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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…………………………………... 
[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 
public has because our property at 116A 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: 
• Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and the Goodwin Estate

Trust  (Submitter Number 162)

The particular parts of the submission I 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.
3. 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.

The reasons for my opposition are: 
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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, I 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. 
 
I seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed: 
 
 
 
 
 
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 …………………………………………. 
(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 
 
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 contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz. 
 

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 

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. 
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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 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): 

• 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: 
• Guildford 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: 

• UHCC 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.

• 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
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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 -v1 
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 Geoff 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 s42A 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. 
 

• It 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.  

 
• 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. 

 
• 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: Jason Durry 
(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  
 
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 contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz. 
 

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 

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. 

mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz
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Further submission form (FORM 6) 

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

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 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER 

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE) 

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE) 

CONTACT TELEPHONE CONTACT EMAIL 

I am (please tick all that apply ): 

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 

    I am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley 

PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY 

The local authority for the relevant area 

O 

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

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 

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. 

Rosemary Schrijvers

206

mailto:planning@uhcc.govt.nz
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Details of further submission 

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

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 

SUBMISSION NUMBER 

The particular parts of their submission that I 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.   

Brian and Robyn Smith

43 Colletts Road
249



I seek that the whole of the submission be allowed  /  disallowed (tick one ) OR 

I 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. 

 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  ): 

 I do wish to make a joint case. 

 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  
26-06-2024



Further submission form (FORM 6) 

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

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 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER 

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE) 

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE) 

CONTACT TELEPHONE CONTACT EMAIL 

I am (please tick all that apply ): 

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 

    I am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley 

PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY 

The local authority for the relevant area 

O 

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

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 

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. 

Rosemary Schrijvers

206

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


Details of further submission 

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

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER  

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 
 

SUBMISSION NUMBER 

The particular parts of their submission that I 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.   

Rosemary and Michael Schrijvers

208

119 Colletts Road, RD1, Upper Hutt 5371



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. 

 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  ): 

 I do wish to make a joint case. 

 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  26/06/2024

---------------------

------------------

I seek that the whole of the submission be allowed  /  disallowed (tick one ) AND 
I seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallowed: 
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. 









Further submission form (FORM 6) 

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

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 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER 

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE) 

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE) 

CONTACT TELEPHONE CONTACT EMAIL 

I am (please tick all that apply ): 

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 

    I am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley 

PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY 

The local authority for the relevant area 

O 

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

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 

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. 

Michael Schrijvers

207
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Details of further submission 

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

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 

SUBMISSION NUMBER 

The particular parts of their submission that I 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.   

Brian and Robyn Smith

43 Colletts Road
249



I seek that the whole of the submission be allowed  /  disallowed (tick one ) OR 

I 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. 

 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  ): 

 I do wish to make a joint case. 

 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  
26-06-2024Michael Schrijvers



Further submission form (FORM 6) 

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

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 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER 

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE) 

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE) 

CONTACT TELEPHONE CONTACT EMAIL 

I am (please tick all that apply ): 

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 

    I am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley 

PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY 

The local authority for the relevant area 

O 

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

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 

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. 

Michael Schrijvers

207
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Details of further submission 

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

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER  

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 
 

SUBMISSION NUMBER 

The particular parts of their submission that I 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.   

Rosemary and Michael Schrijvers

208

119 Colletts Road, RD1, Upper Hutt 5371



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. 

 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  ): 

 I do wish to make a joint case. 

 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  26/06/2024

---------------------

------------------

I seek that the whole of the submission be allowed  /  disallowed (tick one ) AND 
I seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallowed: 
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. 









Further submission form (FORM 6) 

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

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 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER 

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE) 

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE) 

CONTACT TELEPHONE CONTACT EMAIL 

I am (please tick all that apply ): 

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 

    I am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley 

PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY 

The local authority for the relevant area 

O 

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

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 

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. 

Daniel Schrijvers

208
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Details of further submission 

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

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER  

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 
 

SUBMISSION NUMBER 

The particular parts of their submission that I 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.   

Rosemary and Michael Schrijvers

208

119 Colletts Road, RD1, Upper Hutt 5371



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. 

 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  ): 

 I do wish to make a joint case. 

 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  26/06/2024

---------------------

------------------

I seek that the whole of the submission be allowed  /  disallowed (tick one ) AND 
I seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallowed: 
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. 

Daniel Schrijvers



Further submission form (FORM 6) 

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

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 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER 

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE) 

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE) 

CONTACT TELEPHONE CONTACT EMAIL 

I am (please tick all that apply ): 

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 

    I am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley 

PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY 

The local authority for the relevant area 

O 

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

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 

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. 

Daniel Schrijvers

208
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Details of further submission 

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

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 

SUBMISSION NUMBER 

The particular parts of their submission that I 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.   

Brian and Robyn Smith

43 Colletts Road
249



I seek that the whole of the submission be allowed  /  disallowed (tick one ) OR 

I 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. 

 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  ): 

 I do wish to make a joint case. 

 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  
26-06-2024Daniel Schrijvers









Further submission form (FORM 6) 

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

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 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER 

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE) 

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE) 

CONTACT TELEPHONE CONTACT EMAIL 

I am (please tick all that apply ): 

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 

    I am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley 

PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY 

The local authority for the relevant area 

O 

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

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 

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. 

Richard Wasley

209
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Details of further submission 

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

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER  

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 
 

SUBMISSION NUMBER 

The particular parts of their submission that I 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.   

Rosemary and Michael Schrijvers

208

119 Colletts Road, RD1, Upper Hutt 5371



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. 

 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  ): 

 I do wish to make a joint case. 

 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  26/06/2024

---------------------

------------------

I seek that the whole of the submission be allowed  /  disallowed (tick one ) AND 
I seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallowed: 
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. 



Further submission form (FORM 6) 

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

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 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER 

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE) 

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE) 

CONTACT TELEPHONE CONTACT EMAIL 

I am (please tick all that apply ): 

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 

    I am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley 

PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY 

The local authority for the relevant area 

O 

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

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 

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. 

Richard Wasley
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Details of further submission 

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

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 

SUBMISSION NUMBER 

The particular parts of their submission that I 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.   

Brian and Robyn Smith

43 Colletts Road
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I seek that the whole of the submission be allowed  /  disallowed (tick one ) OR 

I 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. 

 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  ): 

 I do wish to make a joint case. 

 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  

 

26-06-2024



Further submission form (FORM 6) 

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

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 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER 

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE) 

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE) 

CONTACT TELEPHONE CONTACT EMAIL 

I am (please tick all that apply ): 

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 

    I am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley 

PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY 

The local authority for the relevant area 

O 

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

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 

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. 

Richard Wasley
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Details of further submission 

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

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 

SUBMISSION NUMBER 

The particular parts of their submission that I 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.   

The Maymorn Collective
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I seek that the whole of the submission be allowed  /  disallowed (tick one ) OR 

I 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. 

 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  ): 

 I do wish to make a joint case. 

 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  
26-06-2024



Further submission form (FORM 6) 

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

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 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER 

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE) 

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE) 

CONTACT TELEPHONE CONTACT EMAIL 

I am (please tick all that apply ): 

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 

    I am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley 

PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY 

The local authority for the relevant area 

O 

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

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 

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. 

Richard Wasley
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Details of further submission 

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

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 

SUBMISSION NUMBER 

The particular parts of their submission that I 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.   

I seek that the whole of the submission be allowed  /  disallowed (tick one ) OR 

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

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. 

Ian Stewart

268 Mangaroa Valley Rd
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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. 

 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  ): 

 I do wish to make a joint case. 

 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  
26-06-2024



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): 

• 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 long term resident of Pinehaven and Silverstream, living in the area for over 
35 years and residing in Pinehaven I 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, I 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. 
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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. 

I 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 I oppose are: 

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

I seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed: 

I 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 …………………………………………. 
(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………………… 

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

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

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. 
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Further submission form (FORM 6) 

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

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 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER 

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE) 

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE) 

CONTACT TELEPHONE CONTACT EMAIL 

I am (please tick all that apply ): 

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 

    I am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley 

PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY 

The local authority for the relevant area 

O 

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

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 

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. 

Emily Wasley
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Details of further submission 

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

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 

SUBMISSION NUMBER 

The particular parts of their submission that I 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.   

Brian and Robyn Smith

43 Colletts Road
249



I seek that the whole of the submission be allowed  /  disallowed (tick one ) OR 

I 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. 

 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  ): 

 I do wish to make a joint case. 

 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  
26-06-2024Emily Schrijvers



Further submission form (FORM 6) 

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

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 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER 

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE) 

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE) 

CONTACT TELEPHONE CONTACT EMAIL 

I am (please tick all that apply ): 

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 

    I am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley 

PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY 

The local authority for the relevant area 

O 

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

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 

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. 

Emily Wasley
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Details of further submission 

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

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER  

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 
 

SUBMISSION NUMBER 

The particular parts of their submission that I 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.   

Rosemary and Michael Schrijvers

208

119 Colletts Road, RD1, Upper Hutt 5371



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. 

 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  ): 

 I do wish to make a joint case. 

 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  26/06/2024

---------------------

------------------

I seek that the whole of the submission be allowed  /  disallowed (tick one ) AND 
I seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallowed: 
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. 

Emily Wasley
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Further submission form (FORM 6) 

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

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 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER 

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE) 

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE) 

CONTACT TELEPHONE CONTACT EMAIL 

I am (please tick all that apply ): 

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 

    I am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley 

PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY 

The local authority for the relevant area 

O 

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

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 

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. 

Emily Wasley
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Details of further submission 

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

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 

SUBMISSION NUMBER 

The particular parts of their submission that I 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.   

I seek that the whole of the submission be allowed  /  disallowed (tick one ) OR 

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

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. 

Ian Stewart

268 Mangaroa Valley Rd

93



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. 

 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  ): 

 I do wish to make a joint case. 

 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  
26-06-2024Emily Wasley



Further submission form (FORM 6) 

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

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 ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER  

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE) 

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE) 

CONTACT TELEPHONE  CONTACT EMAIL  

I am (please tick all that apply ): 

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 

The local authority for the relevant area 

O 

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

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 

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. 
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Details of further submission  

To support  /  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 I support or oppose are: 

I 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. 
 

 

 

 

The reasons for my support or opposition are: 
 

  

  

  

 PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY 

I seek that the whole of the submission be allowed  /  disallowed (tick one ) 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 
to be heard in support of your 
submission (tick appropriate box ): 

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

 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  ): 

 I do wish to make a joint case. 

 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 Femke van der Zee 

 
DATE 
2606
2024 

 



Further submission form (FORM 6) 

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

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 SUBMITTER  
 

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE) 

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE) 

CONTACT TELEPHONE  CONTACT EMAIL  

I am (please tick all that apply ): 

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

local road use 

The local authority for the relevant area 

O 

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

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 

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. 
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Details of further submission  

To support  /   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 I support or oppose are: 

I 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 

I seek that the whole of the submission be allowed  /   disallowed (tick one ) OR 

I seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallowed: 
Disallow the entirety 

 

 

 

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 
to be heard in support of your 
submission (tick appropriate box ): 

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

 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  ): 

 I do wish to make a joint case. 

X 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 Phil Hancock 

 
DATE 
26/ 

6/202
4 

 



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: ………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):

· 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:
· 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 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.

I seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed:
For reasons outlined above,

FURTHER SUBMISSION 215

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……………………

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

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

Form 6
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):

·         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:

·         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 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.
 
 
 
 
I 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 June 2024……………………

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

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
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Further submission form (FORM 6) 

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

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 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER 

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE) 

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE) 

CONTACT TELEPHONE CONTACT EMAIL 

I am (please tick all that apply ): 

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 

    I am a resident in Mangaroa/ Whitemans Valley 

PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY 

The local authority for the relevant area 

O 

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

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 

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. 

Rosemary and Michael Schrijvers
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Details of further submission 

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

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER 

SUBMISSION NUMBER 

The particular parts of their submission that I 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.   

I seek that the whole of the submission be allowed  /  disallowed (tick one ) OR 

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

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. 

Ian Stewart

268 Mangaroa Valley Rd

93



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. 

 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  ): 

 I do wish to make a joint case. 

 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  
26-06-2024Rosemary Schrijvers       Michael Schrijvers
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UpperHuttCity Council Further submission form (Form 6)
a

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

 

A copyof 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

 

Whena person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis 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.

 

NAMEOF SUBMITTER My omnice CAREY

a

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER

 

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER(IF APPLICABLE) ~-_

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

 

 

CONTACT TELEPHONE CONTACT EMAIL

lam (pleasetick all that apply @):

C ) Aperson representing a relevant

aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY
 

> n

\insech cn We Siluacdteam(Pi nchawe
4 Aperson who has aninterestinthe \o \wer < >

:
as it hes become Complebly u\\proposal that is greater than the ores fr over SO WINS,

general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS cATeGoRY ~Y2 OY S71 ous es ™
H\\_ respects, ¢

(~ i
= e AR, ~rero.

(__) The local authority for the relevant area T joo 5 <
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Details of further submission
 

To support C) / peope (tick one (@) the submissionof:

ee

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER _) ont Ce a creA

ae

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ZR HAecroeen Ga . Ps NEHAVER) ; LhPea Adie
£ 7

SUBMISSION NUMBER / b LL

The particular parts of their submission that | superior opposeare:

 

The crea is cleodu <Areose £ focel Uusy ACCESS

at Sey grat \. owes Auricma AW ra ‘ dias Are fall

“Docbes =e we } WO oaks v= #04CStS ate

 

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:

Absci eer We in Awe Oren Vo ex soli Sek of =|| tle

akedos ant “fo alan ee hee Een yonntl | bees by=

ofSseccheas i i geen ia (WANN host ~WRo aubl —

lheue Xd cvant = le Movs,

 

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

| seek that the whole of the submission vestiowedC) /(<Ydtsallowed (tick one %) OR

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

Ahk Puddic ( Qadeoners) sheulA not bese tle cost
hone © G7

—n ce S Ni — =

 

 

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) | do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your + XT pnreet tc.

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

Please indicate whether you wish to make C) | do wish to make a joint case.

a joint case at the hearing if others ha®a

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

 

Signature and date WtCony SATA. Sent 201Y-

Signature of person making stibmission'Sr person atinto sign on behalf of person making submission:

 

SIGNATURE re 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
 

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

 

To UpperHutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly

notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the UpperHutt 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
 

Acopyofthis further submission mustalso be served on theoriginal submitter

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

 

Details of submitter
 

Whena personor group makesa further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis is public information. By making a further submission your personaldetails,

including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. Thereare limited circumstances when your submission

or your contactdetails 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.

NAMEOF SUBMITTER A.AMREW N/)accouM (Via CKMIOSe

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER

AGENTACTING FOR SUBMITTER(IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

 

contact teveHone contacteman

lam (pleasetick all that apply @):

©) 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 PrarER” o é|&ee ies DiescT
j On) TO —Sirnveesy TAA ETE wen e CRYO.

proposal that is greater than the ate f LV? Bena GQuicdeocao (SuBmaTers) Lad.

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

 

OX The local authority for the relevant area
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Details of further submission

 

To support QO /W oppose(tick one @) the submissionof:

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER CAU\LOFO20 TWwWi6@R ComPANY  Cw/reo

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER

SUBMISSION NUMBER J6 2.

The particular parts of their submission that | aisyqeawtees-O pposeare:

Te mPPOSE Su6MiSSION 162 IW Fut. Tl offose Tre

SuBmMleeéS REQUEST Jo cHArmGS CewEehar RURAL Zoned

(-4nW0 SFEC(FEICALLY Vo GEnrtZRAL FSEswWenTi&l LAV? .

 

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

faryy f VARIED , Excess ive Awd AOREASWABLY WIGH

LEevyscs OF TRAFFIC , TRUCKS AND y7ACHWERY. nwioise Fro

ConSRuCTion «CLLEARIWG OF FOREST 7 GREEN SPACES

ZrICREKAS ED) tReEssuRS on ALL EXISTING ZuFRASTRUCTYRE
L0GHER[ke /tool OF Flooby WW Sz. VERSTREA PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

| seek that the whole of the submission be allowedOldisallowed(tick one ©) OR

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

Z coouo Lies Ano Kequegt THAT THe UHecr

KequikéS THE  Svu6miTtKk Ta Co FHilouGt) CoRRECT

PRICEONKRES Fo ALMLY Fore Q fIVATE  FEBN CHANGE
FoR THe Ri@onwtMG  KEQuEST.

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

 

 

Please indicate whetheryou wish Si 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 WY | 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 joint case.

 

Signature and date
 

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

SIGNATURE LOAJ bare 2Ycde ZOZ4



Form 6

Further Submission

in opposition to a submission on notified proposed plan change to Upper Hutt City

Council District Plan
Clause 8 ofSchedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991 

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review

The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26June2024, at 5pm

To: Upper Hutt City Council

1

Nameofperson making Y
/ A 1 it Oy

further submission:....... Latte Ni :becouse!( AREYDee eeeneeeeeeae
[full name]

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following plan change

proposedto the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):

e Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PCS0)

I am a person whohasaninterest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the general

public has because ...1S 4 LONG TERM ResideN 7C2 yee) OF The Sizeeraeau fincrHven
Coimmincty L Am APPAWED tar THe UPPER Hut? Cedaci HaveLime Op Wo GNeead Ferm
heedus. THe Hocds Viteaga (6 Sust AiGakr AddPOA move To He oldeh
Tadence is AnMEADY Ar Pea Vousnes Ane INFAAS TAU (on, S2kdiecs Sued AS CM Cons”
NedicdL, Rte Ade die Ar CibPderryr toHy Wontd WE KAar tm Raw WHAl 2 HAVE.

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: THar “He REZONING AAD ToiinG

ov To Suveasrenm Via Kenn STREET Amp BNE MOU Thad S Rod Wine Resifar

iN ComfetE Cenqgestie’ AND OvzAckgading fw MeHwy Abeas: THE Ceuycits

Pazsciar INeadeTOuciok FAW Net Aecwmoddie THIS PReSacT lieder

EXPANdE BD Trotge Coste To Relte ayers.

The reasons for my opposition are: (4c Poeiby ed REZANiWG boite KesdiT to
CONGESTION AND ALfeRaAMeENSS BH Me UWededdy COgaeordD Roadin G, IVCAHA ING,

FZAGISia DRIVE: An Secived (Hodse Owners) Lue. NEED At MEWS Ode Varhee

(Pao Pegry 2) Ans O04 Pbesenr SzdviczS WNen'tT Ceohe, lOdTed 1S Limeiéd AND HE CoUNGL

Sdoues Net Hee % AY To U/GQrdAgE Ake THA 1S REQUCOZA To Adc oudd ie The

UclUmes OF OfO%E PRoPesgd in THE 2AZoIWC:

I seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed: © co.o¢,)2, TREC THE Gite

Az2Guzsi Por A Possid@ca Pran CunQe REGCTER AND TAC die fdsc-

Now - nds Fura CesTe AWE Paw Tom Ry Hae AdAicaniSs Whe Furuce

Pridns Cunnges SaodaS Foxeonw tye WPReved FoRmar AS Ser eurin

CdQacwe DSTA PRANS”’ Raserdyaas SAheGhS NOT HAVE THis Bugger
OE Costs nh An Tes INC Wenezs A LE Pao Posed
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I wish or-do-not-wish to be heard in support ofmy further submission.

If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at a

hearing.
[Delete ifyou would not considerpresenting ajoint case.]

Signature of person making further submission.....SeSETlace nneencenneeenees
(or personauthorised to sign on behalfofperson makingfurther submission)

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

Date 25KDm... oR

Electronic address for service of person making further submission

Email: ooo cece cece cece cece cee eeeeeeeceeeaeeeeeeeennneceunseseneneesseeeeeeeuuueseeeeennnnseeeuness

Postal addre

When a personor group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis 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 dstails

can be kepi 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 yourfurther submission mustbe 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) maybestruck 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 reasonableor relevantcase:

e it would be an abuseofthe hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken

further:

e itcontains offensive language:

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

prepared by a person whois not independent or who doesnot have sufficient specialised

knowledgeorskill to give expert advice on the matter
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UpperHutt 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

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

 

To UpperHutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly

notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the UpperHutt 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 emailto: planning@uhcc.govt.nz

Acopy of this further submission must also be served on theoriginal submitter

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

 

Details of submitter

When a person or group makesa further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis 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 contactdetails 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.

wucorsomme Cherced Te Monur Waccinoem
posennaianine OF SUBMITTER

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER(IF APPLICABLE}

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE(IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

 

CONTACT TELEPHONE “CONTACT EMAIL

1am (please tick all that apply @):

OC A person representing a relevant

aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COMEWITHIN THIS CATEGORY

GAperson who has an interestin the | Live ORECTLY BENEATH THE SuemittERs AND

proposalthatis greater than the
general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

©) The local authority for the relevant area
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Details of further submission
 

To support QO / (Vfoppose (tick one @) the submissionof:

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ( UILDFORD TIMOE« (0Ww?ANY LIMITE

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER

SUBMISSION NUMBER \ b 2.

The particular parts of their submission that | support or opposeare:

| FULLY offose SUAM IL SSion | b2 iA FUL ANO Offost
THe ACOuEMT CHANGE CENECA ( AuLKAC CAND |

To  genckAu RE DENTIAL LAND AS OUTUNEO 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 PAPERIF NECESSARY

 

The reasons for my support or opposition are:

LAL OF INFRASTRUCU@E BD SUfPOeT THe MOsOSED
DNELD(MENT! LVELS OF HEAUY MACHINERY KEQUICEP

hE _Moloven peVELOPMENT, INCKEMEO Rive OF FInDDING QUE
Th LANO CHANGES; EXCESGVE TRAC ON MP OF RecutAG
TAFE? Chou WALA VieDEY; iWAPPRRETSNOUNPPS

| seek that the whole of the submission be allowed (-)/(Q5 isallowed (tick one ®) OR /NTENDEO ACTION

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

Unico AKE gesfoncible 1 €ENSULE CORRECT PADCEOURE ALE
PPUBWEN FOR THis FUPE CR REQUETT , ANO F WOULD VE
UHCC TO UPHoLd THeke (RoceDURE BY ENURNG THAT
OLINDOLD THENELVES ALRY COCKECILT FORTHE REQUEST 1A KEE.

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

 

 

ie

Please indicate whether you wish oS do wish to be heard in support of my submission,

to be heard in support of your

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

Please indicate whether you wish to make Ai do wish to make a joint case.
a joint case at the hearing if others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate box”); OC | 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:

— Mabincte, one 24.06 [24
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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
 

q Theclosing 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

Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

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

 

A copyof 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
 

Whena personor group makesa further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis 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. Thereare 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.

NAMEOF SUBMITTER Barry Gall
 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER

 

 

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER(IF APPLICABLE)
 

ADDRESSFOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)
 

 

CONTACT TELEPHONE CONTACT EMAIL
 

lam (pleasetick all that apply @):

OC A personrepresenting 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 aboutthe negative effects on the environment, ecosystem and

climate change

Z

Gaperson whohasaninterest in the
proposal that is greater than the

general public has

 

OC) The local authority for the relevant area
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Details of further submission
 

To support C) } Conpose (tick one @) the submission of:

NAMEOF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER Guildford Timber CompanyLimited, Silverstream Forest Limited and

the Goodwin Estate Trust (Submitter Number 162)
 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER
 

SUBMISSION NUMBER
 

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

 

| oppose the submission as a whole andin particular; the submitters request that land currently with Rural zoning in both the

operative Plan and Plan Change 50 be changedto 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:

SUPP PP being able to be built along the skyline as a permitted activity.

 

Negative effects include traffic congestion, pollution, flooding and

noise.
 

 

 

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

| seek that the whole of the submission be allowed C) / Ceisaltowed (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 C) | do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your

submission (tick appropriate box Y): Gide not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

Please indicate whether you wish to make C) | 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 makea joint case.
 

Signature and date
 

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

l '
comm 27)OA onD6 [ob [2024
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UpperHuttCity 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
 

C Theclosing datefor 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

Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

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

 

A copyofthis further submission must also be served on the original submitter

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

 

Details of submitter
 

Whena personor group makesa further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,

including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource ManagementAct 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.

NAMEOF SUBMITTER Louise Gall
 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER
 

 

AGENTACTING FOR SUBMITTER(IF APPLICABLE)
 

ADDRESS FORSERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)
 

 

CONTACT TELEPHONE coNnTAcT emai.

lam (pleasetick all that apply @):

C) 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

Cn person who hasaninterest in the

proposalthat is greater than the

general public has

© The local authority for the relevant area
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Details of further submission.

 

To support C) / oppose(tick one @) the submissionof:

/

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 andin 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 furtherafield in

Lower Hutt) in recent years. An engineer explained to me while

doing insurance work on a slip in Pinehaventhatthehills in the area

are a high percentage clay, sometimes 100%,with little to no rock to

hold thehills in place when watersoaks 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 mostlikely

be felt by those lower downin thevalley.

The proposedrezoning wi}! result in a significant number of houses

being able to be built along the skyline as a permitted activity.

The reasonsfor my opposition are:

 

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

| seek that the whole of the submission be allowed C) / &atlowed (tickone )OR

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

 

 

 

PLEASE GIVE PRECISG/PETAILS 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) | do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your

submission (tick appropriate box ): @ (Odo not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

Please indicate whether you wish to make C) | do wish to makea joint case.

a joint case at the hearing if others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate box): (Yfdo not wish to makea joint case.

 

Signature and date fl Louise Gall 26/6 [22k

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

V
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UpperHuttCity 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
 

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

 

To UpperHutt 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 TOEEUTSeMuleeathuaeeuCls

 

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

Details of submitter
 

Whena person or group makesa further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,

including your name and addresses,will be made publicly available under the Resource ManagementAct 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 ELI 2A6 cT tt CHRISTEWS ELV
 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER
 

 

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER(IF APPLICABLE)
 

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE) Pa
 

 

CONTACT TELEPHONE CONTACT EMAIL

VU
 

lam (pleasetick all that apply @):

© A person representing a relevant

 

aspectof the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

) 2 ; + 5 [7 ln . f an

(“person whohas an interest in the My APs r a is located NCGt / be neo the
proposal that is greater than the GATC LG na .

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

OC) The local authority for the relevant area
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Details of further submission
 

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

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER (ory ld Ford Tmiber Co rqpany Lim itedl . Si he(tram fo tect Lid

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER . ana (roodwin Esta te Trust
nic @ FMACXICrT- ¢o: AD
7 T

SUBMISSION NUMBER 162

The particular parts of their submission that |support or opposeare:

“] Oppose the kJ h 0 le sub 11'SS 105

 

 

 

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 supportor opposition are:

the — Proposed ge2owung Ls located aboie aad new it, plopecty,

tam Concerned the Glrnetal keideahal Qod  Miveol wise Zong

on the All tops gddl Lidae lirice “ill Senous Ly divwanish the conhcica//
( /

i bbe 070g
D USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

    

   

      2 Avie j ° Or A la Hee negate | ,
hang 7 ‘ - PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS

tratbe congedion, Ajeht and noite pollion -
J S : @

| seek that the whole of the submission be allowed Q/Ofisallowed (tick one “) OR

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

Zak thal dhe submitter be fe¢ uted fr Gall

fot a fryak Plu change foc__e 200106 of 47C land.

 

 

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

 

 

Please indicate whether you wish Odo wish to be heard in support of my submission.
to be heard in support of your

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

Please indicate whether you wish to make (Ofdo 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 authorisedto sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE Rec ~ DATE Ob [6 ja f
 



Form 6

Further Submission

in opposition to a submission on notified proposed plan change to Upper Hutt City

Council District Plan
Clause 8 ofSchedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review

The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday,26June2024, at Spm

To: Upper Hutt City Council

Nameof person making /, 4}
further submission:.........2wa LK, . e\al‘ oe!MackuadeleGlo ecencncsessescerscenvasnesy

[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 whohasaninterest in the proposalthat is greater than the interest the general

public has because...

am have. \,yed in S jlversteqnaa since 1G Tip ~FFE pee

Gv vA h AVE AS trowx eFF) licen uwitlr communis ror’ in

> lversdream and’ P? ine haver ws

I oppose the submissionof:

e Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and the Goodwin Estate

Trust (Submitter Number 162)

Theparticular parts of the submission I oppose are: <i |\\ of submission. ib2J

ie. ere genera rural Zonéol larcl toggeneral

residential zened land.

The reasons for my opposition are: fre femoval at qyee$ Spaces and

reduction of existe wild We,

Excessiveef, hi7 corgesthan |im S lverstean-—\ AYE |;

ao ver ye A Vek of lancd- slideeS anol Fleoed i

Our lek §Jorrcls are wy & poor State whendt IN cYeasec fredFic —

I seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed: intensiticatiIrs,
—_—_——

Disallowed
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I wish=or do not wish to be heard in support ofmy further submission.

If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at a

hearing.
[Delete ifyou would not considerpresenting ajoint case.]

? /
ZL { jj /

Signature of person making further submission ..../.).0.0. (kee:&een,
(orperson authorised to sign on behalfofperson makingfurther submission)
(A signature is not required ifyou make your submission by electronic means.)

Electronic address for service of person making further submission

Email:

Telephone:

Whena personor group makesa further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis is public information. By making

a further submission your personal details, including your name and addresses,will be made publicly available under

the Resource ManagementAct 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contact details

can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons whyyour 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 ofyour further submission must be served on the original submitter by emailing to GTC’s

agent (Chris Hansen) within 5 working daysafter 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 abuseofthe 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 whois not independent or who doesnot have sufficient specialised

knowledgeor skill to give expert advice on the matter



Council District Plan
ofSchedule 1, ResourCe Management Act 199]

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review

The closing date forfurther submissions is Wednesday, 26June2024,at Spm

o: Upper Hutt City Council

AIrther submission: ..........ccccceccc cere ceceeee GLOAcc cccccecevcevesnecsvvsseuces

ull name}

‘ame of person making FE,AOCIC k 5AVeeI EALes

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 (PCS0)

aim a person whohasaninterest in the proposalthat is greater than the interest the general

blic has b bes oveublic has because Marne Lit VE€VP tw SILC SHEE sorry FOL

3S V&InRE M gq Anat coveeay ¢§ HAFYK

SOV) FLOOPIPE.

oppose the submission of:

e Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and the Goodwin Estate
Trust (Submitter Number162)

‘he particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

CHAVMCE OF [ARW FO CENEZAC /CESIDEVI

“he reasons for my opposition are:

Tita FFIC ARwl> USE.

seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed:

Sams/7EA ryjala For [RIVAPlan CHANE
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24 JUN 202iForm 6

Further Submission ‘. MARAGEteen

t

e

m

a

traretanehae

s

i

e

n

acteat cus uses *

in opposition to a submission on notified proposed plan change to Upper Hutt City

Council District Plan
Clause 8 ofSchedule 1, Resource ManagementAct 1991

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review

The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday,26June2024, at 5pm

To: Upper Hutt City Council

Nameof person making | |

further submission:..........4.$=!i. .one i Bethy .Resseneerrr Terre nape

[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 (PCS50)

I am a person whohasaninterest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the general

public has because ...

Lie ce resiclert of Here-Foneyey Foch ny

Upper Ht fer CO YES.

I oppose the submissionof:

e Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and the Goodwin Estate

Trust (Submitter Number 162)

The particular parts of the submission I opposeare:

“tess re-Zovhs call ase tle vulel (Le end the amensh,

of the foun Le(b ere Lviv SVhesbecwna. Th tal

woke tHe hafGr ever rose,
The reasons for my opposition are:

Thry shold ke a nvele. plon charge, Heb

tle clereloper pays fer ord alles the pablic te
oppecriby ho rei on faked+ Comn ents

I seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed:

L request Yet Ci! Peqgu re te chevlee

to opply i A pave p le hero,
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I wisheor do not wish to be heard in support ofmy further submission.

oihenrmmkew similar veborteston-tertitieoneid er “rt

[Delete ifyou would not considerpresenting ajoint case.]

K<<22Signature of person making further submission SAsavas + appa ccain wx « Coretereca Fs Picbassedioaa os
(orperson authorised to sign on behalfofperson makingfurther submission)

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

Date?/£KSDME.2DZ"4

Electronic address for service of person making further submission

  

C Ce m

Core weer e seer eee reese ese ree eesoece

C sessersves

Whena personor group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis is public information. By making

a further submission your personal details, including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under

the Resource ManagementAct 1991. There are limited circumstances when your submission or your contactdetails

can be kept confidential. If you consider you have reasons why your submissionor 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 copyofyour further submission must be served onthe original submitter by emailing to GTC’s

agent (Chris Hansen) within 5 working daysafter it is served on Upper Hutt City Council.   

Note to person making further submission

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

that at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (orpart of the submission):

e itis frivolous or vexatious:

e it discloses no reasonable or relevant case:

e it would be an abuseofthe 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 whois not independent or who doesnot have sufficient specialised

knowledgeorskill to give expert advice on the matter
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PRECEIVED UHCC:

2 4 JUN 2021 |

Form 6 aee

Further Submission

in opposition to a submission on notified proposed plan change to Upper Hutt City

Council District Plan
Clause 8 ofSchedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991
 

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review

The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26June2024, at 5pm

To: Upper Hutt City Council

Nameof person making

further submission: ......(Y).DAWWnsCh.icccecececccessccusseeccesessseeussasseeeeceeeeen

[full name]

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following plan change

proposedto the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):

e Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PC50)

I am a person whohasaninterest in the proposalthat is greater than the interest the “gl

public has because ... A)

\ Not usaak Praporr~ Sto 1rn

ReseeSAbt ashe 0 2 etweOxbn leaner
Resin Packesais, ess coe     
I oppose the submissionof:

e Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and the Goodwin Estate

Trust (Submitter Number 162)

Theparticular parts of theae,I oppose saa,Bar|aG torso’Son Ssloo. ¢ i exe

e4Rey \yd hecance iT 6S ges ck Howse 5ve )wcotchecl OW

&THe hon) we ew 4 Vv) »Heno Deson 7Zle A77A24 ule arns oh

derese) Me Ca, vor, And People Oho envio

The Seasonsfor my Peea : Uyoer WH Ar.8 Heputinee
THE Cow JT 20 5

Slory rn Racal lant fpabace\ to\JSow AROS a arcanalre hav MOVGFavs chaldve orWwe oe residkenthal en

this ea.
I seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed:

L requst Hab Conc ran SbHe Nuk

loL to opts for a mivete plon chonge ot Hel

Cosk
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I wish or do not wish to be heard in support ofmy further submission.

If others make a similar submission,I will consider presenting a joint case with them at a

hearing.
[Delete ifyou would not considerpresenting ajoint wase.]

y A
Signature of person making further submissioniindDre cis cdelfedies + Fo > comers ws
(orperson authorised to sign on behalfofperson makingfurther submission)

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

we ee lies eM eee eee eee s sens

Electronic address for service of person making further submission

Email: cocci c cece cece cece eee eee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeuenneeseenseueeeeseeeeeeeeeuaeeneeeueeuueeeeeneneeee cans

E EEE HEHE EEE

Whena personor group makesa further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis 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 contactdetails

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 copyofyour further submission must be served onthe original submitter by emailing to GTC’s

agent (Chris Hansen) within 5 working daysafter 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 bestruck outif 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:

e it would be an abuseofthe hearing processto allow the submission (orthe 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 whois not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised

knowledgeorskill to give expert advice on the matter
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UpperHuttCity Council Further submission form (Form 6)

ey
Ka

OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number

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 +)
 

 

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 copyof 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
 

Whena person or group makesa further submission on a Proposed Plan Change thisis public information. By making a further submission your personaldetails,

including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. Thereare 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.

NAMEOF SUBMITTER “Poorest Melle, ae

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER .

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)
 

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)
 

 

contact tetepHone CONTACT EMAIL

lam (please tick all that apply ):

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

A person whohasaninterestin the

B proposal thatis greater than the lodoune oO’ (G A Fle x Read.

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

C) The local authority for the relevant area

229



t

Details of further submission
 

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

 

 

NAMEOF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER Woo f r>ree

ee

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER > (is aemx Q-\ MeaWGATOAG

( C
SUBMISSION NUMBER ef .

 

The particular parts of their submission that | support or opposeare:

As SOcdner eo (2 ATElox* (23 to
_.. cy XN \

“Ve C_ lose if LiMn, —\oe CrvCn CAD . Li ra\ IWeeslele
“xs _S “) >

 

 

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:

Nore (2aes Weecled wm owen, +e
s‘ Ct, *

hounleuwn aa Forlerss(eeea= © Cre .

C
 

 

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

|seek that the whole of the submission be allowed) K_) 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 QC) | do wish to be heard in support of my submission.
to be heard in support of your
submission (tick appropriate box”): Bret not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

Please indicate whether you wish to make XS do wish to makeajoint case.

a joint case at the hearing if others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate box); OC | donot wish to make ajoint case.

 

Signature and date
 

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

pe boo
[
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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 Thursday, 13 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

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 copyof 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
 

Whena person or group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Change thisis public information. By making a further submission your personaldetails,

including your nameand addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There arelimited circumstances when your submission

or your contact details can be kept confidential. Ifyou 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@uhcce.govi.nz.

NAME OF SUBMITTER Wereno *~« Warcrret MelENZe

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER

 

 

 

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE) I

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE) a

CONTACT TELEPHONE CONTACT FMAIL
 

tam (pleasetick all that apply @):

C) A person representing arelevant

 

aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAVING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

(Aa person who hasaninterest in the C .
. ; Cus R Q

proposal thatis greater than the Dyas LARBUNe o\ \SA — .

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

C) The local authority for the relevant area

230



Details of further submission
 

To supportCTO oppose(tick one@) the submission of:

NAMEOF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER Vo Pera 2

 

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER Bl, Guin KD IARrGAROA WWPPER Pur

SUBMISSION NUMBER AG

The particular parts of their submission that | support or opposeare:

_eclossSn ar Pproyeks oy ISR Sue Rok as

" Read, WO ec s\4ie (o> Ques Nery 2? \ee GEFw Qa)

 

 

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:

Whe Cuyserd min Sree fejewCMAN oy Aca is Vow +o

Smet’ Wo be On econwmrcelly Viele um.

Given + o\s« our’ een SeMnooel

cn Vaeek we Gar mee Seulest. te eragies\Gedure”
PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PabER 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 OC) | do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your

submission (tick appropriate box”): (Afdo not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

Please indicate whether you wish to make Ci do wish to make ajoint case.
a joint case at the hearingif others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate box): C) | donot 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 2||ZWIZA

v XX
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UpperHuttCity 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
 

C The closing date for further submissions is Thursday, 13 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

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 makingthis further submission to Council,

 

Details of submitter
 

Whena 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 arelimited 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.

NAMEOF SUBMITTER Ce ~ Miaecaren NMWenZue

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)
 

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)
 

 

 

CONTACT TELEPHONE CONTACT EMAIL

tam (please tick all that apply @):

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

Chwersonwhotasaninterestinthe : x . /

proposalthatis greater than the beanoherendis © \Ooe FO RoW .
general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY
 

C) Thelocal authority forthe relevant area

230



Details of further submission
 

To support (*4/( oppose (tick one@) the submission of:®

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER =F Pege=z

PostAL ADDRESS OF oniGINAL suBmiR SSC, Fos V2 \Awncadcoe MPPER Wun:

SUBMISSION NUMBER At

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

Pa CsWD ERS OF \OCOa& Fura Rot KARWEES ROW,

Wie : wec\a35Sree LON oe Ons Prep.
Ow % v

n XX)

Ars Cosnsea. iodaze sTyue

 

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:

Curren pw Syze XX Skx¥s ay Avy is sas Aco Smo

Ao be eenemnrecre\ wie ; AW tee. Tench schn0e\

SBRawed De SMX Qeaban lolexVs

 

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 C) 1 do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your ;

submission(tick appropriate box”): Kao not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

Please indicate whether you wish to make Ci do wish to make a joint case.
a joint case at the hearingif others make a

similar submission(tick appropriate box”): C) | donot wish to make ajoint case.

 

Signature and date
 

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

Sf
SIGNATURE XS DATE DB |o \ CBD

¢
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Upper Hutt City Council Further submission form (Form 6)
0)

OFFICE USE ONLY Submission number

»*

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 )
 

 

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 copyof this further submission mustalso be served on theoriginal submitter

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

 

Details of submitter
é&

When a person or group makesa further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethisis public information. By making a further submission your personaldetails,

including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource Management Act 1991. There arelimited 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 s should be kept confidential, please

contact the Planning Team via email at planning@uhcc.govt.nz. :

NAME OF SUBMITTER Lik \ TyJo iA & |

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER {f-

 

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)
 

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)
 

 

CONTACT TELEPHONE CONTACT EMAIL

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

Ka person whohasaninterestin the Kesident foe AHyears ve. a
proposal thatis greater than the

ge neral public has : PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

 

 

©) The local authority for the relevant area

231



‘Details of further submission
 

To support (_) / Porvose (tick one@) the submission of:

rueoronom sores Kowan Brook man
rom monssorononn smure KIA Backbheach Steet Bichyille upper Huth

The particular parts of their submission that | suyee=eebppose are:

 

Changing The Zoning fiom twat poduchon to Kul festy

 

 

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 sxé@iee@iser opposition are:

Nbasttucture fot oble 40 (ope with increased Labhe Saleh, of
CwWlert oad uses tulkexs hocce flels on Mochood Ld and“te

latecsec ion oA SHR Lossof aad ComprimSe of Chitacter- and

Qovnty Volues he existing residents who moved fo kouoke
ke J PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

OC Peace 7 fZLWalif

| seelenattie whole ideeebe allowed(_) (Sdisallowed (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

 

CI dowish to be heard in support of mysubmission.

O

Please indicate whether you wish

to be heard in support of your -

submission (tick appropriate box’): | donot 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 makea

similar submission (tick appropriate box* Q
O

| donot wish to make ajoint case.

 

Signature and date
 

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

=e ie wn 24/4 |24
7 a



Form 6

Further Submission
in opposition to a submission on notified proposed plan change to Upper Hutt

City Council District Plan
Clause 8 ofSchedule 1, Resource ManagementAct 1991

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review

Theclosing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26June2024, at Spm

To: Upper Hutt City Council

Nameofperson making further submission: [full name] Marty Fughe

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following plan changeproposedto the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):

e Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PC50)

Iam (select one or more ofthefollowing]—

* aperson whohasan interest in the proposalthat is greater than the interest the
general public has because:

ji myproperty is located next to or near the GTC land and/or the Silverstream
Spur, or

\S

I

live in southern Upper Hutt and I have concerns about howthis proposal
will affect my way oflife due to such things as the increasesin traffic
volume, potential stormwater run off, or loss of visual amenity, or

o I live in Upper Hutt and I am concerned aboutthe lack of any detailed
information for public consultation provided by Submitter 162 and the
impactthat such a large and significant zone change could have on our city,
or

* 4 person representing a relevant aspect ofthe public interest, namely:

o Climate change, or

© environmental sustainability, or

o stormwater managementandflood control, or

o traffic management, and/or the promotion ofactive transport modes, or
o some other relevant aspect

I oppose the submissionof:

Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and the
Goodwin Estate Trust (Submitter Number162)

FURTHER SUBMISSION 232



Theparticular parts of the submission I oppose are:

[clearly indicate which parts ofthe original submission you oppose, together with any

relevantprovisionsoftheproposal].

Clause 6 of SAK /

The reasons for my opposition are: [give reasons]. /

The Labbe NIRSE anbudeacslees eC er not

in place andnot likely fo be - etypases

I seek that the whole ofthe submission be disallowed:

I wish or-do-not-wish to be heard in support ofmy further submission.

ffothers make a similar submission,I will consider presenting a joint case with them at

a hearing. —_— 7)

*Delete if you would not consider presenting a joint case. A

  
Signature ofperson making further submission......AM; LAY. ccvvcvivvvesseesees

(or person authorised to sign on behalf —

ofperson makingfurther submission)

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

Electronic address for service ofperson making further submission (email)

Telephone:.. /

 

Contact person: [name and designation, ifapplicable]

Nerve Pelle
Note to person making further submission- A copy ofyour 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 ofyour submission) maybestruck outifthe authority is satisfied that

at least 1 of the following applies to the submission(or part ofthe submission):

e it is frivolous or vexatious:

e it discloses no reasonableor relevant case:

e it would be an abuseofthe hearing processto allow the submission (orthe part) to be taken further:

e itcontains offensive language:

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

prepared by a person whois not independentor who does not have sufficient specialised knowledge

or skill to give expert advice on the matter
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UpperHuttCity 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

C 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

Post to: Planning (Policy Team, Upper Hutt City Council, Private Bag 907, Upper Hutt 5140

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

A copyofthis further submission must also be served on the original submitter

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

 

Details of submitter

 

Whena personor group makes a further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,

including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource ManagementAct 1991. Thereare 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.

NAMEOF SUBMITTER Boorse: ntCadee
a - _

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER

 

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER(IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESSFORSERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

 

CONTACT TELEPHONE CONTACT EMAIL
S)

lam (pleasetick all that apply @):

C) A personrepresenting a relevant

aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDSFOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

Sa person whohasan interestin the mm qropery, “S avec aXeced Dy
‘

proposal that is greater than the Nhe reqeacd ae

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

 

 

C) The local authority for the relevant area



Details of further submission

To supportiC) oppose(tick one @) the submissionof:

NAMEOFORIGINAL SUBMITTER \Me A\scC)

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER \( AwOw Dood

SUBMISSION NUMBER S >

The particular parts of their submission that | support or opposeare:

- “oa ine Crsa Cansyv As wr Ve COWLhs Orx

Crecley ren dacumanrealen Aoi obyoles QC\& and ded

 

“We (onc, Qeegnhs ty Ye. CceakwaZECeS sped At doxknrora\:
unere Awe -\ eS r\. PLEASE CLEARLY INDICATE WHICH PARTS OF THE ORIGINAL SUBMISSION YOU SUPPORT OR OPPOSE, TOGETHER WITH

an“ ANY RELEVANT PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE. PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

The reasonsfor my support or opposition are:

There lar een Synticar Ceara’ Velwear Abe 2020 and 202.2

ocurred no :ANWLNNY _GpnMeN an We 907 5 versa

\ne cerrian A SoMomer) zare \es pean cnnved Cv\s VW)

Ae Gast 5 en at po Aarne Vand Cue .
PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

| seek that the whole of the submission be allowedwhe 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 whetheryou wish Ol do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your

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

 

Please indicate whether you wish to make C) | do wish to make a joint case.

a joint case at the hearing if others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate box; C | do not wish to make joint case.

 

Signature and date“Ly Higerd

Signature of person making submission or lcperat7to sign on behalf of person making submission:

SIGNATURE Vy JLget Zong DATE Xe s OG > 2Q2.
(
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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
 

C 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 UpperHutt 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

 

Acopyofthis further submission mustalso be served on the original submitter

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

 

Details of submitter

 

Whena person or group makesa further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,

including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource ManagementAct 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.

NAMEOF SUBMITTER Aywne. acaacky
Ry)

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER (IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESSFOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

 

CONTACT TeLePHO CONTACT EMAIL
Sa) — .

lam (pleasetick all that apply @):

C) A person representing a relevant

aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

oy,A person whohasaninterestin the Muy Preqeta, VS abyeX Xecker YWWR
proposal that is greater than the Praised New Dore

general public has PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDSFORSAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

 

C) The local authority for the relevant area



Details of further submission

 

To support& / C) oppose(tick one @) the submissionof:

NAMEOF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER \oAK \lOS on Nas Yotnenn,

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER S2 Monserca Valles Rood yer \utt

SUBMISSION NUMBER G \\)

The particular parts of their submission that | support or opposeare:

e Vn Vhe seemed Zore cn Manaroa Valles Road

Ceankuked GS vy Was amicrpated AWN a\ Rrancas Sroathy

c& CSO.

Andy Ae Couine\ Vast Qanes {he YCSO exes (coraud)
PLEASE CLEARLY INDICATE WHICH PARTS OF THE ORIGINAL SUBMISSION vou.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 Warrogeces Sei\lement 22 dyAn pndudedd me Narn are

Smal aKSNar hatharnt SUPE Yaser(4c~odwdny

oy) shadd Ye rey askated, OS see ren) Bane

 

PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

| seek that the whole of the submission be allowedOOdisallowed(tick one O) OR

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

‘The Warqestcng Seen’ Zoe \ mAwdieg, NO \ond As

Terax xed ;

 

 

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

to be heard in support of your

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

Please indicate whether you wish to make OC) | do wish to make a joint case.

a joint case at the hearing if others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate box): C) | 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:

gg3ht— mae 2G OG 2677
fy J.SIGNATURE“44

 



 

Onk\ re Pe dovernme Way reread LYyc2 

 fram ‘he NTS | AGL lecaslahtors and ‘hon
cea cteatas Ale cemoed ere AWE AW he 
(CSO CUral  Seutey) |
 

 

 
Ke Salemanw Sore, AM Neancacna Valley, OS
tnadvded Wr Yap , ard ‘as \e Ks Won
Sec = OpalS elle Derg Cezened wihot on 
CERGikea°

 

  
While AK e\echiers ot Qredvcrtue \and\ AS \aode
Ye ard

_

gees lodA he Satleyrest Qn 

is Wesdde  Wedes’ trey are Ge feosmal, acd
Ve5 Acea1 \ +c Sayyer| mnoTweh\ Cl~

VNB e

uch? Vv ured ack)cKes 7—Certainly re <V x eweode 

 
‘nk he NES FAL \easlahar Merded.
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UpperHutt 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
 

C 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

 

Acopyofthis further submission must also be served on the original submitter

 

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

Details of submitter
 

Whena person or group makes further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,

including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource ManagementAct 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.

NAMEOF SUBMITTER Anne Huge

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER(IF APPLICABLE)

 

 

ADDRESSFORSERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)
 

 

CONTACT TELEPHONE CONTACT EMAIL

lam (pleasetick all that apply @):

C) A person representing a relevant

aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY
 

BS A person whohas an interestin the redsa \S akcceeotlectedlA by

Weproposal that is greater than the old | ZN Crowe Vor PCSCcr *
general public has WA E SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FORSAYING YOU cote WITHIN THIS CATEGORY
 

C) The local authority for the relevant area



Details of further submission
|—

‘To supportOnC) oppose(tick one @) the submissionof:

 

NAME OFORIGINAL SUBMITTER Joan GrMa

POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER |LB A\Kolar QUE Roach QO? . Une- bak S27,wo

SUBMISSION NUMBER S. \\
 

The particular parts of their submission that | support or opposeare:

LL Suge a Clare Wn \re MUAON eduemeNS ver SocSc

wir ¢eon No Ane. ANWR \ck Size Wilt, he

C+erera\ - Qurdl ZNO,

 

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:

Pre current mr ormun Scbdivisnn —nillin “Ws Dore ig 70 bedlae §
wWhdo Arsadvertings ce yaherlle s  ounier LO Wettouss,“ ot

Ne snealec Qropriie Ae to Ve Zayed UndGover tu hal eues

i cagneed ant LUnsu Ne. der Natives VeodyAy OT) + (ca Mal)
PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

| seek that the whole of the submission be allowed AIO disallowed (tick one o OR

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

i Sagat rezong. Goyperd Rured QraQeivey \ess ~Vhow LO |

ecgCWC Yo Ko ca \\ Yesile _aor at Wot C {le& lo\tch

wilin “Abecohatien\ 4c aon sundivisicns Re» \o_\ Neate.

 

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 Di do wishto be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your

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

Please indicate whether you wish to make OC) | do wish to make a joint case.

a joint case at the hearing if others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate box): ido not wish to make joint case.

 

Signature and date
 

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

LP, 7 a

Aoe



 here are OB osu \orag. \as for MO beckaes)) ot
eared SAN \ndd deeone Ale ayn even”

Yeah that aye. Vradedtine {armaCo Kors, elt

LA 5 uta Ave cre ot the progr land Deak
Macraoroa Valley ke Gailey blak \nadca

een siodrndcod Acraxs \> Seley , oK\e Ane

Man Sener A noo - Prewoetwe \Nodks Qyre_

Hence Ans desVe ra! Wawra ara_or seable,

x Ferran, grodsdion
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UpperHuttCity 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
 

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

  

To UpperHutt City Council

Further submission only in support of or opposition to a submission on publicly

notified Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Review to the UpperHutt 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 copyofthis further submission must also be served on theoriginal submitter

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

 

Details of submitter

 

Whena person or group makesa further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis is public information. By making a further submission your personal details,

including your name and addresses, will be made publicly available under the Resource ManagementAct 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.

NAMEOF SUBMITTER Anne. Woneu
SJ

POSTAL ADDRESS OF SUBMITTER

AGENT ACTING FOR SUBMITTER(IF APPLICABLE)

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

 

 

CONTACT TELEPHONE CONTACT EMAIL ts

|am (please tick all that apply @):

C) A person representing a relevant

 

aspectof the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDS FOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

J A person whohasan interestin the Ma Propss,iS hecy, aQecked Yy re exp
proposal that is greater than the greqsedh eenra

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

C) Thelocal authority for the relevant area



Jetails of further submission

 

To supportGIO oppose(tick one @) the submissionof:

wocormamsinr Sort \opeCishs :
POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER (ey~ Aw ovr _aduess batted uta enos\

suenaSNe Sez. worWag dina con
The particular parts of their submission that | support or opposeare:

The she qraqcd Gevrra Rural Zane. Oss)rs(atlenally otVeke

Greg ooder 20 beckons _

 

 

No Teore (Woes ies ndeET Jo ecNowefC AS Quek \&Ae
PLEASE CLEARLY INDICATE WHICH PARTS OF THE ORIGINAL SUBMISSION YOU SUPPORT OR OPPOSE}N OGETHER WITH

ANY RELEVANT PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE. PLEASE USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

 

The reasonsfor my support or opposition are:
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| seek that the whole of the submission be allowed DIC disallowed (tick one o, OR

| seek that the following parts of the submission be allowed/disallowed:
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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) | do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your

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

Please indicate whether you wish to make C) | do wish to make a joint case.

a joint case at the hearing if others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate box: OC | do not wish to make a joint case.
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Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission:
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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 ofSchedule 1, Resource ManagementAct 199]

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review

The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday,26June2024, at Spm

To: Upper Hutt City Council

Nameofperson making further submission:[full name]
Condou pac ld Zee atesThis is a further submission in Opposition to a submission on the following plan changeproposedto the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):

e Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PCS0)

Tam [select one or moreoftheSollowing]—

e aperson whohasan interest in the proposalthat is greater than the interest thegeneral public has because:

a:my property is located next to or near the GTC land and/or the Silverstreampur, or

/live in southern UpperHutt and I have concerns about how this proposalwill affect my wayoflife due to such things as the increasesin traffic
volume, potential stormwater run off, or loss of visual amenity, or

o I live in Upper Hutt and I am concernedabout the lack of any detailed
information for public consultation provided by Submitter 162 and the
impactthat such a large and significant zone change could have on our city,or

° a person representing a relevant aspect ofthe public interest, namely:
o climate change, or

© environmentalsustainability, or

o stormwater managementand flood control, or

o traffic management, and/orthe promotion ofactive transport modes, or
o someother relevant aspect

41 oppose the submission of:

Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and the
Goodwin Estate Trust (Submitter Number 162)
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Theparticular parts ofthe submission I oppose are:

[clearly indicate which parts ofthe original submission you oppose, together with any

relevantprovisions ofthe proposal].

The reasons for my opposition are: [give reasons].

A € £d-aet a
(:€ea style C T--t4<)
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I seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed:

L wish or do not wish to be heard in support ofmy further submission.

*]f others make a similar submission,I will consider presenting a joint case with them at

a hearing.

*Delete if you would notconsider presenting a joint case.

Signature of person making further submission .../%....--Bteatsasie

(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)

Contact person: [name and designation, ifapplicable]

Geordon ace a fh1cJ.4tess

Note to person making further submission - A copy ofyour further submission must be served on the

original submitter within 5 working daysafter it is served on the local authority.

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

at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (orpart ofthe submission):

e it is frivolous or vexatious:

e it discloses no reasonable or relevant case:

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

e itcontains offensive language:

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

prepared by a person whois not independentor whodoes not have sufficient specialised knowledge

or skill to give expert advice on the matter



Form 6

Further Submission
in opposition to a submission on notified proposed plan change to Upper Hutt

City Council District Plan
Clause 8 ofSchedule 1, Resource ManagementAct 1991

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review

The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26Jume2024,at5pm

To: Upper Hutt City Council

Nameofperson making further submission:[ful] name] Nec Gel dard

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following plan change
proposedto the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):

e Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PC50)

I am /select one or more ofthefollowing]—

* aperson who hasan interest in the proposalthat is greater than the interest the
general public has because:

o my property is located next to or near the GTC land and/orthe Silverstream
Spur, or

(91 live in southern Upper Hutt and I have concerns about howthis proposal
will affect my way oflife due to such thingsas the increasesin traffic
ifnpotential stormwater run off, or loss of visual amenity, or

(9% I live in Upper Hutt and I am concernedaboutthe lack of any detailed
information for public consultation provided by Submitter 162 and the
impactthat 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

© environmental sustainability, or

o stormwater managementandflood control, or

o traffic management, and/or the promotion ofactive transport modes,or

o someother relevant aspect

I oppose the submission of:

Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and the
Goodwin Estate Trust (Submitter Number 162)
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The particular parts ofthe submission I opposeare:

[clearly indicate which parts ofthe original submission you oppose, together with any

iae,aeonatapord edu Cm cay‘ (COCO

(2 [SSI #UD) fret carci ci 2 fle Zoning

The reasons for my opposition are: [give reasons]. of teri’ [And fron.
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YeeI seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed:

I wish exdenetwish to be heard in support ofmy further submission.

eeothers 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 ofperson making further submission | ze) u ord =

(or person authorised to sign on behalf

ofperson making further submission)    (A signatureis not required ifyou make your submission by electronic means.)

Electronic address for service ofperson making further submission (email)

Telephone:

Postal address:

Contact person: [name and designation, ifapplicable]

Note to person making further submission - A copyofyour further submission must be served on the

original submitter within 5 working daysafterit is served on the local authority.

Please note that your submission (or part ofyour submission) may bestruck outifthe authority is satisfied that

at least 1 ofthe following applies to the submission (or part ofthe submission):

e it is frivolous or vexatious:

e it discloses no reasonable or relevant case:

e it would be an abuse ofthe hearingprocess 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 whois not independent or whodoesnot have sufficient specialised knowledge

or skill to give expert advice on the matter



Form 6

Further Submission
in opposition to a submission on notified proposed plan change to Upper Hutt

City Council District Plan
Clause ofSchedule 1, Resource Management Act 199]

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review

Theclosing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26June2024, atSpm

To: Upper Hutt City Council

Nameof person making further submission: [ful] name]

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following plan change
proposedto the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):

e Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PC50)

I am [select one or more ofthefollowing]—

e aperson whohas an interest in the proposalthat is greater than the interest the
general public has because:

wt myproperty is located next to or near the GTC land and/or the Silverstream
Spur, or

o I live in southern Upper Hutt and I have concerns about how this proposal
will affect my way oflife due to such thingsas theincreasesin traffic
volume,potential stormwaterrunoff, or loss of visual amenity, or

o I live in Upper Hutt and I am concerned aboutthelack of any detailed
information for public consultation provided by Submitter 162 and the
impactthat such a large and significant zone change could have onourcity,
or

* aperson representing a relevant aspect of the public interest, namely:

o climate change, or

© environmental sustainability, or

o stormwater management and flood control, or

o traffic management, and/or the promotionof active transport modes, or

o someother relevant aspect

I oppose the submission of:

Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and the
Goodwin Estate Trust (Submitter Number 162)
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Theparticular parts of the submission I opposeare:
[clearly indicate whichparts ofthe original submission you oppose, together with any
relevant provisions ofthe proposal].

Aecess $9 new op mew
The reasons for my opposition are: [give reasons]. ‘

Erosion
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I seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed:

Iwishornotto be heard in support ofmy further submission.

“Ifanak€similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at
a g.
*Delete if you would not consider presenting a jointcase.

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

Date QT 6/2Q¢

 

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

Electronic address for service of person making further submission (email)

Email:

Telephone:

 
Contact person: [name and designation, ifapplicable]

o ™~

H Ajto)
Note to person making further submission - A copy ofyour further submission must be served on the
original submitter within 5 working daysafterit is served on the local authority.

Please note that your submission (or part ofyour submission) may bestruck outifthe authority is satisfied that
at least 1 of the following applies to the submission(orpart ofthe submission):

e it is frivolous or vexatious:

e it discloses no reasonable orrelevant case:

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

e it contains offensive language:

¢ it is supported only by material that purports to be independentexpert evidence, but has been

prepared by a person whois not independentor who doesnothave sufficient specialised knowledge

orskill to give expert advice on the matter



Form 6

Further Submission
in opposition to a submission onnotified proposedplan change to Upper Hutt

City Council District Plan
Clause 8 ofSchedule 1, Resource ManagementAct 1991

Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review

The closing date for further submissions is Wednesday, 26June2024, at Spm

To: Upper Hutt City Council

Nameofperson making further submission:[full name]

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following plan change
proposedto the Operative District Plan for Upper Hutt (the proposal):

e Proposed Plan Change 50 — Rural Chapter Review (PC50)

I am [select one or more ofthefollowing]—

e aperson whohasan interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the
general public has because:

A my property is located next to or near the GTC land and/orthe Silverstream
Spur, or

o live in southern Upper Hutt and I have concerns abouthow this proposal
will affect my wayoflife due to such things as the increasesin traffic
volume, potential stormwater run off, or loss of visual amenity, or

o 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 andsignificant zone change could have on our city,
or

e aperson representing a relevant aspect of the public interest, namely:

o climate change, or

© environmental sustainability, or

o stormwater managementandflood control, or

o traffic management, and/or the promotion ofactive transport modes,or

o some other relevant aspect

I oppose the submissionof:

Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited and the
Goodwin Estate Trust (Submitter Number 162)
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Theparticular parts ofthe submission I opposeare:
[clearly indicate which parts ofthe original submission you oppose, together with any
relevantprovisions ofthe proposal].
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The reasons for my opposition are: [give reasons]. IKE?

I seek that the whole of the submission be disallowed:

I wish or do not wishto be heard in support ofmy further submission.

*If others make a similar submission,I will consider presenting a joint case with them at
a hearing.
*Delete ifyou would not consider presenting a joint

   
Signature of person making further submission ....../......20[... cc cc ecececececececeeneeeeees

(or person authorised to sign on behalf
ofperson making further submission)

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

Electronic address for service ofpersonae further submission (email)

 Telephone:
Postal address: . cc cccccncecencensecescecenceceseecenees

Contact person: [name and designation, ifapplicable]

WHR MEP
Note to person making further submission - A copyofyour further submission must be served on the

original submitter within 5 working daysafter it is served on the local authority.

Please note that your submission (or part ofyour submission) maybestruck outifthe authority is satisfied that

at least 1 of the following applies to the submission (orpart ofthe submission):

e it is frivolous or vexatious:

e it discloses no reasonableor relevant case:

e it would be an abuseofthe 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

preparedby a person whois not independent or whodoes not have sufficient specialised knowledge

or skill to give expert advice on the matter
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UpperHuttCity 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
 

q : The closing date for further submissions is Thursday, 26 June 2024, at 5pm +)
 

 

To UpperHutt 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 copyof this further submission must also be servedion the original submitter

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

 

Details of submitter
 

Whena personor group makesa further submission on a Proposed Plan Changethis is public information. By making a further submission your personaldetails,

including your nameand 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.

NAMEOF SUBMITTER A VAR Man e agSG

rosmsooressorsvmme
.

AGENTACTING FOR SUBMITTER(IF APPLICABLE)
 

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)
 

 

CONTACT TELEPHONE — CONTACT EMAIL

lam (pleasetick all that apply @):

C) A personrepresenting a relevant
aspect of the public interest PLEASE SPECIFY THE GROUNDSFOR SAYING YOU COME WITHIN THIS CATEGORY

(Aperson whohas an interestin the Lam a reSidant of Silveltreo, aLOPONE Payer, iho
 

é' iMtese SF IA easyiy, hat is Housiorproposalthat is greater than the has wa(very Koon ‘e
general public has mesSPECIFY Felfwese omGoteeliShed,duae proe
 

OC The local authority for the relevant area
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Details of further submission
 

To support ©) / (Y%oppose (tick one @) the submissionof:

usmmsann Cori ldfoed Timbor Gupony Limited, Slvedtream
POSTAL ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER Forot Linn ited and Croodnintitle Trulft

The particular parts of their submission that | support or opposeare:

The by = paSsing of eMleblithed due procesl which bas limbed
Hho. publics “ocbility fp allel! and redpond te ike prapoted
change in the zoning of lond pasce (( cx tho bistrick Flan
porticularly on Che Tully of Pilresireaan and linelawen,

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 reasonsfor my support or opposition are:

The lack of CanSposcacy aA the Gre ard OH
wrooliads ow? ad agreement to dase.
the lack of GafGc hadoltive , infraSeructure Planning ol Oe

environment aSmont thal wold be Stalhwr Healby 0 landoanor
ceeky ro Ow f (an Change ; PLEASE GIVE PRECISE DETAILS AND USE ADDITIONAL PAPER IF NECESSARY

| seek that the whole of the submission be allowed C) /(iaisallowed (tick one %) OR

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

On fre ArredD Chol duke poo hao nob bon
Col lowedby Ctc ec OH, OTC. tp ao back fo tho

beaimning QCow prwoke plan change , oad pay br tus
Uvomselves.

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) | do wish to be heard in support of my submission.

to be heard in support of your

submission (tick appropriate box ~’): CA do not wish to be heard in support of my submission.

Please indicate whether you wish to make C) | do wish to make a joint case.

a joint case at the hearing if others make a

similar submission (tick appropriate box™): Nido 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:

comme oft M nyt d wn 2)-Tunw LO2Y-



239







Further Submission on Plan Change 50 from Pinehaven Progressive Association 

President: Kate Hunter 

1. 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.

2. 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.

3. 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.

4. 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.

5. 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..

6. 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”.

b. “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)

c. 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).

b. 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.

c. There is only a 50% probability of annual population growth of 0.8-1.7%pa
over the next 30 years (p.27).

d. 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).

e. 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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