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Submitter Submission Point Support/Oppose Reason Submission point 
allowed/disallowed 

Natural Hazards 
Commission Toka 
Tū Ake 

327-061 Oppose SUB-O2 clause 5 duplicates the objectives in the 
Natural Hazards and Coastal Environment chapters. 

Disallow 

Natural Hazards 
Commission Toka 
Tū Ake 

327-031 Oppose The amendment exacerbates the inappropriateness 
of NH-O2 as it further increases the regulatory 
threshold in NH-O2 over that contained in NH-O1 for 
high hazard areas.  As such development in low and 
medium natural hazards overlays must achieve a 
higher regulatory threshold than development in the 
High Natural Hazards overlay.  This seems at odds 
with the general thrust of the submitter’s 
submission. 

Disallow 

Natural Hazards 
Commission Toka 
Tū Ake 

327-053 Oppose The amendment lacks the necessary certainty 
required for a permitted activity standard. 

Disallow 

Natural Hazards 
Commission Toka 
Tū Ake 

327-057 Oppose The amendment lacks the necessary certainty 
required for a permitted activity standard. 

Disallow 

Natural Hazards 
Commission Toka 
Tū Ake 

327-084 Oppose The amendment lacks the necessary certainty 
required for a permitted activity standard. 

Disallow 

Wellington 
Regional Council 

452-16 Oppose The wording of the objective only applies to urban 
form and built environment, and as such the 
submitter’s amendment simply duplicates UDSD-O1 
and UDSD-O2 and would not achieve the outcome 
sought by the regional council’s submission. 
 
UDSD-O1 and UDSD-O2 (clause g.) already address 
resilience to climate change.  The definition of Well-
Functioning Urban Environment includes, “resilient 
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to the likely current and future effects of climate 
change”.  This term is used in UDSD-O1. 
 

Wellington 
Regional Council 

452-18 Oppose The addition of the term “environmental” adds 
confusion in the interpretation of this strategic 
objective, as the word “environment” is defined in 
Section 2 of the RMA but “environmental” is not 
defined in the Proposed District Plan. This raises the 
question of whether “environmental” is the same as 
“environment”.  If not, then it needs to be clearly 
defined. 
 
The RMA definition for “environment” includes a 
broad range of matters including natural and physical 
resources, ecosystems and social, economic, and 
cultural conditions affecting these matters. This 
appears wider than what is intended by the 
submitter. 

Disallow 

Wellington 
Regional Council 

452-72 Oppose The information supplied with the submission does 
not allow property owners to determine if any 
changes are sought to flood hazard overlays affecting 
their property. The information should have been 
provided on property-based maps at an appropriate 
scale to enable this to happen.  This raises issues of 
natural justice and the ability of affected property 
owners to be able to fully engage with the plan 
making process. 
 
The oversight of not including rivers and waterways 
and land immediately adjoining them in the notified 
flood hazard overlays raises question marks over the 
robustness and thoroughness of the peer review 
process. 

Disallow 
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Wellington 
Regional Council 

452-97 Oppose The amendment lacks the necessary certainty 
required for a permitted activity standard. 

Disallow 

Wellington 
Regional Council 

452-102 Oppose The amendment lacks the necessary certainty 
required for a permitted activity standard. 

Disallow 

Wellington 
Regional Council 

452-103 Oppose Making an activity the same non-complying activity 
status in Medium Flood Hazard overlays as the High 
Flood Hazard overlay is not a risk-based approach as 
it does not distinguish the different level of risk 
between the two overlays. 

Disallow 

Wellington 
Regional Council 

452-189a Oppose The outcomes sought by this objective duplicate 
those in the Building Act, the Civil Defence 
Emergency Act 2002 (S60 for lifeline utilities), and 
sector-based utilities/infrastructure based legislation 
and regulations such as such as the Electricity Act 
1992, Electricity (Safety) Regulations 2010 etc.  The 
Building Act already has requirements for different 
resilience elements (salt spray, wind zones etc.). 
These are regularly updated. 
 
The submitter has not identified a regulatory gap 
which would justify the district plan stepping into the 
setting of performance standards for individual 
buildings and infrastructure. 
 
It is not efficient or effective for resource 
management plans to duplicate other legislation and 
regulations.  This is reinforced by the requirements of 
s18A(b)(i) of the RMA. 

Disallow 

Wellington 
Regional Council 

452-189f Oppose The policy only seeks to “promote” and “enable” 
buildings and structures to withstand predicted 
future higher temperatures, intensity and duration of 
rainfall.  This does not give effect to the submitter’s 
new objective in submission point 452-189a which 
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requires this to happen (in other words it requires 
the setting of performance standards for buildings 
and infrastructure).   
 
I would recommend that the policy is reworded in a 
way that allows the proposed district plan to set 
standards and rules across the plan which do not 
create a barrier to buildings and infrastructure 
meeting the requirements of other legislation and 
regulations to withstand natural environmental 
effects forecast to change due to climate change. 
 
 

 

 

Copy served on: 

Wellington Regional Council:  Richard Sheild - regionalplan@gw.govt.nz 

Natural Hazards Commission Toka Tū Ake:  Sarah-Jayne McCurrach - resilience@naturalhazards.govt.nz 
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