council
(HCC). This approach was demonstrated in full by the Christchurch City Council in it's
decision to vote against changing its planning rules to comply with government
direction.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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DPC56/127

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

Give precise details:

We oppose DP56 and seek that it be rejected.

The HCC follow the Christchurch City Council's lead against changing its planning
rules to comply with government direction to enable more housing and development in
the city.

(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 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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DPC56/128

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:

Fullname | tast  Lister First  Sam
Company/organisation

Contact it different

Address | unit number 23A street  McGowan Road
subur  \WWainuiomata
city Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode 5014
Address for Service Postal Address Courier Address
if different 551 Coast Road Wainuiomata
Phone | pay 021 998 553 | Evening 04 564 3503

mobite 021 998 553

Email .
sam.lister@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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DPC56/128

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

Give details:
My submission relates to MDRS not being applied to all residential zoned properties.

Note:
Resource Management (Enabling Housing Supply and Other Matters) Amendment Act 2021. (The Act)

Section 77G Duty of specified territorial authorities to incorporate MDRS and give effect to policy 3 or 5 in
residential zones

(1) Every relevant residential zone of a specified territorial authority must have the MDRS incorporated into that
zone.

(2) Every residential zone in an urban environment of a specified territorial authority must give effect to policy 3 or
policy 5, as the case requires, in that zone.

(4) In carrying out its functions under this section, a specified territorial authority may create new residential zones
or amend existing residential zones.

(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:

My submission applies to my property at 23a McGowan Road Wainuiomata. This
property is currently zoned Hill residential,is situated within a 1km radius and within
walking distance to both the Village and Central Wainuiomata shopping areas and
located 300m from rapid transport service.

The property is mostly flat or of gentle slope and well suited for intensification. The flat
and gentle sloped areas are situated at a lower contour level to other established
residential development in the higher section of McGowan Road and is in close
proximity to all services. The property ticks the boxes for intent of the national policy
statement on Urban Development 2020 updated May 2022 for improved development
capacity objectives

My submission is the proposed district plan changes fail to meet Councils legal duty
under the Section 77G paragraph (2) of the Act.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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DPC56/128

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

Give precise details:

| request that the Council incorporate 23A McGowan Road into the proposed Medium
Residential Zone as provided for in section 77G paragraph (4) of the Act to meet its
legal duty and provide consistency with zoning of neighboring properties and other
similar properties around Wainuiomata such as 11 Coast Road, upper areas of Wise
St, Wellington Road, Stockdale St and Sunny Gr to name a few.

(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 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 B 20/ 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
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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DPC56/129

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 Brathwaite rirst Robert
Company/organisation Private Person
Contact i different
Address | unit Number O street Bloomfield Terrace
subur Hutt Central
ciy Lower Hutt | Posteode 5010
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address

if different

Phone | pay 5661403 | Evening 5661403
mobie 0211653122

=mal bp.brath.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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DPC56/129

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

Give details:

Buildings up to six storeys, subject to planning permission, within 1200m from the
edge of the Lower Hutt CBD.

(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 plan change to allow buildings up to six storeys, subject to planning
permission, within 1200m from the edge of the Lower Hutt CBD. My reasons are:

a) The height of buildings will significantly shade and intrude on the privacy of
neighbouring single or two storey houses. Six storey buildings should only be allowed
where they don't shade and impact on the privacy of neighbouring houses.

b) In neighbouring houses the reduction in daylight and sunlight with its associated
warming effects will have negative impacts on health of the occupants, heating costs,
privacy and property values. The reduction in daylight and sunlight, will be particularly
severe in winter when the north winter sun elevation angle is between 26 and 45
degrees in the Hutt City area.

c) Remove the "within 1200m from the edge of the Lower Hutt CBD" area from the
targeted intensification areas until the stopbank downstream from the Melling Bridge
and the bridge itself is rebuilt. It makes no sense to allow such building intensification
while the risk of flooding from the Hutt River remains high due to the limited protection
of the current stopbanks and choke point at the Melling bridge.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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DPC56/129

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

Give precise details:

Make planning permission for buildings of up to 6 stories mandatory, so that existing
single and double storey houses are not adversely affected in regard to shading and
privacy. Piecemeal development that leaves individual by single and double storey
houses surrounded by buildings of up to 6 stories is to be avoided.

Remove the "within 1200m from the edge of the Lower Hutt CBD" area from the
targeted intensification areas until the stopbank downstream from the Melling Bridge
and the bridge itself is rebuilt.

(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
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DPC56/130

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 McDonald Fist Dwayne

Company/organisation N/A

Contact i different

Address | unit Number 151 street Hill Road

Suburb Belmont

City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode 5010
Address for Service Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay 0273077244 | Evening 045650662
movile 0273077244
Email

dwayne.mcdonald@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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DPC56/130

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

Give details:

Medium intensity (3 x house and 3 x stores per house). Between 1/149 -159 Hill road
Belmont, Lower Hutt. My house being 151 Hill Road.

(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 medium intensity (3 x house and 3 x stores per house). Between 1/149 -159
Hill road Belmont, Lower Hutt. The Hill road is not of a standard that can support more
cars parked on the side of the road and traffic using the road. Also some of the
properties border on the park hill reserve and a large build up of housing would be
detrimental to the environment. Some of the properties in between 1/149 - 159 are far
to small to build 3 x houses on. The lane we share 1/149 to 153 is to small and not
suitable to support any more traffic. There is not enough pubic transport to support

more housing.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7.

9.

DPC56/130

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

| would like the Hutt City Council to look at re zoning the properties in between 1/149 -
159 Hill road, Belmont, Lower Hutt so that they have the same zoning as the rest of the
housing on Hill road (Rural).

(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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DPC56/131

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 Linton First Marianne

Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit number T8 street Penrose Street
suburs VW ObUIN
City Lower Hutt ‘ Postcode D010
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening

mobie 0211116805

Email

marihjld@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: ALL

Title of Proposed District Plan Change: AI_L

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: .DPC56/1 31.

Give details:

The impact of intensification on neighbouring properties in terms of sunlight and a
resident's enjoyment of their home. Therefore the light planes need to be amended to
ensure neighbouring properties aren't unduly affected and can still enjoy some
sunlight.

There are large sections in woburn with established trees and active bird life which
provides an area for native birds in the valley. Consideration needs to be made for a
corridor for native birds to live across the Hutt Valley. There are a large number of
nikau trees which are not protected. An area of special character needs to remain to
ensure many large trees stil remain in

(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 specific provisions outlined will change Hutt City in a negative way. It will
have a negative impact on the native enviroment and residents enjoyment of their
property.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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DPC56/131

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

Give precise details:

Ensure that the regulations relating to the impact of intensification ensure neighbouring
properties still enjoy sunlight and more green spaces developed to counter the
intensification. Council officers should assess what heritage trees should be protected
rather than seeking owners to nominate them. The council should to ensure good
examples of native Hutt vally flora and fauna remain.

(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
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DPC56/132

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 ROberts First Pam
Company/organisation

Contact i different

Address | unit Number street5 Bolton St
suburb Petone
City ‘ Postcode 501 2
Address for Service | Postal Address Courier Address
if different
Phone | pay ‘ Evening

mobile 021 1275971

Email

pam@warehou.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: |Chapter 14F Heritage Buildings and Structures

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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DPC56/132

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

The creation of a new heritage area HA-08 Petone Foreshore Heritage 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 creation of the heritage area HA-08 because of the following:

- insufficient information and consultation with affected homeowners, particularly clear
information on what can/cannot be done to properties in the heritage area.

- no information on the additional costs associated with heritage area consents

- a large number of homes within the proposed heritage area have already been
renovated/partially renovated or are new builds. Some of these are highlighted in the
proposed area as appearing to be ‘exempt’ but not all. There needs to be clarification
of this and what that means for consents/additions for these sites.

- when people purchased homes in this area they did so with the expectation that they
could renovate without restriction and they would not end up with a 3-6 storey building
next to them or bordering them.
- if the cost of historic area consents and renovations is too restrictive then homes may
not be ‘upkept’ at all. There are some examples of this on Bolton St.

| therefore oppose the creation of HA-08 in its current form.

(Please use additional pages if you wish)
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7.

9.

DPC56/132

| seek the following decision from Hutt City Council:

Give precise details:

| do not want the council to include HA-08 as a heritage area in the district plan with the
current level of information.

| want the council to consider heritage areas in conjunction with a plan for sea level rise
protection for Petone Foreshore.

(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.p