




1 May 2025

Submission on the Proposed District Plan – 
(SASM) and other related provisions

As a long-time ratepayer and resident of Lower Hutt, I am writing to oppose key 
aspects of the Proposed District Plan, particularly those relating to Sites and Areas of 

property rights, 
transparency, and due process. 

1. Protection of Property Rights and the Right to Quiet Enjoyment

At the heart of my concern is the erosion of fundamental property rights. The right to 
the quiet enjoyment of one’s property—a well-recognised legal principle—should not 

sions—particularly those with immediate 
—

their land. This is especially concerning when no clear or consistent criteria 
 

2. Impact Beyond SASMs – Slopes, Foreshore, and Hazards

not focus solely on SASMs. The entire scope of 
—including Slopes, Foreshore, and Hazard areas—

interrogated for . Any restriction, regardless 
, or else it risks 

 

I want to acknowledge and respect the importance 
support appropriate protection of taonga and  in partnership 

evidence-based, transparent, and respectful of all stakeholders, including property 
owners. 

4. Key Questions That Must Be Addressed

There is a lack of clarity and transparency in the current proposal, which raises serious 

addressed: 

i.
What process was used, and what criteria applied?
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ii.
For example, why are areas such as Waiwhetu or the Western Hills not

iii. If the purpose is to protect taonga, why are iwi being asked to publicly
Doesn’t this contradict the principle of protecting

something precious?

no documentary evidence

assessed?
Why is the Resource Management Act (RMA) being used as the vehicle for

full
approval pathway.
How does this proposal align with the Council’s stated goal of freeing up

reducing red tape?
ix. What happens if the RMA is reformed or repealed by the current

legal and practical implications 
and restrictions?

x.
- -case? Will the

xi. What was the internal decision-making process within Council

to ensure sound governance and accountability?

Summary

expense of clarity, fairness, or fundamental property rights. The current proposal 
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reconsider and 

Sincerely, 
Patricia Cleland
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