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Form 6

Further Submission

ion on notified proposed plan ¢ hange to Upper Hutt City
Council District Plan
lanse 8 of Sehedule 1, Revoswce Mamupement Act 1991

in opposition to a submiss

Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26.ne 2024, at Spm

To: Upper Hutt City Council

Name of person making
further submission: ....... t.S \'\A‘(“ ............

[fadl name]

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following plan change
proposed to the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):
e Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PC50)
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1 wish or do not wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

If others make a similar submission, T will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.
[Delete if you would not consider presenting a joint case. |

Signature of person making further submission ......... b
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making further submission)

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

Electronic address for service of person making further submission

Email: ....

R R R R

Telephone: ..

Postal address: ...

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making
a further submission your personal details, including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under
the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details
can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be
kept confidential, please contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fefgusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Deliver to GTC’s agent (Chris Hansen, RMA Planning Consultant): chris@rmaexpert.co.nz

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter by emailing to GTC’s
‘agent (Chris Hansen) within 5 working days after it is served on Upper Hutt City Council.

Note to person making further submission
Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied
that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission):
e it is frivolous or vexatious:
e it discloses no reasonable or relevant case:
¢ it would be an abuse of the hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken
further:
e it contains offensive language:
e it is supported only by material that purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been
prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised
knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter
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FURTHER SUBMISSION 202

Form 6
Further Submission

in opposition to a submission on notified proposed plan change to Upper Hutt City
Council District Plan
Clause 8 of Schedule 1, Resowrce Management Act | 9917

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review

The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26.June 2024, at Spm

To: Upper Hutt City Council

Name of person making
further submission: ....... J YOTJ ANA..... V(Jﬂy ..............................................
[full name]

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following plan change
proposed to the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):
e Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PC50)
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1 wish or do not wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

If others make a similar submission, 1 will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.
[Delete if yvou would not consider presenting a joint case. ]

Signature of person making further submission ... LWL
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person m Sfurther submission)
(A signature is not required if you make your submissjon by electronic means.)

pue D406 [ 22

Electronic address for service of person making further submission
Email:

Telephone: .

postal address: [

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making
a further submission your personal details, including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under
the Resource Management Act 1891. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details

can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept

confidential, please contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

Deliver to: 'Uppér Hutt Civic (.',;entre.,.é-iilg-— 842 P’er_gussbh Di‘ive, U-pper“Hut-t 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140
Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Deliver to GTC’s agent (Chris Hansen, RMA Planning Consultant): chris@rmaexpert.co.nz
A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter by emailing to GTC’s
agent (Chris Hansen) within 5 working days after it is served on Upper Hutt City Council.

Note to person making further submission
Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied
that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission):
e it is frivolous or vexatious:
« it discloses no reasonable or relevant case:
o it would be an abuse of the hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken
further:
« it contains offensive language:
o itis supported only by material that purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been
prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised
knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter
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Form 6
Further Submission

In opposition to a submission on notified proposed plan change to Upper Hutt City
Council District Plan
Clause 8 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review
The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm
To: Upper Hutt City Council

Name of person making
further submission: Bruce William Christenson...........oooovi i,
[full name]

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following plan change
proposed to the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):
e Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PC50)

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the general
public has because our property at 116 A Wyndham Road, Pinehaven shares a common boundary
with GTC, and therefore stands to suffer the most detrimental effects of their development.

I oppose the submission of:
e Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and the Goodwin Estate
Trust (Submitter Number 162)

The particular parts of the submission | oppose are:

1. The poor resolution and poor disclosure of the boundaries as shown on the maps in
the proposal.

2. The lack of information as to the exact housing density being proposed.

The lack of information as to the environmental impacts that will be caused, and

4. The very secretive manner in which this proposal is being handled, bypassing normal
protocols.

w

The reasons for my opposition are:


https://www.legislation.govt.nz/regulation/public/2003/0153/latest/link.aspx?id=DLM241225#DLM241225

The hills above Pinehaven are a natural area, home to many wildlife, and a great place
in which to spend free time. NO discloser is provided on what if any mitigating efforts
will be employed during the build.

To be honest, we have a very poor relationship with the GTC, and have found that they
simply cannot be trusted to do the right thing. Some three years ago, a GTC staff
member approached our premises at 116a Wyndham Road to advise that our sheep
were eating their trees, and if we didn’t remove them, staff within the company were
very keen to shoot them. This was all very alarming, and despite recovering from major
spinal surgery, | made my way up to the boundary to find that yes, indeed three of our
four sheep were in the area of what were major roadworks.

The troubling thing was that we had a relatively new, stockproof 9 wire fence between
the properties, but it was no where to be seen. Long story short, GTC contractors had
bulldozed the fence, covering it in meters of rock and debris, thus destroying the stock
proof quality of our boundary. Subsequent surveying showed that bulldozers had
illegally crossed some 17 m onto our property, and beyond to cause major damage to
fauna (trees of varying age). To this day, they have not returned telephone messages or
emails, and appear to have washed their hands of the matter. The Council told us that
there is nothing they can do or say to GTC, and advised we find ourselves a good lawyer.

By the way, The fourth sheep never returned home.

I would suggest that this is evidence of very poor corporate practise, and shows that
GTC is a poor corporate citizen. Can you imagine how we will be treated once the
proposed activities commence?

There is also a substantial matter of who is paying for this subdivision? From the
wording, it appears that rate payers are picking up the infrastructure tab. How can this
be? Normally, developers pay the costs for developing tracts of land for housing. Why
is this development any different? Is this legal?

There is a major natural drainage which feeds a stream flowing through our block. How
is GTC going to look after the biota living therein? Are we to accept highly polluted
waters flowing through our property as a sign of progress. This is not addressed, and
clearly needs to be.

To date, GTC has demonstrated only that they are poor corporate neighbours, and
giving them carte blanch to carry out this development will potentially be an utter
disaster.

| seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed:

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



If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.
[Delete if you would not consider presenting a joint case.]

Signature of person making further submission . ..
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person maklng further submlssmn)
(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.)

Date ...26 June, 2024

Electronic address for service of person making further submission

email: [
Telephone: ||| DK
S p—————

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making
a further submission your personal details, including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under
the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details
can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be
kept confidential, please contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140
Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Deliver to GTC’s agent (Chris Hansen, RMA Planning Consultant): chris@rmaexpert.co.nz
A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter by emailing to GTC’s
agent (Chris Hansen) within 5 working days after it is served on Upper Hutt City Council.

Note to person making further submission
Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied
that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission):
e itisfrivolous or vexatious:
e it discloses no reasonable or relevant case:
e it would be an abuse of the hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken
further:
e it contains offensive language:
e itissupported only by material that purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been
prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised
knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter
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FURTHER SUBMISSION 204

Form 6
Further Submission

in opposition to a submission on notified proposed plan change to Upper Hutt City
Council District Plan
Clause 8 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review
The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June2024, at Spm
To: Upper Hutt City Council

Name of person making
further submission: Simon Edmonds
[full name]

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following plan change
proposed to the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):
e Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PC50)

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the general
public has because:

I am a member of a volunteer organisation, Silver Stream Railway, which is based in the
Silverstream area adjacent the GTC land which they are seeking to be re-zoned.

As a member of Silver Stream Railway, I have previously made a number of submissions
consultations and plan reviews on the proposals to re-zone the GTC land and associated
proposals to rezone the Spur. These include focus group consultations on the
Silverstream/Pinehaven area; Upper Hutt Land Use Strategy 2016-2043; Draft Open Space
Strategy for Upper Hutt; Intensification Planning Instrument plan changes and PC49 v1 for
the Silverstream Spur.

I oppose the submission of:
e Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and the Goodwin Estate
Trust (Submitter Number 162)

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

The parts of the submission seeking to re-zone GTC land to residential or similar
industrial/business zoning on their land in the areas shown on the Awa Environmental Plan
defined as Proposed Development Zones. No adequate assessment of effects has been
provided by the submitter to support the proposed re-zoning to address issues including:

a) Traffic modelling and related transport corridor effects of the development within this
re-zoned land at the most conservative extent (fully developed state).



b) Landscape and ecological effects on the environment of development along what is an
undisturbed western ridgeline of the Hutt Valley and a continuous ecological corridor
along this ridgeline that is recognised within District Plans by UHCC and Hutt City
Council on either side of the submitters land.

¢) Stormwater and flood hazard issues from the development and the impact on
waterways and landowners downstream or below the development.

d) Utilities including drinking water supply and reticulation, power and communications
and waste-water collection and discharge to existing networks.

e) Reverse sensitivity issues from for example the adjacent landfill and light spill and
noise (traffic for example).

f) Any adequate addressing of requirements to S32 of the Act.

g) Why the public should be paying for any costs related to substantive re-zoning of
private land which is very likely to deliver exclusive and significant financial benefit to
the owner of the private land.

The reasons for my opposition are:

Under Clause 22 of the First Schedule to the Resource Management Act, a plan change
request must be supported by an appropriate level of information to:
» Bxplain the purpose of and the reasons for the proposed plan change;
= Evaluate any proposed objectives, policies, rules or other methods pursuant to s32 of
the Act; and
= Assess any environmental effects that might be anticipated from the implementation of
the plan change.

The Submitter No. 162 submission requesting tens of hectares of land that is currently zoned
General Rural be re-zoned to residential type zoning has not been supported by “an
appropriate level of information” in my opinion.

I consider Policy 3.8 of the National Policy Statement on Urban Development would apply to
this re-zoning proposal as providing significant development capacity that is not otherwise
enabled in a plan or is not in sequence with planned land release.

The re-zoning proposal from Submitter No. 162 was not included in the Wellington Region
2023 Housing and Business Assessment as a greenfield site for assessment. Similarly the
Future Development Strategy for the Wellington Region did not identify this land as a priority
site.

Based on this absence of recognition of this site as a priority for development, the re-zoning of
land requested by Submitter No. 162 should be determined to be an unanticipated, or out of
sequence development to which clause 3.8 of the National Policy Statement on Urban
Development applies.

The criteria for considering a change of a district plan for a development in accordance with
the Regional Policy Statement for the Wellington region in accordance with the NPS-UD
states that regard should be given to:



a) The location, design and layout of the proposal.

b) That the proposal makes a significant contribution to meeting a need identified in the
2023 Housing and Business Development Capacity Assessment, or a shortage
identified in monitoring for housing variety; business space; community or educational
facilities. Also that the proposal contributes to housing affordability through a general
increase in supply or through providing non-market housing.

¢) Required development infrastructure can be provided effectively and efficiently for the
proposal, and without material impact on planned development infrastructure provision
to, or reduction in development infrastructure capacity available for, other feasible,
likely to be realised development, in the short-medium term.

I consider that the proposed re-zoning submission for the GTC land has failed to meet any of
these criteria for considering a change of a district plan.

As part of the plan change request, not even a detailed traffic assessment has been provided as

an example of how incomplete this re-zoning submission is.

I seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed:

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

Signature of person making further submission ...,
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making further submission)
(4 signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means. )

Date 26 June2024.........cccovivinn.t

Electronic address for service of person making further submission

Email: . _ ...........................................
Telephone: . ..

Postal address: . — ---------------------

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making
a further submission your personal details, including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under
the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details
can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be
kept confidential, please contactthe Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.



Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140
Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Deliver to GTC’s agent (Chris Hansen, RMA Planning Consultant): chris@rmaexpert.co.nz
A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter by emailing to GTC’s
agent (Chris Hansen) within 5 working days after it is served on Upper Hutt City Council.

Note to person making further submission
Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied
that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission):

it is frivolous or vexatious:

it discloses no reasonable or relevant case:

it would be an abuse of the hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken
further:

it contains offensive language:

it is supported only by material that purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been
prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised
knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter




FURTHER SUBMISSION 205

Form 6
Further Submission

in opposition to a submission on notified proposed plan change to Upper Hutt City
Council District Plan
Clause 8 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review

The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at Spm
To: Upper Hutt City Council

Name of organisation making
further submission: Silver Stream Railway Incorporated

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following plan change
proposed to the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):
e Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PC50)

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the general
public has because ...

Silver Stream Railway will be directly affected by the submitted change of zoning, and has made
many submissions on the subject over many years.

I oppose the submission of:
e QGuildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and the Goodwin Estate
Trust (Submitter Number 162)

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are: Any part of the submission seeking to
rezone the “Ridgeline areas” to General Residential, mixed use or business or industrial use.

The reasons for my opposition are:

e UHCKC has identified, through the 2023 Housing and Business Assessment, the need for
7,931 new homes between 2021 and 2051, and that there is realisable capacity of 18,461
dwellings including greenfield development and uplift in density enabled by the
Intensification Planning Instrument. The 2023 Housing and Business Assessment did not
specifically include the GTC land formerly known as the Southern Growth Area as a
greenfield site for assessment, and the Future Development Strategy for the Wellington
Region did not identify the GTC land as a priority site and is therefore not required to meet
any demand well past 2051.

e While such General Residential Zoning would likely provide for significant development
capacity, considerations of both the RPS and NPS-UD mean this proposal falls well short
of a number of factors that would warrant its inclusion as a growth area or being included


https://www.legislation.govt.nz/regulation/public/2003/0153/latest/link.aspx?id=DLM241225#DLM241225

in PC50 as General Residential other than such a change being a predetermined matter by
GTC and UHCC.

Such predetermination is noted in correspondence between UHCC and GTC where
statements like: “GTC understood that UHCC and GTC agreed to work together on a
public plan change to provide for access and rezoning of the SGA (Plan Change 49 -vi
and public rezoning of the SGA via plan Change 50). There was a draft term of reference
developed for the rezoning between Council and GTC, which included sharing provisions
in advance for comment and a no surprises approach. This was confirmed by both Wayne
and Geolff at the meeting. We have also been informed by Wayne and previous GTC
directors of the commitment by UHCC to fund a public plan change for the rezoning. This
included plan change 49 and previously GTC land within PC50.”

And: “We have been liaising with the planning team about GTC'’s request to rezone the
Southern Growth Area via submission as part of plan change 50. We understood, based on
previous discussions with Wayne, that Council was prepared to share the costs of that
(given that they were going to need to assess GTC'’s request as part of its s42A4 report on
that anyway and previous agreement that Council would fund a public plan change for the
SGA). To date GTC has liaised with Suzanne Rushmere on ecology and traffic effects as
part of its plan change 50 proposal and at present we have been advised that traffic and
ecology costs would need to be met exclusively by GTC. It would be good to resolve this”

Such predetermination by at least part of Council shows that it is likely that the GTC land
was left deliberately out of the publicly notified version of PC50 and only introduced by
submission, this being done to limit the opportunity for the public to have their say and
reduce the amount of information about the affects that would be made public. Both GTC
and Council are acutely aware of the very high level of public interest in any proposal in
this area, both parties have shown they are complicit in the measures taken to limit
opposition to this matter.

It is Submitted that the GTC land does not contribute to establishing or maintaining the
characteristics and qualities of a well-functioning urban environment identified in
Regional Policy Statement Policy 55 and Objective 22, (In providing for appropriate urban
expansion policy 55(a)(ii) refers to avoiding inappropriate subdivision, use and
development at risk from natural hazards, and protecting indigenous ecosystems and
habitats with significant indigenous biodiversity values as identified by Policy 23) nor is it
well-connected to the existing or planned urban area, as the GTC land is not along
existing or planned transport corridors and would require a major road to be put through a
identified Significant Natural Area along with major modifications to be made to local
roads to cater for the amount of extra traffic such a proposal would undoubtedly generate.

The land proposed for rezoning in the GTC Submission does not make a significant
contribution to meeting a need identified in the 2023 Housing and Business Development
Capacity Assessment, or a shortage identified in monitoring for as no shortage has been
identified so far and the 2023 Housing and Business Assessment shows more than
sufficient capacity to meet need. In addition when considering the significance of the
submissions contribution to a matter in policy 55 (b), this means that the proposal’s
contribution is unlikely to be of high yield relative to either the forecast demand or the
identified shortfall, will not be realised in a timely (i.e., rapid) manner, is unlikely to be
taken up, and will not facilitate a net increase in district-wide up-take in the short to



medium term. The required development infrastructure cannot be provided effectively
and efficiently for the proposal due to its massive scale and its distance from existing
established well functioning urban areas, and is likely to have material impact on planned
development infrastructure provision to, and reduction in development infrastructure
capacity available for, other feasible, likely to be realised developments, in the short,
medium and long term.

e [t is also likely that the residents of Upper Hutt will be “gifted” poor quality, steep,
wilding pine covered land as a way of off setting reserve or development contributions.
Such “exchanges” were likely dreamt up at the time of the so called Land Swap and MOU
and are no less ill conceived and unpopular now as they were then.

e We consider this submission is therefore likely a ploy by GTC to maximise the value of
their land for as little out lay as possible, so it can turn marginal forest land into land of
much higher value, and is unlikely to actually materialise in to the housing as shown in the
pictures that have been produced over many years would have the public believe.

e Silver Stream Railway will provide further comment to the hearing to oppose on the
following where these will likely affect the railway:

Traffic and Transportation.
Landscape/visual effects.

Ecological effects.

Archaeological effects.

Stormwater and flood hazard. Geological.
Infrastructure — servicing/earthworks.
Economic.

Urban design.

Reverse sensitivity effects from the landfill.
Cultural effects.

S32A Evaluation.

I seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed:

We believe such a major change in zoning that has a very high level of public interest should be
undertaken by Private Plan Change and seek that the entire submission be rejected which will
allow the public to submit on any proposal for the GTC land with a full understanding of the
effects rather than this attempt to short circuit the RMA process.



I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

Signature of person making further submission: . Curry
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making further submission)
(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.)

Date 26/6/24

Electronic address for service of person making further submission

.
Tetephone NN
Postal adcress:

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making
a further submission your personal details, including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under
the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details
can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be
kept confidential, please contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140
Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Deliver to GTC’s agent (Chris Hansen, RMA Planning Consultant): chris@rmaexpert.co.nz
A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter by emailing to GTC’s
agent (Chris Hansen) within 5 working days after it is served on Upper Hutt City Council.

Note to person making further submission
Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied
that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission):
e itis frivolous or vexatious:
e it discloses no reasonable or relevant case:
e it would be an abuse of the hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken
further:
e it contains offensive language:
e it is supported only by material that purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been
prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised
knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter


mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz
mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz
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OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number 206

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

C The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

/ N\
To Upper Hutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz )

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

nameorsusmiTTER  ROsSemary Sch rijve rs

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

I am (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant
aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

@ A person who has an interest in the
proposal that is greater than the
general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

| am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley

O The local authority for the relevant area


mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz
mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Details of further submission

To support @/ O oppose (tick ongz ) the submission of:

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER Brian and Robyn Smith

posTAL ADDRESs OF oriGINAL suMITTER 43 Colletts Road

249

SUBMISSION NUMBER

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:

That the Mangaroa Valley floor is already fragmented and characterized by Rural Lifestyle living, and the zoning as Rural
Production is wrong.

Applying the NPS to land that is not currently subdivided, but surrounded by lifestyle blocks is unfair and discriminatory. It
should be zoned Rural Lifestyle.

That the Council already holds evidence from the Soil Assessments for the Gabiets Block and preliminary work undertaken
for the Maymorn Structure Plan, that the soils of the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly productive, and accordingly the
NPS should not apply.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

The number of properties within proposed Rural Production zone that comply with the proposed minimum allotment size
requirement is disproportionate to that number of properties that DO NOT comply with minimum allotments sizes.

Existing Land Use: The valley floor is already predominantly occupied by Rural Lifestyle living, which typically includes
larger residential plots and lifestyle blocks rather than larger intensive agricultural activities. Zoning it as Rural Production
would not align with the current title sizes and land use patterns which is creating conflict with existing residents.

Fragmentation: The area is fragmented, land parcels are irregularly shaped, sized and divided, which is not conducive to
traditional large-scale farming or agricultural production. Zoning for Rural Production typically assumes larger, contiguous
tracts of land suitable for farming operations, which is not the case here.

Planning and Development Goals: Zoning decisions should ideally support long-term planning and development goals that
reflect the needs and aspirations of the community. If the current trend or demand in the area is towards Rural Lifestyle
living rather than agricultural production, zoning for Rural Production may not be in line with these goals.

Zoning the land for Rural Production despite its current surroundings is unfair because it imposes restrictions and
requirements (such as intensive agricultural use) that are not compatible with the existing land use patterns or residential
lifestyles.

Zoning the land as Rural Lifestyle would align with the surrounding area and respect the preferences and choices of
existing residents who have established a community based on rural residential living rather than agricultural production.

Soil assessments and preliminary planning work indicate that the soils in the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly
productive. Therefore, applying zoning regulations under the NPS that assume high productivity is not appropriate or
practical.

The Council has already undertaken planning efforts and assessments that suggest zoning for intensive agriculture might
not be feasible or sustainable given the soil conditions. This evidence should inform zoning decisions to ensure they are
based on realistic assessments of land capability.

Zoning decisions should promote sustainable land use practices that take into account soil quality and productivity.
Applying zoning that ignores or contradicts existing evidence could lead to unsustainable land use practices and
environmental degradation.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The proposed inclusion of a 2nd residential unit already enables increased population of the area. The ability to legally
subdivide inline with this permitted activity is a logical right to have.




| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallewed:

Mangaroa Valley Floor to be zoned Rural Lifestyle not Rural Production.

Please indicate whether you wish
to be heard in support of your
submission (tick appropriate box ):

@I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

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

Please indicate whether you wish to
make a joint case at the hearing if others
make a similar submission (tick
appropriate box ):

@ | do wish to make a joint case.

O | do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE

26-06-2024

DATE
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OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number 206

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

C The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

/ N\
To Upper Hutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz )

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

nameorsusmiTTER  ROsemary Sch rijve rs

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

I am (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant
aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

@ A person who has an interest in the
proposal that is greater than the
general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

| am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley

O The local authority for the relevant area


mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz
mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Details of further submission

To support @ / O oppose (tick ongz ) the submission of:

vave of oriamaLsusmrer  ROSemary and Michael Schrijvers

posTaL appress of oriaivaL susmirrer 119 Colletts Road, RD1, Upper Hutt 5371

SUBMISSION NUMBER 208

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:
119 Colletts Road rezoned Rural Lifestyle

That the Mangaroa Valley floor is already fragmented and characterized by Rural Lifestyle living, and the zoning as Rural
Production is wrong.

Applying the NPS to land that the Council already holds evidence from the Soil Assessments for the Gabiets Block and
preliminary work undertaken for the Maymorn Structure Plan, that the soils of the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly
productive, and accordingly the NPS should not apply.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

119 Colletts Road cannot be financially productive due to the reduced availability of land for grazing or primary
productive activities due to the large percentage of fragmentation. The property shares a boundary with 36 MacLaren
Street and neighboring surrounding zones also wishing to be changed to Rural Lifestyle. The position of 119 Colletts is the
perfect position for “clustering” with neighboring MacLaren Streets and Parkes Line and the location of the Maymorn
Train Station and the new development.

The number of properties within proposed Rural Production zone that comply with the proposed minimum allotment size
requirement is disproportionate to that number of properties that DO NOT comply with minimum allotments sizes.

Existing Land Use: The valley floor is already predominantly occupied by Rural Lifestyle living, which typically includes
larger residential plots and lifestyle blocks rather than larger intensive agricultural activities. Zoning it as Rural Production
would not align with the current title sizes and land use patterns which is creating conflict with existing residents.

Fragmentation: The area is fragmented, land parcels are irregularly shaped, sized and divided, which is not conducive to
traditional large-scale farming or agricultural production. Zoning for Rural Production typically assumes larger, contiguous
tracts of land suitable for farming operations, which is not the case here.

Planning and Development Goals: Zoning decisions should ideally support long-term planning and development goals that
reflect the needs and aspirations of the community. If the current trend or demand in the area is towards Rural Lifestyle
living rather than agricultural production, zoning for Rural Production may not be in line with these goals.

Zoning the land for Rural Production despite its current surroundings is unfair because it imposes restrictions and
requirements (such as intensive agricultural use) that are not compatible with the existing land use patterns or residential
lifestyles.

Zoning the land as Rural Lifestyle would align with the surrounding area and respect the preferences and choices of
existing residents who have established a community based on rural residential living rather than agricultural production.

Soil assessments and preliminary planning work indicate that the soils in the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly
productive. Therefore, applying zoning regulations under the NPS that assume high productivity is not appropriate or
practical.

The Council has already undertaken planning efforts and assessments that suggest zoning for intensive agriculture might
not be feasible or sustainable given the soil conditions. This evidence should inform zoning decisions to ensure they are
based on realistic assessments of land capability.

Zoning decisions should promote sustainable land use practices that consider soil quality and productivity. Applying
zoning that ignores or contradicts existing evidence could lead to unsustainable land use practices and environmental
degradation.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The proposed inclusion of a 2nd residential unit already enables increased population of the area. The ability to legally
subdivide inline with this permitted activity is a logical right to have.




| seek that the whole of the submission be aIIowed\/ / -disaltowed-(tickone )AND
| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disaltewed:

119 Colletts Road rezoned to Rural Lifestyle.
Provide a Controlled Activity Rule allowing properties of 4Ha or larger where titles were issued prior to October 2023 to

subdivide inline with Rural Lifestyle standards and rules.

Please indicate whether you wish @ I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your

submission (tick appropriate box ): O | do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

Please indicate whether you wish to @Ido wish to make a joint case.
make a joint case at the hearing if others
make a similar submission (tick O | do not wish to make a joint case.

appropriate box ):

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

26/06/2024

SIGNATURE DATE
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PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

( The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm >
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To Upper Hutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Postto: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

\ Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

nameorsusver  Rosemary Schrijvers

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (iF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

| am (please tick all that apply @):

Q A person representing a relevant

aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY
@ A person who r.mas aninterest in the | am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley

proposal that is greater than the

general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

O The local authority for the relevant area



Details of further submission

To support /,3// O oppose (tick ong ) the submission of:

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER The Maymorn Collective

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER

96

SUBMISSION NUMBER

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:

That the Mangaroa Valley floor is already fragmented and characterized by Rural Lifestyle living, and the zoning as Rural
Production is wrong.

Applying the NPS to land that is not currently subdivided, but surrounded by lifestyle blocks is unfair and discriminatory. It
should be zoned Rural Lifestyle.

The provisions of the Rural Production Zone contradict the character and amenity of the existing environment.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

The number of properties within proposed Rural Production zone that comply with the proposed minimum allotment size
requirement is disproportionate to that number of properties that DO NOT comply with minimum allotments sizes.

Existing Land Use: The valley floor is already predominantly occupied by Rural Lifestyle living, which typically includes
larger residential plots and lifestyle blocks rather than larger intensive agricultural activities. Zoning it as Rural Production
would not align with the current title sizes and land use patterns which is creating conflict with existing residents.

Fragmentation: The area is fragmented, land parcels are irregularly shaped, sized and divided, which is not conducive to
traditional large-scale farming or agricultural production. Zoning for Rural Production typically assumes larger, contiguous
tracts of land suitable for farming operations, which is not the case here.

Planning and Development Goals: Zoning decisions should ideally support long-term planning and development goals that
reflect the needs and aspirations of the community. If the current trend or demand in the area is towards Rural Lifestyle
living rather than agricultural production, zoning for Rural Production may not be in line with these goals.

Zoning the land for Rural Production despite its current surroundings is unfair because it imposes restrictions and
requirements (such as intensive agricultural use) that are not compatible with the existing land use patterns or residential

lifestyles.

Zoning the land as Rural Lifestyle would align with the surrounding area and respect the preferences and choices of
existing residents who have established a community based on rural residential living rather than agricultural production.

Soil assessments and preliminary planning work indicate that the soils in the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly
productive. Therefore, applying zoning regulations under the NPS that assume high productivity is not appropriate or
practical.

The Council has already undertaken planning efforts and assessments that suggest zoning for intensive agriculture might
not be feasible or sustainable given the soil conditions. This evidence should inform zoning decisions to ensure they are
based on realistic assessments of land capability.

Zoning decisions should promote sustainable land use practices that take into account soil quality and productivity.
Applying zoning that ignores or contradicts existing evidence could lead to unsustainable land use practices and
environmental degradation.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The proposed inclusion of a 2nd residential unit already enables increased population of the area. The ability to legally
subdivide inline with this permitted activity is a logical right to have.




I seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallewed:

Mangaroa Valley Floor to be zoned Rural Lifestyle not Rural Production.

Please indicate whether you wish
to be heard in support of your
submission (tick appropriate box  ):

@I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

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

Please indicate whether you wish to
make a joint case at the hearing if others
make a similar submission (tick
appropriate box }:

@ I do wish to make a joint case.

O | do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE

26-06-2024

DATE
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OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number 207

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

C The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

/ N\
To Upper Hutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz )

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

nameorsusmrer — Michael SChI’ijVGI‘S

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

I am (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant
aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

@ A person who has an interest in the
proposal that is greater than the
general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

| am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley

O The local authority for the relevant area


mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz
mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Details of further submission

To support @/ O oppose (tick ongz ) the submission of:

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER Brian and Robyn Smith

posTAL ADDRESs OF oriGINAL suMITTER 43 Colletts Road

249

SUBMISSION NUMBER

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:

That the Mangaroa Valley floor is already fragmented and characterized by Rural Lifestyle living, and the zoning as Rural
Production is wrong.

Applying the NPS to land that is not currently subdivided, but surrounded by lifestyle blocks is unfair and discriminatory. It
should be zoned Rural Lifestyle.

That the Council already holds evidence from the Soil Assessments for the Gabiets Block and preliminary work undertaken
for the Maymorn Structure Plan, that the soils of the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly productive, and accordingly the
NPS should not apply.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

The number of properties within proposed Rural Production zone that comply with the proposed minimum allotment size
requirement is disproportionate to that number of properties that DO NOT comply with minimum allotments sizes.

Existing Land Use: The valley floor is already predominantly occupied by Rural Lifestyle living, which typically includes
larger residential plots and lifestyle blocks rather than larger intensive agricultural activities. Zoning it as Rural Production
would not align with the current title sizes and land use patterns which is creating conflict with existing residents.

Fragmentation: The area is fragmented, land parcels are irregularly shaped, sized and divided, which is not conducive to
traditional large-scale farming or agricultural production. Zoning for Rural Production typically assumes larger, contiguous
tracts of land suitable for farming operations, which is not the case here.

Planning and Development Goals: Zoning decisions should ideally support long-term planning and development goals that
reflect the needs and aspirations of the community. If the current trend or demand in the area is towards Rural Lifestyle
living rather than agricultural production, zoning for Rural Production may not be in line with these goals.

Zoning the land for Rural Production despite its current surroundings is unfair because it imposes restrictions and
requirements (such as intensive agricultural use) that are not compatible with the existing land use patterns or residential
lifestyles.

Zoning the land as Rural Lifestyle would align with the surrounding area and respect the preferences and choices of
existing residents who have established a community based on rural residential living rather than agricultural production.

Soil assessments and preliminary planning work indicate that the soils in the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly
productive. Therefore, applying zoning regulations under the NPS that assume high productivity is not appropriate or
practical.

The Council has already undertaken planning efforts and assessments that suggest zoning for intensive agriculture might
not be feasible or sustainable given the soil conditions. This evidence should inform zoning decisions to ensure they are
based on realistic assessments of land capability.

Zoning decisions should promote sustainable land use practices that take into account soil quality and productivity.
Applying zoning that ignores or contradicts existing evidence could lead to unsustainable land use practices and
environmental degradation.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The proposed inclusion of a 2nd residential unit already enables increased population of the area. The ability to legally
subdivide inline with this permitted activity is a logical right to have.




| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallewed:

Mangaroa Valley Floor to be zoned Rural Lifestyle not Rural Production.

Please indicate whether you wish
to be heard in support of your
submission (tick appropriate box ):

@I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

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

Please indicate whether you wish to
make a joint case at the hearing if others
make a similar submission (tick
appropriate box ):

@ | do wish to make a joint case.

O | do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE W/@éa@/ c%é/‘%“#@/‘&’

26-06-2024

DATE
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OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number 207

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

C The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

/ N\
To Upper Hutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz )

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

nameorsuemmer — Michael Schrijvers

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

I am (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant
aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

@ A person who has an interest in the
proposal that is greater than the
general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

| am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley

O The local authority for the relevant area


mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz
mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Details of further submission

To support @ / O oppose (tick ongz ) the submission of:

vave of oriamaLsusmrer  ROSemary and Michael Schrijvers

posTaL appress of oriaivaL susmirrer 119 Colletts Road, RD1, Upper Hutt 5371

SUBMISSION NUMBER 208

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:
119 Colletts Road rezoned Rural Lifestyle

That the Mangaroa Valley floor is already fragmented and characterized by Rural Lifestyle living, and the zoning as Rural
Production is wrong.

Applying the NPS to land that the Council already holds evidence from the Soil Assessments for the Gabiets Block and
preliminary work undertaken for the Maymorn Structure Plan, that the soils of the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly
productive, and accordingly the NPS should not apply.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

119 Colletts Road cannot be financially productive due to the reduced availability of land for grazing or primary
productive activities due to the large percentage of fragmentation. The property shares a boundary with 36 MacLaren
Street and neighboring surrounding zones also wishing to be changed to Rural Lifestyle. The position of 119 Colletts is the
perfect position for “clustering” with neighboring MacLaren Streets and Parkes Line and the location of the Maymorn
Train Station and the new development.

The number of properties within proposed Rural Production zone that comply with the proposed minimum allotment size
requirement is disproportionate to that number of properties that DO NOT comply with minimum allotments sizes.

Existing Land Use: The valley floor is already predominantly occupied by Rural Lifestyle living, which typically includes
larger residential plots and lifestyle blocks rather than larger intensive agricultural activities. Zoning it as Rural Production
would not align with the current title sizes and land use patterns which is creating conflict with existing residents.

Fragmentation: The area is fragmented, land parcels are irregularly shaped, sized and divided, which is not conducive to
traditional large-scale farming or agricultural production. Zoning for Rural Production typically assumes larger, contiguous
tracts of land suitable for farming operations, which is not the case here.

Planning and Development Goals: Zoning decisions should ideally support long-term planning and development goals that
reflect the needs and aspirations of the community. If the current trend or demand in the area is towards Rural Lifestyle
living rather than agricultural production, zoning for Rural Production may not be in line with these goals.

Zoning the land for Rural Production despite its current surroundings is unfair because it imposes restrictions and
requirements (such as intensive agricultural use) that are not compatible with the existing land use patterns or residential
lifestyles.

Zoning the land as Rural Lifestyle would align with the surrounding area and respect the preferences and choices of
existing residents who have established a community based on rural residential living rather than agricultural production.

Soil assessments and preliminary planning work indicate that the soils in the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly
productive. Therefore, applying zoning regulations under the NPS that assume high productivity is not appropriate or
practical.

The Council has already undertaken planning efforts and assessments that suggest zoning for intensive agriculture might
not be feasible or sustainable given the soil conditions. This evidence should inform zoning decisions to ensure they are
based on realistic assessments of land capability.

Zoning decisions should promote sustainable land use practices that consider soil quality and productivity. Applying
zoning that ignores or contradicts existing evidence could lead to unsustainable land use practices and environmental
degradation.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The proposed inclusion of a 2nd residential unit already enables increased population of the area. The ability to legally
subdivide inline with this permitted activity is a logical right to have.




| seek that the whole of the submission be aIIowed\/ / -disaltowed-(tickone )AND
| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disaltewed:

119 Colletts Road rezoned to Rural Lifestyle.
Provide a Controlled Activity Rule allowing properties of 4Ha or larger where titles were issued prior to October 2023 to

subdivide inline with Rural Lifestyle standards and rules.

Please indicate whether you wish @ I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your

submission (tick appropriate box ): O | do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

Please indicate whether you wish to @Ido wish to make a joint case.
make a joint case at the hearing if others
make a similar submission (tick O | do not wish to make a joint case.

appropriate box ):

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

26/06/2024

SIGNATURE DATE
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Upper Hutt City Council Further submission form (ForM 6)

OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

< The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

To Upper Hutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Postto: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz 5

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

nameorsusmirrer - Mlichael Schrijvers

I———

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

lam (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant

aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY
@ A person who has an interest in the | am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley

proposal that is greater than the

general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

O The local authority for the relevant area




Details of further submission

To support @ / O oppose (tick ong ) the submission of:

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER The Maymorn Collective

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER

96

SUBMISSION NUMBER

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:

That the Mangaroa Valley floor is already fragmented and characterized by Rural Lifestyle living, and the zoning as Rural
Production is wrong.

Applying the NPS to land that is not currently subdivided, but surrounded by lifestyle blocks is unfair and discriminatory. It
should be zoned Rural Lifestyle.

The provisions of the Rural Production Zone contradict the character and amenity of the existing environment.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

The number of properties within proposed Rural Production zone that comply with the proposed minimum allotment size
requirement is disproportionate to that number of properties that DO NOT comply with minimum allotments sizes.

Existing Land Use: The valley floor is already predominantly occupied by Rural Lifestyle living, which typically includes
larger residential plots and lifestyle blocks rather than larger intensive agricultural activities. Zoning it as Rural Production
would not align with the current title sizes and land use patterns which is creating conflict with existing residents.

Fragmentation: The area is fragmented, land parcels are irregularly shaped, sized and divided, which is not conducive to
traditional large-scale farming or agricultural production. Zoning for Rural Production typically assumes larger, contiguous
tracts of land suitable for farming operations, which is not the case here.

Planning and Development Goals: Zoning decisions should ideally support long-term planning and development goals that
reflect the needs and aspirations of the community. If the current trend or demand in the area is towards Rural Lifestyle
living rather than agricultural production, zoning for Rural Production may not be in line with these goals.

Zoning the land for Rural Production despite its current surroundings is unfair because it imposes restrictions and
requirements (such as intensive agricultural use) that are not compatible with the existing land use patterns or residential

lifestyles.

Zoning the land as Rural Lifestyle would align with the surrounding area and respect the preferences and choices of
existing residents who have established a community based on rural residential living rather than agricultural production.

Soil assessments and preliminary planning work indicate that the soils in the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly
productive. Therefore, applying zoning regulations under the NPS that assume high productivity is not appropriate or

practical.

The Council has already undertaken planning efforts and assessments that suggest zoning for intensive agriculture might
not be feasible or sustainable given the soil conditions. This evidence should inform zoning decisions to ensure they are
based on realistic assessments of land capability.

Zoning decisions should promote sustainable land use practices that take into account soil quality and productivity.
Applying zoning that ignores or contradicts existing evidence could lead to unsustainable land use practices and
environmental degradation.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The proposed inclusion of a 2nd residential unit already enables increased population of the area. The ability to legally
subdivide inline with this permitted activity is a logical right to have.




I seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallewed:

Mangaroa Valley Floor to be zoned Rural Lifestyle not Rural Production.

Please indicate whether you wish
to be heard in support of your
submission (tick appropriate box ):

@I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

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

Please indicate whether you wish to
make a joint case at the hearing if others
make a similar submission (tick
appropriate box ):

@ | do wish to make a joint case.

O | do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE /”/ééd&/ (f&é/“y”#@/‘f

26-06-2024

DATE
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OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number 208

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

C The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

/ N\
To Upper Hutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz )

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

nameorsusmier  Daniel Sch rijvers

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

I am (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant
aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

@ A person who has an interest in the
proposal that is greater than the
general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

| am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley

O The local authority for the relevant area


mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz
mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Details of further submission

To support @ / O oppose (tick ongz ) the submission of:

vave of oriamaLsusmrer  ROSemary and Michael Schrijvers

posTaL appress of oriaivaL susmirrer 119 Colletts Road, RD1, Upper Hutt 5371

SUBMISSION NUMBER 208

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:
119 Colletts Road rezoned Rural Lifestyle

That the Mangaroa Valley floor is already fragmented and characterized by Rural Lifestyle living, and the zoning as Rural
Production is wrong.

Applying the NPS to land that the Council already holds evidence from the Soil Assessments for the Gabiets Block and
preliminary work undertaken for the Maymorn Structure Plan, that the soils of the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly
productive, and accordingly the NPS should not apply.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

119 Colletts Road cannot be financially productive due to the reduced availability of land for grazing or primary
productive activities due to the large percentage of fragmentation. The property shares a boundary with 36 MacLaren
Street and neighboring surrounding zones also wishing to be changed to Rural Lifestyle. The position of 119 Colletts is the
perfect position for “clustering” with neighboring MacLaren Streets and Parkes Line and the location of the Maymorn
Train Station and the new development.

The number of properties within proposed Rural Production zone that comply with the proposed minimum allotment size
requirement is disproportionate to that number of properties that DO NOT comply with minimum allotments sizes.

Existing Land Use: The valley floor is already predominantly occupied by Rural Lifestyle living, which typically includes
larger residential plots and lifestyle blocks rather than larger intensive agricultural activities. Zoning it as Rural Production
would not align with the current title sizes and land use patterns which is creating conflict with existing residents.

Fragmentation: The area is fragmented, land parcels are irregularly shaped, sized and divided, which is not conducive to
traditional large-scale farming or agricultural production. Zoning for Rural Production typically assumes larger, contiguous
tracts of land suitable for farming operations, which is not the case here.

Planning and Development Goals: Zoning decisions should ideally support long-term planning and development goals that
reflect the needs and aspirations of the community. If the current trend or demand in the area is towards Rural Lifestyle
living rather than agricultural production, zoning for Rural Production may not be in line with these goals.

Zoning the land for Rural Production despite its current surroundings is unfair because it imposes restrictions and
requirements (such as intensive agricultural use) that are not compatible with the existing land use patterns or residential
lifestyles.

Zoning the land as Rural Lifestyle would align with the surrounding area and respect the preferences and choices of
existing residents who have established a community based on rural residential living rather than agricultural production.

Soil assessments and preliminary planning work indicate that the soils in the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly
productive. Therefore, applying zoning regulations under the NPS that assume high productivity is not appropriate or
practical.

The Council has already undertaken planning efforts and assessments that suggest zoning for intensive agriculture might
not be feasible or sustainable given the soil conditions. This evidence should inform zoning decisions to ensure they are
based on realistic assessments of land capability.

Zoning decisions should promote sustainable land use practices that consider soil quality and productivity. Applying
zoning that ignores or contradicts existing evidence could lead to unsustainable land use practices and environmental
degradation.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The proposed inclusion of a 2nd residential unit already enables increased population of the area. The ability to legally
subdivide inline with this permitted activity is a logical right to have.




| seek that the whole of the submission be aIIowed\/ / -disaltowed-(tickone )AND
| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disaltewed:

119 Colletts Road rezoned to Rural Lifestyle.
Provide a Controlled Activity Rule allowing properties of 4Ha or larger where titles were issued prior to October 2023 to

subdivide inline with Rural Lifestyle standards and rules.

Please indicate whether you wish @ I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your

submission (tick appropriate box ): O | do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

Please indicate whether you wish to @Ido wish to make a joint case.
make a joint case at the hearing if others
make a similar submission (tick O | do not wish to make a joint case.

appropriate box ):

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

Daniel &W’M/f‘& 2 6/ O 6/ 2 024

SIGNATURE DATE
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OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number 208

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

C The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

/ N\
To Upper Hutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz )

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

nameorsusmier  Daniel Sch rijve rs

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

I am (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant
aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

@ A person who has an interest in the
proposal that is greater than the
general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

| am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley

O The local authority for the relevant area


mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz
mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Details of further submission

To support @/ O oppose (tick ongz ) the submission of:

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER Brian and Robyn Smith

posTAL ADDRESs OF oriGINAL suMITTER 43 Colletts Road

249

SUBMISSION NUMBER

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:

That the Mangaroa Valley floor is already fragmented and characterized by Rural Lifestyle living, and the zoning as Rural
Production is wrong.

Applying the NPS to land that is not currently subdivided, but surrounded by lifestyle blocks is unfair and discriminatory. It
should be zoned Rural Lifestyle.

That the Council already holds evidence from the Soil Assessments for the Gabiets Block and preliminary work undertaken
for the Maymorn Structure Plan, that the soils of the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly productive, and accordingly the
NPS should not apply.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

The number of properties within proposed Rural Production zone that comply with the proposed minimum allotment size
requirement is disproportionate to that number of properties that DO NOT comply with minimum allotments sizes.

Existing Land Use: The valley floor is already predominantly occupied by Rural Lifestyle living, which typically includes
larger residential plots and lifestyle blocks rather than larger intensive agricultural activities. Zoning it as Rural Production
would not align with the current title sizes and land use patterns which is creating conflict with existing residents.

Fragmentation: The area is fragmented, land parcels are irregularly shaped, sized and divided, which is not conducive to
traditional large-scale farming or agricultural production. Zoning for Rural Production typically assumes larger, contiguous
tracts of land suitable for farming operations, which is not the case here.

Planning and Development Goals: Zoning decisions should ideally support long-term planning and development goals that
reflect the needs and aspirations of the community. If the current trend or demand in the area is towards Rural Lifestyle
living rather than agricultural production, zoning for Rural Production may not be in line with these goals.

Zoning the land for Rural Production despite its current surroundings is unfair because it imposes restrictions and
requirements (such as intensive agricultural use) that are not compatible with the existing land use patterns or residential
lifestyles.

Zoning the land as Rural Lifestyle would align with the surrounding area and respect the preferences and choices of
existing residents who have established a community based on rural residential living rather than agricultural production.

Soil assessments and preliminary planning work indicate that the soils in the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly
productive. Therefore, applying zoning regulations under the NPS that assume high productivity is not appropriate or
practical.

The Council has already undertaken planning efforts and assessments that suggest zoning for intensive agriculture might
not be feasible or sustainable given the soil conditions. This evidence should inform zoning decisions to ensure they are
based on realistic assessments of land capability.

Zoning decisions should promote sustainable land use practices that take into account soil quality and productivity.
Applying zoning that ignores or contradicts existing evidence could lead to unsustainable land use practices and
environmental degradation.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The proposed inclusion of a 2nd residential unit already enables increased population of the area. The ability to legally
subdivide inline with this permitted activity is a logical right to have.




| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallewed:

Mangaroa Valley Floor to be zoned Rural Lifestyle not Rural Production.

Please indicate whether you wish
to be heard in support of your
submission (tick appropriate box ):

@I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

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

Please indicate whether you wish to
make a joint case at the hearing if others
make a similar submission (tick
appropriate box ):

@ | do wish to make a joint case.

O | do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE p d/(/@/ (f&é/"%”#@/‘@

26-06-2024

DATE
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Upper Hutt City Council Further submission form (Form 6)

OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

( The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

To Upper Hutt City Council W
l

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Postto: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

nameorsusmier  Daniel Schrijvers

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER ({iF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE {IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

e TELEPHONE_ CONTACT EMAIL _

am (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant

aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY
@ A person who has an interest in the | am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley

proposal that is greater than the

general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

Q The local authority for the relevant area




Details of further submission

To support @/ O oppose (tick ong ) the submission of:

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER The Maymorn Collective

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER

96

SUBMISSION NUMBER

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:

That the Mangaroa Valley floor is already fragmented and characterized by Rural Lifestyle living, and the zoning as Rural
Production is wrong.

Applying the NPS to land that is not currently subdivided, but surrounded by lifestyle blocks is unfair and discriminatory. It
should be zoned Rural Lifestyle.

The provisions of the Rural Production Zone contradict the character and amenity of the existing environment.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

The number of properties within proposed Rural Production zone that comply with the proposed minimum aliotment size
requirement is disproportionate to that number of properties that DO NOT comply with minimum allotments sizes.

Existing Land Use: The valley floor is already predominantly occupied by Rural Lifestyle living, which typically includes
larger residential plots and lifestyle blocks rather than larger intensive agricultural activities. Zoning it as Rural Production
would not align with the current title sizes and land use patterns which is creating conflict with existing residents.

Fragmentation: The area is fragmented, land parcels are irregularly shaped, sized and divided, which is not conducive to
traditional large-scale farming or agricultural production. Zoning for Rural Production typically assumes larger, contiguous
tracts of land suitable for farming operations, which is not the case here.

Planning and Development Goals: Zoning decisions should ideally support long-term planning and development goals that
reflect the needs and aspirations of the community. If the current trend or demand in the area is towards Rural Lifestyle
living rather than agricultural production, zoning for Rural Production may not be in line with these goals.

Zoning the land for Rural Production despite its current surroundings is unfair because it imposes restrictions and
requirements (such as intensive agricultural use) that are not compatible with the existing land use patterns or residential
lifestyles.

Zoning the land as Rural Lifestyle would align with the surrounding area and respect the preferences and choices of
existing residents who have established a community based on rural residential living rather than agricultural production.

Soil assessments and preliminary planning work indicate that the soils in the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly
productive. Therefore, applying zoning regulations under the NPS that assume high productivity is not appropriate or
practical.

The Council has already undertaken planning efforts and assessments that suggest zoning for intensive agriculture might
not be feasible or sustainable given the soil conditions. This evidence should inform zoning decisions to ensure they are
based on realistic assessments of land capability.

Zoning decisions should promote sustainable land use practices that take into account soil quality and productivity.
Applying zoning that ignores or contradicts existing evidence could lead to unsustainable land use practices and
environmental degradation.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The proposed inclusion of a 2nd residential unit already enables increased population of the area. The ability to legally
subdivide inline with this permitted activity is a logical right to have.




I seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disalewed:
Mangaroa Valley Floor to be zoned Rural Lifestyle not Rural Production.

Please indicate whether you wish
to be heard in support of your
submission (tick appropriate box }):

@l do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

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

Please indicate whether you wish to
make a joint case at the hearing if others
make a similar submission (tick
appropriate box ).

@ I do wish to make a joint case.

O | do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE ﬂ d/(lé/ tf&é/’y“(/e/"@

26-06-2024

DATE
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OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number 209

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

C The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

/ N\
To Upper Hutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz )

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER Richard Wasley

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

I am (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant
aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

@ A person who has an interest in the
proposal that is greater than the
general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

| am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley

O The local authority for the relevant area


mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz
mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Details of further submission

To support @ / O oppose (tick ongz ) the submission of:

vave of oriamaLsusmrer  ROSemary and Michael Schrijvers

posTaL appress of oriaivaL susmirrer 119 Colletts Road, RD1, Upper Hutt 5371

SUBMISSION NUMBER 208

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:
119 Colletts Road rezoned Rural Lifestyle

That the Mangaroa Valley floor is already fragmented and characterized by Rural Lifestyle living, and the zoning as Rural
Production is wrong.

Applying the NPS to land that the Council already holds evidence from the Soil Assessments for the Gabiets Block and
preliminary work undertaken for the Maymorn Structure Plan, that the soils of the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly
productive, and accordingly the NPS should not apply.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

119 Colletts Road cannot be financially productive due to the reduced availability of land for grazing or primary
productive activities due to the large percentage of fragmentation. The property shares a boundary with 36 MacLaren
Street and neighboring surrounding zones also wishing to be changed to Rural Lifestyle. The position of 119 Colletts is the
perfect position for “clustering” with neighboring MacLaren Streets and Parkes Line and the location of the Maymorn
Train Station and the new development.

The number of properties within proposed Rural Production zone that comply with the proposed minimum allotment size
requirement is disproportionate to that number of properties that DO NOT comply with minimum allotments sizes.

Existing Land Use: The valley floor is already predominantly occupied by Rural Lifestyle living, which typically includes
larger residential plots and lifestyle blocks rather than larger intensive agricultural activities. Zoning it as Rural Production
would not align with the current title sizes and land use patterns which is creating conflict with existing residents.

Fragmentation: The area is fragmented, land parcels are irregularly shaped, sized and divided, which is not conducive to
traditional large-scale farming or agricultural production. Zoning for Rural Production typically assumes larger, contiguous
tracts of land suitable for farming operations, which is not the case here.

Planning and Development Goals: Zoning decisions should ideally support long-term planning and development goals that
reflect the needs and aspirations of the community. If the current trend or demand in the area is towards Rural Lifestyle
living rather than agricultural production, zoning for Rural Production may not be in line with these goals.

Zoning the land for Rural Production despite its current surroundings is unfair because it imposes restrictions and
requirements (such as intensive agricultural use) that are not compatible with the existing land use patterns or residential
lifestyles.

Zoning the land as Rural Lifestyle would align with the surrounding area and respect the preferences and choices of
existing residents who have established a community based on rural residential living rather than agricultural production.

Soil assessments and preliminary planning work indicate that the soils in the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly
productive. Therefore, applying zoning regulations under the NPS that assume high productivity is not appropriate or
practical.

The Council has already undertaken planning efforts and assessments that suggest zoning for intensive agriculture might
not be feasible or sustainable given the soil conditions. This evidence should inform zoning decisions to ensure they are
based on realistic assessments of land capability.

Zoning decisions should promote sustainable land use practices that consider soil quality and productivity. Applying
zoning that ignores or contradicts existing evidence could lead to unsustainable land use practices and environmental
degradation.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The proposed inclusion of a 2nd residential unit already enables increased population of the area. The ability to legally
subdivide inline with this permitted activity is a logical right to have.




| seek that the whole of the submission be aIIowed\/ / -disaltowed-(tickone )AND
| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disaltewed:

119 Colletts Road rezoned to Rural Lifestyle.
Provide a Controlled Activity Rule allowing properties of 4Ha or larger where titles were issued prior to October 2023 to

subdivide inline with Rural Lifestyle standards and rules.

Please indicate whether you wish @ I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your

submission (tick appropriate box ): O | do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

Please indicate whether you wish to @Ido wish to make a joint case.
make a joint case at the hearing if others
make a similar submission (tick O | do not wish to make a joint case.

appropriate box ):

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

26/06/2024

SIGNATURE DATE
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OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number 209

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

C The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

/ N\
To Upper Hutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz )

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER Richard Wasley

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

I am (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant
aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

O A person who has an interest in the
proposal that is greater than the
general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

| am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley

Q The local authority for the relevant area


mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz
mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Details of further submission

To support @/ O oppose (tick ongz ) the submission of:

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER Brian and Robyn Smith

posTAL ADDRESs OF oriGINAL suMITTER 43 Colletts Road

249

SUBMISSION NUMBER

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:

That the Mangaroa Valley floor is already fragmented and characterized by Rural Lifestyle living, and the zoning as Rural
Production is wrong.

Applying the NPS to land that is not currently subdivided, but surrounded by lifestyle blocks is unfair and discriminatory. It
should be zoned Rural Lifestyle.

That the Council already holds evidence from the Soil Assessments for the Gabiets Block and preliminary work undertaken
for the Maymorn Structure Plan, that the soils of the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly productive, and accordingly the
NPS should not apply.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

The number of properties within proposed Rural Production zone that comply with the proposed minimum allotment size
requirement is disproportionate to that number of properties that DO NOT comply with minimum allotments sizes.

Existing Land Use: The valley floor is already predominantly occupied by Rural Lifestyle living, which typically includes
larger residential plots and lifestyle blocks rather than larger intensive agricultural activities. Zoning it as Rural Production
would not align with the current title sizes and land use patterns which is creating conflict with existing residents.

Fragmentation: The area is fragmented, land parcels are irregularly shaped, sized and divided, which is not conducive to
traditional large-scale farming or agricultural production. Zoning for Rural Production typically assumes larger, contiguous
tracts of land suitable for farming operations, which is not the case here.

Planning and Development Goals: Zoning decisions should ideally support long-term planning and development goals that
reflect the needs and aspirations of the community. If the current trend or demand in the area is towards Rural Lifestyle
living rather than agricultural production, zoning for Rural Production may not be in line with these goals.

Zoning the land for Rural Production despite its current surroundings is unfair because it imposes restrictions and
requirements (such as intensive agricultural use) that are not compatible with the existing land use patterns or residential
lifestyles.

Zoning the land as Rural Lifestyle would align with the surrounding area and respect the preferences and choices of
existing residents who have established a community based on rural residential living rather than agricultural production.

Soil assessments and preliminary planning work indicate that the soils in the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly
productive. Therefore, applying zoning regulations under the NPS that assume high productivity is not appropriate or
practical.

The Council has already undertaken planning efforts and assessments that suggest zoning for intensive agriculture might
not be feasible or sustainable given the soil conditions. This evidence should inform zoning decisions to ensure they are
based on realistic assessments of land capability.

Zoning decisions should promote sustainable land use practices that take into account soil quality and productivity.
Applying zoning that ignores or contradicts existing evidence could lead to unsustainable land use practices and
environmental degradation.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The proposed inclusion of a 2nd residential unit already enables increased population of the area. The ability to legally
subdivide inline with this permitted activity is a logical right to have.




| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallewed:

Mangaroa Valley Floor to be zoned Rural Lifestyle not Rural Production.

Please indicate whether you wish
to be heard in support of your
submission (tick appropriate box ):

@I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

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

Please indicate whether you wish to
make a joint case at the hearing if others
make a similar submission (tick
appropriate box ):

@ | do wish to make a joint case.

O | do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE

26-06-2024

DATE
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OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number 209

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

C The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

/ N\
To Upper Hutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz )

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER Richard Wasley

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

I am (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant
aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

@ A person who has an interest in the
proposal that is greater than the
general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

| am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley

Q The local authority for the relevant area


mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz
mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Details of further submission

To support @/ O oppose (tick ongz ) the submission of:

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER The Maymorn Collective

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER

96

SUBMISSION NUMBER

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:

That the Mangaroa Valley floor is already fragmented and characterized by Rural Lifestyle living, and the zoning as Rural
Production is wrong.

Applying the NPS to land that is not currently subdivided, but surrounded by lifestyle blocks is unfair and discriminatory. It
should be zoned Rural Lifestyle.

The provisions of the Rural Production Zone contradict the character and amenity of the existing environment.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

The number of properties within proposed Rural Production zone that comply with the proposed minimum allotment size
requirement is disproportionate to that number of properties that DO NOT comply with minimum allotments sizes.

Existing Land Use: The valley floor is already predominantly occupied by Rural Lifestyle living, which typically includes
larger residential plots and lifestyle blocks rather than larger intensive agricultural activities. Zoning it as Rural Production
would not align with the current title sizes and land use patterns which is creating conflict with existing residents.

Fragmentation: The area is fragmented, land parcels are irregularly shaped, sized and divided, which is not conducive to
traditional large-scale farming or agricultural production. Zoning for Rural Production typically assumes larger, contiguous
tracts of land suitable for farming operations, which is not the case here.

Planning and Development Goals: Zoning decisions should ideally support long-term planning and development goals that
reflect the needs and aspirations of the community. If the current trend or demand in the area is towards Rural Lifestyle
living rather than agricultural production, zoning for Rural Production may not be in line with these goals.

Zoning the land for Rural Production despite its current surroundings is unfair because it imposes restrictions and
requirements (such as intensive agricultural use) that are not compatible with the existing land use patterns or residential
lifestyles.

Zoning the land as Rural Lifestyle would align with the surrounding area and respect the preferences and choices of
existing residents who have established a community based on rural residential living rather than agricultural production.

Soil assessments and preliminary planning work indicate that the soils in the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly
productive. Therefore, applying zoning regulations under the NPS that assume high productivity is not appropriate or
practical.

The Council has already undertaken planning efforts and assessments that suggest zoning for intensive agriculture might
not be feasible or sustainable given the soil conditions. This evidence should inform zoning decisions to ensure they are
based on realistic assessments of land capability.

Zoning decisions should promote sustainable land use practices that take into account soil quality and productivity.
Applying zoning that ignores or contradicts existing evidence could lead to unsustainable land use practices and
environmental degradation.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The proposed inclusion of a 2nd residential unit already enables increased population of the area. The ability to legally
subdivide inline with this permitted activity is a logical right to have.




| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallewed:

Mangaroa Valley Floor to be zoned Rural Lifestyle not Rural Production.

Please indicate whether you wish
to be heard in support of your
submission (tick appropriate box ):

@I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

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

Please indicate whether you wish to
make a joint case at the hearing if others
make a similar submission (tick
appropriate box ):

@ | do wish to make a joint case.

O | do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE

26-06-2024

DATE
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OFFICE USE ONLY Submissionnumber 209

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

C The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

/ N\
To Upper Hutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliverto: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz /

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER Richard Wasley

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

I am (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant
aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

@ A person who has an interest in the
proposal that is greater than the
general pU bllC has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

| am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley

Q The local authority for the relevant area


mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz
mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Details of further submission

To support / oppose (tick ongz ) the submission of:
@

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER lan Stewart

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 268 Mangaroa Valley Rd

SUBMISSION NUMBER 93

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:

Allow Controlled Activity subdivision for properties fronting onto Colletts Road, Mangaroa Valley Road, and Whitemans
Valley Road.

Provide a Controlled Activity Rule allowing properties of 4Ha or larger where titles were issued prior to 4 Oct 2023 to
subdivide.

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

The number of properties within proposed Rural Production zone that comply with the proposed minimum allotment size
requirement is disproportionate to that number of properties that DO NOT comply with minimum allotments sizes.

Existing Land Use: The valley floor is already predominantly occupied by Rural Lifestyle living, which typically includes
larger residential plots and lifestyle blocks rather than larger intensive agricultural activities. Zoning it as Rural Production
would not align with the current title sizes and land use patterns which is creating conflict with existing residents.

Fragmentation: The area is fragmented, land parcels are irregularly shaped, sized and divided, which is not conducive to
traditional large-scale farming or agricultural production. Zoning for Rural Production typically assumes larger, contiguous
tracts of land suitable for farming operations, which is not the case here.

Planning and Development Goals: Zoning decisions should ideally support long-term planning and development goals that
reflect the needs and aspirations of the community. If the current trend or demand in the area is towards Rural Lifestyle
living rather than agricultural production, zoning for Rural Production may not be in line with these goals.

Zoning the land for Rural Production despite its current surroundings is unfair because it imposes restrictions and
requirements (such as intensive agricultural use) that are not compatible with the existing land use patterns or residential
lifestyles.

Zoning the land as Rural Lifestyle would align with the surrounding area and respect the preferences and choices of
existing residents who have established a community based on rural residential living rather than agricultural production.

Soil assessments and preliminary planning work indicate that the soils in the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly
productive. Therefore, applying zoning regulations under the NPS that assume high productivity is not appropriate or
practical.

The Council has already undertaken planning efforts and assessments that suggest zoning for intensive agriculture might
not be feasible or sustainable given the soil conditions. This evidence should inform zoning decisions to ensure they are
based on realistic assessments of land capability.

Zoning decisions should promote sustainable land use practices that take into account soil quality and productivity.
Applying zoning that ignores or contradicts existing evidence could lead to unsustainable land use practices and
environmental degradation.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The proposed inclusion of a 2nd residential unit already enables increased population of the area. The ability to legally
subdivide inline with this permitted activity is a logical right to have.

| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallewed:
Allow Controlled Activity subdivision for properties fronting onto Colletts Road, Mangaroa Valley Road, and Whitemans
Valley Road.

Provide a Controlled Activity Rule allowing properties of 4Ha or larger where titles were issued prior to 4 Oct 2023 to
subdivide.




Please indicate whether you wish
to be heard in support of your
submission (tick appropriate box ):

Qﬂ do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

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

Please indicate whether you wish to
make a joint case at the hearing if others
make a similar submission (tick
appropriate box ):

@ | do wish to make a joint case.

O I do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE

26-06-2024
DATE




FURTHER SUBMISSION 210

Form 6
Further Submission

In opposition to a submission on notified proposed plan change to Upper Hutt City
Council District Plan
Clause 8 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review
The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm
To: Upper Hutt City Council

Name of person making
further submission Kenny Jonathan Harle

[full name]

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following plan change
proposed to the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):
e Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PC50)

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the general public
has, because | am a long term resident of Pinehaven and Silverstream, living in the area for over
35 years and residing in Pinehaven | will be directly affected by the issues caused by increased
traffic and water runoff from increased density housing on the hills above.

The reason for my opposition are, | am concerned that the Submitter and also Upper Hutt City
Council have not adequately foind genuine solutions to increased traffic between Pinehaven and
Silverstream and then out of Silverstream into the congestion that builds up between Eastern Hutt
Rd and the motorway on the other side.

Putting in roundabouts to give people up on the upper hills right of way does not solve the
problem and will not solve the problem, the exit from Pinehaven already is a narrow road with
barely enough room for on street parking and also the stream a mere 4 metres from the road.

During the December 1976 Wellington Storm, a state of emergency was declared at Pinehaven
after slips blocked drains and streams, causing flooding and damage to properties.!

This was due to slash not being cleared properly and causing a dam and then the local pipework
couldn’t cope with it, this pipework has not had an increase in performance and with Pinehaven’s
population already increasing by more than 130 people in 20 years, the idea of a potential
population increase of 3000 people within 5km and no explanations on how the water runoff will
be dealt with.

This is ‘new’ water that will have to be pumped up to a new reservoir and then the wastewater
will have to join the existing pipes which flow to Pinehaven and Silverstream and the local
stream. Likewise can be said for sewerage, there are already bottlenecks in Pinehaven and onto
Silverstream just like the roads.


https://www.legislation.govt.nz/regulation/public/2003/0153/latest/link.aspx?id=DLM241225#DLM241225
https://en.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pinehaven#cite_note-4

Already the Pinehaven 115 service is a limited service to Upper Hutt and often only an hour and
doesn’t run on Sunday’s.

People aren’t going to walk up and down a steep 4km or more hill to use public transport
especially when to get to connecting services like the Hutt Valley rail line has limited parking at
the trainstation.

But those who do, will clog the Park and ride spots, as limited as they are, with people already
parking on suburban streets and in the New World, the infrastructure is not there and is not
intended to be improved.

Will a bus depot be placed at the new subdivision for park and ride access to the other connecting
transport Hub?

Will there be a supermarket to cater for the new influx of people to the area?

I have not seen transparency regarding how the above will be dealt with and who will be paying
for this, this is inclusive of the roading.

I have previously voiced my opposition to this Submission due to lack of transparency by both
UHCC and GTC as to processes.

There also seems to be no indication of new sports playing fields.

One would expect 2 new rugby or soccer fields in the winter and in between those pitches a
grass cricket block and an artifical wicket also in that strip between the width of those 70m
wide football pitches.

| hear a lot about how fantastic the return of native Birdlife is and the possibility of the return
of Kiwi, and then the next thing we intend to do is to destroy the habitat of the Karearea that
Habitate or will habitate the area.

These are hunting and breeding grounds for the native wildlife.

I oppose the submission of:
I oppose Submission 162 for a Plan Change by GTC.

The particular parts of the submission | oppose are:

The change from Rural Zoning to General Zoning in its entirety, re any previously changes
proposed to Plan 50.

| seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed:

| seek that because there are so many questions re costings and who is actually paying for
what, that GTC should apply for a Private Plan Change for the rezoning, to enable full
disclosure so that we the Ratepayers can know exactly what the costs are to the city and the
ratepayers.

Rates are set to go up 20%, why would Ratepayers pay for private development which they
will not get a return on and in fact damage the local area and put a financial burden on the
community.

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



Signature of person making further submission . . e
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person maklng further submlssmn)
(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.)

Date 26June2024.....................

Electronic address for service of person making further submission

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making
a further submission your personal details, including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under
the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details
can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be
kept confidential, please contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140
Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Deliver to GTC’s agent (Chris Hansen, RMA Planning Consultant): chris@rmaexpert.co.nz
A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter by emailing to GTC’s
agent (Chris Hansen) within 5 working days after it is served on Upper Hutt City Council.

Note to person making further submission
Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied
that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission):
o itisfrivolous or vexatious:
o it discloses no reasonable or relevant case:
e it would be an abuse of the hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken
further:
e it contains offensive language:
e itissupported only by material that purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been
prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised
knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter


mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz
mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz

FURTHER SUBMISSION 211

Form 6
Further Submission

in opposition to a submission on notified proposed plan change to Upper Hutt City
Council District Plan
Clause 8 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 199]

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review
The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at Spm
To: Upper Hutt City Council
Name of person making

further submission:
[full name)

.............................................................................................

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following plan change
proposed to the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):
» Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PC50)

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the general
i A\ > iy .
public has because ..\ Nove beern o TesDdeX S S Mecdv )
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I oppose the submission of:
e Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and the Goodwin Estate
Trust (Submitter Number 162)

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:
-Du”\"?““b—\'\s é’ e 5‘\0‘41&1"4‘*‘” S?mr mcsfmé." ‘:)-\\r\,
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The reasons for my opposition are:
The S?""-’i\ R r“‘i;’_"-‘s Ky IA@A M&J §u: L:f‘(\,-:\*;; ‘t(a..)c_)

S Fhe Ponmed 3 : /
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1 seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed:

_-‘;‘\f-*wcfj;-r{""ﬂk '(C_:]" “5-""-5""-*‘"‘ .
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Vdo adl” D58 £ N
Lwish-or-de-netawish to be heard in support of my further submission.

If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.
[Delete if you would not consider presenting a joint case.]

(_____‘ st

Signature of person making further SUBMISSION 1.77T7 1T 1 e e s eeeeererererrerrrriees
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making further submission

Electronic address for service of person making further submission
Email: .

Telephone: ... KG_—_————————_—

postal adress: [ ...

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making
a further submission your personal details, including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under
the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details
can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be

kept confidential, please contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhce.govt.nz.

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140
Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Deliver to GTC’s agent (Chris Hansen, RMA Planning Consultant): chris@rmaexpert.co.nz

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter by emailing to GTC’s
agent (Chris Hansen) within 5 working days after it is served on Upper Hutt City Council.

Note to person making further submission

Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied

that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission):
e itis frivolous or vexatious:
» it discloses no reasonable or relevant case:
it would be an abuse of the hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken
further:
¢ it contains offensive language:

e it is supported only by material that purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been

prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised
knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter



[
h Te Kaunihera o

Te Awa Kairangi ki Uta - .
Upper Hutt City Council Further submission form (Form 6)

o
)

.

OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number 2 12

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

C The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

/ N\
To Upper Hutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz )

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER Emily Wasley

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

I am (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant
aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

A person who has an interest in the
proposal that is greater than the
general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

| am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley

Q The local authority for the relevant area


mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz
mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Details of further submission

To support @/ O oppose (tick ongz ) the submission of:

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER Brian and Robyn Smith

posTAL ADDRESs OF oriGINAL suMITTER 43 Colletts Road

249

SUBMISSION NUMBER

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:

That the Mangaroa Valley floor is already fragmented and characterized by Rural Lifestyle living, and the zoning as Rural
Production is wrong.

Applying the NPS to land that is not currently subdivided, but surrounded by lifestyle blocks is unfair and discriminatory. It
should be zoned Rural Lifestyle.

That the Council already holds evidence from the Soil Assessments for the Gabiets Block and preliminary work undertaken
for the Maymorn Structure Plan, that the soils of the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly productive, and accordingly the
NPS should not apply.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

The number of properties within proposed Rural Production zone that comply with the proposed minimum allotment size
requirement is disproportionate to that number of properties that DO NOT comply with minimum allotments sizes.

Existing Land Use: The valley floor is already predominantly occupied by Rural Lifestyle living, which typically includes
larger residential plots and lifestyle blocks rather than larger intensive agricultural activities. Zoning it as Rural Production
would not align with the current title sizes and land use patterns which is creating conflict with existing residents.

Fragmentation: The area is fragmented, land parcels are irregularly shaped, sized and divided, which is not conducive to
traditional large-scale farming or agricultural production. Zoning for Rural Production typically assumes larger, contiguous
tracts of land suitable for farming operations, which is not the case here.

Planning and Development Goals: Zoning decisions should ideally support long-term planning and development goals that
reflect the needs and aspirations of the community. If the current trend or demand in the area is towards Rural Lifestyle
living rather than agricultural production, zoning for Rural Production may not be in line with these goals.

Zoning the land for Rural Production despite its current surroundings is unfair because it imposes restrictions and
requirements (such as intensive agricultural use) that are not compatible with the existing land use patterns or residential
lifestyles.

Zoning the land as Rural Lifestyle would align with the surrounding area and respect the preferences and choices of
existing residents who have established a community based on rural residential living rather than agricultural production.

Soil assessments and preliminary planning work indicate that the soils in the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly
productive. Therefore, applying zoning regulations under the NPS that assume high productivity is not appropriate or
practical.

The Council has already undertaken planning efforts and assessments that suggest zoning for intensive agriculture might
not be feasible or sustainable given the soil conditions. This evidence should inform zoning decisions to ensure they are
based on realistic assessments of land capability.

Zoning decisions should promote sustainable land use practices that take into account soil quality and productivity.
Applying zoning that ignores or contradicts existing evidence could lead to unsustainable land use practices and
environmental degradation.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The proposed inclusion of a 2nd residential unit already enables increased population of the area. The ability to legally
subdivide inline with this permitted activity is a logical right to have.




| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallewed:

Mangaroa Valley Floor to be zoned Rural Lifestyle not Rural Production.

Please indicate whether you wish
to be heard in support of your
submission (tick appropriate box ):

@I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

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

Please indicate whether you wish to
make a joint case at the hearing if others
make a similar submission (tick
appropriate box ):

@ | do wish to make a joint case.

O | do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE 5’(/{% &é/‘y"//‘@/‘&

26-06-2024

DATE
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OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number 2 12

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

C The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

/ N\
To Upper Hutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz )

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER Emily Wasley

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

CONTACT TELEPHONE [ ] conTAcT Eval [

I am (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant
aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

@ A person who has an interest in the
proposal that is greater than the
general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

| am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley

Q The local authority for the relevant area


mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz
mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Details of further submission

To support @ / O oppose (tick ongz ) the submission of:

vave of oriamaLsusmrer  ROSemary and Michael Schrijvers

posTaL appress of oriaivaL susmirrer 119 Colletts Road, RD1, Upper Hutt 5371

SUBMISSION NUMBER 208

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:
119 Colletts Road rezoned Rural Lifestyle

That the Mangaroa Valley floor is already fragmented and characterized by Rural Lifestyle living, and the zoning as Rural
Production is wrong.

Applying the NPS to land that the Council already holds evidence from the Soil Assessments for the Gabiets Block and
preliminary work undertaken for the Maymorn Structure Plan, that the soils of the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly
productive, and accordingly the NPS should not apply.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

119 Colletts Road cannot be financially productive due to the reduced availability of land for grazing or primary
productive activities due to the large percentage of fragmentation. The property shares a boundary with 36 MacLaren
Street and neighboring surrounding zones also wishing to be changed to Rural Lifestyle. The position of 119 Colletts is the
perfect position for “clustering” with neighboring MacLaren Streets and Parkes Line and the location of the Maymorn
Train Station and the new development.

The number of properties within proposed Rural Production zone that comply with the proposed minimum allotment size
requirement is disproportionate to that number of properties that DO NOT comply with minimum allotments sizes.

Existing Land Use: The valley floor is already predominantly occupied by Rural Lifestyle living, which typically includes
larger residential plots and lifestyle blocks rather than larger intensive agricultural activities. Zoning it as Rural Production
would not align with the current title sizes and land use patterns which is creating conflict with existing residents.

Fragmentation: The area is fragmented, land parcels are irregularly shaped, sized and divided, which is not conducive to
traditional large-scale farming or agricultural production. Zoning for Rural Production typically assumes larger, contiguous
tracts of land suitable for farming operations, which is not the case here.

Planning and Development Goals: Zoning decisions should ideally support long-term planning and development goals that
reflect the needs and aspirations of the community. If the current trend or demand in the area is towards Rural Lifestyle
living rather than agricultural production, zoning for Rural Production may not be in line with these goals.

Zoning the land for Rural Production despite its current surroundings is unfair because it imposes restrictions and
requirements (such as intensive agricultural use) that are not compatible with the existing land use patterns or residential
lifestyles.

Zoning the land as Rural Lifestyle would align with the surrounding area and respect the preferences and choices of
existing residents who have established a community based on rural residential living rather than agricultural production.

Soil assessments and preliminary planning work indicate that the soils in the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly
productive. Therefore, applying zoning regulations under the NPS that assume high productivity is not appropriate or
practical.

The Council has already undertaken planning efforts and assessments that suggest zoning for intensive agriculture might
not be feasible or sustainable given the soil conditions. This evidence should inform zoning decisions to ensure they are
based on realistic assessments of land capability.

Zoning decisions should promote sustainable land use practices that consider soil quality and productivity. Applying
zoning that ignores or contradicts existing evidence could lead to unsustainable land use practices and environmental
degradation.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The proposed inclusion of a 2nd residential unit already enables increased population of the area. The ability to legally
subdivide inline with this permitted activity is a logical right to have.




| seek that the whole of the submission be aIIowed\/ / -disaltowed-(tickone )AND
| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disaltewed:

119 Colletts Road rezoned to Rural Lifestyle.
Provide a Controlled Activity Rule allowing properties of 4Ha or larger where titles were issued prior to October 2023 to

subdivide inline with Rural Lifestyle standards and rules.

Please indicate whether you wish @ I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your

submission (tick appropriate box ): O | do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

Please indicate whether you wish to @Ido wish to make a joint case.
make a joint case at the hearing if others
make a similar submission (tick O | do not wish to make a joint case.

appropriate box ):

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE f/;(/é M&/@f o 26/06/2024
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PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

C The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

@ . . R
To Upper Hutt City Council
Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliverto: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Postto: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

\ Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz )

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, piease
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER Emily Wasley

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

I am (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant

aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY
A person who has an interest in the | am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley
proposal that is greater than the

general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

O The local authority for the relevant area



Details of further submission

To support @ / O oppose (tick ong ) the submission of:

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER The Maymorn Collective

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER

96

SUBMISSION NUMBER

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:

That the Mangaroa Valley floor is already fragmented and characterized by Rural Lifestyle living, and the zoning as Rural
Production is wrong.

Applying the NPS to land that is not currently subdivided, but surrounded by lifestyle blocks is unfair and discriminatory. It
should be zoned Rural Lifestyle.

The provisions of the Rural Production Zone contradict the character and amenity of the existing environment.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

The number of properties within proposed Rural Production zone that comply with the proposed minimum allotment size
requirement is disproportionate to that number of properties that DO NOT comply with minimum allotments sizes.

Existing Land Use: The valley floor is already predominantly occupied by Rural Lifestyle living, which typically includes
larger residential plots and lifestyle blocks rather than larger intensive agricultural activities. Zoning it as Rural Production
would not align with the current title sizes and land use patterns which is creating conflict with existing residents.

Fragmentation: The area is fragmented, land parcels are irregularly shaped, sized and divided, which is not conducive to
traditional large-scale farming or agricultural production. Zoning for Rural Production typically assumes larger, contiguous
tracts of land suitable for farming operations, which is not the case here.

Planning and Development Goals: Zoning decisions should ideally support long-term planning and development goals that
reflect the needs and aspirations of the community. If the current trend or demand in the area is towards Rural Lifestyle
living rather than agricultural production, zoning for Rural Production may not be in line with these goals.

Zoning the land for Rural Production despite its current surroundings is unfair because it imposes restrictions and
requirements (such as intensive agricultural use) that are not compatible with the existing land use patterns or residential

lifestyles.

Zoning the land as Rural Lifestyle would align with the surrounding area and respect the preferences and choices of
existing residents who have established a community based on rural residential living rather than agricultural production.

Soil assessments and preliminary planning work indicate that the soils in the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly
productive. Therefore, applying zoning regulations under the NPS that assume high productivity is not appropriate or

practical.

The Council has already undertaken planning efforts and assessments that suggest zoning for intensive agriculture might
not be feasible or sustainable given the soil conditions. This evidence should inform zoning decisions to ensure they are
based on realistic assessments of land capability.

Zoning decisions should promote sustainable land use practices that take into account soil quality and productivity.
Applying zoning that ignores or contradicts existing evidence could lead to unsustainable land use practices and
environmental degradation.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The proposed inclusion of a 2nd residential unit already enables increased population of the area. The ability to legally
subdivide inline with this permitted activity is a logical right to have.




| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallowed:

Mangaroa Valley Floor to be zoned Rural Lifestyle not Rural Production.

Please indicate whether you wish
to be heard in support of your
submission (tick appropriate box ).

@I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

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

Please indicate whether you wish to
make a joint case at the hearing if others
make a similar submission (tick
appropriate box ):

@ | do wish to make a joint case.

O | do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE f/;(/gﬁ &éfynﬂ&l‘&

26-06-2024

DATE
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OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number 91 2

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

C The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

/ N\
To Upper Hutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliverto: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz /

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER Emily Wasley

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

I am (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant
aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

@ A person who has an interest in the
proposal that is greater than the
general pU bllC has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

| am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley

Q The local authority for the relevant area


mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz
mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Details of further submission

To support / oppose (tick ongz ) the submission of:
@

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER lan Stewart

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 268 Mangaroa Valley Rd

SUBMISSION NUMBER 93

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:

Allow Controlled Activity subdivision for properties fronting onto Colletts Road, Mangaroa Valley Road, and Whitemans
Valley Road.

Provide a Controlled Activity Rule allowing properties of 4Ha or larger where titles were issued prior to 4 Oct 2023 to
subdivide.

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

The number of properties within proposed Rural Production zone that comply with the proposed minimum allotment size
requirement is disproportionate to that number of properties that DO NOT comply with minimum allotments sizes.

Existing Land Use: The valley floor is already predominantly occupied by Rural Lifestyle living, which typically includes
larger residential plots and lifestyle blocks rather than larger intensive agricultural activities. Zoning it as Rural Production
would not align with the current title sizes and land use patterns which is creating conflict with existing residents.

Fragmentation: The area is fragmented, land parcels are irregularly shaped, sized and divided, which is not conducive to
traditional large-scale farming or agricultural production. Zoning for Rural Production typically assumes larger, contiguous
tracts of land suitable for farming operations, which is not the case here.

Planning and Development Goals: Zoning decisions should ideally support long-term planning and development goals that
reflect the needs and aspirations of the community. If the current trend or demand in the area is towards Rural Lifestyle
living rather than agricultural production, zoning for Rural Production may not be in line with these goals.

Zoning the land for Rural Production despite its current surroundings is unfair because it imposes restrictions and
requirements (such as intensive agricultural use) that are not compatible with the existing land use patterns or residential
lifestyles.

Zoning the land as Rural Lifestyle would align with the surrounding area and respect the preferences and choices of
existing residents who have established a community based on rural residential living rather than agricultural production.

Soil assessments and preliminary planning work indicate that the soils in the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly
productive. Therefore, applying zoning regulations under the NPS that assume high productivity is not appropriate or
practical.

The Council has already undertaken planning efforts and assessments that suggest zoning for intensive agriculture might
not be feasible or sustainable given the soil conditions. This evidence should inform zoning decisions to ensure they are
based on realistic assessments of land capability.

Zoning decisions should promote sustainable land use practices that take into account soil quality and productivity.
Applying zoning that ignores or contradicts existing evidence could lead to unsustainable land use practices and
environmental degradation.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The proposed inclusion of a 2nd residential unit already enables increased population of the area. The ability to legally
subdivide inline with this permitted activity is a logical right to have.

| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallewed:
Allow Controlled Activity subdivision for properties fronting onto Colletts Road, Mangaroa Valley Road, and Whitemans
Valley Road.

Provide a Controlled Activity Rule allowing properties of 4Ha or larger where titles were issued prior to 4 Oct 2023 to
subdivide.




Please indicate whether you wish
to be heard in support of your
submission (tick appropriate box ):

Qﬂ do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

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

Please indicate whether you wish to
make a joint case at the hearing if others
make a similar submission (tick
appropriate box ):

@ | do wish to make a joint case.

O I do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

26-06-2024
DATE

SIGNATURE 5;{/@ MJ’ /e/%



[
h Te Kaunihera o

Te Awa Kairangi ki Uta - .
Upper Hutt City Council Further submission form (Form 6)

o
)

.

OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number 2 13

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

C The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

/ N\
To Upper Hutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz )

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER Femke van der Zee

posTAL ApDRESs OF susMITTEHEG_

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

contacr TeLerHONE | contact evAlL
I am (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant
aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

O A person who has an interest in the
proposal that is greater than the
general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

O The local authority for the relevant area


mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz
mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Details of further submission

To support O / O oppose (tick one @) the submission of:

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER Femke van der Zee

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 167 Fairview Drive

SUBMISSION NUMBER

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:

| am writing in response to the proposed Plan Change 50 to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan (2004) - Rural Review.
Our family are residents of the Fairview Drive/Kennith Gillies Way area, were initially drawn to this locality by the promise
of a tranquil rural environment. Recently, we learned of the proposed Plan Change 50, which intends to rezone our
property, along with some others in our community, to General Residential. This has raised significant concerns for us and
our neighbours. The appeal of our property and those in our community lies in its current designation as a rural
environment. We fear that the introduction of General Residential zoning, including our property, could have a detrimental
impact on our property values. Additionally, this reclassification would result in the loss of the transport discount for rural
properties on the Greater Wellington Regional Council (GWRC) rates, amounting to approximately $500. While we
understand the necessity for planning changes, we firmly believe that reclassifying our properties to General Residential
provides no tangible benefits. As per feedback from the UHCC Planning team, all other services and restrictions, in
accordance with city bylaws and covenants attached to our title, remain intact. Our property, along with those of our
neighbours also proposed to be zoned as General Residential, meet the criteria for Rural Lifestyle zoning, and we see no
merit in rezoning to General Residential. Considering this information, we request a review and reconsideration of the
General Residential zoning for properties in Fairview Drive/Kennith Gillies Way/Crest Road area. Maintaining the current
Rural designation for our area would better align with the environment and the expectations of current residents and
potential buyers. We wish to preserve the character of our community, ensuring that our properties retain a Rural
classification. We seek your assurance that any future development of properties in our area will align with the existing
terms of these properties, including the agreed building platforms, boundaries, and especially the prohibition of
subdivisions. These terms remaining SUBMISSION 102 unchanged are crucial for preserving the reasons that led us to

choose this property and our community. Thank you for your time. .
R

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

&
| seek that the whole of the submission be allowed O / O disallowed (tickone )OR

| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallowed:




PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS OF THE PARTS OF THE SUBMISSION THAT YOU SEEK TO BE ALLOWED OR DISALLOWED. USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

Please indicate whether you wish O I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your

submission (tick appropriate box ): O | do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.
Please indicate whether you wish to make O | do wish to make a joint case.

a joint case at the hearing if others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate box ): O | do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE Femke van der Zee DATE
2606

2024
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PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

C The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

/ N\
To Upper Hutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz )

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER Phil Hancock

posTAL ADDRESs OF susMmITTER ||

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

contacr TeLepHONE | contact evAlL
I am (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant
aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

@ A person who has an interest in the
proposal that is greater than the

general pUbllc has Our property is immediately below the area seeking to be rezoned which has potential implications for our flooding, and
local road use

U The local authority for the relevant area


mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz
mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Details of further submission

To support O / @oppose (tick one ) the submission of:

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER Guidford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest
Limited and the Goodwin Estate Trust

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER

SUBMISSION NUMBER 162

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:

| oppose it in full.

I also oppose the addition added as their ‘late submission’

PLEASE CLEARLY INDICATE WHICH PARTS OF THE ORIGINAL SUBMISSION YOU SUPPORT OR OPPOSE, TOGETHER WITH
ANY RELEVANT PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE. PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

There is no explanation of why the land should be rezoned
before there is appropriate access approved (or shown to
be feasible) for the scale of development they are seeking
zoning for. The proposed road is up to 300m in altitude
above the starting points in Silverstream — for comparison
this is higher than the peak of Transmission Gulley (273m).

There is no traffic plan and no explanation of how the traffic would
be accommodated by the existing infrastructure — acknowledging that
the scale is effectively doubling the traffic flow through
Silverstream/Pinehaven.

There is no explanation of how they would neutralise storm
water/flood control.

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

| seek that the whole of the submission be allowed O/ )

| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallowed:

Disallow the entirety

disallowed (tick one ) OR

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS OF THE PARTS OF THE SUBMISSION THAT YOU SEEK TO BE ALLOWED OR DISALLOWED. USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

@
Please indicate whether you wish XO I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.
to be heard in support of your
submission (tick appropriate box ): O | do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.
Please indicate whether you wish to make O | do wish to make a joint case.

a joint case at the hearing if others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate box ): x | do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date




Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE Phil Hancock DATE
26/
6/202




FURTHER SUBMISSION 215

Form6
Further Submission

in opposition to a submission on notified proposed plan change to Upper Hutt City

Council District Plan
Clause 8 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review

The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm
To: Upper Hutt City Council

Name of person making
further submission: ......... Gerald Bealing............ [full name]

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following plan change
proposed to the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):
e Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PC50)

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the general
public has because ...

I am a resident of Upper Hutt and an active member of the Silverstream Railway Museum

I oppose the submission of:
e Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and the Goodwin Estate
Trust (Submitter Number 162)

The particular parts of the submission | oppose are:

The development of the Spur land

The reasons for my opposition are:

The proposal would result in the destruction of the native ecology of the spur including
animal and plant life. It is unrealistic to expect that a road could be constructed through that
area sufficient to support up to 5000 houses or other buildings without causing major
destruction to the environment.

| seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed:
For reasons outlined above,


https://url.au.m.mimecastprotect.com/s/ECWhCwV3nBH0gQoIVaa0Z?domain=legislation.govt.nz

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Cenire, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hut 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140
Scan and email fo: plaming@uhce govt.nz

Deliver to GTC’s agent (Chris Hansen, RMA Planning Consultant):  chris @rmaexpert.co.nz
A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submiter by emaling to GTC's
agent (Chris Hansen) within 5 working days afte it s served on Upper Hut City Council.





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

If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.
[Delete if you would not consider presenting a joint case.]

Signature of person making further submission G S Bealing.............
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making further submission)
(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.)

Date 26 June 2024.............ccvvunnnn.

Electronic address for service of person making further submission

Telephone: ||| N EIRR
SR ——

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a
further submission your personal details, including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the
Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details can be
kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept
confidential, please contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

Deliver to: Upper Huit Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140
Scan and email to: plamming@uhce sovinz

Deliver to GTC"s agent (Chris Hansen, RMA Planning Consultant):  chris@rmaexpert.co.nz
A copy of vour further submission must be served on the original submitter by emailing to GTC’s
agent (Chris Hansen) within 5 working days after it is served on Upper Hutt City Council.

Note to person making further submission
Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is
satisfied that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission):
e itis frivolous or vexatious:
it discloses no reasonable or relevant case:
it would be an abuse of the hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken
further:
e it contains offensive language:
e itissupported only by material that purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been
prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised
knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter

Form6
Further Submission

in opposition to a submission on notified proposed plan change to Upper Hutt City
Council District Plan


mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Clause 8 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review

The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm
To: Upper Hutt City Council

Name of person making
further submission: ......... Gerald Bealing............ [full name]

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following plan change
proposed to the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):
e Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PC50)

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the general
public has because ...

I am a resident of Upper Hutt and an active member of the Silverstream Railway Museum

I oppose the submission of:
e Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and the Goodwin Estate
Trust (Submitter Number 162)

The particular parts of the submission | oppose are:

The development of the Spur land

The reasons for my opposition are:

The proposal would result in the destruction of the native ecology of the spur including
animal and plant life. It is unrealistic to expect that a road could be constructed through that
area sufficient to support up to 5000 houses or other buildings without causing major
destruction to the environment.

| seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed:
For reasons outlined above,

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

If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.
[Delete if you would not consider presenting a joint case.]


https://url.au.m.mimecastprotect.com/s/ECWhCwV3nBH0gQoIVaa0Z?domain=legislation.govt.nz

Signature of person making further submission G S Bealing.............
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making further submission)
(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.)

Date 26 June2024........................

Electronic address for service of person making further submission

Telephone_ ...............................
postal acress: [

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a
further submission your personal details, including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the
Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details can be
kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept
confidential, please contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140
Scan and email to: planning@uhce.govinz

Deliver to GTC’s agent (Chris Hansen, RMA Planning Consultant):  chris@rmaexpert.co.nz
A copy of vour firther submission must be served on the original submitter by emailing to GTC’s
agent (Chris Hansen) within 5 working days after it is served on Upper Hutt Citv Council.

Note to person making further submission

Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is

satisfied that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission):

it is frivolous or vexatious:

it discloses no reasonable or relevant case:

it would be an abuse of the hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken

further:

e it contains offensive language:

e itissupported only by material that purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been
prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised
knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter


mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz

[
h Te Kaunihera o

Te Awa Kairangi ki Uta - .
Upper Hutt City Council Further submission form (FOrRMm 6)

o
)

.

OFFICE USE ONLY Submissionnumber 27106

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

C The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

/ N\
To Upper Hutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliverto: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz /

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER Rosemary and Michael Schrijvers

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

I am (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant
aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

@ A person who has an interest in the
proposal that is greater than the
general pU bllC has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

| am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley

Q The local authority for the relevant area


mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz
mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Details of further submission

To support / oppose (tick ongz ) the submission of:
@

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER lan Stewart

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 268 Mangaroa Valley Rd

SUBMISSION NUMBER 93

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:

Allow Controlled Activity subdivision for properties fronting onto Colletts Road, Mangaroa Valley Road, and Whitemans
Valley Road.

Provide a Controlled Activity Rule allowing properties of 4Ha or larger where titles were issued prior to 4 Oct 2023 to
subdivide.

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

The number of properties within proposed Rural Production zone that comply with the proposed minimum allotment size
requirement is disproportionate to that number of properties that DO NOT comply with minimum allotments sizes.

Existing Land Use: The valley floor is already predominantly occupied by Rural Lifestyle living, which typically includes
larger residential plots and lifestyle blocks rather than larger intensive agricultural activities. Zoning it as Rural Production
would not align with the current title sizes and land use patterns which is creating conflict with existing residents.

Fragmentation: The area is fragmented, land parcels are irregularly shaped, sized and divided, which is not conducive to
traditional large-scale farming or agricultural production. Zoning for Rural Production typically assumes larger, contiguous
tracts of land suitable for farming operations, which is not the case here.

Planning and Development Goals: Zoning decisions should ideally support long-term planning and development goals that
reflect the needs and aspirations of the community. If the current trend or demand in the area is towards Rural Lifestyle
living rather than agricultural production, zoning for Rural Production may not be in line with these goals.

Zoning the land for Rural Production despite its current surroundings is unfair because it imposes restrictions and
requirements (such as intensive agricultural use) that are not compatible with the existing land use patterns or residential
lifestyles.

Zoning the land as Rural Lifestyle would align with the surrounding area and respect the preferences and choices of
existing residents who have established a community based on rural residential living rather than agricultural production.

Soil assessments and preliminary planning work indicate that the soils in the Mangaroa Valley floor are not highly
productive. Therefore, applying zoning regulations under the NPS that assume high productivity is not appropriate or
practical.

The Council has already undertaken planning efforts and assessments that suggest zoning for intensive agriculture might
not be feasible or sustainable given the soil conditions. This evidence should inform zoning decisions to ensure they are
based on realistic assessments of land capability.

Zoning decisions should promote sustainable land use practices that take into account soil quality and productivity.
Applying zoning that ignores or contradicts existing evidence could lead to unsustainable land use practices and
environmental degradation.

LUC 3 mapping is likely to be excluded from the DEF of HPL in the NPS-HPL under the National coalition government.

The proposed inclusion of a 2nd residential unit already enables increased population of the area. The ability to legally
subdivide inline with this permitted activity is a logical right to have.

| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallewed:
Allow Controlled Activity subdivision for properties fronting onto Colletts Road, Mangaroa Valley Road, and Whitemans
Valley Road.

Provide a Controlled Activity Rule allowing properties of 4Ha or larger where titles were issued prior to 4 Oct 2023 to
subdivide.




Please indicate whether you wish
to be heard in support of your
submission (tick appropriate box ):

Qﬂ do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

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

Please indicate whether you wish to
make a joint case at the hearing if others
make a similar submission (tick
appropriate box ):

@ | do wish to make a joint case.

O I do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

Michael &é/y’o@m’

26-06-2024
DATE

SIGNATURE /@;@e,/;(a/y g@é/ﬁ/}%/ﬂ?
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Further _S_.ub_mi's‘-sw:;;

in opposition to a submission on notified pr

Council Distric
Clause 8 of Schedile I, Resource

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural (
The closing date for further submissions is Wedne

To: Upper Hutt City Council

Name of pers?n.mﬂldﬂg L ; S ﬂ, —-.A“ﬂ

further submission: ....... 0. . 2 " TV
[f2all name]

This is a further submission in opposition to
proposed to the Operative District Plan for Upp
* Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chap

| feel more personally invested than the
focused on the proposed land changes, 1
insufficient information provided by Subn
harm our city.




.
-

not wi
Ot Wish (o be heard in support of my further submission.

If others mak
. e a si
by similar submission, 1 will consider presenting a joint case with the
[Delete if you é v
if you would not consider presenting a joint case ]

Signature of person making further submission .

(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person ma¥l o
is not required if vou make your submission by el cironic means.)

(A signature
Date 2.'5 é 2(({-'

address for service of person making further submission

Electronic

..............

Email: . -
] ‘

Telephon "

this is public intormation. By making

ﬁbe made publicly available under

ur contact details
details should be

bmission on a Proposed Plan Change

including your name and addresses, wi

When a person or group makes a further su
when your submission of yoO

a further submission your personal details,

the Resource Management Act 1991, There are limited circumstances
can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submisgsion of your contact
ntact the Planning Team via email at plannlng@uncc.govt.nz.

kept confidential, please co
per Hutt 5019
907, Upper Hutt 5140

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive. Up
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag
Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govi.nz
RMA Planning Consultant): chris@rmaexpert.co.nZ
rved on the original submitter by emailing to GIC’s
er Hutt City Council.

“ | Deliver to GTC's agent (Chris Hansen,

A copy of your further submission must be se
thin 5 working days after it is served on Upp

agent (Chris Hansen) wi

e

—
.

Note to person making furth
Please note that your submission
that at least 1 of the following app
it is frivolous or vexatious:
it discloses no reasonable O
it would be an abuse of the

further:

it contains offensive language: .

o it is supported only by material that purports 0 be independent expert evidence, bl:lt tlxas been
dent or who does not have sufficient specialised

prepared by 2 person who is not indepen
knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter

er submission
ission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied

(or part of the submission):

L ]
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the submission (or the part) to be taken
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Te Awa Kai i ki Ut . e
Ubipusr Mottty Bor) Further submission form (Form 6)

OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number 21 8

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

o N

( The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm 3
( To Upper Hutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Postto: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz J

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5'working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be rmade publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govi.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER N\ 1% 5.9\ ANVCR ( Qe

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

Iam (please tick all that apply @):

(_ ) Apersonrepresenting a relevant
aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

. .
P | . . s N —_— : \\2 ) (Bt H=Ta) { L1 Y] 1’\ Qs
(V) Apersonwho hasaninterestinthe 1 =€ \isesh : Y RSN r

proposal that is greater than the ares R

)
general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY | '{ \ ou = 5‘ ] om{a OB
<X respects, ©

i SO \(\Q(?\lj ) RS e llv o "r,.-(\'_-(_g.‘.w.e Ce -m\\)i("‘fL‘(’ {* ”

X ||

{ The local authority for the relevant area



Details of further submission

To support () / (?/(oppose (tick one () the submission of:

R e
NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER =i Caere

- )
POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 2;{ L/ﬁé&bqwﬁ 679\ R‘N&Hﬂ\/f—’“ P gfpg_[\ .,L{U.Tr
SUBMISSION NUMBER / é L

The particular parts of their submission that | W appose are:

The oreo s Arecda \re oSecl £/ (ool us =coedNS
P Se v el ‘\ ~~e5 Ac —~a_ ‘\\t\{ d.c:u\ . S{"_]’\@O(S Are PU\H
.DOC 4&8 =re *-Ei \\ e {Dmi}*— v r--mé -ﬁsl -‘] re=i~S 9-1“‘(

PLEASE CLEARLY INDICATE WHICH PARTS OF THE ORIGINAL SUBMISSION YOU SUPPORT OR OPPOSE, TOGETHER WITH
ANY RELEVANT PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE. PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

The reasons for my sepperter opposition are:

\._\L\LA cheyapl Sie. e Ain S Bwem cxclopsie otp =l Jle
Al bl g Aoc chonge.  The canal b b
Sec heoas ﬂ:tp o Qe L - \ r\Ce_va Mo~ o\ N | ) (‘1/\\)\' <

becis i, ok rrcz‘)l«\ﬂ——- Ao khem

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

| seek that the whole of the submission beel-low-ub@/ (%sallowed (tick one ®) OR

| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallowed:

“\L\Q PUJD\L ( Qg\hocammw Q\'\c:uJ.aL ~c beo, “me Cost

GQ =N SIN C.L\Q!\._Q?n / v——€3/ arn'\..:}:"—r—“k :
J J \ ES

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS OF THE PARTS OF THE SUBMISSION THAT YOU SEEK TO BE ALLOWED OR DISALLOWED. USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

Please indicate whether you wish C ) I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your ‘Q X neest 4o

submission (tick appropriate box ~’): (ﬁ) I do not wish to be heard in su pport of my submission.
Please indicate whether you wish to make (_) I do wish to make a joint case.

a joint case at the hearing if others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate box9) ()1 do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date /)/f// CM&._ QSJL /%M 200 ¢4~

Signature of person making submusmon“ér person authon@é’d to sign on behalf of per%n making submission:

SIGNATURE Ty DATE
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Upper Hutt City Council Further submission form (Form 6)

OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number 2719

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

( The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

( A

To Upper Hutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliverto: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz )

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council,

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991, There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER /4&/&}65"/\) MA(“(_;O e ﬁﬁ/\‘ CK!;Uﬁf/}e
POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER ‘ h _ “-

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

| am (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant
aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

(V) Aperson who hasaninterestinthe MY PROPERTY . G‘Q o LEMAQE;N(:RCL(& __:ch',",.cs ! (C; TR
i Ol 10 SHAVELSTE AN e T = R S N S &
proposal tha,t Is greater than the LW BemZal Quiv-DEoll (SWBWATTEESD oo,
general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

O The local authority for the relevant area



Details of further submission

To support O /@ oppose (tick one @) the submission of:

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 6\;;4 WwOfoe O T\ VWABZR CoNPANY L WA[TED

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER

SUBMISSION NUMBER /6 2

The particular parts of their submission that | ssippest=esoppose are:

TI—  ©OFPPOSE  SWO&MISSIoN) 162 I Ful, T ofPose  THe

SURMTITELS REQUIST To  CHAMGE Ciowzhie BUARAL Zonid
(—ar00 SFECWEFI1ICALYY  To CarndZPAL BSsSWOedT AL ANVD .

PLEASE CLEARLY INDICATE WHICH PARTS OF THE ORIGINAL SUBMISSION YOU SUPPORT OR OPPOSE, TOGETHER WITH
ANY RELEVANT PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE. PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

The reasons for my support or opposition are:
A Tary 47' VARIED, c XCESSIVE Rl UORTASoABLY  HI1GH
LEysis OF TRAFFIC | TRUCLS AND p7aCtHnERY . NOISE  Fhon
ConSTRUCTION) .  CLEARINNG OF  FoRssT 75" GRsen  SPACES P
ZXOCREASSY)  FRSSsufs o ALL EXISTmIG Zp)FRASTRUCT 1R
VA G AR 1£C/ 10l of F&J0.0)!% mn SV 2_67%5}4/1%” A

| seek that the whole of the submission be allowed O /@ disallowed (tick one @)) OR
| seek that the following parts of the submission be abewed/disallowed:

7 wourd LS Ao REauisT THAT  THE  UHCC
RKeqQuibss  THE  SuniiTik 7o Co THouct  CokfECT
FROCSOURES  Too AR For A FRIVATE  RAN  CHange
FoR  THe  LsZor/NG  REQUEST. .

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS OF THE PARTS OF THE SUBMISSION THAT YOU SEEK TO BE ALLOWED OR DISALLOWED. USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

Please indicate whether you wish @’I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your

submission (tick appropriate box ©): (O 1o not wish to be heard in support of my submission.
Please indicate whether you wish to make @ | do wish to make a joint case.

a joint case at the hearing if others make a
similar submission (tick appropriate box&j: Q | do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE ’WL DATE Zlf(_’zf/lg/ ZOZL;‘




FURTHER SUBMISSION 220

Form 6
Further Submission

in opposition to a submission on notified proposed plan change to Upper Hutt City
Council District Plan
Clause 8 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review

The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June2024, at Spm

To: Upper Hutt City Council

Name of person making I‘- LET
further submission: ....... F.’.h\.i“.@f&i._ ......... (4‘ fg’w\f .................................................
[full name]

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following plan change
proposed to the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):
e Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PC50)

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the general

public has because ..."As + koG Team KReSiden VETSZ Jeads) OF THe Sidizearaeam *I)m:‘;l-u\)fﬂf
Commiisy¥ T Am A PPAALED Tlar THE Jppea Hurr L'l-l-‘i-‘nl—C ik if,{.}f—’ LimieE op ,-J(_}‘ « 'lv':'.'.;ﬂ-d o,
locdus. rdg wocdn VILAGE (6 TUST QuGH( ANDd PReAE inola 70 THE AR :

FAAFFie 1S AREADY AT Peak VoumeS Awp INFaASTAUiGL, SEQicES Shcd AS e cens -
NEDical. Efc. Al AL Ar i ,;]h._,f?'_ WSHy 1JoNtd WE KA 75 Ruomd WHAT 02 Have

I oppose the submission of:
e Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and the Goodwin Estate
Trust (Submitter Number 162)

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are: Twa;r Tve AcZolidG AND T b

on To Suvzaerdenn Vin Koyl Stracei Awmp BNIE MeUnidal S Roid (0 i RELifiur
IN Comdeis LC-J(‘L-‘-.:;SH:‘-J{ AND OUCACREWD NG T 0LHNY  AdEAS THE Ceygycics
PUESClar INFAAETR2ycick. Cnn NET idlcu -ml)'h’.ff THIS FPRESECT WirHedr
Ex)dné je HidiToani- Cosrc To RATRlapzAs:

The reasons for my opposition are: Tz ocloycp e ZaomiG loibe Aesdid 1w
CONGESTION AND  JiriclAliedS i TUe uu.:fw/v' Oz R-ori) 2D Road i g, ’IVL'¢41$=f¢(1;
FEdadssiod DRVE A Seciiad (Hodse Owneig) Due. NGEDd 47 KZASC O Verha &
(".)ﬁ_-.-")n..'.fz%‘f -Zj And CUd r"."%i—.,";';u," \SEE_du czS RNea't Cofd, WHrEh is ,{1'!-1(7‘}315 Mid W Qi
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USLLLI(E‘T) OF -')z:.f'-}l._ﬁ 4\’v{(_')1)¢\‘-5 =P i THE ‘2& ZoadiiC,

I seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed: © ., <, ., 7h@r 10E (9.7 ¢
A2 @uEst Ped A Possidia AN ChunGs B REGFES Amd THAT Jrv fdsi-
Now = did Fuiuoe (usTe A2¢ Pap For By THa AdPiciquid. e Furtdec
Diaeding Cnanget SHodad  Foseon 1Ye APReued FORMAT AL SE7 60 1w
Cdpac~ DiStauer Vieans Rdicddyens SHelikd NOT HaoE TS Aulyen
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I wish er-de-net-wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.
[Delete if you would not consider presenting a joint case.]

Signature of person making further submission ...... vy 900 A 7 SRS o N UTUTROOOTROO
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making further submission)
(4 signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.)

Date dﬁck s, Qo2
Electronic address for service of person making further submission

| 235 1 = |

Telephone: ....

Postal address:

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making
a further submission your personal details, including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under
the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact “ctails
can be kepti confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be
kept confidential, please contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Deliver to GTC’s agent (Chris Hansen, RMA Planning Consultant): chris@rmaexpert.co.nz
A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter by emailing to GTC’s
agent (Chris Hansen) within 5 working days after it is served on Upper Hutt City Council.

Note to person making further submission
Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied
that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission):
e itis frivolous or vexatious:
e it discloses no reasonable or relevant case:
e it would be an abuse of the hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken
further:
e it contains offensive language:
e itis supported only by material that purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been
prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised
knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter



Te Kaunihera o
Te Awa Kairangi ki Uta

Upper Hutt City Council Further submission form (Forw 6)

OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number 22 1

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

( The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

4 ™
To Upper Hutt City Council
Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliverto: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Councll, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz
% ot

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this Is public information. By making a further submisslon your personal detalls,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcec.govt.nz.

weosmr (Cerce A e Morury Maccinoed
POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER D m m

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APFLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

lam (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant
aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

| Live ORecTL LENEATH Me  SubmitreRS LAND

@ Aperson who has an interest in the
proposal that is greater than the
general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

O The local authority for the relevant area



Details of further submission

To support () / (Y oppose (tick one @) the submission of:

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER G U LD FORD “5i N)b‘EK (D MP P[N\ﬂ [\ fTEr)

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER

SUBMISSION NUMBER \ b ’2,

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:

L Auu]  offose  SubMisSion b2 i ﬁJLL) ANO _OFPpsE
THe  ACQUEST T CHANGE  GENERAC RURAC (AND _
T genel Al RESTDENTIAC LAND AS OUTUNED in 162

PLEASE CLEARLY INDICATE WHICH PARTS OF THE ORIGINAL SUBMISSION YOU SUPPORT OR OPPOSE, TOGETHER WITH
ANY RELEVANT PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE. PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

LA OF \NFRASTRUOURE B SWPXRT THe AOPOSED
DENEWLIMENT ¢ (NELS OF HEAUY A CHneRY KEQUIRED
wf [foloEp nﬁ/cwf’mf:m L INCReMSED RiSe oF FLOpDING PUE
T LAND CHANGES ; encEsSvE TRAFAC N Y OF et LT/NG
EAFFc Romn WAL AE Vi £ DB ; [ ABE DT AP S
I seek that the whole of the submission be allowed O/@dlsallowed (tick one ®) OR /”TEN‘OED ﬂC;TTO/\IS
I seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallowed:

Unee ARE RePoNCble T ENSULE (ORRECT PRDCEDIRES AlE
OUONED FOR THIC TE CF AEQUELT , ANO T WOULD LEE
QHC T (PHoww THesE  LPROCEDURES BY Eruking THAT
LQUILDEDRD THENISELVES AR (IXKECTLT TR THE AEQUEST 7p REOVE

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS OF THE PARTS OF THE SUBMISSION THAT YOU SEEK TO BE ALLOWED OR DISALLOWED, USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

Please indicate whether you wish @ do wish to be heard in support of my submission,

to be heard in support of your

submission (tick appropriate box ®}: O | do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.
Please Indicate whether you wish to make @ do wish to make a joint case.

a joint case at the hearing if others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate box™): O | do not wish to make a joint case,

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

e Holncle o 20 [06 [24




‘ Te Kaunihera o

Te Awa Kairangi ki Ut B

Upper Hutt Clty Counel) Further submission form (ForM 6)
OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number Q)9

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

( The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

4 : . )
To Upper Hutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Postto: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz /

A copy of this further submission must also be servedonthe original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER Barry Gall

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

conTAcT TELePHON conTAcT EmAIL [

I am (please tick all that apply @):

() A person representing a relevant
aspect of the public interest

As a resident of Pinehaven, | will be directly affected by the traffic, run-off and
visual effects of the development allowed by the zone change. | am also
concerned about the negative effects on the environment, ecosystem and
climate change

7

@A person who has an interest in the
proposal that is greater than the
general public has

() The local authority for the relevant area



Details of further submission

To support O / @Jppose (tick one @) the submission of:

Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and
the Goodwin Estate Trust (Submitter Number 162)

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER

SUBMISSION NUMBER

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:

| oppose the submission as a whole and in particular; the submitters request that land currently with Rural zoning in both the
operative Plan and Plan Change 50 be changed to General Residential zone.

PLEASE CLEARLY INDICATE WHICH PARTS OF THE ORIGINAL SUBMISSION YOU SUPPORT OR OPPOSE, TOGETHER WITH
ANY RELEVANT PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE. PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

The proposed rezoning will result in a significant number of houses

The reasons for my support or opposition are:
y supp PP being able to be built along the skyline as a permitted activity.

Negative effects include traffic congestion, pollution, flooding and
noise.

PLEASE%\J‘E PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

| seek that the whole of the submission be allowed () / @ﬁisallowed (tickone )OR

| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallowed:

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS OF THE PARTS OF THE SUBMISSION THAT YOU SEEK TO BE ALLOWED OR DISALLOWED. USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

Please indicate whether you wish O | do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your

submission (tick appropriate box ¥): mo not wish to be heard in support of my submission.
Please indicate whether you wish to make O I do wish to make a joint case.

a joint case at the hearing if others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate box®): @ | do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

| \

SIGNATURE /% \Qk-g '& // DATE S-b / C/é / 202‘-/—
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Upper Hutt Ciy Counicil Further submission form (ForM 6)

OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number 2923

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

C The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

4 ] ] 2
To Upper Hutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140
Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz _/)

A copy. of this further submission must alsobe served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER Louise Gall

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER I
AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

contact TecepHone [ contact eva. [

I am (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant
aspect of the public interest

As a resident of Pinehaven, | will be directly affected by the traffic, run-off and
visual effects of the development allowed by the zone change. | am also
concerned about the negative effects on the environment, ecosystem and
climate change

C\XA person who has an interest in the
proposal that is greater than the
general public has

() The local authority for the relevant area



Details of further submission.

To support O / oppose (tick one @) the submission of:

Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and
the Goodwin Estate Trust (Submitter Number 162)

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER

SUBMISSION NUMBER

The particular parts of their submission that | oppose are:

| oppose the submission as a whole and in particular; the submitters request that land currently with Rural zoning in both the
operative Plan and Plan Change 50 be changed to General Residential zone.

PLEASE CLEARLY INDICATE WHICH PARTS OF THE ORIGINAL SUBMISSION YOU SUPPORT OR OPPOSE, TOGETHER WITH
ANY RELEVANT PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE. PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

Likely slips risk given recent slips in Pinehaven (and further afield in
Lower Hutt) in recent years. An engineer explained to me while
doing insurance work on a slip in Pinehaven that the hills in the area
are a high percentage clay, sometimes 100%, with little to no rock to
hold the hills in place when water soaks in. This seems foolhardy.
Negative effects include traffic congestion, pollution, noise, and
especially flooding, with the removal of trees and the increase in
concrete, roads, homes. The effects of flooding would most likely
be felt by those lower down in the valley.

The proposed rezoning will result in a significant number of houses
being able to be built along the skyline as a permitted activity.

The reasons for my opposition are:

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

I seek that the whole of the submission be allowed O / (\ disallowed (tickone ) OR

| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallowed:

PLEASE GIVE PRECI@ETAE[S OF THE PARTS OF THE SUBMISSION THAT YOU SEEK TO BE ALLOWED OR DISALLOWED. USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

Please indicate whether you wish O I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your

submission (tick appropriate box ): @ @(do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.
Please indicate whether you wish to make O | do wish to make a joint case.

a joint case at the hearing if others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate box ): Cg’l/do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date f\nﬁk Lo ie Gall Lé/é //Oéé,é

Signature of person making submlssmn or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:




Te Kaunihera o

Te Awa Kai i ki Ut . e
Upper Hutt City Council Further submission form (Form 6)

OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number 224

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

( The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

( L . )
To Upper Hutt City Council
Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140
k Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz )

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991, There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details shou!d be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER ELI2A8¢cT # CHRIST ENVS E IV

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

conracr eceeone (D D BNNNEEEN covaceva # I
J

lam (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant

aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY
§ i / £ 5 S : g1
®/Aperson who has an interest in the my preEet 17 s locaded  nea: / beneedt the
proposal that is greater than the GrTC Lanal
general pUb“C has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

O The local authority for the relevant area



Details of further submission

To support () f@nppose (tick one @) the submission of:

MAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER G”/” ‘(.{ FO(\Q{ "f"“,, i b{’;’ (L)I’VJ;?(;'I’-'LI Lm,,,,')(gc/" S,IW /54}’676!#’}/} FO ,/61[— [/Z/

T T
POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUB R and (3 L')Ucﬂ( win ES +a‘ F € Trus 1
\ ¢ \(f’ Mgy r._’.l’J{ o s B

SUBMISSION NUMBER 162
The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:

L oppose fhe wWhole  Subniissyon

PLEASE CLEARLY INDICATE WHICH PARTS OF THE ORIGINAL SUBMISSION YOU SUPPORT OR OPPOSE, TOGETHER WITH
ANY RELEVANT PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE. PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

The reasons for my suppoFtor opposition are:

The proposed re2onming I locaded abow cacd near L1, ,ﬁ/r'JIarﬁr‘A//

Iz am f‘nn{'ffuﬂr{ 1N+ Glneral K}T’(}//F'/)‘/f../// and _mMiveo wie 7umh‘(/

on dhe hll Jr.,)f a2 frdq(' [iriec pill Seadugly f/fmun;sh the (ruﬁm.ra/f"

ulwm’hhni{n/ (lr’n/urfﬂ Of the \/a Htj;_ nf’?fc’ﬁ(' /ur w06 hn g Z)ch/ /;A’, Vs ffc._(f”/

PLEASE GIVE PREC{SE DETAILS AGD USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

tralle ('Oﬂj’/_\"; 10, Auhd aod foisr g [libor
I seek that the whole of the submission be allowed O/@ﬁi’sallowed (tick one ®) OR

I seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallowed:

1 & /( '//mz'/ "//Hf’ cubmi 1“/(_‘?/ he _regu :’Qf’(/ A Ga i/
’ 2 ‘ : L 7 I SR .
for A frivake  Plan (‘/lénj.ﬁ v __[fr=2on rw/ of &1¢  land .

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS OF THE PARTS OF THE SUBMISSION THAT YOU SEEK TO BE ALLOWED OR DISALLOWED. USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

Please indicate whether you wish @do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your

submission (tick appropriate box ~): O | do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.
Please indicate whether you wish to make @’do wish to make a joint case.

a joint case at the hearing if others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate box@}: O | do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE <\&J( ( (( - il -;{(’ / 6 /"2 lf‘




FURTHER SUBMISSION 225

Form 6
Further Submission

in opposition to a submission on notified proposed plan change to Upper Hutt City
Council District Plan
Clause 8 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review

The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at Spm

To: Upper Hutt City Council

Name of person making ) 3 N/ A .
further submission: ......... [.\. V\«‘\ "\ o s I (@) '-i“ﬁ — j\ .tu x,.}\\. e '.*-r'l <
[full name]

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following plan change
proposed to the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):
e Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PC50)

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the general
public has because ..

-~

1 have \uzwd i Silversteann since 19 7~ - ‘F'H—I f%.-'ws‘
\

G \,__k } \ave g = H ‘Lr\ti y \.41’1 l i/A‘f",._"ﬁ‘ wi {t — L nrneti) i ( r ff,-ut/-‘)) LA
. ; ¢
21 ‘\‘-’(.--\)‘l(;t'-irr v and :

-

I'J iNe haver .

I oppose the submission of:
e Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and the Goodwin Estate
Trust (Submitter Number 162)

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are: (|| @ T submission 16 /}

,(\. (l\t f\i!w 1< L\(}‘)&_’.I/1 I oy L“ ZoNe gz( (\.-f""i\_,l '+C-/ Tgt'\ct"" }
< K

residential™ zened land.

T ({'

The reasons for my opposition are: |- /im0l o ’/j veen Spac <

ICU{,;L(.’“ .Icrw. "C-‘T ({\l\'lp?j L -l l (I i"(._ ?

L"CC’{...&S‘;JLZ( hacy i~ L?\qL Th.u“\ n’] Silve "S’/K(’hfl-—\ ayeEq
\' A\ .
Qa \)E,l’»‘l !"'n’ ,"-.\ _r’ t_),'\ < }' |c:}_n;u,' "%II(,L..,._ L._.Ai"\t/{ ;’Iw\_c,’i p,
L’L»i' L.‘:El.:'\,l \rj-.:,‘ug-(\, &__'.r(':];ﬁ a {“li_\,(',!r' _5‘};"1*'.;.‘ ;.fl.u'u /.'{‘ IN cv'e aqse 1'% {I_r;( i

I seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed: infensiFications,

Dicaallowed



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

If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.
[Delete if you would not consider presenting a joint case.]

£z /
J ¥\ ) Y
\.‘x T B . AL \/

(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making further submission)
(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.)

-~ A

Date ‘./2. .H.“. == l“‘..‘.'*u-u . o e .-':'—

Electronic address for service of person making further submission
Email - [
Telephone: [N

posua adaess: | N

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making
a further submission your personal details, including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under
the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission oryour contact details
can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be
kept confidential, please contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140
Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Deliver to GTC’s agent (Chris Hansen, RMA Planning Consultant): chris@rmaexpert.co.nz
A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter by emailing to GTC’s
agent (Chris Hansen) within 5 working days after it is served on Upper Hutt City Council.

Note to person making further submission
Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied
that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission):
e itis frivolous or vexatious:
s it discloses no reasonable or relevant case:
e it would be an abuse of the hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken
further:
¢ it contains offensive language:
e itis supported only by material that purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been
prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised
knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter



Council District Plan FURTHER SUBMISSION 226

of Schedule I, Resonrd Management Act 1991

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review
The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at Spm
o: Upper Hutt City Council
ame of person making /- o PARTIRLY 28 P
irther submission: ........ OIRE beti 6. Sloohl, T L5 i B B i AR
ull name)
his is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following plan change
roposed to the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):
e Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PC50)

am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the general

ublic has because ... , ) ” - i OIS im0
LT yo V. i { o - L
' 5F . - y ) 7 ( /1 v d /' (:- //.-}..; 'I‘.r' _,f(l"..//
J"\ / : . :
) ) / ‘;:f//.)/

oppose the submission of:
e Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and the Goodwin Estate
Trust (Submitter Number 162)

‘he particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

CAAANGCE O [P 70 GFNEZR0C /cESsr/) e I,v"", 4
"he reasons for my opposition are:
Tl F KSC Rwrs ASOLS &
seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed:
7o 4 ' SR L bl — LS A -

YU Zm1 1/ EN Bl o JAHA Y /e (/A E ¢



FURTHER SUBMISSION 227 —

| !j} ( —.1-1' rL\r !?:hb‘:}y?
Form 6 : 2 & JUN 202 !
Further Submission S E

in opposition to a submission on notified proposed plan change to Upper Hutt City
Council District Plan
Clause 8 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

Proposed Plan Change S0 — Rural Chapter Review

The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June2024, at Spm

To: Upper Hutt City Council

N f ki
ame o perssm'ma ng HD“ m(_/{ (76 Lj l&O\SS

Turther SUDIISSION: ..o iR b b be to o fnaie s b s men et s 5 b s en s Tl ot s
[fill name]

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following plan change
proposed to the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):
e Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PC50)

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the general
public has because ..

LJC, cwe_ tesiclonks of L—x@‘ex‘?uxyq Ferhe tiny
uﬁocr HH for (O Yess.
I oppose the submission of:

e Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and the Goodwin Estate
Trust (Submitter Number 162)

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

/I-L\:S [‘E_‘“Z_o”hL\: L-.J(” cl({bh’hx ”—Q (P C‘/{( i{ L”\OJ H-Q C]V\e/\fg
| J
O'(' ’“—t, -‘-OM,\ Le[}~ cregy LyLL\w( N l\(:rts\/‘t_cyvq T il (

mele. He haffhe e~e~ twrse.

The reasons for my opposition are:

T shodd &% o pnwele plon cﬁcn% Mok
ﬂp_ olequ(Of{_:"‘ VC?S fiﬁ O’W{/{ ol {(ow) /,aJ;L; ‘W/L
Opp=r— ki«"rb o  revew cw( §J3n—~§}~ Corv @,’\7‘5

I seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed:

j/ r‘C//‘;uCJ]' ot Counes] Mg, L fle olew{‘-cp.;ﬁ
'{'\9 O!‘O//)ﬁtg ﬁor* A P/)ucf{z F(o,\ CL\C"?‘;,



[ waskPer- do not wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

H othersmake a simitar submission; Fwill-consider-presenting-a-joint-case with themat a—
‘hearing—

[Delete if you would not consider presenting a joint case.]

Signature of person making further submission .../. 7.7 )g/ ............. '. s
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person makmg Sfurth Submtsston)
(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.)

Date . ... DMz ZDZ

Electronic address for service of person making further submission

e 00000

I . I

Lelenhon X . R i T suion -

Postal address: .

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making
a further submission your personal details, including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under
the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details
can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be
kept confidential, please contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Deliver to GTC’s agent (Chris Hansen, RMA Planning Consultant): chris@rmaexpert.co.nz
A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter by emailing to GTC’s
agent (Chris Hansen) within 5 working days after it is served on Upper Hutt City Council.

Note to person making further submission
Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied
that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission):
e itis frivolous or vexatious:
e it discloses no reasonable or relevant case:
¢ it would be an abuse of the hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken
further:
e it contains offensive language:
e itis supported only by material that purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been
prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised
knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter



FURTHER SUBMISSION 228

Form 6
Further Submission

in opposition to a submission on notified proposed plan change to Upper Hutt City
Council District Plan
Clause 8 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review

The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June2024, at Spm
To: Upper Hutt City Council

Name of person making

further submission: ...... L’\Q Q/;'?f].ﬂ.) o C d"‘k .......................................................
[full name]

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following plan change
proposed to the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):
e Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PC50)

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the general

public has becau&.. O\* M,\_\_ pop()ji}‘_. rNi 2,0/\)1»)8_ fdzljs )
'QQTF&'ESK HO,MJ“O&u ﬁ L(_ \'}RVO,” ) T’AQ 2,2, rJlergyewn
| SRl Gl o > \mtc
=, 4 sPam y =
I oppose the submission of:

e Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and the Goodwin Estate
Trust (Submitter Number 162)

The particular parts of the submission I o Lose ar K 7Y \./L.J 4 l/éu\jQ 3 on g L)o._,_: < -\‘ e XS

{ZH\MM /égc/-)v\CQ TS lf{er g2 I X Had V{ob«Jq.s[ g C,Q ,Nc_u{‘f,(qeof on
TR wany we oV aV) Khgs no flesonrRle qumo.”'.q -ru[ > ok

"'\/!DQL-QS{,D e Q—Q [,O‘*L,\ /-\—/\(Q P@g()le udd\o Q—"\OD"\

The reasons for my opposition are:
”‘{b Coy< P\A"[ﬁg Y U(,ﬂper W“_, 4/\.& I“,)\p_, wlnec

AN
QV\\&)M\JS,W @C\z,vét/ﬁc%gﬂ/ A Q\nrm-,u u«m —‘(b
THs Q\M\& en ¥yve War 45 E’Em@@e“‘% id(emh'c,l .

I seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed: thi areo .
(6L 4o Oﬂﬂl 9 for~ f/’_‘“ e p [ an Cl\mjc b Bl

Co S/’*



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

If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing.
[Delete if you would not consider presenting a joint case.]

Signature of person making further submission ...
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making further submission)
(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.)

Electronic address for service of person making further submission

Email’ « ovninasaaas R R R R O R R R
Telephone: m g

Postal address:

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making
a further submission your personal details, inclucling your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under
the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details
can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be
kept confidential, please contactthe Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Deliver to GTC’s agent (Chris Hansen, RMA Planning Consultant): chris@rmaexpert.co.nz
A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter by emailing to GTC’s
agent (Chris Hansen) within 5 working days after it is served on Upper Hutt City Council.

Note to person making further submission
Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied
that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission):
e itis frivolous or vexatious:
e it discloses no reasonable or relevant case:
e it would be an abuse of the hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken
further:
e it contains offensive language:
e it is supported only by material that purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been
prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised
knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter
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Uppsr Hutt Clty Council Further submission form (Form 6)

OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number 229

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

( The closing date for further submissions is Thursday, 13 June 2024, at 5pm )

(" . : A
To Upper Hutt City Council
Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliverto: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz
5 i

A copy. of this further submission must alsobe served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change thisis public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential, If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact detail s should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

—y " = ’
NAME OF SUBMITTER ! )\'—f_'_"\_\_ ‘\'\ (._\l vy Z A=
POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER - )

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

lam (please tick all that apply &»):

() Aperson representing a relevant
aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

A personwho has aninterestinthe -
gproposalthatisgr.s:aterthanr:he \-Q"‘&@Wﬂ«.-&-’ C’g (YA Flux Re=d.

general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

C) The local authority for the relevant area



betails of further submission

To support(b /O oppose (tick one)) the submission of:

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER jcb Cw a; e
—
POSTAL ADDRFSS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITITR = 6 —T_-‘ Bk % NKC;( NGOG
«J
SUBMISSION NUMBER = (D

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:

As O e @( (2 A T Flox Qd —o

<) R \
e Chaeilvne, W avea as ) Q\J ) ‘f\)C:‘S.;Lel\f—’ (
./J,—\\ '_J ” ) = =5

PLEASE CLEARLY INDICATE WHICH PARTS OF THE ORIGINAL SUBMISSION YOU SUPPORT OR OPPOSE, TOGETHER WITH
ANY RELEVANT PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE. PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

Novre ,(-?atu Wees \eecle = (AL CAVECa 4@
-

. 7
e v M(“_,\Mj@\f(“m > lcol -—-s—\ﬁcj"a o) {:I?I'\ .
C

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

I seek thatthe whole of the submission be allowet® (_) disallowed (tick one®} OR
| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallowed:

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS OF THE PARTS OF THE SUBMISSION THAT YOU SEEK TO BE ALLOWED OR DISALLOWED. USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

Please indicate whether you wish O I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your

submission (tick appropriate bo@}: %do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.
Please indicate whether you wish to make @I do wish to make a joint case.

a joint case at the hearing if others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate box"',‘)): (j I do not wish to make ajoint case.

Signature and date

Signature of pgrson making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

e fl -

YW
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Upper Hutt City Council Further submission form (Form 6)

OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number 230

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

C The closing date for further submissions is Thursday, 13 June 2024, at 5pm )

a ] ] I
To Upper Hutt City Council
Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliverto: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 —842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

\\ Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz )

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council:

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change thisis public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact detail s should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAVEOFSUBMITR  T7Ccvr @ @ & AN\AR GIRET WMCANLERZAVE
POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER [ ] —— [ ]

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE) ~

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE) L

I am (please tick all that apply ¢%):

C) A person representing arelevant
aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

@Aperson who hasan interestin the \ — ,
proposal that is greater than the Ax e ewones c-px \SA Kot |

general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

() The localauthority for the relevant area



Details of further submission

To support @ () oppose (tick one@) the submission of:

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER SCD Pé,Q. ez

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ‘Z'S(:a Crtr Lo A A GRS A WP PEE. 1T
SUBMISSION NUMBER A &

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:

Q,ECL\Q_%‘S&_‘ Ot J)"CDJ.LJ‘L‘-\ ah  \&A, Fuuoe RA ws
Qx.&f‘&\ \N&;e: ‘3—\(\)\1 (()-: s sy v_L \CA (:L-WQA_>

PLEASE CLEARLY INDICATE WHICH PARTS OF THE ORIGINAL SUBMISSION YOU SUPPORT OR OPPOSE, TOGETHER WITH
ANY RELEVANT PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSED PLAM CHANGE. PLEASE USE ADDITIOMAL PAPER IF MECESSARY

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

e, Cuyserd M Sivre fcaiiugt,:w\' c:&z A Voo, iy Q‘w o
[Dved\\ e be. anl conwnn \-c.-\\g.i) Wi\ .
GL\)L’_A.. A\ C_';\J‘g . @Cuv_xm \.\-5_ ) !E&Qﬁ\wa‘b [ e\
) ~

Mana \anad ar  mexe Seadect e shnaNer \LQ:A-LL ,g,_rg )

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE J\DDITIONM PAPER IF NECESSARY

I seek thatthe whole of the submission be aIIowe@' O disallowed (tick 0ne®) OR
| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallowed:

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS OF THE PARTS OF THE SUBMISSION THAT YOU SEEK TO BE ALLOWED OR DISALLOWED. USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

Please indicate whether you wish O I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your

submission (tick appropriate box”): @fdu not wish to be heard in support of my submission.
Please indicate whether you wish to make @ do wish to make ajoint case.

ajoint case at the hearing if others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate box@) () | do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE DATE 8‘ l:)\ 2028
Al \
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Uppae HutbCity Coundi Further submission form (Form 6)

OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number 230

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

( The closing date for further submissions is Thursday, 13 June 2024, at 5pm )

4 k'
To Upper Hutt City Council
Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliverto: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 - 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz )

A copy. of this further submission must alsobe served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Councili

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change thisis public information, By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publidy available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submisson
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact detail sshould be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhce.govt.nz.

MAME OF SUBMITTER {Dé__‘-g_& ” MAM‘\ M%‘Eﬂz-kﬁ
POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER - “ -

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE]

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

lam (please tick all that apply @):

O A personrepresentingare levant
aspect of the puhlic interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

C\A personwhohasaninterestinthe . % _ &) . - Q ;i
proposal that is greater than the Lowrmoherones s © \Ob~ e =

general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

(_) The local authority for the relevant area



Details of further submission

To support (7 / oppose (tick one@) the submission of:
@

MAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER “S‘o OC QEZE
POSTAL ADDRISS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITIER 3({_} qu__ eq) M“uc’ Ao PPE R (Y g e

SUBMISSION NUMBER %

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:

f\-\ s ERs  OF  \O& FlLuwak onl ANAW G ROA |
Oz C‘\Appcn—\ '\\ag_ e\ cuss '\%\m‘( Lo c&. T~ ‘-"“‘4(“”\‘:
Aes ﬁ\v\f-\-\ﬁ-t_- Wiee STYCE

PLEASE CLEARLY INDICATE WHICH PARTS OF THE ORIGINAL SUBMISSION YOU SUPPORT OR OPPOSE, TOGETHER WITH
ANY RELEVANT PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE. PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

The reasons for my support or opposition are:
C_\.Hrﬂl-t\\ A Svze 4;_2‘ Sex¥s o) Avea s -gdu Ao Spal\
‘\U e C oI EDNN ca\\ub o '\c-tb\g_ . ’\ S rwd\ .SC:_\rto(:\

LW \e s

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF MECESSARY

I seek that the whole of the submission be aIIowet@' )O disallowed (tick 0ne®} OR
I seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallowed:

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS OF THE PARTS OF THE SUBMISSION THAT YOU SEEK TO BE ALLOWED OR DISALLOWED, USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

Please indicate whether you wish O I dowish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your :

submission (tick appropriate bo@): @ﬂo not wish to be heard in support of my submission.
Please indicate whether you wish to make @1 do wish to make ajoint case.

ajoint case at the hearing if others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate box™): O I do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE

DATE (E)\U‘m
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Upper Hutt City Councl) Further submission form (Form 6)

OFFICE USE ONLY submission number 2371

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

( The closing date for further submissions is Thursday, 13 June 2024, at 5pm )

4 L e
To Upper Hutt City Council
Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliverto: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 - 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

\ Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz P,

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council,

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change thisis publicinformation. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991, There are limited circumstances when your subrmission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact detail s should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz. 5

NAME OF SUBMITTER %7@0{ e p‘{ %) 1;4 e
POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER — m - ﬂ _ ﬂ ﬁ"
{ LJ

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

CONTACT TELEPHONEW CONTACT EMAIL £ % “ *

lam (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing arelevant
aspect of the publicinterest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

@Apersonwho has aninterestin the (C?Sfé{gﬂ?{ /Q( 24‘3(3‘@()‘ /’IVQ aﬁ ﬂ H

proposal that is greater than the
general public has - PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

O The local authority for the relevant area



‘Details of further submission

v To su‘pporto / %ppose (tick one@) the submission of:

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER %owan g{OC)k mﬁﬂ
POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 4(5,4 6’/& (ké@:?-(/\ :.Sz/‘/eeé @ /CA l/f//e 09&;’/3/ /4/‘/ 7;;/

SUBMISSION NUMBER 2 ;.l;'o M

The particular parts of their submission that | sugesssr-pppose are:

C'/;a/yf.‘:qu e .Zd)i’h\'/-"/(} ///'om Luval p/cm/ucﬂm 7o fwa/ /«éY/Vof(i

PLEASE CLEARLY INDICATE WHICH PARTS OF THE ORIGINAL SUBMISSION YOU SUPPORT OR OPPOSE, TOGETHER WITH
ANY RELEVANT PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE. PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

The reasons for my sufiigese: opposition are:

Infin stowe tuce  gof pble o (gpe Itk increesod bl é. Jm@fq of
cwtent roed useqs  gaulhess hocse ciders on Muchor! Bd ond o
mfef,&?c/ on 04 QIJA 3 lo&s o/ awe/ (amﬁ’amzf@ n/[ (”/dfac/@/' azfza(
amem/u Volues L e:cfsf@a reSidents w/(@ moved  #o /@/o/%&

/\ PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIOMAL PAPER IF NECESSARY
UC 09/‘/ 7, 3 ﬂ/nfaé if

Iseek that the whole ofthe submlssmn be al Iowe() {Jlsallowed (tick one®) OR
| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallowed:

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS OF THE PARTS OF THE SUBMISSION THAT YOU SEEK TO BE ALLOWED OR DISALLOWED. USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

Please indicate whetheryou wish O I dowish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your &

submission (tick appropriate box™): | do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.
Please indicate whether you wish to make f I do wish to make a joint case.

ajoint case at the hearing if othersmake a

similar submission (tick appropriate box‘@): \Ao not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

,ZZM - 204 24




FURTHER SUBMISSION 232

Form 6

Further Submission
in opposition to a submission on notified proposed plan change to Upper Hutt
City Council District Plan
Clause 8 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review
The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June2024, at Spm

To: Upper Hutt City Council

Name of person making further submission: [/l name] /I/iqr/‘.‘_‘;{ C S.M / l

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following plan change
proposed to the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):

e Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PC50)

I am [select one or more of the following]—
« aperson who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the
general public has because:

ba/ my property is located next to or near the GTC land and/or the Silverstream
Spur, or

@ Ilive in southern Upper Hutt and I have concerns about how this proposal
will affect my way of life due to such things as the increases in traffic
volume, potential stormwater run off, or loss of visual amenity, or

o Ilive in Upper Hutt and I am concerned about the lack of any detailed
information for public consultation provided by Submitter 162 and the

impact that such a large and significant zone change could have on our city,
or

e aperson representing a relevant aspect of the public interest, namely:
o climate change, or
o environmental sustainability, or
o stormwater management and flood control, or
o traffic management, and/or the promotion of active transport modes, or

o some other relevant aspect

I oppose the submission of:

Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and the
Goodwin Estate Trust (Submitter Number 162)



The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:
[clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you oppose, together with any
relevant provisions of the proposal].

(__,- 2 L e O (@ - __,":‘\ f
The reasons for my opposition are: [give reasons]. y /
7 / ' AR L TP ey
/.-" g ‘.:/ (<82 f 1< fale ."A:':z'.‘} = cneA L) ST AT g
’ : - " r -
y, / / o A i / 7 ’{&/ﬁ:‘ .
/1 WO et nert Llikeler T8 & o7 MRV /E2LS
/_ i e TN e ¥~ = ./ /

I seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed:
[ wish erde-not-wish to be heard in support of my further submission.
{ /*If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at

a hearing. e
*Delete if you would not consider presenting a joint case. P g

Signature of person making further submission ...... o
(or person authorised to sign on behalf —
of person making further submission)

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

Electronic address for service of person making further submission (email)

- .

Telephone: .. =—

Postal address: . .

Contact person: [name and designation, if applicable]

/ ) T
[P, FE Sy \ =
LLEF & O\ PR B J

Note to person makin:g further submission - A copy of your further submission must be served on the

-,

original submitter within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.
Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that
at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission):
e itis frivolous or vexatious:
* it discloses no reasonable or relevant case:
e it would be an abuse of the hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further:
e it contains offensive language:
e it is supported only by material that purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been
prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised knowledge
or skill to give expert advice on the matter
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Upper ittt lty Coonel Further submission form (Form 6)
OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

( The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

a - kS
To Upper Hutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140
Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz /J

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER (‘\\\\P\Q— R \)C\d’;‘x‘v

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

)

I am (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant
aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY
/ .
Mt~ . ™ o o W y
@A person who has an interest in the H‘_’\ \F “T""i“\ 'S A r.x:\\u\ aNeed\ \rk\\
proposal that is greater than the e r‘“’"ﬁ""f& (e~ 2Zan<
general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

O The local authority for the relevant area



Details of further submission

To support @/ O oppose (tick one @) the submission of:

weoromamsmers Y No Ao

o isonss v cnamasows ¢ Pitars Boad

suamission nuveer S [, 2) )

The particular parts of t.heir submission that | support or oppose are:

- 'T\(\Cu\ A\ NI o\/i\i‘h\, Corvo TS we\‘f\ e ('C»{\r\\cwr“'t\d( (N\a\ |
Ci‘(iu\e_\ eso &XUW\CAJ\\;‘(W cﬁi\\.v\m\ D\)}]C(.‘\\r(_\ (:O\\c)\ e\ o;f’d Yd\,t?b-

e (aned Seews Vo Ve cretiog zore, speediai e dedqera,

W\(\U(. (&\Séer(,\* ‘—\_xex \ PLEASE CLEARLY INDICATE WHICH PARTS OF THE ORIGI NAL SUBMISSION YOU SUPPORT OR OPPOSE, TOGETHER WITH
CJ.W \‘S ANY RELEVANT PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE. PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

There  baw e a\n;\\gwgﬁx coangey Yeuesn e 200 ad 2023
A0cre™> 8 o Cammm\\u e e o e X )] 2 uerSen
e  ceden & e _\Q,\\\Q\Wu'\\. Zore \ray \\Q_eﬁ u(}q\e& O\"\k\ =D
Are  Gaddes DK ard o e \ard curer. :

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

| seek that the whole of the submission be allowed @// () disallowed (tick one ) OR

| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallowed:

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS OF THE PARTS OF THE SUBMISSION THAT YOU SEEK TO BE ALLOWED OR DISALLOWED. USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

Please indicate whether you wish G)/I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your

submission (tick appropriate box @): O | do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.
Please indicate whether you wish to make O | do wish to make a joint case.

a joint case at the hearing if others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate boxq: O | do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date // / /0{(7 _ ;2

Signature of person making submission or pet%lqa/l.ithonsed to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE ._.///i P ‘57?% ﬁ%é_- DATE 23 ® 06 i 202 (\‘_
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Upper Hutt City Council Further submission form (Forw 6)

OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

( The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

e N
To Upper Hutt City Council
Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Postto: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz /

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER Aﬁ\r\t H \fl(—j\c_\A\d
I =

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER

BN IS I . I .

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

s fl 3 — =

N, _3 A=

lam (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant
aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

@A person who has an interest in the \\!\ ' ﬂ‘“(’\‘ ‘\‘-\ 1S )\\\YPGK\C\ fj\&l\(ﬁs\“ﬂ\ \D\-S N

proposal that is greater than the ?“Za“mﬁl& New  2ored
general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

O The local authority for the relevant area



Details of further submission

To support @ / O oppose (tick one @) the submission of:

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER (l\\k.) &dxz \f Ob Q‘—\()\ P\ ™y \)Q%\m
POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 52 ‘{\Ckr%j&_( O Qd\\&\l} \‘\\Cﬁ)& ) \&Q{\\Qx;— \AQ)(\-

SUBMISSION NUMBER E) ‘\\,—l .

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:

e \nar e selemedt ZarC o W\w\ag‘oa\ “C&.\\S:‘.\J\B Road
Coanrked  as Yy anhe h\a\e&\ e~ o\ j%ﬁi\?\( 5 Seotiy
o WO

Andt 0 Ceuned V\os)( ey Are VSO rewresy (e e

PLEASE CLEARLY INDICATE WHICH PARTS OF THE ORIGINAL SUBMISSION YOU SUPPORT OR OPPOSE, TOGETHER WITH
ANY RELEVANT PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE. PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

The YWANWJ\ SC(\\L u‘{‘msf D Ub\\\(\l\ nAuded Mu\\ \w\(g" anC
S (‘wﬂ\ \O\of\&\ A \ard ¢ c:x\i\'(‘ﬁ\ f:\_;iei{rf\ Qi\\"{m) ’ J\ roducien
ard Sho)d e & ns e A Ee\f\\o e 2aNe

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

I seek that the whole of the submission be allowed @/O disallowed (tick one ®) OR

I seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallowed:

The \\{\C)\V\G{-ﬂ“fﬁ!{ %Q\\\Q\N\u{\ . P\C}\\X&W\d\ \N\uj \O\lf\& \S
TCx (\\;r;:\((’(&\ ‘

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS OF THE PARTS OF THE SUBMISSION THAT YOU SEEK TO BE ALLOWED OR DISALLOWED. USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

Please indicate whether you wish @I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your

submission (tick appropriate box ~): O | do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.
Please indicate whether you wish to make O | do wish to make a joint case.

a joint case at the hearing if others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate box@]: O | do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

5 4 3 ) - '
SIGNATURE :;,/5’,//{ / Ay ;% e P 2 02?

- 4%
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Uppet Futt Clty Counl Further submission form (Forwv 6)'

OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

( The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm 3

e ] N
To Upper Hutt City Council
Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliverto: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Postto: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz _/

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER A"\\"\Q \7\‘4&'\](/\}1_\4(

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER

.

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

I am (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant
aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

@ A person who has an interest in the \ Ny CJﬂl’l i S Q\\{“@CJY ( L \r(%\ !C\
proposal that is greater than the C LBE’ < O\~ Q@ INC th P(J‘b(/ 5
general public has ( PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

O The local authority for the relevant area



Petails of further submission

‘To support @/f O oppose (tick one @) the submission of:

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER SOC:LM 6(;‘\ )

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER \,_1‘_.8)5 F\ \{ﬁ()((_)\‘ QIS ?\(,Cb(}\ iQ\D ) ) kk{)?@f \\Q&\ fﬁ/y ,:2

SUBMISSION NUMBER Q' \\
A L]

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:

i S\JO(Y/"\ a C\'\Q\'\ue ‘e \\f\k LA RO tc‘&iuwt*mw"\\ &cr Sk\?(\\\\i S\
“win reuc;rc) Ao ﬂ\\c SIwesT \X size wilie e
( +Cyrer (A QUVQ\ 2008 o

PLEASE CLEARLY INDICATE WHICH PARTS OF THE ORIGINAL SUBMISSION YOU SUPPORT OR OPPOSE, TOGETHER WITH
ANY RELEVANT PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE. PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

e cueX pneveon SUsen wdin Ty 2are v 20 hedareS
Wdn - dsaderes m “-(-_,(\_a\\p v e LO  \Nedyau s, WMaes b
’\\\C \l"\’-‘?\\ﬂd D\T{WA\Q \ (-‘&ro ‘\u \L 7._~w>(\ Ude Creverd) tJRQ (% C
—C vc;nu.r\em\ké a\é}« bh&vérq\)\k ‘ic,( Qr\mm QFO(B‘\} C\“\ o™ . ( Cc ~T\mw,\)

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

| seek that the whole of the submission be allowed @//O disallowed (tick one ®) OR
| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallowed:

L ")\_)?Eb\' T‘@‘Z{)h\i’"\l{\ Ge e Rum\ ?T“CIOJ\\Q \L__S‘;, Do L_O
\'\t’G\"cRi‘CB “\u Q\\Jf‘f’—ﬁ \\ Q‘fe@(&:\\(’ PR <o 1, i c\\\c,\u =) 1l %\Q}k \\D\\\'\d
wilsn e r(i(\_h}v\c'):\.‘(w’\\ \o a\\an s usleny  davn Yo\ \Y\?CL:G}QJ

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS OF THE PARTS OF THE SUBMISSION THAT YOU SEEK TO BE ALLOWED OR DISALLOWED. USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

Please indicate whether you wish @I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your

submission (tick appropriate box ®): O | do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.
Please indicate whether you wish to make O | do wish to make a joint case.

a joint case at the hearing if others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate box®): @/I do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE ?/:5 %/W BEIG \og | 2024,
= = L/l/ \ 3 7
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Upper Hutt City Council Further submission form (Forwm 6)

OFFICE USE ONLY Submission numher

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

( The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

/’ D e . & B
To Upper Hutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz /

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council.

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991, There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER ﬂ,\ﬁme \—\u(“(&ﬁ
' 3D

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER

: | & —

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

CONTACT TELEPHONE (SN NN NN CONTACT EMAIL m W — Loy

'\1

I am (please tick all that apply @):

O A person representing a relevant

aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

@ A person who has an interest in the M"\ \)ﬁ—\‘yu"\k\ NS . (ﬁ\reri\\.\ Ml\\ﬂc*’-*\ \DUS he LAY
proposal that is greater than the = QEW;.{Q(_.-_\,Q(_\ oG . : ™
general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

O The local authority for the relevant area



Jetails of further submission

To support (\j/ () oppose (tick one @) the submission of:

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER (%/x\“‘a\f\ lA)@ﬁ% Q\a
POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMI'I'I'T?R Lal-\ r\\:\ ~—Rw—-\d C)\.r\ QM\L\S ; N\)‘\:\‘\\QL)\ UFO. e\m\\
SUBMISSION NUMBER \& 7 Sez. \p(_y_,\k‘\\\gl\ﬂ@ %m\\ O
The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:
That e Oﬁlvrr_r{\mﬂ (rerera) R Zane CX\‘.‘.‘\}‘\TJ Eb&‘\\cméﬁ\x&) o{xcc\ <
(g‘rc&\:f_-e‘sﬂe N onOe Pl \’f(i;\_c_ﬂfcky

T( 1 Te200C, D’\“d}r’*k@\ UF\K\N L 70 Deckewes Qs Q\st\ \\Q\f \%\3\9

PLEASE CLEARLY INDICATE WHICH PARTS OF THE ORIGINAL SUBMISSION YOU SUPPORT OR OPPOSE, \QOGETH ER WITH
ANY RELEVANT PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE. PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

Nang A Hee r\i“— D@A\\O 2coed Greeersd Nura)  uln a wie WA
\o\ \S\ 2 c;\&\ 20 VYadexS  \Daw Q\Fﬁ"&xi\ Do ey bb\\A\ux(%&

CinO\ \J&f\i{) gﬁﬂu \w {)\H e\ e h_() Y\u"kc,t\“\ o OR(C, N\g\*
(gv@@}%\e\ AN W\awxbfua \iuz\\mJ ae N end o et fcf‘\m\f&o

PLEASE GIVI’)PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

| seek that the whole of the submission be allowed @/O disallowed (tick one ®) OR

| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallowed:

"-\

L Seds Apna C\&\G\Y“(X’s ac  wode o e misimumn
Ceguement Ser %UR A Needdios, and Greeerad  Rue @\ zored.

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS OF THE PARTS OF THE SUBMISSION THAT YOU SEEK TO BE ALLOWED OR DISALLOWED. USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

Please indicate whether you wish O I do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your

submission (tick appropriate box ~): O | do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.
Please indicate whether you wish to make O I do wish to make a joint case.

a joint case at the hearing if others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate boxq O | do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE DATE
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FURTHER SUBMISSION 234

Form 6

Further Submission

in opposition to a submission on notified proposed plan change to Upper Hutt

City Council District Plan
Clause 8 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 199]

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review

The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June2024, at Spm

To: Upper Hutt City Council

Name of person making further submission: [full name]

é“_@w"c{am Dacv’d I~ <L o s b
This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following plan change
proposed to the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):

e Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PC50)

I am [select one or more of the jfollowing ]—

« aperson who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the
general public has because:

/ my property is located next to or near the GTC land and/or the Silverstream

pur, or
ﬁ live in southern Upper Hutt and I have concerns about how this proposal

will affect my way of life due to such things as the increases in traffic
volume, potential stormwater run off, or loss of visual amenity, or

1 live in Upper Hutt and I am concerned about the lack of any detailed
information for public consultation provided by Submitter 162 and the

impact that such a large and significant zone change could have on our city,
or

e aperson representing a relevant aspect of the public interest, namely:

o

o

o

o

o]

climate change, or

environmental sustainability, or

stormwater management and flood control, or

traffic management, and/or the promotion of active transport modes, or

some other relevant aspect

;/I oppose the submission of:

Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and the
Goodwin Estate Trust (Submitter Number 162)



The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:
[clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you oppose, together with any
relevant provisions of the proposal].

The reasons for my opposition are: [give reasons).
S.Tﬂvm LLJ«TLE.-:/ [P RPPY FS$S s
L & rs o 9w¢eﬂbe(T«

I seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed:
I wish or do not wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

*If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at
a hearing.
*Delete if you would not consider presenting a joint case.

Signature of person making further submission .. / . Q’J 'M ......
(or person authorised to sign on behalf

of person making further submission)

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

Electronic address for service of person making further submission (email)

Emait: . T
eephone: [N

postataaceess

Contact person: [name and designation, if applicable]

Note to person making further submission - A copy of your further submission must be served on the
original submitter within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.
Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that
at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission):

e itis frivolous or vexatious:

Ordaw

« itdiscloses no reasonable or relevant case:

e it would be an abuse of the hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further:

s it contains offensive language:

e it is supported only by material that purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been
prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised knowledge
or skill to give expert advice on the matter
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Further Submission
in opposition to a submission on notified proposed plan change to Upper Hutt
City Council District Plan
Clause 8 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review
The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June2024, at Spm

To: Upper Hutt City Council
Name of person making further submission: [fi/l name] N aaomt 661 %ar;f

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following plan change
proposed to the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):

e Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PC50)

I am [select one or more of the following|—

« aperson who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the
general public has because:

o my property is located next to or near the GTC land and/or the Silverstream
Spur, or

(o~ 1 live in southern Upper Hutt and I have concerns about how this proposal
will affect my way of life due to such things as the increases in traffic

Q}Iume, potential stormwater run off, or loss of visual amenity, or

o 1

live in Upper Hutt and I am concerned about the lack of any detailed
information for public consultation provided by Submitter 162 and the
impact that such a large and significant zone change could have on our city,
or

« aperson representing a relevant aspect of the public interest, namely:
o climate change, or
o environmental sustainability, or
o stormwater management and flood control, or
o traffic management, and/or the promotion of active transport modes, or

o some other relevant aspect

I oppose the submission of:

Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and the
Goodwin Estate Trust (Submitter Number 162)



The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:
[clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you oppose, together with any
relevant provisions of the proposal].

j oppose Cj{u.idé”a T inber (ot pan ('C )
(fML{p’HMJ ;;éé 2) —f—bl 4 (D C f{ L‘\uv.,._ 2 -f-(,\,_ ’Qqu.j
The reasons for my opposition are: [give reasons). \ oF i [Ond ﬁro'/h
j J\.'mﬂ-( J{/HV'(‘— ‘H/{!_ iy ch"d’ | C/e)’\ﬂﬂ'l @‘ml ,
o r‘.f /th_l’\yver* /I (\{c’/ }'-’Qﬂm L\Cj&,"{;’f{' QE’S! d 6‘1";7 al.
au(rz,nf' r’(jrcjg,q Y o s vvr(( é;n dj gjn)t,&rya) o Hatd area

I seek that the whole of the submission be dlsallowe

I wish exda-petwish to be heard in support of my further submission.

If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at
a hearing.
*Delete if you would not consider presenting a joint case.

P A p
: . . Z0l 8 G
Signature of person making further submission LW@ ¢ o . &? o P s

(or person authorised to sign on behalf
of person making further submission)

(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.)
Electronic address for service of person making further submission (email)

Tclcphone:”.. BIMESMPRERLESSS.

- 0

-
O
Contact isrson: [name and designation, if applicable] S ls/

Note to person making further submission - A copy of your further submissjon must be served on the
original submitter within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that
at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission):
e it is frivolous or vexatious:
o it discloses no reasonable or relevant case:
e it would be an abuse of the hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further:
e it contains offensive language:
e it is supported only by material that purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been
prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised knowledge
or skill to give expert advice on the matter
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Form 6

Further Submission

in opposition to a submission on notified proposed plan change to Upper Hutt

City Council District Plan
Clause 8 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

Proposed Plan Change S0 — Rural Chapter Review

The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June2024, at 5pm

To: Upper Hutt City Council

Name of person making further submission: [fuil name]

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following plan change
proposed to the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):

e Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PC50)

1 am [select one or more of the following]—

« aperson who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the
general public has because:

my property is located next to or near the GTC land and/or the Silverstream
Spur, or

I live in southern Upper Hutt and I have concerns about how this proposal
will affect my way of life due to such things as the increases in traffic
volume, potential stormwater run off, or loss of visual amenity, or

I live in Upper Hutt and I am concerned about the lack of any detailed
information for public consultation provided by Submitter 162 and the
impact that such a large and significant zone change could have on our city,
or

« aperson representing a relevant aspect of the public interest, namely:

o

=]

o

o]

o]

climate change, or

environmental sustainability, or

stormwater management and flood control, or

traffic management, and/or the promotion of active transport modes, or

some other relevant aspect

I oppose the submission of:

Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and the
Goodwin Estate Trust (Submitter Number 162)



The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:
[clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you oppose, together with any

relevant provisions of the proposall. " P
Roading alovy e Spw ridgelive
Aceesi 9 pew dwelop weaf

The reasons for my opposition are: [give reasons]. | "
E(D‘é;om_ - l,ami [e _ l. ‘f"t) "fel{h‘“‘( qﬂ,( levj

Major ‘gﬂ?ﬁ%‘& I'/\azarcl?ﬂaml ﬁ*&m ?efﬁ O Hrrd gy
t't\v\!/l St~ curen W asTradhwe 1 .A0+§u(€.\([e,&+

I seek that the whole of the submissfon be disallowed:
I‘;uisﬁr do notwish to be heard in support of my further submission.

*IWmﬂar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at
a g.

*Delete if you would not consider presenting a joint case.

Signature of person making further submission .. @c ......... ;
(or person authorised to sign on behalf

of person making further submission)
(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.)
Electronic address for service of person making further submission (email)

I L el e v o sl A

Telephone:
e T S o o e SRS R

Contact person: [name and designation, if applicable]
H Mol
Note to person making further submission - A copy of your further submission must be served on the
original submitter within 5 working days aficr it is served on the Jocal authority.
Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that
at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission):
e it is frivolous or vexatious:
¢ itdiscloses no reasonable or relevant case:
¢ it would be an abuse of the hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further:
¢ it contains offensive language:
° itis supported only by material that purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been
prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised knowledge
or skill to give expert advice on the matter
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orm 6

Further Submission

in opposition to a submission on notified proposed plan change to Upper Hutt

City Council District Plan
Clause 8 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review

The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26 June2024, at Spm

To: Upper Hutt City Council

Name of person making further submission: [full name]

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following plan change
proposed to the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):

e Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PC50)

I am [select one or more of the following ]—

« aperson who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the
general public has because:

& my property is located next to or near the GTC land and/or the Silverstream

Q

Spur, or

I live in southern Upper Hutt and I have concerns about how this proposal
will affect my way of life due to such things as the increases in traffic
volume, potential stormwater run off, or loss of visual amenity, or

I live in Upper Hutt and I am concerned about the lack of any detailed
information for public consultation provided by Submitter 162 and the
impact that such a large and significant zone change could have on our city,
or

e aperson representing a relevant aspect of the public interest, namely:

o]

]

Q

=]

o]

climate change, or

environmental sustainability, or

stormwater management and flood control, or

traffic management, and/or the promotion of active transport modes, or

some other relevant aspect

1 oppose the submission of:

Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and the
Goodwin Estate Trust (Submitter Number 162)



The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:
[clearly indicate which parts of the original subm:s.szon you oppose, together with any
relevant provisions of the proposa[]

= / A CovsioM o7 FAZ/) ST o Bos

LOSS OF ehder7E BT N (OB SHRTASTET N
The reasons for my opposition are: [give reasons]. /PR,

I seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed:
I wish or do not wish to be heard in support of my further submission.
*If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at

a hearing.
*Delete if you would not consider presenting a joint

Signature of person making further submission ...... ... /oriiiiiiiiiiiiiiiians
(or person authorised to sign on behalf
of person making further submission)

(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.)
Electronic address for service of person making further submission (email)

Email: .=

Telephone: '}
Postal address: NSNS

Contact person: [name and designation, if applicable]
I N €

Note to person making further submission - A copy of your further submission must be served on the
original submitter within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.
Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that
at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission):
e itis frivolous or vexatious:
e it discloses no reasonable or relevant case:
e it would be an abuse of the hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further:
e it contains offensive language:
e it is supported only by material that purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been
prepared by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised knowledge
or skill to give expert advice on the matter



Te Kauniherao
Te Awa Kairangi ki Uta

Upper Hutt City Council Further submission form (Form 6)

OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number 238

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

( - The closing date for further submissions is Thursday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm )

g N
To Upper Hutt City Council
Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly
notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District Plan

Deliver to: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 838 — 842 Fergusson Drive, Upper Hutt 5019
Postto: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140
Scan and email to: planning@uhcc.govt.nz
R )

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this further submission to Council,

Details of submitter

When a person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,
including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission
or your contact details can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submission or your contact details should be kept confidential, please
contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz.

A e Wog A

NAME OF SUBMITTER

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

'3

O/
I am (please tick all that apply @):
O A person representing a relevant
aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY
@/Aperson who has an interest in the ,I am QO N-S dﬂ"'\"‘ OF Sl‘WW A m{epa ko
proposal that is greater than the ha$ @b\Ct '—3 &l “g %&HH\ e‘\SU"W fO(‘.Q,S C" QLQU‘“M
general public has M%ASE SPRIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME wmmdmrs CATEGOR\' P

O The local authority for the relevant area



Details of further submission

To support O /Q/ppose (tick one @) the submission of:

nawe oF onisinacsuemmen (A (4 | l&‘ﬁ)(‘(; (|fV\J)Qf GDMWW L(”U ){@-’—f Y }’EL’{T&UV\

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER %.—c/{)-{' L.UVU‘fO{ OA_(J C(ODC{NV\EJ'}R{Q W‘f‘

w467

"LQ, ’{Dw DQSSN‘Q OP eflxhl JJLQO{ CLOQI proce sl which faf | W\ff‘%l
ha. mms Odpf(/f'h fp allel) and reJmod to H@’DFODO-LQJ
ck:u\ge, o 8o zoning of lond Parcd( o the DistrdF Clon,

Dor-(-nwla/fm o o TUlly o filvestram and linehaven

PLEASE CLEARLY INDICATE WHICH PARTS OF THE ORIGINAL SUBMISSION YOU SUPPORT OR OPPOSE, TOGETHER WITH
ANY RELEVANT PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE. PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

Tre [acle of chdpart/\(\;_cj N te oTT ond OHCC
W@F—»uﬁm@ ard aﬂﬂemexub o date.

o latk o (e modollia, infraSouchuce plosning o o

eavironmentad e ISmond- jaﬂ wordd be Subwied #m A_[andonnes
S.ez b ,_“ m— P [M OLW\% : PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ﬂUDlT!ONﬂcL PAPER IF NECESSARY

| seek that the whole of the submission be allowed () / %isal!owed (tick one @) OR
| seek that the following parts of the submission be allewed/disallowed:

OA%QWMWO(E@SWV\Q@W
Co((mweé’bm CTC_ o OHIC . cTC 4p g0 bask fo tho
( o pPnvo - s

H\O/V\S«?,VCS

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS OF THE PARTS OF THE SUBMISSION THAT YOU SEEK TO BE ALLOWED OR DISALLOWED. USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

Please indicate whether you wish O | do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your

submission (tick appropriate box ~): (\Z(I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.
Please indicate whether you wish to make O | do wish to make a joint case.

a joint case at the hearing if others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate boxq @do not wish to make a joint case.

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

sournegf A W | e 7] -June JOZU-
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Te Kaunihera o

Te Awa Kairangi ki Uta
upper Hutt City Council  FUrther submission form (rorm .6)

omceusEONY __ submissonnumber D30

PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE TO THE UPPER HUTT CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT PLAN
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review
Q The closing date for further submissions is Thursday, 26 June 2024, at Spm )

To Upper Hutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly

notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the Upper Hutt City Council District
Plan

Ouliver ta: Upper Hutt Civic Centre, 38 — R42 Fergusion Drive, Upper Rutt 3019
Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upoer Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140
Scan and emall te: placnine@uhcc 0wt nt

A copy of this further submission must also be served on the original submitter

within 5 working days after making this turther submission to Louncil,

Detalls of submitter

When & person o groug makes a further submasion on @ Proposed Plan Change this is public information. By making a further submission your parsonal detalls, incluiding
your name enl adiiremses, will be mede publicly mvaleble under the Resource Menagement Act 1991, There ace Imited whan your submi \ OF yout
mntart dotails can be hapt confidestial. if you consider you have why your sub of your dutalts should be kept confidential, plante contact the
w:.ha:nmmdumn

NAME OF SUBMITTRER

B e A e

PORTRL ARG (F SURMITTER

ARENT AT R AN TEA (8 AN CABE)
Kete Hunter
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P
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A pesson repiesenting 8
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pd

person who has an interest in the
proposal that is greater than the

genenal public has Pinehaven residents are affected neighbours

The local authority for the relevant area



Details of further submission
a

To support O / mu (tick one ) the submission of:

Guiford Timber Company

Care of Kendons Ch Lud, 69 Street, Lower Hute, 5030
L]

Submission 162

The particular parts of their submission that | support or oppose are:

Please see emailed submission attached

PLEASE CLEARLY INDICATE WHICH PARTS OF THE ORIGINAL SUBMISSION YOU SUPPORT Of OPPOSE, TOGETHER WITH ANY
RELEVANT PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE. PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER I NECESSARY

The reasans for my support or opposition are:

Please see emailed submission attached

%mmmuummmmwm

I seek that the whole of the submission be allowed O / @ﬁmﬂd {tick one JOR
| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallowed:

PLEASE GIVE PRECTSE DETAILS OF THE PARTS OF THE SUBMISSION THAT YOU SEEK TO BE ALLOWED OR DISALLOWED. USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY.

Please indicate whether you wisi®
to be heard in support of your
submission (tick appropriate box  ):

@(cwlﬁh to be heard in support of my submission.

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

Please indicate whether you wish to maQ: p
a joint case at the hearing if others make a O | do wish to make a joint case.
simllar submission (tick appropriate box ): @I/“ e s

Signature and date

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:

e T w 1[3[24




Further Submission on Plan Change 50 from Pinehaven Progressive Association

President: Kate Hunter

. The PPA submits in opposition to the request for the re-zoning of GTC land in
Submission 162 as the request currently stands as a change from Rural zoning to
General Residential zone.

. The image above, used in almost all UHCC promotional materials — including the
Housing and Business Capacity Assessment (HBA) — showcases the highly-
valued natural backdrop of the city. The hills on the left of picture are mainly GTC
land that is under discussion in Submission 162.

. The city prides itself and promotes itself on natural surroundings, birdlife,
liveability and accessibility, all of which may be adversely affected by the
submitter’s proposed re-zoning.

. Any diminishment of such values and amenities needs to be sensitive and
managed carefully. Examples of such rules include: the hilltops, hillsides and
ridgelines rules for the Gabites Block in SUB-DEV3 of the Operative District Plan
(dated 13.12.2023); and other councils’ rules around high-value landscapes (eg.
Auckland Unitary plan that demands particular unobtrusive colour schemes in
some areas). These rules mitigate the potential landscape and visual effects of
development.

. At this stage we do not have confidence that the Council would be able to
introduce and enforce rules designed to protect the natural values of the
landscape if a Public Plan Change process is followed..

. Re-zoning large amounts of GTC land as General Residential raises questions
about the alignment with the National Policy Statement on Urban Development
and we request more discussion and clarification about how such zoning



would safeguard the requirements of the NPS-UD. Such information could be
required from GTC through a private plan change process.

a.

The NPS-UD states policy makers must have particular regard to “the
benefits of urban development that are consistent with well-functioning
urban environments” and “the likely current and future effects of climate
change”.

. “Well-functioning urban environments” are defined in part as GTC define

them in their Submission 162 as meeting social, economic, and cultural
wellbeing, and for their health and safety, now and into the future. The
NPS-UD also includes in the definition: good accessibility by way of
public or active transport; that developments support reductions in
greenhouse gas emissions; that developments are resilient to the likely
current and future effects of climate change (NDP-US 2.2 Policies)
Re-zoning though a public plan change process demands less
information of the submitter and removes important public feedback on
the detailed proposals. Re-zoning ridgelines and hillsides as General
Residential through a public plan leaves the Council and affected
neighbours in a weakened position from the start.

7. UHCC’s own HBA declares that there is ample capacity for housing development
in areas already zoned as residential, close to public transport including railway
in Trentham North and Upper Hutt Central.

a.

In total, in the Wellington region, there is plenty of capacity for future
housing. The Wellington HBA estimates 99,000 houses will be needed by
2053 and that “there will be plenty of opportunity for this with over
206,000 homes enabled” (pp.34,37).

. The regional HBA assumes proportional population growth in each city

(see graphs on pp.29,36) and so is an approximation of forecast growth in
each city.

There is only a 50% probability of annual population growth of 0.8-1.7%pa
over the next 30 years (p.27).

. UHCC’s own HBA forecasts the need for 7900 houses to 2050;

“projections expect that the majority of growth would be within the
central areas of Upper Hutt, where dwellings (and therefore households)
have better access to transport links, services and amenities” (p.240).
UHCC’s HBA capacity assessment estimates that Trentham North has the
largest theoretical capacity in the city at 27,527 dwellings (p.242). There is
also an estimate of potential greenfields developments providing
theoretical capacity for 31,693 new dwellings.

8. We are especially concerned with ridgeline re-zoning because of its potential
effect on the Pinehaven Catchment. We have the protection in the DP (2.4.11)
but we are struggling to have confidence in the Council after the letter
supporting a road through to the proposed Southern Growth Area was sent to
Ministers without the knowledge of the full Council and before the ruling from the
independent commission. This has shaken our already reduced confidence in
processes in UHCC and it will take some effort on the part of Council to rebuild
trust with the community.



9. We submit that any re-zoning of GTC land should be done by way of the
Private Plan Change process as is appropriate when the PC is of mainly private
benefit, and in which the applicant describes any anticipated environmental
effects of the proposed change (taking into account clauses 6 and 7 of Schedule
4 of the RMA) and includes an evaluation report prepared in accordance with
section 32 of the RMA for the proposed change. This would include modelling on
the effects on the Pinehaven catchment.

10. We submit that, as part of the Private Plan Change application, GTC also include
information on the mitigation of adverse environmental effects, their approaches
to consultation and site-specific details including information on services.

Kate Hunter
President, Pinehaven Progressive Association

Pinehaven
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FURTHER SUBMISSION 241

Form 6
Further Submission

in opposition to a submussion on notified proposed plan change to Upper Hurtt City
Council District Plan
Clage § of Schedule | Rezource Management Act 199)
Proposed Plan Change 50 - Rural Chapter Review

The closing date for further submussions 1s Wednesday, 26 June 2024, at Spm

To: Upper Hutt City Council

Name of person making further submission: Carl Lansdown

Thus 1s a further submission 1n opposition to a submussion on the following plan change
proposed to the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):
® Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PC30)

| am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the general
public has because as a resident of Pinehaven for 20 years | will be directly affected by the
traffic, run-off and landscape effects of the development caused by the zone change.

The particular parts of the submission | oppose are:

e | oppose the submission as a whole and in particular the submitter’'s request that land
currently with Rural zoning in both the operative Plan and Plan Change 50 be changed
to General Residential zone.

The reasons for my opposition are:

e The proposed rezoning will result in a significant number of houses being able to be built
along the skyline as a permitted activity.

* The proposed rezoning will cause traffic congestion, flooding, noise and light pollution.

« The proposed rezoning is of a very large scale and has significant consequences that
are of interest to the public. Inclusion of a rezoning of this scale by submission subverts
the statutory process for public participation in plans.

¢ There is no analysis of the costs and benefits of the proposal.

| seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed:

« | request that Council require the Submitter to apply for a Private Plan Change for the
rezoning.

Kind Regard

sl
23" e Zozt,

Carl Lansdown



FURTHER SUBMISSION 242

Form 6
Further Submission

in opposition to a submission on notified proposed plan change to Upper Hutt City
Council District Plan

Clase § of Schedule 1, Rezource Management Act 199!
Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review
The closing date for further submussions 1s Wednesday, 26 hme 2024, at Spm

To: Upper Hutt City Council

Name of person making further submission: Wendy Lansdown

This 1s a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following plan change
proposed to the Operative Distriet Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):
e Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PC30)

| am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the general
public has because as a resident of Pinehaven for 20 years | will be directly affected by the
traffic, run-off and landscape effects of the development caused by the zone change.

The particular parts of the submission | oppose are:

e | oppose the submission as a whole and in particular the submitter’s request that land
currently with Rural zoning in both the operative Plan and Plan Change 50 be changed
to General Residential zone.

The reasons for my opposition are:

« The proposed rezoning will result in a significant number of houses being able to be built
along the skyline as a permitted activity.

e The proposed rezoning will cause traffic congestion, flooding, noise and light pollution.

e The proposed rezoning is of a very large scale and has significant consequences that
are of interest to the public. Inclusion of a rezoning of this scale by submission subverts

the statutory process for public participation in plans.
« There is no analysis of the costs and benefits of the proposal.

| seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed:

« | request that Council require the Submitter to apply for a Private Plan Change for the
rezoning.

Kind Regards
s ,JL,(LM.. ?(_:‘Lk{‘

Wendy Lansdown
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