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Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

(Vivien) Jane Kirkcaldie and Denis Maxwell Kirkcaldie

Sub No / Plan Part / Sub-part /

Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision y 9
455.1 General / Other / Other |Oppose Opposes the creation of canyons within the submitters' area (the Botanic Gardens and|Not specified.
/ Other Bolton St Cemetery, the motorway and the cable car track), from multi-floor buildings.

Considers that the area is steep and hilly, subject to seismic activity as the city in
general, and the service infrastructure is old.

455.2 General / Other / Other |Not specified |Considers that functioning, well-maintained houses in our area built before the 1930s [Not specified.
/ Other should retain protection from demolition.

Considers that people have worked hard in their jobs to be able to choose single
dwellings to live

their lives in this area and they take pride and love in maintaining the houses and
gardens. These in

turn reflect the history and stories of our city.

455.3 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that Lower Kelburn Neighbourhood be recognised as a special character Seeks to rezone Lower Kelburn Neighbourhood as a special character area.
Rezone / Rezone area.
[Refer to original submission for full reason] [Inferred decision requested].
Date of export: 14/11/2022 Page 1of1



170 Wa keﬁeld L| mlted Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Sub No Plan Part / Sub-part
. / / . p / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
267.1 Part 3 / Commercial and |[Amend Considers it appropriate to increase the Height Control Area over 170 Wakefield Stin |Seeks to amend CCZ-S1 (Maximum height), Height Control Area 7 from 43.8m to 60m.
mixed use Zones / City order for the District Plan to be consistent with the NPS-UD, with respecting the
Centre Zone / CCZ-S1 WIAL1 designation. [Refer to original submission for full reason].
Date of export: 14/11/2022 Page 1 of 1



292 Main Road Limited

Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Sub No Plan Part / Sub-part
) / / ) p / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
105.1 General / Mapping / Amend Opposes 292 Main Road, Tawa being zoned as MRZ (Medium Density Residential Rezone 292 Main Road, Tawa from MRZ (Medium Density Residential Zone) to HRZ (High Density
Rezone / Rezone Zone) and seeks that it is rezoned as a HRZ (High Density Residential Zone). Residential Zone).
The site is within 700m walking distance from Lindon Station in Tawa which is a rapid
transit stop and is therefore within a walkable catchment.
W(CC Spatial Plan puts the site within NPS-UD Policy 3 (c) areas.
[Refer to original submission for full reason]
105.2 Part 1 / National Amend Considers that the WCC definition of walking speed at 4.86km/hr is slow and Seeks that the PDP interpretation of Policy 3 of the UPS-UD (Walkable Catchments) assumes a
Direction Instruments determined by a small sample size. 4.8km/hr to 5km/hr as recommended by Waka Kotahi.
Subpart / National
Direction Instruments / Waka Kotahi has a much larger amount of data and their walking speeds should be
National Policy respected.
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement
105.3 Part 3 / Residential Oppose Opposes 292 Main Road, Tawa (The site) being zoned as MRZ (Medium Density Seeks that 292 Main Road, Tawa is rezoned to HRZ (High Density Residential Zone).
Zones / Medium Density Residential Zone).
Residential Zone /
General MRZ Considers that the site is within 700m walking distance from Lindon Station in Tawa
which is a rapid transit stop and is therefore within a walkable catchment.
W(CC Spatial Plan puts the site within NPS-UD Policy 3 (c) areas.
[Refer to original submission for full reasons]
105.4 Part 3 / Residential Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission.] Amend Height Limit at 292 Main Road, Tawa to a height that allows 6 storeys to be built.

Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
S2

Date of export: 14/11/2022
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350 Wellington

Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Infrastructure and
Transport / Renewable
Electricity Generation /
REG-P13

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
396.1 Part 2 / Energy Not specified [Supports the enabling and encouraging small and community-scale renewable energy |Not specified.
Infrastructure and generation projects.
Transport / Renewable
Electricity Generation /
General REG
396.2 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that the wording in REG-P7 (Community-scale renewable electricity Amend REG-P7 (Community-scale renewable electricity generation activities within other zones,
Infrastructure and generation activities within other zones, locations and Overlays) should be amended |locations and Overlays) as follows:
Transport / Renewable to be more permissive and less restrictive, in line with other REG policies, regarding
Electricity Generation / community-scale generation projects outside of the General Rural Zone. Onbyrallew-Provide for community-scale renewable energy generation activities in other zones,
REG-P7 locations and Overlays where:
The wording in REG-P7, "Only allow community-scale renewable energy generation
activities", currently means that approval for these projects must prove why they
should be allowed as opposed to being evaluated for if there is cause to disallow them
or require amendments. This is in contrast with wording in the majority of REG
policies which is to "provide for" various scale renewable energy generation projects.
REG-P7 projects should have wording to "Provide for" them, unless through the
consenting process it is found that they are at odds with the restrictions outlined.
396.3 Part 2 / Energy Support in Support the restrictions in REG-P7 (Community-scale renewable electricity generation |Retain REG-P7 (Community-scale renewable electricity generation activities within other zones,
Infrastructure and part activities within other zones, locations and Overlays) as outlined to protect natural locations and Overlays) as notified, subject to wording changes suggested by this submission.
Transport / Renewable and cultural environments from adverse affects of such projects.
Electricity Generation /
REG-P7
396.4 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that the wording in REG-P13 should be stronger in regards to encouraging [Amend REG-P13 (Energy efficient subdivision and development) as follows:

responsible subdivision design enhancing sustainability of energy access in new
subdivisions.

Considers that the Council can take a stronger position towards incentivising
responsible design of sustainable energy provision in subdivisions and other large
scale development projects.

Eneedrage-Incentivise subdivision and development to be designed so that buildings can utilise
energy and conservation measures, including by orientation to the sun and the use of energy
efficient materials, to assist in improving energy efficiency and reducing energy consumption.

Date of export: 14/11/2022
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Aaron Chester

Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Subpart / Schedules /
SCHEDS - Significant
Natural Areas

criteria used to assign SNA's.

The area is manmade. The land has high human impact and has never had livestock
excluded from it.

There is no original or significant native flora in the area.

The SNA will prevent the construction of a planned disabled access to the house for
elderly relatives and the intended planting of natives.

Sub No Plan Part / Sub-part
) / / ) p / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
6.1 Part 4 / Schedules Support Considers that the Northern part SNA on 215 Takapu Road does not meet any of the 5 |Seeks that 215 Takapu Road is retained as notified - with no Significant Natural Area.
Subpart / Schedules / criteria used to assign SNA's.
SCHEDS8 — Significant
Natural Areas The area is manmade. The land has high human impact and has never had livestock
excluded from it.
There is no original or significant native flora in the area. [Refer to original submission
for full details of current vegetation].
The SNA will prevent the construction of a planned disabled access to the house for
elderly relatives and the intended planting of natives.
6.2 Part 4 / Schedules Support Considers that the Southern part SNA on 215 Takapu Road does not meet any of the 5 [Seeks that 215 Takapu Road is retained as notified - with no Significant Natural Area.

Date of export: 14/11/2022
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Abby and Amos Leota

Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Zones / High Density
Residential Zone /
General HRZ

this proposed high density Northern Linden, Tawa area (from Coates street walkway
back to Wall Park) apart from Wall Park which is on a hillside and adjacent to the new
Kenepuru Link Road to Transmission Gully.

This area is surrounded by the Kenepuru industrial area and Transmission Gully,
impacting beautification, and increasing noise and air pollution.

A lack of Open Space impacts the quality of life for residents.

Sub No Plan Part / Sub-part
) / / ) p / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
27.1 General / Other / Other [Not specified |Considers that the current demographics (Census, 2018) for the Northern Linden, Not specified.
/ Other Tawa area (from Coates street walkway back to Wall Park) have not been considered.
[refer to original submission for full reason].
27.2 Part 3 / Residential Oppose Opposes the zoning of the Northern Linden, Tawa area (from Coates street walkway [Seeks that the northern Linden, Tawa area is rezoned to Medium Density Residential Area
Zones / High Density back to Wall Park) as a High Density Residential Zone. [Inferred decision requested].
Residential Zone /
General HRZ Considers that the walking access of the Northern Linden, Tawa area (from Coates
street walkway back to Wall Park) to basic amenities is poor. Linden Shops is over
800m (of hillside) walking distance and access to Keneperu Station is difficult.
Considers that the two road entry/exit points (Coates Avenue and Handyside Street
via Collins Ave) to service the Northern Linden, Tawa area (from Coates street
walkway back to Wall Park) have poor visibility, are narrow, and only one side of both
streets have a footpath.
The Coates Avenue intersection has issues with the pedestrian crossing safety.
Considers that the high-density rating of the Northern Linden, Tawa area (from Coates
street walkway back to Wall Park) is inconsistent with other urban areas. Other
locations in Linden which are within 5-10 minutes from a railway station are zoned
differently e.g. Handyside Street with better access to amenities and the station and
more suitable for high-density is 11m.
27.3 Part 3 / Residential Not specified [Considers that there are no available provisions for additional Open Space zones in Not specified.
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Adam King

Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
246.1 General / Mapping / Oppose in part|Opposes the zoning of 12a Parliament Street as Medium Density Residential. Retain as notified with amendment below.
Rezone / Rezone
246.2 General / Mapping / Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks to add retain Operative District Plan zoning of the Inner Residential Zone for 12a Parliament
Rezone / Rezone Street.
246.3 Part 4 / Schedules Oppose in part|Oppose the Inclusion of 12A Parliament Street, Thorndon, Wellington in the Ascot Retain as notified with amendment below.
Subpart / Schedules / Street Heritage Area.
SCHED3 — Heritage [Refer to original submission for full reason]
Areas
246.4 Part 4 / Schedules Amend Considers Historic Heritage Area Evaluation report provided refers to Seeks to remove 12a Parliament St (Legal Description Part Lot 8 DP 632 and Part Section 522 Town

Subpart / Schedules /
SCHED3 — Heritage
Areas

properties within the proposed heritage area as having characteristics which are not
consistent with that of 12A Parliament Street.

of Wellington) from Heritage Area 46 - Ascot Street, Hill Street, Glenbervie Terrace, Parliament
Street, Sydney Street West, Tinakori Road.
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AdamSOI"IShaW Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter
Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
137.1 Part 2 / Subdivision Amend Considers that SUB-S2 should be clarified to refer to new vacant allotments. Amend SUB-S2 (Water supply) to specifically refer to new vacant allotments.
chapter / Subdivision /
SUB-S2 An allotment created around an existing dwelling (i.e.. not a vacant allotment) will not
create an adverse effects on the existing water supply arrangement currently serving
the existing house. Therefore, upgrades to the existing water supply arrangement (to
meet current standards by Wellington Water Limited) cannot be required in the form
of a condition of the subdivision consent as per Section 108AA(1)(b)(i) of the Resource
Management Act. The existing water supply arrangement servicing the existing
dwelling on the allotment (as long as the dwelling is to remain as part of the
subdivision) can be retained in full.
137.2 Part 2 / Subdivision Amend Considers that SUB-S2 should be clarified to ensure that existing water supply Amend SUB-S2 (Water supply) to add a point to ensure that existing water supply arrangements
chapter / Subdivision / arrangements continuing to serve an existing dwelling as part of the subdivision can  [continuing to serve an existing dwelling as part of the subdivision can be retained in full.
SUB-S2 be retained in full.
137.3 Part 2 / Subdivision Amend Considers that SUB-S3 should be clarified to refer to new vacant allotments. Amend SUB-S3 (Wastewater disposal) to specifically refer to new vacant allotments.
chapter / Subdivision /
SUB-S3 An allotment created around an existing dwelling (i.e.. not a vacant allotment) will not
create an adverse effects on the existing wastewater system/connection currently
serving the existing house. Therefore, upgrades to the existing wastewater
system/connection (to meet current standards by Wellington Water Limited) cannot
be required in the form of a condition of the subdivision consent as per Section
108AA(1)(b)(i) of the Resource Management Act. The existing wastewater
system/connection servicing the existing dwelling on the allotment (as long as the
dwelling is to remain as part of the subdivision) can be retained in full.
137.4 Part 2 / Subdivision Amend Considers that SUB-S3 should be clarified to ensure that existing wastewater Amend SUB-S3 (Wastewater disposal) to add a point to ensure that existing wastewater
chapter / Subdivision / system/connection continuing to serve an existing dwelling as part of the subdivision |system/connection continuing to serve an existing dwelling as part of the subdivision can be
SUB-S3 can be retained in full. retained in full.
137.5 Part 2 / Subdivision Amend Considers that SUB-S4 should be clarified to refer to new vacant allotments. Amend SUB-S4 (Stormwater management) to specifically refer to new vacant allotments.
chapter / Subdivision /
SUB-S4 An allotment created around an existing dwelling (i.e.. not a vacant allotment) will not
create an adverse effects on the existing stormwater system/connection currently
serving the existing house. Therefore, upgrades to the existing stormwater
system/connection (to meet current standards by Wellington Water Limited) cannot
be required in the form of a condition of the subdivision consent as per Section
108AA(1)(b)(i) of the Resource Management Act. The existing stormwater
system/connection servicing the existing dwelling on the allotment (as long as the
dwelling is to remain as part of the subdivision) can be retained in full.
137.6 Part 2 / Subdivision Amend Considers that SUB-S4 should be clarified to ensure that existing stormwater Amend SUB-S4 (Stormwater management) to add a point to ensure that existing stormwater
chapter / Subdivision / system/connection continuing to serve an existing dwelling as part of the subdivision |system/connection continuing to serve an existing dwelling as part of the subdivision can be
SUB-S4 can be retained in full. retained in full.
137.7 Part 2 / Subdivision Amend Considers that SUB-S4 should be clarified to reflect that subdivisions can involve Amend SUB-54.2 (Stormwater management) as follows:
chapter / Subdivision / creating allotments around existing dwellings. Allotments that contain existing
SUB-S4 dwellings do not need to be provided with hydraulic neutrality. This is because the 2. All subdivisions creating vacant allotments must achieve hydraulic neutrality; and
dwelling existed prior to the subdivision and so the subdivision is not increasing the
stormwater runoff on this allotment.
137.8 Part 2 / Subdivision Amend Considers that SUB-S4 should be clarified to reflect that allotments that contain Amend SUB-54.2 (Stormwater management) to include a note pointing out that existing dwellings

chapter / Subdivision /
SUB-S4

existing dwellings do not need to be provided with hydraulic neutrality.

do not require hydraulic neutrality.
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AdamSOI"IShaW Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter
Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
137.9 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that MRZ-S4 should be amended as the current standards in the Operative |Amend MRZ-S4 (Boundary setbacks) so that the front setback is 1.5 metres, or 10 metres less half
Zones / Medium Density District Plan are more permissive than the PDP yard/setback standards. the width of the road, which ever is the lesser.
Residential Zone / MRZ-
sS4
137.10 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that MRZ-S4 should be amended as the current standards in the Operative |Amend MRZ-S4 (Boundary setbacks) so that there is no side or rear yard setback requirement
Zones / Medium Density District Plan are more permissive than the PDP yard/setback standards. except that, a minimum width of 1 metre must be maintained between buildings where a
Residential Zone / MRZ- residential building (other than an accessory building) on an adjoining site is sited less than 1
S4 metre from the boundary.
137.11 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that MRZ-S7 is one of the main limitations to intensification of development|Amend MRZ-57.3.a (Outlook space (per unit)) so that, if possible, the depth of the outlook space is
Zones / Medium Density and dwelling density in the established residential areas as the requirement to provide |reduced to 3m from 4m.
Residential Zone / MRZ- a 4m deep outlook space is too much.
S7
Considers that the depth of the outlook space should be reduced to 3m so that the
complying outdoor living space can double as outlook space.
137.12 Part 3 / Residential Support in Considers that the 4m width requirement is ok in MRZ-S7. Retain the MRZ-S7 (Outlook space (per unit)) 4m width requirement as notified.
Zones / Medium Density |part
Residential Zone / MRZ-
S7
137.13 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that HRZ-S4 should be amended as the current standards in the Operative |Amend HRZ-S4 (Boundary setbacks) so that the front yard setback is 1 metre.
Zones / High Density District Plan for the corresponding zone are more permissive than the PDP
Residential Zone / HRZ- yard/setback standards.
S4
The front yard setback should be 1 metre as it is in the ODP for the inner residential
zone.
137.14 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that HRZ-S4 should be amended as the current standards in the Operative |Amend HRZ-S4 (Boundary setbacks) so that there is no side or rear yard setback requirement

Zones / High Density
Residential Zone / HRZ-
S4

District Plan for the corresponding zone are more permissive than the PDP
yard/setback standards.

except that, a minimum width of 1 metre must be maintained between buildings where a
residential building (other than an accessory building) on an adjoining site is sited less than 1
metre from the boundary.
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Aggregate and Quarry Association

Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Direction / City
Economy Knowledge
and Prosperity / CEKP-
05

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
303.1 Part 1/ Interpretation |[Support The definition for Earthworks is supported. Retain 'Earthworks' definition as notified.
Subpart / Definitions /
EARTHWORKS
303.2 General / Whole PDP / [Not specified |Considers that aggregate is essential for the construction sector, for housing and Not specified.
Whole PDP / Whole PDP transport infrastructure and for climate change adaptation.
303.3 General / Whole PDP / [Not specified |Considers that it is important that the PDP does not shut off access to potential Seeks that the Proposed District Plan identifies where rock for aggregate is located and protects
Whole PDP / Whole PDP aggregate sources to provide for Wellington's current and future construction needs. |those areas from other development and alternative land uses.
As aggregate is expensive to transport, sources of this need to be close to the place of
construction.
303.4 General / Whole PDP / [Support in Considers that while the provisions in the Special Purpose Quarry Zone are Seeks a statement that where conflicts between the Special Purpose Quarry Zone provisions and
Whole PDP / Whole PDP|part appropriate as they are enabling of quarry activities, there are some potential other Proposed District Plan provisions occur, the Special Purpose Quarry Zone provisions prevail.
conflicts with other parts of the PDP.
303.5 General / Mapping / Support The zoning of the Horokiwi Quarry as a Special Purpose Quarry Zone is supported. Retain Horokiwi Quarry as a Special Purpose Quarry Zone.
Mapping General /
Mapping General
303.6 General / Mapping / Not specified [Considers that the SNA, SAL and CE overlays have the potential to impact quarrying Seeks flexibility for quarrying activities in overlay areas.
AllOverlays / Overlays activities both inside and outside the Special Purpose Quarry Zone, with two general
General concerns:
1. While quarrying activity within an overlay is not always disallowed/impossible, the
provisions within them are very restrictive.
2. It is not certain that in all cases the overlay status is warranted.
303.7 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that the Coastal Environment overlay is a barrier to new or Amend the Coastal Environment Overlay to remove overlaps with the Special Purpose Quarry
AllOverlays / Overlays expanding quarries near State Highway 2, which runs along much of the available Zone.
General rocks of the Wellington faultline. In particular the overlay overlaps
with the Quarry Zone and the Horokiwi Quarry site and needs to be adjusted to avoid
interfering with new and existing workings.
303.8 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that the Coastal Environment overlay is a barrier to new or Amend the Coastal Environment Overlay to enable access to aggregate further away from the
AllOverlays / Overlays expanding quarries near State Highway 2, which runs along much of the available coast.
General rocks of the Wellington faultline. The overlay extends too far from the coast and does
not provide the right balance between coastal protection and enabling access to
aggregate.
303.9 Part 1/ Interpretation [Support The definition for Quarry is supported. Retain 'Quarry' definition as notified.
Subpart / Definitions /
QUARRY
303.10 Part 1/ Interpretation [Support The definition for Quarrying activities is supported. Retain 'Quarrying Activities' definition as notified.
Subpart / Definitions /
QUARRYING ACTIVITIES
303.11 Part 2 / Strategic Amend Considers that CEKP-O5 should make mention quarrying as a strategically important  [Amend Strategic Objective 5 in City Economy Knowledge and Prosperity to reference quarrying as

asset.

a strategically important asset.
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Aggregate and Quarry Association

Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

General Rural Zone /
GRUZ-P4

activities in the General Rural Zone where it can be demonstrated that the adverse
effects can be managed through industry best practice, management plans,
monitoring and self-reporting.

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
303.12 Part 2 / Energy Not specified [Considers that it is important that the PDP does not shut off access to potential Seeks that the Proposed District Plan provisions enable the importation of aggregate from other
Infrastructure and aggregate sources to provide for Wellington's current and future construction needs. |areas outside of the Wellington City Council jurisdiction.
Transport / Transport /
General TR As aggregate is expensive to transport, sources of this need to be close to the place of
construction.
303.13 Part 2 / Hazards and Not specified [Considers that it is important that the PDP does not shut off access to potential Seeks that the Proposed District Plan provisions do not rule out quarries along the faultline.
Risks / Natural Hazards / aggregate sources to provide for Wellington's current and future construction needs.
General NH
As aggregate is expensive to transport, sources of this need to be close to the place of
construction.
303.14 Part 2 / Natural and Support ECO-P1 is supported as it provides for an effects management hierarchy for land Retain ECO-P1 (Protection of significant natural areas) as notified.
Environmental Values / development, including offsetting and compensation, within Significant Natural Areas.
Ecosystems and
Indigenous Biodiversity
/ ECO-P1
303.15 Part 2 / Natural and Amend Considers that ECO-P2 is unlikely to apply to quarrying activities. Adding a point that [Amend ECO-P2 (Appropriate vegetation removal in significant natural areas) to add a sub-point
Environmental Values / enables vegetation clearance where the existing activity is a legal activity will achieve |enabling vegetation clearance where the existing activity is a legal activity.
Ecosystems and the right balance between protection of appropriate vegetation and allowing essential
Indigenous Biodiversity economic activities.
/ ECO-P2
303.16 Part 2 / General District [Amend Considers that CE-P1 only focuses on urban development and should be amended to |CE-P1 (Identification of the coastal environment and of high coastal natural character areas within
wide Matters / Coastal refer to existing lawful activities such as quarries. the coastal environment) should be amended to refer to existing lawful activities such as quarries.
Environment / CE-P1
303.17 Part 2 / General District [Support The Earthworks chapter is supported as it specifies that Earthworks provisions do not [Retain the comment in the Earthworks chapter that states "the provisions in this chapter do not
wide Matters / apply to quarrying activities provided for in the Special Purpose Quarry Zone. It is apply to quarrying activities provided for in the Special Purpose Quarry Zone" as notified.
Earthworks / General important to make this clear to avoid confusion and potential duplication and
EW inconsistency, given quarrying is a unique activity distinct from earthworks. It is right
that quarrying should be specifically addressed elsewhere through the relevant zone
rules separate from earthworks.
303.18 Part 3 / Rural Zones / Support in Supports the reference in GRUZ-01 with respect to the purpose of the GRUZ being to |Retain Objective 1 of General Rural Zone with amendment.
General Rural Zone / part support its functional need.
GRUZ-01
303.19 Part 3 / Rural Zones / Amend Considers that GRUZ-01 excludes quarrying and mining activities. The definition of Amend Objective 1 of General Rural Zone to replace the mention of "rural activities" with "primary
General Rural Zone / Rural Activities mentioned in GRUZ-01 specifically excludes "quarrying and mining production”.
GRUZ-01 activities", which may inadvertently rule provision for them out of the General Rural
Zone. Using the term ‘primary production’ instead of ‘rural activities’ could be one
way to address this, as quarrying is included within the definition of primary
production.
303.20 Part 3 / Rural Zones / Support GRUZ-P4 is supported, especially sub-point 5 which specifically allows quarrying Retain GRUZ-P4 (Potentially compatible activities) as notified.
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Aggregate and Quarry Association

Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Zones / Quarry Zone /
General QUARZ

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
303.21 Part 3 / Rural Zones / Support GRUZ-P5 is supported as it provides for adequate site rehabilitation. Retain GRUZ-P5 (Quarrying and mining site rehabilitation) as notified.
General Rural Zone / Aggregate extraction is a temporary land-use whereby the aggregate material is
GRUZ-P5 extracted and processed before the area is rehabilitated to a former use, or an
alternative and/or enhanced use. Responsible environmental management using best
practice approaches is an integral part of any aggregate extraction and processing
venture.
303.22 Part 3 / Rural Zones / Support GRUZ-R12 is supported as it provides a 'Discretionary’ activity status for quarrying or |Retain GRUZ-R12 (Quarrying or mining activities) as notified.
General Rural Zone / mining activities in the General Rural Zone.
GRUZ-R12
303.23 Part 3 / Special Purpose [Not specified [Considers that it is important that the PDP does not shut off access to potential Seeks that the Proposed District Plan provisions do not unreasonably curtail the expansion or
Zones / Quarry Zone / aggregate sources to provide for Wellington's current and future construction needs. |establishment of quarries.
General QUARZ
As aggregate is expensive to transport, sources of this need to be close to the place of
construction.
303.24 Part 3 / Special Purpose [Not specified [Considers that it is important that the PDP does not shut off access to potential Seeks that the Proposed District Plan provisions do not preclude the potential development of
Zones / Quarry Zone / aggregate sources to provide for Wellington's current and future construction needs. [new quarries in areas outside the Special Purpose Quarry Zone.
General QUARZ
As aggregate is expensive to transport, sources of this need to be close to the place of
construction.
303.25 Part 3 / Special Purpose [Support Supports the Special Purpose Quarry Zone as it stands for Wellington's existing Retain the 'Special Purpose - Quarry Zone' Chapter as notified.

quarries.
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. Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter
Aimee Poy
Sub No Plan Part / Sub-part
) / / ) p / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
272.1 Part 4 / Schedules Oppose Opposes the church at 24 Donald McLean Street being included in SCHED1 - Heritage |Remove item 490 (Former Primitive Methodist Church) from SCHED1 - Heritage Buildings.
Subpart / Schedules / buildings.
SCHED1 — Heritage
Buildings Considers that significant changes of appearance of the church building in the future
can't be made.
If it is heritage listed then the Church will not be able to carry out its vision for the
future and serve the local community.
The neighbouring properties adjacent to the Church will also be affected as this will
significantly alter the development potential.
Date of export: 14/11/2022 Page 1of1
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Airbnb

Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
126.1 General / Other / Other [Not specified |Considers that local districts and councils should take the opportunity to support Seeks that local districts and councils take the opportunity to support efforts to streamline and
/ Other efforts to streamline and simplify Residential Visitor Accommodation regulation at the |simplify Residential Visitor Accommodation regulation at the central government level.
central government level.
[Refer to original submission for full reasons].
126.2 General / Other / Other |Not specified |Considers that consistency for guests and hosts is important and that a national Seeks that a similar mechanism to the NSW Code of Conduct is employed as part of a national
/ Other approach is the most effective way to address these concerns. framework.
The NSW Code of Conduct is an example of a standardised approach with a robust
compliance and enforcement mechanism.
[Refer to original submission for full reasons].
126.3 General / Whole PDP / [Support Supports the permitted status for visitor accommodation in all zones. Retain provisions providing for visitor accommodation as an Permitted Activity in the PDP as
Whole PDP / Whole PDP notified.
[Inferred decision requested].
126.4 General / Whole PDP / |Not specified |Considers that home sharers must also be good neighbours and take the issues of Seeks that a standardised approach is utilised to assess impacts on amenity values from visitor
Whole PDP / Whole PDP managing wrongdoers seriously. This is why we are eager to work with governments [accommodation activities.
and communities on policies that address amenity concerns and have supported
frameworks to resolve issues.
[Refer to original submission for full reasons].
126.5 Part 1/ Interpretation [Amend Considers that the distinction visitor accommodation and residential visitor Clarify the distinction between visitor accommodation and residential visitor accommodation.
Subpart / Definitions / accommodation should be clarified as the former appears to encompass the latter.
RESIDENTAL VISITOR
ACCOMMODATION
126.6 Part 1/ Interpretation |Amend Considers that the distinction visitor accommodation and residential visitor Clarify the distinction between visitor accommodation and residential visitor accommodation.
Subpart / Definitions / accommodation should be clarified as the former appears to encompass the latter.
VISITOR
ACCOMMODATION
126.7 Part 3 / Residential Support Supports the approach to visitor accommodation in the residential zone. Retain MRZ-R6 (Visitor Accomodation) as notified.
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
R6
126.8 Part 3 / Residential Support Supports the approach to visitor accommodation in the residential zone. Retain HRZ-R6 (Visitor Accomodation) as notified.
Zones / High Density
Residential Zone / HRZ-
R6
126.9 Part 3 / Residential Support Supports the approach to visitor accommodation in the residential zone. Retain LLRZ-R3 (Visitor Accomodation) as notified.
Zones / Large Lot
Residential Zone / LLRZ-
R3
126.10 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Supports the permitted activity status for visitor accommodation in the Centres zones. |Retain provisions providing for visitor accommodation as an Permitted Activity in the Centres

mixed use Zones /
General point on
Commercial and mixed
use Zones / General
point on Commercial
and mixed use Zones

Areas as notified.

[Inferred decision requested].
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Airways Corporation of New Zealand Limited

Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / General
INF

Overlay' for ACNZ3 and ACNZ4, Airways needs the opportunity to adjust its technology
if required, to prevent planes being displaced.

Sub No Plan Part / Sub-part
) / / ) p / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
100.1 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that currently there are no provisions to protect against future Add a new 'Air Traffic Control' overlay with a 500m radius around the radar designation ACNZ3
AllOverlays / Overlays development or infrastructure occurring in close proximity to the radar designations |(Radar & Communications site Hawkins Hill - Section 5 S024952, Hawkins Hill, off Karepa Street,
General (ACNZ3 and ACNZ4) which may impact air traffic control services. Brooklyn).
ACNZ3 and ACNZ4 are both potential sites to replace the existing infrastructure as
part of Airways Corporation of New Zealand Limited's process of scoping replacement
Radar and Communications systems.
It is critical from a safety perspective that the radar designations are protected from
any adverse effects from nearby development.
As per the ICAO standard, a ‘buffer’ of 500m is required around radars to protect
against the adverse effects from wind turbines and buildings such as, skyscrapers,
large excavating works, communication towers.
[Refer to original submission for full reasons].
100.2 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that currently there are no provisions to protect against future Add a new 'Air Traffic Control Information Overlay' with a 500m radius around the radar
AllOverlays / Overlays development or infrastructure occurring in close proximity to the radar designations |designation ACNZ4 (Radar & Communications site Hawkins Hill - Section 1 & 2 S031242, Section 4
General (ACNZ3 and ACNZ4) which may impact air traffic control services. on S024952, Hawkins Hill, off Karepa Street, Brooklyn.).
ACNZ3 and ACNZ4 are both potential sites to replace the existing infrastructure as
part of Airways Corporation of New Zealand Limited's process of scoping replacement
Radar and Communications systems.
It is critical from a safety perspective that the radar designations are protected from
any adverse effects from nearby development.
As per the ICAO standard, a ‘buffer’ of 500m is required around radars to protect
against the adverse effects from wind turbines and buildings such as, skyscrapers,
large excavating works, communication towers.
[Refer to original submission for full reasons].
100.3 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that in advance of any activity occurring within the new 'Air Traffic Control |Seeks that the planning maps are updated to show a new 'Air Traffic Control Information Overlay'
Infrastructure and Overlay' for ACNZ3 and ACNZ4, Airways needs the opportunity to adjust its technology|for ACNZ3 and ACNZ4 which would require plan users to consult with Airways before undertaking
Transport / if required, to prevent planes being displaced. an activity within the overlay.
Infrastructure / General
INF
100.4 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that in advance of any activity occurring within the new 'Air Traffic Control |If the new 'Air Traffic Control Information Overlay' for ACNZ3 and ACNZ4 does not require plan

users to consult with Airways, alternatively:

Seeks that the planning maps are updated to allow for a new ‘Air Traffic Control Overlay’ with
associated changes to the plan provisions to include specific restrictions and/or consultation
requirements for development and infrastructure within the overlay.
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Alan Fairless

Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
242.1 General / Other / Other [Support Supports the submission for LIVE Wellington. Supports the submission of LIVE Wellington.
/ Other
[See Submission 155 - LIVE Wellington].
242.2 General / Other / Other [Not specified |Considers that innovative models for public and private investment working together [Seeks that the District Plan identify key potential actors and development partnerships to achieve
/ Other are needed to rapidly develop Wellington's large areas of underutilised land into high |an increased rate of development on underutilised land.
quality housing, greenspace, and small business facilities.
Current proposals only develop 14% of rezoned areas. LIVE Wellington want to see
partnerships that will develop at least 50% of underutilised land in the next ten years.
242.3 General / Whole PDP / |Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that the Proposed District Plan include an objective recognising the positive value of
Whole PDP / Whole PDP participation in decisions on an ongoing basis, and acknowledge that this is central to communities
being able to meet their needs on an ongoing basis.
242.4 General / Whole PDP / |Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that the Proposed District Plan include an objective reflecting the positive contributions
Whole PDP / Whole PDP heritage, character and quality design, and the ability to read stories in the urban landscape, make
to overall wellbeing.
242.5 General / Whole PDP / |Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that the detailed provisions of the District Plan be more rigorously tested against the
Whole PDP / Whole PDP objectives to ensure that chosen methods are the best options to deliver on the objectives of the
Plan.
242.6 General / Whole PDP / |Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that the District Plan sets out a clear sequence for intensification that aligns with the
Whole PDP / Whole PDP sequence set out in the Spatial Plan.
242.7 General / Whole PDP / |Amend Considers that given the opportunity, Wellingtonians will relish the challenge of Seeks that the District Plan identify communities to participate in community-based planning.
Whole PDP / Whole PDP working together which can create a sense of community, enhance democracy and
deliver change in ways that build on community strengths.
Imposing arbitrary change when better options exist simply fosters local resentment.
[Refer to original submission for full reasons].
242.8 General / Whole PDP / |Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that the District Plan increase the extent of new green space.
Whole PDP / Whole PDP
242.9 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that throughout the city are many sites that sit idle or underutilised. Seeks that the District Plan sets out a clear sequence for intensification that focusses first on
Mapping General / Developing these sites provides a means to addressing much of the future housing major areas of underutilised land and smaller groups of underutilised sites close to public
Mapping General demand while avoiding adverse effects on quality, amenity and character. transport, rather than upzoning broad areas of land.
[Refer to original submission for full reasons].
242.10 Part 2 / Strategic Not specified |Considers that the assessment of housing capacity in Wellington needs to be based on [Seeks that the District Plan includes methods to achieve at least 50% of development capacity (as
Direction / General a target of realising at least 50% of the development capacity (as measured under the [measured under the Operative Plan) on underutilised land over the term of the Draft Plan.
point on Strategic Operative Plan) on underutilised land over the term of the Draft Plan.
Directions / General
point on Strategic
Directions
242.11 Part 2 / General District |Oppose Considers that amendments are needed to enable more limited notification (as Seeks that the Proposed District Plan includes greater provisions for limited notification (as

wide Matters / General
point on District wide
Matters / General point
on District wide Matters

opposed to non-notification) in relation to light, shading, privacy and wind effects, to
enable and support fair and reasonable compromises between neighbours.

opposed to non-notification) in relation to light, shading, privacy and wind effects.
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Alan Fairless

Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
242.12 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that throughout the city are many sites that sit idle or underutilised. Seeks that the District Plan sets out a clear sequence for intensification that focusses first on
Zones / General point Developing these sites provides a means to addressing much of the future housing major areas of underutilised land and smaller groups of underutilised sites close to public
on Residential Zones / demand while avoiding adverse effects on quality, amenity and character. transport, rather than upzoning broad areas of land.
General point on
Residential Zones [Refer to original submission for full reasons].
242.13 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the District Plan is amended to encompass more new developments as |Seeks that the Proposed District Plan is amended to encompass more new developments as
Zones / General point controlled activities in respect of urban design to ensure that quality in design at a controlled activities.
on Residential Zones / local level can be considered for the majority of developments.
General point on
Residential Zones
242.14 Part 3 / Residential Not specified |Considers that current proposals only develop 14% of rezoned areas. LIVE Wellington [Seeks that the District Plan identify areas suitable for intensification and provide a timetable for
Zones / General point want to see partnerships that will develop at least 50% of underutilised land in the developing masterplans for these areas, including quality design guides and rapid assessment
on Residential Zones / next ten years. processes for sites within these areas.
General point on
Residential Zones
242.15 Part 3 / Residential Amend Seeks that the District Plan more comprehensively provide for enhanced sunlight access to
Zones / General point outdoor and indoor living areas.
on Residential Zones /
General point on
Residential Zones [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission].
242.16 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that character and heritage can be considered as part of the community Seeks that it is recognised that character is in part derived from heritage (as set out in the
Zones / Medium Density dialogue. Not every old building needs to be retained, but neither are people's sense |Operative Plan) in pre-1930s character areas (as defined in the Operative Plan).
Residential Zone / of connection and place disposable commodities.
General MRZ-PRECO1
[Inferred reason given].
242.17 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that Wellington's liveability, and its character and heritage, can be Seeks that the District Plan use a comprehensive, holistic definition of character as a qualifying
Zones / Medium Density protected at the same time as new housing is added. matter under the National Policy Statement-Urban Development.
Residential Zone /
General MRZ-PRECO1 Considers that character and heritage can be considered as part of community
dialogue. Not every old building needs to be retained, but neither are people's sense
of connection and place disposable commodities.
[Inferred reason given].
242.18 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that Wellington's liveability, and its character and heritage, can be Seeks that areas of particular character within the pre-1930s character areas are identified (for
Zones / Medium Density protected at the same time as new housing is added. example as recommended in the revised Draft Spatial Plan) to enable a more granular level of
Residential Zone / control over demolition.
General MRZ-PRECO1 Considers that rather than wholesale deregulation and the widespread removal of
protections, the District Plan needs to better recognise and provide for the protection
of heritage from inappropriate development and better take into account the need to
maintain and enhance amenity values.
242.19 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the District Plan include Sunlight provisions in ALL Residential Zones. Seeks that the District Plan include Sunlight provisions in Medium Density Residential Zones.
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / New
MRZ
242.20 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that Wellington's liveability, and its character and heritage, can be Reinstate the Operative Plan's demolition controls in the pre-1930s character areas.

Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
PRECO1-P2

protected at the same time as new housing is added.

Considers that rather than wholesale deregulation and the widespread removal of
protections, the District Plan needs to better recognise and provide for the protection
of heritage from inappropriate development and better take into account the need to
maintain and enhance amenity values.
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Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
242.21 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that rather than wholesale deregulation and the widespread removal of Seeks that the District Plan clearly identify community-based planning for intensification as a
Zones / Medium Density protections, character and heritage can be considered as part of community dialogue. [method for increasing housing supply within areas subject to the demolition controls (as revised
Residential Zone / MRZ- by this submission) for pre-1930s character areas.
PRECO1-P2 The District Plan needs to better recognise and provide for the protection of heritage
from inappropriate development and better take into account the need to maintain
and enhance amenity values.
242.22 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the District Plan include Sunlight provisions in ALL Residential Zones. Seeks that the District Plan include Sunlight provisions in High Density Residential Zones.
Zones / High Density
Residential Zone / New
HRZ
242.23 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the District Plan include Sunlight provisions in ALL Residential Zones. Seeks that the District Plan include Sunlight provisions in Large Lot Residential Zones.
Zones / Large Lot
Residential Zone / New
LLRZ
242.24 Part 4 / Design Guides |Amend Considers that the District Plan is amended to encompass more new developments as |Seeks that the Proposed District Plan is amended to encompass more new developments as
Subpart / Design Guides controlled activities in respect of urban design to ensure that quality in design at a controlled activities in respect of urban design and that this process is tied to community-level
/ Design Guides General local level can be considered for the majority of developments. design guides as they are developed.
242.25 Part 4 / Design Guides [Amend Considers that Wellington is a folded landscape with valleys and ridges, where a single |Seeks that the District Plan strengthen the urban design qualities of the city through a more
Subpart / Design Guides large dwelling in the wrong place can adversely affect many others. The Plan needs to [sophisticated approach to design guidance, in particular the use of local design guides tailored to
/ Design Guides General allow and adjust for this reality by adopting a more carefully tailored and locally local areas.
nuanced approach, rather than a one-size-fits-all approach.
Planning needs to drive and encourage quality and ensure the design of new, more
intensive development works with the city’s idiosyncratic landscape and for the
communities in which it is located.
242.26 Part 4 / Design Guides |Amend Considers that local Design Guides, founded on a sophisticated understanding of local |Seeks that local design guides, tailored to local areas, are created and used to strengthen the

Subpart / Design Guides
/ New design guide

character, are a proven and effective vehicle for addressing good residential quality.

urban design qualities of the city.

[Inferred decision requested].
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Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone /
General MRZ-PRECO1

Sub No Plan Part / Sub-part
) / / ) p / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
111.1 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that the western edge of Mt Victoria should not be CCZ (City Centre Zone) |Amend mapping so that the western edge of Mount Victoria that is within the CCZ (City Centre
Rezone / Rezone Zone) is rezoned to Medium Density Residential Area.
Considers that CCZ is incompatible with various definitions of Mt Vic as a suburb.
[Inferred decision requested]
[Refer to original submission for full reason]
111.2 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that Character and heritage are qualifying matters and under the Proposed |Seeks that Character Precincts in Mount Victoria be extended to encompass Boffa Miskell's

District Plan MRZ Pt1 Sch1 “height or density directed by the NPS-UD may be modified
by qualifying matters”.

Considers that heritage has largely been ignored in deciding character precinct in
Mount Victoria.

Considers that there's a lot of evidence to suggest the character areas should be
larger than they are.

Considers that the limits of Mt Victoria character area were based on need for
housing, not heritage or character.

Considers that the PDP creates small, disconnected blocks where character can be
destroyed by high-density development.

Considers that Mt Victoria's Victorian and Edwardian wooden dwellings are important
for both accessibility and visibility, and cultural, social and economic stories it tells

about Wellington.

Considers that there is sufficient housing capacity to meet demand for the next 30
years and therefore no loss to the City if the character areas are extended.

[Refer to original submission for full reason]

recommendations in the Pre-1930 Character Area Review.
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Sub No Plan Part / Sub-part
) / / ) p / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
111.3 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that Character and heritage are qualifying matters and under the Proposed |Seeks that Character Precincts in Mount Victoria be extended to encompass Heritage New Zealand
Zones / Medium Density District Plan MRZ Pt1 Sch1 “height or density directed by the NPS-UD may be modified [Pouhere Taonga's recommendations.
Residential Zone / by qualifying matters”.
General MRZ-PRECO1
Considers that heritage has largely been ignored in deciding character precinct in
Mount Victoria.
Considers that there's a lot of evidence to suggest the character areas should be
larger than they are.
Considers that the limits of Mt Victoria character area were based on need for
housing, not heritage or character.
Considers that the PDP creates small, disconnected blocks where character can be
destroyed by high-density development.
Considers that Mt Victoria's Victorian and Edwardian wooden dwellings are important
for both accessibility and visibility, and cultural, social and economic stories it tells
about Wellington.
Considers that there is sufficient housing capacity to meet demand for the next 30
years and therefore no loss to the City if the character areas are extended.
[Refer to original submission for full reason]
111.4 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that in the MRZ-PREC02, where a site is also in MRZ-PRECO1, the stronger |Clarify that the MRZ-PRECO1 (Character Precincts) provisions override the MRZ-PREC02 (Mt
Zones / Medium Density provisions of the MRZ-PRECO01 should govern decisions and not the more lenient MRZ-|Victoria North Townscape Precinct) provisions, where a site is within both precincts.
Residential Zone / PRECO2 provision.
General MRZ-PREC02
111.5 Part 3 / Residential Support Supports the MRZ-PRECO02 as notified. Retain MRZ-PRECO02 (Mt Victoria North Townscape Precinct) as notified.
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
PRECO2
111.6 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that heritage values need to be given stronger weighting in considering Seeks that MRZ-PREC01-P2 (Restrictions on demolition) is amended to take into account the
Zones / Medium Density whether demolition is appropriate. status of a building in the wider heritage context of the character precinct and Mount Victoria.
Residential Zone / MRZ-
PRECO1-P2 Considers that no. 3 under this policy is only acceptable if more Is done to prevent
‘demolition by neglect'.
[refer to original submission for further reasons]
111.7 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that PDP doesn't take into account HRZ zoning bordering character Seeks that a 'transition zone’ of Medium Density Residential Zone of at least one property wide be

Zones / High Density
Residential Zone / HRZ-
S1

precincts.

Considers that HRZ zoning next to character precincts or heritage areas will ruin the
character/heritage.

Considers that the HRZ zoning will result in blocked afternoon sun in a number of
locations.

[Refer to original submission for full reason]

required between any Character Precinct border or Heritage Area border and a High Density
Residential Zone.

Date of export: 14/11/2022

20

Page 2 of 4




Alan Olliver & Julie Middleton

Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
111.8 Part 3 / Commercial and |Oppose Considers that the western edge of Mt Victoria should not be CCZ (City Centre Zone) |Seeks that the area of Mount Victoria that is CCZ (City Centre Zone) is rezoned to Medium Density
mixed use Zones / City Residential Area.
Centre Zone / General Considers that CCZ is incompatible with various definitions of Mt Victoria as a suburb.
ccz [Inferred decision requested]
[Refer to original submission for full reasons]
111.9 Part 4 / Schedules Support Supports the heritage listing of all the buildings in Mount Victoria proposed to be Retain SCHED1 - Heritage Buildings as notified, with respect to any buildings in Mount Victoria
Subpart / Schedules / included in SCHED1.
SCHED1 — Heritage
Buildings
111.10 Part 4 / Schedules Amend Considers that additional buildings in Mount Victoria are worthy of heritage listing and [Add the following buildings to SCHED1 - Heritage Buildings:
Subpart / Schedules / should be included in SCHED1.
SCHED1 — Heritage 13 Austin Street
Buildings 53 Ellice Street and 67 Austin Street were included in the Draft District Plan but are 67 Austin Street
not in SCHED1 of the PDP. 17 Brougham Street (Owd Trafford)
33 Brougham Street (Hutchinson's House / Women's House)
Other buildings should be included. 123-125 Brougham Street (lonian Flats)
67 Austin Street was included in the Draft District Plan but is not in SCHED1 of the 136/138 Brougham Street (Rev Moir's wife's houses)
PDP. 53 Ellice Street
9 Hawker Street (Hamilton Flats)
43 Hawker Street (Bernard Freyburg's House)
71 Hawker Street (Paterson's House)
7 Paterson Street (William Waring Taylor's House)
58 Pirie Street (George Winder's House)
49 Porritt Avenue (Kate Edger's House)
23 Stafford Street (Wellington Harbour Pilot Holmes's House)
1 Tutchen Avenue (Wellington Harbour Pilot Shilling's House)
111.11 Part 4 / Schedules Amend Considers that Mount Victoria tunnel is unique amongst tunnels in not being a Add Mount Victoria Tunnel to SCHED?2 - Heritage Structures.
Subpart / Schedules / heritage structure.
SCHED2 — Heritage
Structures Considers that the tunnel is the most 'storied'.
111.12 Part 4 / Schedules Amend Considers that Tutchen Avenue is integral to Porritt Avenue surrounds. Add the following houses in Tutchen Avenue to Item 45 (Porritt Avenue Heritage Area) of SCHED3 -
Subpart / Schedules / Heritage Areas:
SCHED3 — Heritage Considers that Tutchens created the street.
Areas 1 Tutchen Avenue
Considers that Tutchen Avenue is included in the Boffa Miskell report. 3 Tutchen Avenue
5 Tutchen Avenue
Considers that William Shilling lived at Tutchen Avenue. 2 Tutchen Avenue
4 Tutchen Avenue
Considers that allowing high development in Tutchen Avenue would impact character |6 Tutchen Avenue
of surrounding character areas. 8 Tutchen Avenue
12 Tutchen Avenue
Considers that the narrow nature of the street is evidence that it was a private way
created by Tutchens.
[Refer to original submission for full reason]
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Sub No /
Point No

Plan Part / Sub-part /
Chapter / Provision

Position

Summary of Submission

Decisions Requested

111.13

Part 4 / Schedules
Subpart / Schedules /
SCHED3 — Heritage
Areas

Amend

Considers that Claremont Grave represents the Victoria Bowling Club.

Considers that Claremont Grove and Victoria Bowling Club were a hub for Mt Vic in
early days.

Considers that houses of many founders still exist around Mt Vic.
Considers that two of the houses in the area are on the District Plan Heritage Building
list already and high development of surrounding properties would destroy heritage

value of those two properties.

[Refer to original submission for full reason]

Amend SCHED3 - Heritage Areas to add a new Heritage Area for Claremont Grove that includes
the following properties:

1 Claremont Grove
3 Claremont Grove
5 Claremont Grove
7 Claremont Grove
9 Claremont Grove
15 Claremont Grove

16 Austin Street
18 Austin Street
20 Austin Street
22 Austin Street
11 Austin Street
13 Austin Street
17 Austin Street

111.14

Part 4 / Schedules
Subpart / Schedules /
SCHED3 — Heritage
Areas

Amend

Considers that lower Ellice Street is composed of significant Victorian houses.

Considers that the relative integrity of the houses, their homogeneity and shared
history and picturesque qualities mark this as an area of high heritage value.”

Considers that two houses on the southern side of Ellice St, n0.28 & 32, compliment
the houses on the northern side of the street.

[Refer to original submission for full reason]

Amend SCHED3 - Heritage Areas to add a new Heritage Area for lower Ellice Street that includes
the following properties:

21 Ellice Street
23 Ellice Street
25 Ellice Street
27 Ellice Street
28 Ellice Street
31 Ellice Street
32 Ellice Street
33 Ellice Street
35 Ellice Street
37 Ellice Street
39 Ellice Street
41 Ellice Street

[Refer to original submission for a map of the area].
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Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
153.1 General / Mapping / Amend Seeks that the character precincts are extended on the mapping. Amend the extent of the Character Precincts (MRZ-PRECO01) areas.
Mapping General /
Mapping General
153.2 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the extent of the character precincts should be increased because of  |Seeks that the extent of the character precincts are amended based on three options:

Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
PRECO1

the following reasons:

- Increased development could be located in other parts of the city such as Kent and
Cambridge terraces.

- New development would block sunlight.

- The visibility and coherence of the inner city suburbs are an important part of
Wellington’s identity, and often appear in promotional material.

- That the reduction in the extent of character precincts from the Operative District
Plan will irrevocably and adversely affect the liveability of the inner city suburbs, sense
of place, as well as loss of historic heritage.

- There is the ability to adjust the character settings significantly while still meeting
housing capacity requirements.

- Wellington’s character suburbs are finite in the sense that dwellings made from
native timber, built in a particular style and workmanship of the age, cannot be fully
recreated.

-Character is derived from critical mass and this is not provided for in the plan as it has
small disconnected blocks where remaining sense character can be easily
compromised destroyed by high-density development around it.

- The extent of the character precincts is not consistent with public sentiment as
evidenced by recommendations made by Council officers on the Spatial Plan and a
survey commissioned by the Submitter.

[Refer to original submission for full reason]

Option 1. Extended to those areas recommended by council officers in the spatial plan decision in
June 2021 (Least preferred).

Option 2. Include Heritage New Zealand recommendations in addition to option 1.
Option 3. Include buildings that were identified in the Boffa Miskell Pre-1930 Character Area

Review, 23.1.2019 as Primary/Contributory recommendations, in addition to Options 1 and 2
(Most preferred).
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Alicia Hall on behalf of Parents for Climate Aotearoa

Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Infrastructure and
Transport / Transport /
General TR

streets can be a helpful contributor to traffic calming and safer streets by slowing
down traffic, discouraging rat-running, and adding an extra nudge for those “on the
fence” to maybe travel another way for those short trips.

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
472.1 General / Other / Other |Amend Considers that changes should be made that actively support, and definitely don’t Seeks changes to the Council’s Network Operating Framework, Parking Policies, street
/ Other undermine, the better places created by more density done well and proximity to maintenance systems.
daily amenities.
472.2 General / Other / Other [Support Considers that greater resourcing is needed to implement the plan. Seeks greater resourcing of Council's planning and consent enforcing teams over road
/ Other maintenance.
472.3 General / Other / Other [Support Considers that greater resourcing is needed to implement the plan. Supports more rates being used for resourcing these teams vs for maintaining large sections of
/ Other road seal to a high standard for driving and parking private vehicles.
472.4 General / Other / Other [Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that combined / pooled resources for consenting, design review, and other permitting
/ Other functions are established that mean multiple small councils can enjoy high-calibre people and
economies of scale.
[Inferred decision requested].
472.5 Part 1 / National Amend Supports larger walking catchments for intensification around centres. Seeks that walking catchments around centres are increased.
Direction Instruments
Subpart / National [Inferred decision requested].
Direction Instruments /
National Policy
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement
472.6 Part 1 / National Amend Supports larger walking catchments for intensification around mass transit hubs. Seeks that walking catchments around mass transit hubs are increased.
Direction Instruments
Subpart / National [Inferred decision requested].
Direction Instruments /
National Policy
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement
472.7 Part 1 / National Amend Considers that larger, more comprehensive developments are needed in our centres. |Seeks that height limits are increased in the 15 minute walking catchments to rail stations.
Direction Instruments
Subpart / National
Direction Instruments /
National Policy
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement
472.8 Part 1 / National Amend Considers that larger, more comprehensive developments are needed in our centres. |Seeks that there are larger walking catchments for intensification around centres and mass transit
Direction Instruments hubs.
Subpart / National
Direction Instruments / [Inferred decision requested]
National Policy
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement
472.9 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that the traffic congestion and the increased density of cars parked on Seeks that traffic congestion and parking effects are viewed as an interim contributor to traffic

calming and safer streets, and used tactically as such.
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mixed use Zones /
General point on
Commercial and mixed
use Zones / General
point on Commercial
and mixed use Zones

centres.

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested

Point No Chapter / Provision

472.10 Part 2 / Energy Not specified [Considers that universal accessibility, and active and sustainable travel must be Seeks that universal accessibility, and active and sustainable travel is prioritised for access to
Infrastructure and prioritised for access to public transport so that people don’t need to drive to stations, [public transport.
Transport / Transport / nor traverse inhospitable park-and-rides once they get there.
General TR

472.11 Part 3 / Residential Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that where building height limits and recession planes and setbacks are mentioned in the
Zones / Medium Density PDP, these are made universally consistent with the Coalition for More Homes’ Alternative
Residential Zone / medium density residential standards recommendations.
General MRZ

472.12 Part 3 / Residential Amend Supports the Coalition for More Homes’ Alternative medium density residential Seeks that the Medium Density Residential Zone is amended to include the Coalition for More
Zones / Medium Density standards recommendations recommendations for outdoor living space and green Homes’ Alternative medium density residential standards recommendations for outdoor living
Residential Zone / space. space and green space.
General MRZ

472.13 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the scale of commercial activities that are permitted in MRZ should be |Seeks that the range of Permitted Activities in the Medium Density Residential Zone be expanded.
Zones / Medium Density increased where it’s activities that involve people spending time together, such as
Residential Zone / daycares.
General MRZ

472.14 Part 3 / Residential Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that shading as a qualifying matter should be reduced from what’s proposed.
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone /
General MRZ

472.15 Part 3 / Residential Amend Seeks that there is a new policy providing for pop-up public realm for houses that are shaded by
Zones / Medium Density new development.
Residential Zone / New Considers that where shading is qualifying matter, there is a new policy for provding
MRZ pop-up public realm for development-shaded homes.

472.16 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that small-scale commercial activity should not be a discretionary activity. [Seeks that the activity status for MRZ-R10 (All other activities) of Discretionary be changed to
Zones / Medium Density Permitted, or Controlled, or Restricted Discretionary.
Residential Zone / MRZ-
R10

472.17 Part 3 / Residential Not specified [[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks a permeability standard in the Medium Density Residential Zone requiring a minimum 30-
Zones / Medium Density 40% of a site to be permeable (including permeable pavers / gravel etc).
Residential Zone / MRZ-
S10

472.18 Part 3 / Residential Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that the High Density Residential Zone is more enabling of small-scale public-facing
Zones / High Density commercial activities.
Residential Zone /
General HRZ

472.19 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that HRZ developments should adequately accommodate active travel as  |Seeks that a new standard is added requiring that High Density Residential Zone developments
Zones / High Density the building users' first-best choice for accessing it. should adequately accommodate active travel as the building users' first-best choice for accessing
Residential Zone / New it.
HRZ

472.20 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that HRZ developments should provide universal accessibility as a non- Seeks that a new standard is added requiring that High Density Residential Zone developments
Zones / High Density negotiable. provide universal accessibility as a non-negotiable.
Residential Zone / New
HRZ

472.21 Part 3 / Commercial and |Amend Considers that the plan should enable larger more comprehensive developments in Seeks that the plan enables larger, more comprehensive developments are needed in our centres.

[Inferred decision requested].
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/ Other

Refer to original submission for further detail]

Sub No Plan Part / Sub-part

) / / p / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
93.1 General / Other / Other |Not specified |Concerned about rates. [Not specified]
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Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
172.1 General / Other / Other |Not specified |[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that lifts in multi-storey developments are incentivised.
/ Other
172.2 General / Other / Other |Not specified |[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that the Council works with central government to improve accessibility and building
/ Other performance requirements in the Building Code.
172.3 General / Other / Other |Not specified |[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that WCC work with Waka Kotahi to make a more liveability-focused and climate-focused
/ Other road and street network, especially where intensification is happening.
172.4 General / Other / Other [Support Considers that greater resourcing is needed to implement the plan. Seeks greater resourcing of Council's planning and consent enforcing teams over road
/ Other maintenance.
172.5 General / Other / Other |Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that combined / pooled resources for consenting, design review, and other permitting
/ Other functions are established that mean multiple small councils can enjoy high-calibre people and
economies of scale.
[Inferred decision requested].
172.6 General / Whole PDP / |Not specified |[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that easier consenting and incentives for accessible and eco-friendly developments are
Whole PDP / Whole PDP provided for.
172.7 General / Whole PDP / |Not specified |[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that the District Plan prioritises emissions reduction, better quality of life, and community
Whole PDP / Whole PDP cohesion and resilience.
172.8 General / Whole PDP / |Not specified |Supports integrating circular economy principles into the District Plan. Seeks that waste is minimised and designed out of construction projects, and that resource
Whole PDP / Whole PDP recovery infrastructure is put in place to manage any remaining waste.
172.9 General / Whole PDP / |Not specified |Considers that green space should be recreational, food producing, and support Seeks that the District Plan supports the creation of a sustainable and resilient local food and
Whole PDP / Whole PDP biodiversity. Community gardens and green stormwater infrastructure should biodiversity network system.
maximise their value across all these outcomes.
172.10 General / Whole PDP / |Not specified |[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that Tangata Whenua and Te Tiriti are placed at the core of planning.
Whole PDP / Whole PDP
172.11 Part 1 / National Amend Supports larger walking catchments for intensification around centres. Seeks that walking catchments around centres are increased.
Direction Instruments
Subpart / National [Inferred decision requested].
Direction Instruments /
National Policy
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement
172.12 Part 1 / National Amend Supports larger walking catchments for intensification around mass transit hubs. Seeks that walking catchments around mass transit hubs are increased.

Direction Instruments
Subpart / National
Direction Instruments /
National Policy
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement

[Inferred decision requested].
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Amos Mann

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested

Point No Chapter / Provision

172.13 Part 1 / National Amend Considers that larger, more comprehensive developments are needed in our centres. |Seeks that MRZ height limits are increased in the 15 minute walking catchments to rail stations.
Direction Instruments
Subpart / National
Direction Instruments /

National Policy
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement

172.14 Part 2 / Energy Not specified [Considers that universal accessibility, and active and sustainable travel must be Seeks that universal accessibility, and active and sustainable travel is prioritised for access to
Infrastructure and prioritised for access to public transport so that people don’t need to drive to stations, [public transport.

Transport / Transport / nor traverse inhospitable park-and-rides once they get there.
General TR

172.15 Part 2 / Energy Support Retain TR-S2 (Micromobility device parking) as notified.
Infrastructure and
Transport / Transport / Supports the bicycle and micro-mobility device parking requirements for commercial |[Inferred decision requested].

TR-S2 and community facilities in the Centres and Mixed Use zones.

172.16 Part 3 / Residential Not specified [Considers that we need to re-invent how we house ourselves. We cannot know Seeks that the District Plan empower the development of a wide range of diverse and varied
Zones / General point exactly what flavour of new housing approaches will come to the fore over this period |housing types in all residential zones, including co-housing, tiny housing, and Papakainga projects.
on Residential Zones / of change, but we do know that what we have now isn't working for 90% of our
General point on community members throughout the majority of their lives.

Residential Zones
Considers that these alternative housing solutions are not only excellent viable
solutions to housing affordability barriers but also, if well planned for by council, are
solutions to reducing the climate change and environmental impacts of single family
traditional housing because they can use much less land per occupant and less
building materials per occupant.
In addition, well-planned co-living is a viable solution for increasing social cohesion.
[Refer to original submission for full reasons].

172.17 Part 3 / Residential Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that where building height limits and recession planes and setbacks are mentioned in the
Zones / Medium Density PDP, these are made universally consistent with the Coalition for More Homes’ Alternative
Residential Zone / medium density residential standards recommendations.

General MRZ

172.18 Part 3 / Residential Amend Supports the Coalition for More Homes’ Alternative medium density residential Seeks that the MRZ (Medium Density Residential Zone) is amended to include the Coalition for
Zones / Medium Density standards recommendations for outdoor living space and green space. More Homes’ Alternative medium density residential standards recommendations for outdoor
Residential Zone / living space and green space.

General MRZ

172.19 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the scale of commercial activities that are permitted in MRZ should be |Seeks that the range of Permitted Activities in the Medium Density Residential Zone be expanded.
Zones / Medium Density increased where it’s activities that involve people spending time together, such as
Residential Zone / daycares.

General MRZ

172.20 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that small-scale commercial activity should not be a discretionary activity. |Seeks that the activity status for MRZ-R10 (All other activities) relating to small-scale commercial
Zones / Medium Density activity should be changed from Discretionary to Permitted, Controlled, Restricted Discretionary.
Residential Zone / MRZ-

R10
172.21 Part 3 / Residential Not specified [[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks a permeability standard in the Medium Density Residential Zone requiring a minimum 30-

Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
S10

40% of a site to be permeable (including permeable pavers / gravel etc).
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Sub No / Plan Part / Sub-part /

Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision y 9

172.22 Part 3 / Residential Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that the High Density Residential Zone is more enabling of small-scale public-facing
Zones / High Density commercial activities.

Residential Zone /
General HRZ
172.23 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that HRZ developments should adequately accommodate active travel as  [Seeks that a new standard is added requiring that High Density Residential Zone developments
Zones / High Density the building users' first-best choice for accessing it. should adequately accommodate active travel as the building users' first-best choice for accessing
Residential Zone / New it.

HRZ
172.24 Part 3 / Commercial and [Not specified [Supports a circular economy, space for innovation, education and behaviour change, |[Seeks that multifunctional community spaces are created within centres as Climate Action Hubs.
mixed use Zones / and a low carbon future.
General point on
Commercial and mixed
use Zones / General
point on Commercial
and mixed use Zones
172.25 Part 3 / Commercial and |Amend Considers that the plan should enable larger more comprehensive developments in Seeks that the plan enables larger, more comprehensive developments are needed in our centres.
mixed use Zones / centres.
General point on [Inferred decision requested].
Commercial and mixed
use Zones / General
point on Commercial
and mixed use Zones
172.26 Part 4 / Design Guides [Not specified [[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that accessibility and universal design requirements are provided for in the Design Guides
Subpart / Design Guides and in incentives.

/ Design Guides General
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Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
198.1 Part 1 / National Not specified [Supports larger walking catchments for intensification around centres. Seeks that walking catchments around centres are increased.
Direction Instruments
Subpart / National [Inferred decision requested].
Direction Instruments /
National Policy
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement
198.2 Part 1 / National Not specified [Supports larger walking catchments for intensification around mass transit hubs. Seeks that walking catchments around mass transit hubs are increased.
Direction Instruments
Subpart / National [Inferred decision requested].
Direction Instruments /
National Policy
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement
198.3 Part 3 / Residential Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that where building height limits and recession planes and setbacks are mentioned in the
Zones / Medium Density PDP, these are made universally consistent with the Coalition for More Homes’ Alternative
Residential Zone / medium density residential standards.
General MRZ
198.4 Part 3 / Residential Amend Supports the Coalition for More Homes’ Alternative medium density residential Seeks that the Medium Density Residential Zone is amended to include the Coalition for More
Zones / Medium Density standards recommendations for outdoor living space and green space. Homes’ Alternative medium density residential standards recommendations for outdoor living
Residential Zone / space and green space.
General MRZ
198.5 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the scale of commercial activities that are permitted in MRZ should be |Seeks that the range of Permitted Activities in the Medium Density Residential Zone be expanded.
Zones / Medium Density increased where it’s activities that involve people spending time together, such as
Residential Zone / daycares.
General MRZ
198.6 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that small-scale commercial activity should not be a discretionary activity. |Seeks that the activity status for MRZ-R10 (All other activities) relating to small-scale commercial
Zones / Medium Density These activities could and do bring life and charm to all parts of the city. activity should be changed from Discretionary to Permitted, Controlled or Restricted Discretionary.
Residential Zone / MRZ-
R10
198.9 General / Other / Other [Support Considers that changes should be made that actively support, and definitely don’t Seeks changes to the Council’s Network Operating Framework, Parking Policies, street
/ Other undermine, the better places created by more density done well and proximity to maintenance systems.
daily amenities.
198.10 General / Other / Other |Support Considers that greater resourcing is needed to implement the plan. Seeks greater resourcing of Council's planning and consent enforcing teams over road
/ Other maintenance.
198.11 General / Other / Other |Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that combined / pooled resources for consenting, design review, and other permitting
/ Other functions are established that mean multiple small councils can enjoy high-calibre people and
economies of scale.
[Inferred decision requested].
198.12 General / Mapping / Amend Seeks that all height limits are removed on developments in the City Centre Zone. Amend the mapping to remove all height limits on developments in the City Centre Zone.

Mapping General /
Mapping General

Date of export: 14/11/2022

30

Page 1 of 2



Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter
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Sub No / Plan Part / Sub-part /

Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision y 9

198.13 Part 1 / National Amend Considers that larger, more comprehensive developments are needed in our centres. |Seeks that Medium Density Residential Zone height limits are increased in the 15 minute walking
Direction Instruments catchments to rail stations.

Subpart / National
Direction Instruments /
National Policy
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement

198.14 Part 3 / Residential Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that the High Density is more enabling of small-scale public-facing commercial activities.
Zones / High Density
Residential Zone /
General HRZ

198.15 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that HRZ developments should adequately accommodate active travel as  |Seeks that a new standard is added requiring that developments in the High Density Residential
Zones / High Density the building users' first-best choice for accessing it. Zone adequately accommodate active travel as the building users' first-best choice for accessing it.
Residential Zone / New
HRZ

198.16 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that HRZ developments should provide universal accessibility as a non- Seeks that a new standard is added requiring that HRZ developments provide universal
Zones / High Density negotiable. accessibility as a non-negotiable.

Residential Zone / New
HRZ

198.17 Part 3 / Commercial and [Amend Seeks that the plan enables larger, more comprehensive developments in Centres zones.
mixed use Zones /
General point on [Inferred decision requested].
Commercial and mixed
use Zones / General
point on Commercial Considers that the plan should enable larger more comprehensive developments in
and mixed use Zones centres.

198.18 Part 3 / Commercial and |Oppose Seeks that all height limits are removed on developments in the City Centre Zone. Opposes CCZ-S1 (Maximum height).
mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-S1
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Sub No / Plan Part / Sub-part /

Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision y 9

59.1 General / Mapping / Amend No other areas as close to CBD as 110 Mitchell Street are zoned as LLRZ.

Rezone 110 Mitchell Street and other nearby properties from Large Lot Residential Zone to
Rezone / Rezone

Medium Density Residential Zone.
LLRZ is unsuitable zoning given the context of the area.

[Refer to original submission for full reason]
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Sub No Plan Part / Sub-part
) / / ) p / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
136.1 Part 4 / Schedules Amend Opposes the inclusion of Item 490 (Former Primitive Methodist Church) in SCHED1 - |Delete Item 490 (Former Primitive Methodist Church) from SCHED1 - Heritage Buildings.

Subpart / Schedules /
SCHED1 — Heritage
Buildings

Heritage Buildings.

The church has a long term plan to redevelop the building into a modern complex to
suit the needs of the community in the near future. Inclusion in SCHED1 will negatively
impact, or even make impossible, future development.
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Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
23.1 Part 2 / Historical and  |Oppose Considers that in other cities, such as Auckland and Christchurch, councillors have Not specified.
Cultural Values / pushed back to protect their heritage. WCC
Historic Heritage / should do the same. Wellington is famous for its heritage housing and appearance.
General HH Allowing more concrete and glass buildings will ruin the tourist appeal of the city.
23.2 Part 3 / Commercial and |[Amend Seeks that the allowable building height in the CCZ (City Centre Zone) is sympathetic to the
mixed use Zones / City surrounding heritage buildings and character of the city.
Centre Zone / General Considers that allowing buildings up to 28.5m will remove some of the character of [Inferred decision requested]
Cccz the city and there are other areas where high-rise buildings could go. Instead buildings
up to 18m (like the existing Embassy Theatre) will maintain the balanced aesthetic
appearance of the street.
23.3 Part 3 / Commercial and |Oppose Opposes the height of 28.5m along Kent Terrace as this will block views and sunlight. |Reject the increased building height provided for at CCZ-S1.
mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-S1
23.4 Part 3 / Commercial and [Amend Considers that the allowable height of buildings along Kent Terrace specifically those |Seeks that the allowable building height on the Courtenay Place end of Kent Terrace be 18m.

mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-S1

up to 28.5m will block views and sunlight.
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Sub No / Plan Part / Sub-part /

Point No Chapter / Provision Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
8.1 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that the current height and distance to buildings restrictions in REG-S6.2 will]Amend REG-S6.2 (Small scale renewable electricity generation activities - freestanding wind
Infrastructure and only allow freestanding wind turbines to be built on large rural properties. This will turbines) as follows:
Transport / Renewable reduce wind energy generation potential in the Wellington District.
Electricity Generation / [Refer to original submission for full reason]
REG-S6 2. Fhe-wind-turbine-must-netbetocated-within-thegreaterof:

comofahabitable buildi ; ite:
i f104 b wind-turbi e heicl evels :
torthat et Lot titles

2. The wind turbine must not be located within 15m of a habitable building on an adjacent site.
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Sub No / Plan Part / Sub-part /

Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision y 9
86.1 Part 4 / Schedules Amend Considers that Boffa Miskell report on pre-1930s Character Area review (2019) Add 61 Hankey Street, Mount Cook to SCHED1 - Heritage Buildings.
Subpart / Schedules / identified 61 Hankey Street as being of potential historic significance, and worthy of
SCHED1 — Heritage consideration.
Buildings
Considers that for 61 Hankey Street received New Zealand Institute of Architects
Wellington Branch - Enduring Architecture Award 2004.
Considers that 61 Hankey Street has significant architectural values.
Considers that 61 Hankey Street has many heritage value criteria.
[Refer to original submission for full reasoning]
Date of export: 14/11/2022 Page 1of1
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Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
200.1 General / Other / Other [Support Supports the Pre-1930 Character Area Review, Boffa Miskell Report. Supports the Pre-1930 Character Area Review, Boffa Miskell Report.
/ Other
200.2 General / Other / Other |Support Supports the submission put forward by Mt Cook Mobilised. Supports the submission put forward by Mt Cook Mobilised.
/ Other
200.3 General / Whole PDP / |Support Supports provision of more housing through increased height limits across more of Not specified.
Whole PDP / Whole PDP Wellington City.
200.4 Part 1 / National Support Supports the National Policy Statement on Urban Development as a Not specified.
Direction Instruments coherent tool supporting city councils in planning for denser urban forms across New
Subpart / National Zealand.
Direction Instruments /
National Policy
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement
200.5 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the PDP reduces Mt Cook Character areas to about 50% of what they |Seeks that MRZ-PRECO01 (Character Precincts) is amended to include Myrtle Crescent.
Zones / Medium Density were, and 10 minute walking catchment will mean that the missing areas can become
Residential Zone / high density.
General MRZ-PRECO1
Considers that decision making on this issue was political and ignored evidence in the
Boffa Miskell 2019 report.
Considers that the requirements for consents before demolition is a reasonable
expectation and the submitter is concerned that without this step, pre 1930's
buildings will be unjustifiably lost.
200.6 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the PDP reduces Mt Cook Character areas to about 50% of what they [Seeks that MRZ-PRECO1 (Character Precincts) is amended to include Rolleston Street.
Zones / Medium Density were, and 10 minute walking catchment will mean that the missing areas can become
Residential Zone / high density.
General MRZ-PRECO1
Considers that decision making on this issue was political and ignored evidence in the
Boffa Miskell 2019 report.
Considers that the requirements for consents before demolition is a reasonable
expectation and the submitter is concerned that without this step, pre 1930's
buildings will be unjustifiably lost.
200.7 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the PDP reduces Mt Cook Character areas to about 50% of what they |Seeks that MRZ-PRECO1 (Character Precincts) is amended to include Hargreaves Street.

Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone /
General MRZ-PRECO1

were, and 10 minute walking catchment will mean that the missing areas can become
high density.

Considers that decision making on this issue was political and ignored evidence in the
Boffa Miskell 2019 report.

Considers that the requirements for consents before demolition is a reasonable
expectation and the submitter is concerned that without this step, pre 1930's
buildings will be unjustifiably lost.
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Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
200.8 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the PDP reduces Mt Cook Character areas to about 50% of what they |Seeks that MRZ-PRECO1 (Character Precincts) is amended to include Lower Hankey Street.
Zones / Medium Density were, and 10 minute walking catchment will mean that the missing areas can become
Residential Zone / high density.
General MRZ-PRECO1
Considers that decision making on this issue was political and ignored evidence in the
Boffa Miskell 2019 report.
Considers that the requirements for consents before demolition is a reasonable
expectation and the submitter is concerned that without this step, pre 1930's
buildings will be unjustifiably lost.
200.9 Part 3 / Residential Support Supports the exclusion of Wallace Street from proposed character precincts. Seeks that the exclusion of Wallace Street from Character Precincts is retained as notified.
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / Considers that Wallace Street is a mass transit route, is effectively a gully and is
General MRZ-PRECO1 therefore well suited to high density residential development.
200.10 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Support a dense urban centre for Wellington, drawing together our homes, work Seeks that the densification within the CCZ (City Centre Zone) is retained as notified. [Inferred
mixed use Zones / City places, entertainment and leisure spaces, and green spaces. decision requested]
Centre Zone / General
ccz
200.11 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Supports the introduction of minimum height requirements, which will assist in Retain CCZ-S4 (Minimum building height) as notified.
mixed use Zones / City creating more attractive streetscapes generating a coherent rhythm, and more
Centre Zone / General importantly allow for greater density by precluding underdevelopment of City Centre
Cccz Zone sites.
200.12 Part 3 / Commercial and |Amend Opposes the effective removal of setback requirements in the CCZ (City Centre Zone). |Seeks the addition of setback requirements that take into account width of the streets and height

mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / General
CcCz

Considers that sense of human scale is important within the urban centre.

Considers that setback requirements assist in mitigating negative wind effects, allow
for greater natural light on street sides, connections to natural landscape, and reduce
the risk of knocking effect in seismic and high wind events.

of a proposed building into the CCZ (City Centre Zone).
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Sub No Plan Part / Sub-part
) / / ) p / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
461.1 General / Other / Other [Support Supports the LIVE WELLington submission in its entirety. Supports the LIVE WELLington submission (submission 154) in its entirety.
/ Other
461.2 General / Other / Other [Not specified |Considers that WCC needs to redress some of the housing market failure and become [Seeks that Wellington City Council actively fosters development through targeting properties for
/ Other a market maker and standards setter through actively fostering development on key |acquisition, engaging designers, consenting a plan, and then onselling the package to developers.
sites.
461.3 General / Whole PDP / |Oppose Opposes upzoning entire suburbs and catchments, leaving developers to pick Seeks that specific areas, where the community as a whole will benefit from development, should
Whole PDP / Whole PDP favoured individual sites. be upzoned rather than upzoning entire suburbs and catchments.
[Inferred decision requested].
461.4 General / Whole PDP / |Amend Considers that underutilised and smaller groups of underutilised sites close to public |Seeks that underutilised and smaller groups of underutilised sites close to public transport are
Whole PDP / Whole PDP transport should be targetted for development. targeted for development, including the strips along Adelaide Road, Kent Terrace, and Thorndon
Quay.
These are prime sites for apartments close to the city and require less infrastructure
spend and coordination than many other sites.
461.5 General / Whole PDP / |Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that land identified as priority for development through community planning processes
Whole PDP / Whole PDP should be prioritised for intensification, also supported by infrastructure and transport
investments.
461.6 General / Whole PDP / |Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that community-based planning as a method for intensification is adopted and describe a
Whole PDP / Whole PDP process for this in the District Plan.
461.7 General / Whole PDP / |Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that a target of at least 50% of the development capacity being realised on underutilised
Whole PDP / Whole PDP land over the term of the Plan is added.
461.8 General / Whole PDP / |Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that policies and methods are incorporated in the District Plan to support faster, high quality
Whole PDP / Whole PDP development for these sites (i.e. underutilised and smaller groups of underutilised sites close to
public transport, and land identified as priority for development through community planning
processes).
461.9 General / Whole PDP / |Amend Considers that the NPS-UD is divorced from actual need because it requires councils |Seeks that the Council adopt a strategy of staging the release of new capacity for development, at
Whole PDP / Whole PDP to deliver a great deal of new development capacity all at once above the amount least in the inner city suburbs, and prioritising areas for redevelopment.
required at the time. This includes raising height limits irrespective of need.
[See original submission for full reasons]
461.10 General / Whole PDP / |Amend Considers that the NPS-UD is divorced from actual need because it requires councils |Seeks that Priority Development Areas for residential development are specified in the District
Whole PDP / Whole PDP to deliver a great deal of new development capacity all at once above the amount Plan.
required at the time. This includes raising height limits irrespective of need.
[See original submission for full reasons]
461.11 General / Mapping / Amend Requests that 31 and 33 McFarlane Street, and 4 Vogel Street are included in the Inlude 31 and 33 McFarlane Street, and 4 Vogel Street in the Townscape Precincnts Overlay.

Mapping General /
Mapping General

Townscape Precincts as they form an important part of the character of the precincts.
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Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
461.12 General / Mapping / Amend Requests that 11 Vogel Street is included in the Mount Victoria Character Precinct. Include 11 Vogel Street in the Mount Victoria Character Precinct.
Mapping General / Notes that the Boffa Miskell character report classified the property as having
Mapping General contributory character but was ultimately excluded from the overlay. Notes that 11
Vogel Street is the only property south of Hawker Street that within the Townscape
Precinct but not within the Character Precinct. While the Townscape Precinct offers
certain protections, the Character Precinct would be better suited to protecting the
character values of the property.
[see original submission for further details and maps]
461.13 General / Mapping / Amend Notes that there are a cluster of a dozen properties on McFarlane Street that are not |Include a cluster of up to a dozen properties on McFarlane Street in the Mount Victoria Character
Rezone / Rezone included in the Mount Victoria Character Precinct that should be included [see original|Precinct.
submission for maps and images identifying these properties]. Notes that any
redevelopment of these sites may make the area less conforming to the general [see original submission for maps and images identifying these properties].
pattern of development and that the hillside location makes these properties visible
from the City.
Notes that the whole hillside face where these properties are located needs to be
treated as one cohesive block under one set of consistent rules, and valued as a
whole.
461.14 Part 1/ Interpretation [Amend Considers that in MRZ-PREC02-01 (Purpose), as "townscape values" is not a defined |Seeks that a definition of "Townscape values" is provided.
Subpart / Definitions / term - only “townscape” is and the definition does not greatly assist with clarifying
New definition what values are at stake - much relies on the further planning framework, and the
design guide in particular to protect the precinct.
461.15 Part 1 / National Amend Seeks that the Council applying an integrated set of qualifying matters that act together to hold
Direction Instruments Considers that the NPS-UD is divorced from actual need because it requires councils |height limits at a level the community seeks in the inner suburbs and review as additional capacity
Subpart / National to deliver a great deal of new development capacity all at once above the amount is shown to be required.
Direction Instruments / required at the time. This includes raising height limits irrespective of need.
National Direction
Instruments General [See original submission for full reasons]
461.16 Part 1 / National Amend Considers that the NPS-UD is divorced from actual need because it requires councils |Seeks that the Council devises a series of Qualifying Matters that filter NPS-UD requirements
Direction Instruments to deliver a great deal of new development capacity all at once above the amount through prioritising multiple attributes of the urban environment that the community wants to
Subpart / National required at the time. This includes raising height limits irrespective of need. retain, including holding height limits at a level the community seeks for each suburb or area.
Direction Instruments /
National Policy [See original submission for full reasons]
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement
461.17 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that a height limit of 11m on properties bordering the town belt will lead to [Amend the rules (and associated objectives and policies) so that a height limit of 8m is applied to
Zones / General point a loss of character over time and will degrade the natural backdrop that the town belt |all properties bordering the town belt.
on Residential Zones / provides for the City.
General point on
Residential Zones
461.18 Part 3 / Residential Supportin Supports the creation of Character Precincts. Retain the MRZ-PRECO1 (Character Precincts), with amendments.

Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone /
General MRZ-PRECO1

part
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Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
461.19 Part 3 / Residential Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that the area encompassed by the Character Precincts is expanded to include all inner city
Zones / Medium Density suburbs not covered by the Priority Development Areas.
Residential Zone /
General MRZ-PRECO1
461.20 Part 3 / Residential Amend Requests that 11 Vogel Street is included in the Mount Victoria Character Precinct. Include 11 Vogel Street in the Mount Victoria Character Precinct.
Zones / Medium Density Notes that the Boffa Miskell character report classified the property as having
Residential Zone / contributory character but was ultimately excluded from the overlay. Notes that 11
General MRZ-PRECO1 Vogel Street is the only property south of Hawker Street that within the Townscape
Precinct but not within the Character Precinct. While the Townscape Precinct offers
certain protections, the Character Precinct would be better suited to protecting the
character values of the property.
[see original submission for further details and maps]
461.21 Part 3 / Residential Amend Notes that there are a cluster of a dozen properties on McFarlane Street that are not |Include a cluster of up to a dozen properties on McFarlane Street in the Mount Victoria Character
Zones / Medium Density included in the Mount Victoria Character Precinct that should be included [see original |Precinct.
Residential Zone / submission for maps and images identifying these properties]. Notes that any
General MRZ-PRECO1 redevelopment of these sites may make the area less conforming to the general [see original submission for maps and images identifying these properties].
pattern of development and that the hillside location makes these properties visible
from the City.
Notes that the whole hillside face where these properties are located needs to be
treated as one cohesive block under one set of consistent rules, and valued as a
whole.
461.22 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that a height limit of 11m in the Townscape Precincts will lead to a loss of |Amend the rules so that a height limit of 8m is applied to the Townscape Precinct. Provide the
Zones / Medium Density character as most dwellings within the precinct, specifically properties on the Mt ability to apply for Resource Consent for structures that are approprietely sympathetic to the
Residential Zone / Victoria northern slopes, are two storeys. Notes that the current Pre-1930s Design character of the area.
General MRZ-PREC02 Guide mentions most dwellings are two storeys.
461.23 Part 3 / Residential Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Remove the height to boundary control exemption for multi-unit developments in the Townscape
Zones / Medium Density Precinct.
Residential Zone /
General MRZ-PREC02
461.24 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that MRZ-PREC02-01 may need to be amended if MRZ-PREC02-P1 Amend MRZ-PREC02-01 (Purpose) by adding an objective statement concerning the "protecting
Zones / Medium Density (Maintenance of townscape values) is amended to include the requirement that against further erosion of what is sought to be protected".
Residential Zone / MRZ- "Applicants must demonstrate that the provisions of this Design Guide have been
PREC02-01 acknowledged and interpreted and their objectives satisfied” (as suggested by this
submission)..
461.25 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the provisions are insufficient to manage the Mount Vicotira North Seeks that MRZ-PREC02-P1 (Maintenance of townscape values) is amended to require developers
Zones / Medium Density Character Area. to conform to minimum standards specified in the design guide.
Residential Zone / MRZ-
PRECO1-P1 [See original submission for full reasons]
461.26 Part 3 / Residential Amend Developers should be required to conform to "Guiding principles" specified in the Amend Policy MRZ-PREC01-P1 (maintenance of character) to require developers conform to the
Zones / Medium Density design guide. As worded, the policies present more of an advisory note than a "Guiding Principles" specified in the Design Guide.
Residential Zone / MRZ- mandatory requirement. All developers should be required to conform to the
PRECO1-P1 "Guiding principles".
461.27 Part 3 / Residential Support Supports MRZ-PRECO1-P2 in its entirety. Retain MRZ-PRECO01-P2 (Restrictions on demolition) as notified.

Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
PRECO1-P2

Considers that these provisions are well thought through.

Date of export: 14/11/2022

41

Page 3 of 4




Anita Gude and Simon Terry

Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
461.28 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the provisions are insufficient to manage the Mount Victoria North Amend MRZ-PREC02-P1 (Maintenance of townscape values) is amended to include the following
Zones / Medium Density Character Area. requirement that "Applicants must demonstrate that the provisions of this Design Guide have
Residential Zone / MRZ- been acknowledged and interpreted and their objectives satisfied”.
PREC02-P1 [See original submission for full reasons]
461.29 Part 3 / Residential Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Amend MRZ-R2 (Residential Activities...) to make it clear that the Restricted Discretionary
Zones / Medium Density provisions are only available in the Townscape Precincts if the burden of proof is placed with the
Residential Zone / MRZ- developer, in respect to MRZ-P2 (Housing Supply and Choice) and MRZ-P3 (Housing Needs).
R2
461.30 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that MRZ-PREC02-R2 not having parallel provisions to MRZ-PREC01-P2 Amend MRZ-PREC02-R2 (Demolition or removal of buildings and structures) so that demolition is a
Zones / Medium Density (Restrictions on demolition) is an anomaly and should be amended so that demolition [restricted discretionary activity (not a permitted activity).
Residential Zone / MRZ- is a restricted discretionary activity.
PREC02-R2
461.31 Part 4 / Design Guides [Supportin Considers that the WCC's latest revisions of the design guides has produced a lot of Not specified.
Subpart / Design Guides |part very good changes. There are now far clearer descriptions of what defines the
/ Design Guides General character that is sought to be protected, compared to that laid out in the versions that
accompanied the draft district plan.
461.32 Part 4 / Design Guides [Amend The wording of the "Guiding Principles" does not suggest it is mandatory for Amend the "Guiding Principles" in the Residential (Character Precincts) Design Guide (page 5-9) so
Subpart / Design Guides developers to conform to them. that the wording makes conformance with the principles mandatory, unless the developer can
/ Residential Design persuade the council otherwise.
Guide
461.33 Part 4 / Design Guides [Amend Developers should be required to conform to "Guiding principles" specified in the Include a requirement in the "Guiding Principles" in the Residential (Character Precincts) Design

Subpart / Design Guides
/ Residential Design
Guide

design guide. As worded, the policies present more of an advisory note than a
mandatory requirement. All developers should be required to conform to the
"Guiding principles".

Guide (page 5-9) that "Applicants must demonstrate that the provisions of this Design Guide have
been acknowledged and interpreted and their objectives satisfied".

Noted that this may require a change to MRZ-PREC01-0O1 (Purpose).
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. Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter
Ann Mallinson

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
81.1 General / Other / Other [Not specified |Considers that the assumption that Wellington will have 80,000 extra residents in the [Not Specified.
/ Other coming years is based on research done before the Covid epidemic. It is now generally
agreed that these figures no longer apply.
81.2 Part 1 / National Support Considers that Wellington weather conditions limit walkability and 10 minutes is Retain Walkable Catchments around the City Centre Zone (CCZ) as notified (at 10 minutes).
Direction Instruments appropriate.
Subpart / National
Direction Instruments /
National Policy
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement
81.3 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that character precincts must be much larger. Character homes are an Seeks that the extent of the Character Precincts is increased.
Zones / Medium Density important part of the attraction of Wellington to tourists and others.
Residential Zone /
General MRZ-PRECO1
81.4 Part 3 / Residential Support Considers that the height limits within the MRZ-PRECO3 are appropriate, given these |Retain MRZ-PREC03 (Oriental Bay Height Precinct) as notified.
Zones / Medium Density heights were set by decisions of the Environmental Court.
Residential Zone /
General MRZ-PREC03
81.5 Part 3 / Residential Not specified [Considers that developers should not be allowed to build without a requirement not |Not Specified.
Zones / Medium Density to intrude on the sunlight of neighbouring buildings. The extra heating that will be
Residential Zone / MRZ- used by the affected buildings will badly affect our carbon emissions.
S3
81.6 Part 3 / Residential Not specified [Considers that developers should not be allowed to build without a requirement not |Not Specified.
Zones / High Density to intrude on the sunlight of neighbouring buildings. The extra heating that will be
Residential Zone / HRZ- used by the affected buildings will badly affect our carbon emissions.
S3
Date of export: 14/11/2022 Page 1of1
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Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
222.1 General / Whole PDP / [Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Supports any provision that will help support actions to minimise the damage caused by climate
Whole PDP / Whole PDP change and help reduce emissions that are causing climate change.
222.2 General / Whole PDP / [Not specified |Supports more intense housing development that is linked to public Not specified.
Whole PDP / Whole PDP transport and close to facilities such as schools, libraries and shops, to reduce reliance
of private cars.
222.3 General / Whole PDP / |Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Seeks addition of a 30-40% permeability standard for all sites.
Whole PDP / Whole PDP
222.4 General / Whole PDP / |Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Seeks addition of a requirement for shared mini-parks and other forms of green spaces.
Whole PDP / Whole PDP
222.5 General / Whole PDP / |Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Seeks addition of a requirement for consideration of waste management to be factored into
Whole PDP / Whole PDP planning.
222.6 General / Whole PDP / |Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Seeks addition of a requirement for consideration of disability access to be factored into planning.
Whole PDP / Whole PDP
222.7 General / Whole PDP / |Amend Considers that parking and road congestion as best managed by the provision of Seeks that mini-buses are added to serve a greater number of routes more frequently.
Whole PDP / Whole PDP reliable and frequent public transport, preferably free but certainly subsidised and as
cheap as possible.
222.8 Part 1 / National Amend Considers that the Johnsonville Line should be classified as rapid transit.
Direction Instruments Seeks that the Johnsonville Line should be classified as a Mass Rapid Transit Line.
Subpart / National The use of trains should be encouraged.
Direction Instruments /
National Policy
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement
222.9 Part 3 / Residential Support Supports the retention of special character zones and the protections in place for Retain MRZ-PRECO1 (Character Precincts) as notified.

Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
PRECO1

historic housing that once lost can never be restored.

[Inferred decision requested]
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Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
434.1 General / Other / Other [Support Supports Red Design’s Submission on the Draft District Plan, as it shows the potential |Supports Red Design’s Submission on the Draft District Plan.
/ Other for development of increased housing while retaining the
historic frontages of the old shops. [Inferred decision requested]
[Refer to original submission for full reason]
434.2 General / Other / Other |Support Supports the Pre-1930 Character Area Review, Boffa Miskell Report. Supports the Pre-1930 Character Area Review, Boffa Miskell Report.
/ Other
434.3 General / Other / Other [Support Supports Newtown Resident's Association's submission on the extension of Supports Newtown Residents'Association submission.
/ Other Newtown's character Precinct, sunlight access and their point related to MDRZ sites
with parks and open space in the neighbourhood. [Refer to submission 440]
434.4 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that the Character Precincts should be increased through the application of |Seeks that the extent of the character precincts is increased.
Mapping General / character as a qualifying matter in the mapping.
Mapping General
434.5 Part 1 / National Support in Supports the Council using character as a Qualifying Matter to modify the permitted |Retain Character as a Qualifying Matter in the Medium Density Residential Zone chapter.
Direction Instruments  |part building heights and other matters that would be required under the NPS-UD 2020 or
Subpart / National the MDRS.
Direction Instruments /
National Policy
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement
434.6 Part 2 / Historical and  [Not specified [Not specified. Not specified.
Cultural Values /
Historic Heritage / HH-
03
434.7 Part 2 / Historical and |Amend Considers that HH-P11 should allow heights of up to 6 storeys in the Newtown Seeks that HH-P11 (Height of development in heritage areas) is amended to allow heights of up to
Cultural Values / Shopping Centre Historic Area, providing the street frontages of the historic buildings |[six storeys in the Newtown Shopping Centre Historic Area, providing that the street frontages of
Historic Heritage / HH- are retained while providing for increased height of new structures set back from the |historic buildings are retained while providing for increased height of new structures set back from
P11 street. The provisison restricts the development of buildings in the Newtown shopping|the street.
Centre, which hinders their sustainable long term use and commercial viability. There
is a missed opportunity for housing intensification in the heart of the vibrant shopping
precinct. These buildings are ideally situated along a main transport route very close
to major community amenities including schools, library and hospital. The suburban
centre zone and Newtown shopping centre are ideally situated for an increase in
housing by allowing for increased height for apartments to be built, as well as set back
on the sites to retain the sense of place of the old shops at street level.
434.8 Part 2 / Historical and |Amend Considers that HH-P13 should be amended to allow for essential earthquake Seeks that HH-P13 (Additions and alterations to, and partial demolition of buildings and structures
Cultural Values / strenghtening of buildings in the Newtown Shopping Centre Historic Area. The within heritage areas) be amended to allow for essential earthquake strenghtening of buildings in
Historic Heritage / HH- provision restricts the development of buildings in the Newtown shopping Centre, the Newtown Shopping Centre historic Area.
P13 which hinders their sustainable long term use and commercial viability. There is a
missed opportunity for housing intensification in the heart of the vibrant shopping
precinct. Wssential earthquake strengthening of the old buildings should be allowed,
as well as increasing housing intensification at the same time.
434.9 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the Character Precincts should be increased through the application of |Seeks that the extent of the character precincts is increased.

Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone /
General MRZ-PRECO1

character as a qualifying matter.
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Anna Kemble Welch

Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
434.10 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that Character Precincts in Newtown should be increased to reflect Boffa [Amend the extent of MRZ-PRECO1 (Character Precincts) to include the area in Newtown

Zones / Medium Density Miskell's recommendations in their Pre-1930 Character Area Review. The Newtown [recommended by Boffa Miskell's Pre-1930 Character Area Review.

Residential Zone / Character Precinct should include all the houses in Emmett Street and Green Street,

General MRZ-PRECO1 Normanby St east of the suburban centre, Donald Mclean St north side, east of the
suburban centre, all of Harper Street and Regent St, Daniell St to number 138 on the
west side and 171 on the east, Lawrence St , Wingate Tce, Balmoral Tce, and Owen St
from 1to 173 on the east and 66 to 192 on the west. A WCC character area story map
is provided to support this point.

[Refer to original submission for full reaosn, including attachment]
434,11 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that HRZ-S3 should be amended to allow for more daily sunlight access Amend HRZ-S3 (Height in relation to boundary) as follows:

Zones / High Density throught the year. Carrara Park in Newtown is in the middle of a residential area and

Residential Zone / HRZ- close to a large amount of WCC housing with many families who use the park as their |...

S3 playground and social space to meet friends. If neighbouring properties are 4. For any site where HRZ-S2 or HRZ-S1 applies that is located within 60 meters of adjacentte a
designated as Medium or High Density residential, then future development could site in the Natural Open Space Zone, Open Space Zone, or Sport and Active Recreation Zone: all
easily overshadow the open space and make the playground cold and damp, buildings and structures must be designed and located to maintain sunlight access to a minimum
uninviting and unhealthy. The provision in item 4 does not go far enough to protect of 70% of the open space site area during 10am to 4.30pm throughout the year.3pm-ateitherof
this from happening. Retaining a minimum of 70% sunlight for only half the year the-eguinexes{i-e 2 March-or23-September)

(spring to autumn equinox) for only the hours of 10am to 3pm means the park could
be heavily shaded for the other half of the year, autumn to spring, which is the time
people really need the sunshine. 10am to 3pm cuts out the times children are likely to
play in the park after school, so by the time they get there it is no longer sunny.
434,12 Part 4 / Schedules Support in Considers that the Newtown Shopping Centre includes a small number of Historic Retain SCHED3 - Heritage Areas, with amendment.

Subpart / Schedules / part Buildings of significance that should be retained as closely as feasible to their historic

SCHED3 — Heritage presence. However, the rest of the Newtown shopping centre is identified as a [Inferred decision requested]

Areas Historic Area (Part 4, Schedule 3, Heritage Areas, DP reference #33, Newtown
Shopping Centre)

434.13 Part 4 / Schedules Amend Considers that the Newtown Shopping Centre includes a small number of Historic Amend SCHED3 - Heritage Areas to remove buildings of less heritage significance in the Newtown

Subpart / Schedules /
SCHED3 — Heritage
Areas

Buildings of significance that should be retained as closely as feasible to their historic
presence. However, the rest of the Newtown shopping centre is identified as a
Historic Area (Part 4, Schedule 3, Heritage Areas, DP reference #33, Newtown
Shopping Centre)

Shopping Centre (Item 33).

[Inferred decision requested]
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Anne L|an Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter
Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
132.1 General / Other / Other [Support Considers that greater resourcing is needed to implement the District Plan. Seeks greater resourcing of Council's planning and consent enforcing teams over road
/ Other maintenance.
132.2 General / Other / Other |Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that combined / pooled resources for consenting, design review, and other permitting
/ Other functions are established that mean multiple small councils can enjoy high-calibre people and
economies of scale.
[Inferred decision requested]
132.3 Part 1 / National Not specified [Supports larger walking catchments for intensification around centres. Seeks that walking catchments around centres are increased.
Direction Instruments
Subpart / National [Inferred decision requested]
Direction Instruments /
National Policy
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement
132.4 Part 1 / National Not specified [Supports larger walking catchments for intensification around mass transit hubs. Seeks that walking catchments around mass transit hubs are increased.
Direction Instruments
Subpart / National [Inferred decision requested]
Direction Instruments /
National Policy
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement
132.5 Part 1 / National Amend Considers that larger, more comprehensive developments are needed in our centres. |Seeks that Medium Density Residential Zone height limits are increased in the 15 minute walking
Direction Instruments catchments to rail stations.
Subpart / National
Direction Instruments /
National Policy
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement
132.6 Part 3 / Residential Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that where building height limits and recession planes and setbacks are mentioned in the
Zones / Medium Density PDP, these are made universally consistent with the Coalition for More Homes’ Alternative
Residential Zone / medium density residential standards.
General MRZ
132.7 Part 3 / Residential Amend Supports the Coalition for More Homes’ Alternative medium density residential Seeks that the Medium Density Residential Zone is amended to include the Coalition for More
Zones / Medium Density standards recommendations for outdoor living space and green space. Homes’ Alternative medium density residential standards recommendations for outdoor living
Residential Zone / space and green space.
General MRZ
132.8 Part 3 / Residential Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that shading as a qualifying matter should be reduced from what is proposed.
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone /
General MRZ
132.9 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the scale of commercial activities that are permitted in MRZ should be |Seeks that the range of Permitted Activities in the Medium Density Residential Zone be expanded.
Zones / Medium Density increased where it’s activities that involve people spending time together, such as
Residential Zone / daycares.
General MRZ
132.10 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that where shading is qualifying matter, there is a new policy for providing [Seeks that there is a new policy providing for pop-up public realm for houses that are shaded by

Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / New
MRZ

pop-up public realm for development-shaded homes.

new development.
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Sub No /
Point No

Plan Part / Sub-part /
Chapter / Provision

Position

Summary of Submission

Decisions Requested

132.11

Part 3 / Residential
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
R10

Amend

Considers that small-scale commercial activity should not be a discretionary activity.

Seeks that the activity status for MRZ-R10 (All other activities) relating to small-scale commercial
activity should be changed from Discretionary to Permitted, Controlled or Restricted Discretionary.

132.12

Part 3 / Residential
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
S10

Not specified

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission].

Seeks a permeability standard in the Medium Density Residential Zone requiring a minimum 30-
40% of a site to be permeable (including permeable pavers / gravel etc).

132.13

Part 3 / Residential
Zones / High Density
Residential Zone /
General HRZ

Amend

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission].

Seeks that the High Density Residential Zone is more enabling of small-scale public-facing
commercial activities.

132.14

Part 3 / Residential
Zones / High Density
Residential Zone / New
HRZ

Amend

Considers that HRZ developments should adequately accommodate active travel as
the building users' first-best choice for accessing it.

Seeks that a new standard is added requiring that developments in the High Density Residential
Zone adequately accommodate active travel as the building users' first-best choice for accessing it.

132.15

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones /
General point on
Commercial and mixed
use Zones / General
point on Commercial
and mixed use Zones

Amend

Considers that the plan should enable larger more comprehensive developments in
centres.

Seeks that the plan enables larger, more comprehensive developments in Centres zones.

[Inferred decision requested]

198.7

Part 3 / Residential
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone /
General MRZ

Amend

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission].

Seeks that shading as a qualifying matter should be reduced from what is proposed.

198.8

Part 3 / Residential
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / New
MRZ

Amend

Considers that where shading is qualifying matter, there is a new policy for providing
pop-up public realm for development-shaded homes.

Seeks that there is a new policy providing for pop-up public realm for houses that are shaded by
new development.
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Antony Kitchener and Simin Littschwager

Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Zones / General point
on Residential Zones /
General point on
Residential Zones

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
199.1 General / Other / Other [Support Supports the original Draft Spatial Plan, prior to the Government relaxing planning Supports the Draft Spatial Plan, with regard to its densification approach.
/ Other rules for developers, which had a much more holistic and well-considered approach to
densification across the entire city, and appeared to give consideration all potential
affected parties i.e. building higher in urban centres, and gradually tapering off
building height as distance from urban/suburb centre increases.
199.2 General / Whole PDP / |Oppose in part|Opposes the parts of the PDP where the northern suburbs of Crofton Downs, Ngaio  [Not specified.
Whole PDP / Whole PDP and Khandallah are sacrificed for densification.
199.3 Part 1 / National Support Supports the Johnsonville Rail Line no longer being classified as rapid transit. Retain the Johnsonville Rail Line as notified (not being classified as rapid transit).
Direction Instruments
Subpart / National The train line is vulnerable to incremental weather and climate change. It is not
Direction Instruments / frequent or reliable enough for people to rely on. It only works for people who work
National Policy in walking distance of the railway station.
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement
199.4 Part 1 / National Oppose Considers that increased densification along the Johnsonville Rail Line will not Seeks that densification is not concentrated in suburbs along the Johnsonville Rail Line.
Direction Instruments necessarily automatically result in increased usage of public transport and less car
Subpart / National usage. [Inferred decision requested].
Direction Instruments /
National Policy All the increased densification will result in increased traffic density as people will opt
Statements and New for the more convenient form of personal transport. Considers that densification will
Zealand Coastal Policy likely result in a large number of family vehicles parked on the street, making them
Statement difficult to navigate.
[Refer to original submission for full reasons].
199.5 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that it is unclear how Council will ensure and enforce compliance with Seeks that assurances are given to people who, due to seismic concerns, may have consciously
Infrastructure and seismic building standards and the quality of construction for the multi-storey decided to live in an area characterised by low-rise buildings, and suddenly have to navigate high
Transport / buildings. rises in their neighbourhoods.
Infrastructure Natural
Hazards / General INF- [Refer to original submission for full reasons].
NH
199.6 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that it is unclear how people will be incentivised to use other modes of Not specified.
Infrastructure and transport instead of cars.
Transport / Transport /
General TR Ngaio does not have a supermarket in easy walking distance. People still need to rely
on cars to drive their kids to and from school, and other activities and amenities.
[Refer to original submission for full reasons].
199.7 Part 3 / Residential Not specified |Supports densification when it is "done well" and fairly distributed across the entire  |Seeks that densification is distributed across the entire city and that six-storey buildings are not
Zones / General point city. concentrated in Crofton Downs, Ngaio, and Khandallah.
on Residential Zones /
General point on [Inferred decision requested].
Residential Zones
199.8 Part 3 / Residential Not specified [Considers that the likes of Ngaio and Khandallah could benefit from some degree of |Not specified.

densification to provide more local amenities and socio-cultural facilities, but this
needs to be designed and executed well with constraint or consideration for the
impacts on the community.
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Antony Kitchener and Simin Littschwager

Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

mixed use Zones /
General point on
Commercial and mixed
use Zones / General
point on Commercial
and mixed use Zones

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
199.9 Part 3 / Residential Not specified [Considers that the housing crisis cannot be solved purely through increased supply Seeks that the WCC stipulate a certain percentage of newly built dwellings to be classed as
Zones / General point alone. If new housing is not “affordable” and there are no controls on who can "affordable".
on Residential Zones / purchase all of this new housing supply, it is highly likely that a large percentage of
General point on new housing will be purchased by rent-seeking landlords, who will continue to push
Residential Zones up rent costs.
199.10 Part 3 / Residential Not specified |Considers that it is not fair nor reasonable that the outer northern suburbs deal with |Seeks that Ngaio and Khandallah should not be expected to accommodate the construction of six-
Zones / Medium Density the brunt of intensification, while the inner suburbs that are close walking distance to [storey residential buildings to ease the housing affordability crisis but not other Wellington
Residential Zone / the CBD or on the proposed light-rail route, appear not to be included in the six-plus [suburbs which are within walking distance of the central city.
General MRZ storey building densification plans.
This will increase the value of the already costly inner suburbs while the comparably
more affordable outer suburbs will decrease in value.
199.11 Part 3 / Residential Not specified [Considers that given the very real possibility of a developer building a six-storey high |Seeks that the Council clarifies how it will compensate neighbouring properties of six-storey
Zones / High Density residential only one metre from the property boundary, the submitter asks how will [developments for the loss of light, privacy, increased noise, and investments that depend on
Residential Zone / WCC compensate neighbouring properties. sunshine hours.
General HRZ
199.12 Part 3 / Commercial and [Amend Considers that it is unclear whether multi-storey developments come with conditions |Clarify the conditions for developers of multi-storey buildings with regard to providing commercial

that developers also create commercial opportunities for small, independent
businesses to develop, or if they are inly for residential purposes.

opportunities.
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Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Zones / High Density
Residential Zone / HRZ-
P2

Oppose in part|Opposes HRZ-P2 on the grounds that increasing the height limit to 6 stories will

negatively affect the character of the city and its suburbs. Population growth
estimates from the Council are too optimistic and should not warrant six-story
residential buildings being built.

Sub No Plan Part / Sub-part

) / / p / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
11.1 Part 3 / Residential

Seeks that the height limit of up to 6 stories in HRZ-P2 (Housing supply and choice) be rescinded.
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Ara Poutama Aotearoa the Department of Corrections

Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Sub No /
Point No

Plan Part / Sub-part /
Chapter / Provision

Position

Summary of Submission

Decisions Requested

240.1

General / Mapping /
Retain Zone / Retain
Zone

Support

Supports and requests that the height limits as proposed to apply the properties on
the southern side of Sunrise Boulevard, Tawa (which is adjacent to the northern
boundary of the Arohata Prison site, as shown in the excerpt below from the PDP
zone maps), are retained.

These include the following proposed height limits:
¢ Medium Density Residential Zone = 11m (see in yellow in excerpt below)
¢ High Density Residential Zone = 21m (see in orange in excerpt below)

Ara Poutama would be opposed to any increase/s in height along that boundary,
beyond that currently proposed. It is imperative that proposed height increases do
not create the opportunity for a breach in security, for example enabling contraband
to be thrown over fences into the Arohata Prison facility. It is also important that the
operational facility is not subject to reverse sensitivity issues, such as privacy and
amenity of adjacent multi-level residential developments that could see into the
prison.

Retain the 11m height limit proposed to apply to the properties on the southern side of Sunrise
Boulevard, Tawa.

240.2

General / Mapping /
Retain Zone / Retain
Zone

Support

Supports and requests that the height limits as proposed to apply the properties on
the southern side of Sunrise Boulevard, Tawa (which is adjacent to the northern
boundary of the Arohata Prison site, as shown in the excerpt below from the PDP
zone maps), are retained.

These include the following proposed height limits:
¢ Medium Density Residential Zone = 11m (see in yellow in excerpt below)
¢ High Density Residential Zone = 21m (see in orange in excerpt below)

Ara Poutama would be opposed to any increase/s in height along that boundary,
beyond that currently proposed. It is imperative that proposed height increases do
not create the opportunity for a breach in security, for example enabling contraband
to be thrown over fences into the Arohata Prison facility. It is also important that the
operational facility is not subject to reverse sensitivity issues, such as privacy and
amenity of adjacent multi-level residential developments that could see into the
prison.

Retain the 21m height limit proposed to apply to the properties on the southern side of Sunrise
Boulevard, Tawa.

240.3

Part 1 / Interpretation
Subpart / Definitions /
COMMUNITY
CORRECTIONS ACTIVITY

Support

Considers that the definition is consistent with the wording provided for in the
National Planning Standards. Community corrections activities are essential social
infrastructure and play a valuable role in reducing reoffending. They enable people
and communities to provide for their social and cultural well-being and for their
health and safety.

Retain the definition of "community corrections activity" as notified.

240.4

Part 1 / Interpretation
Subpart / Definitions /
CUSTODIAL
CORRECTIONS FACILITY

Support

Considers that the definition is appropriate in ‘capturing’ custodial facilities such as
Arohata Prison.

Custodial facilities are essential social infrastructure. They enable people and
communities to provide for their social and cultural well-being and for their health
and safety.

Retain the definition of "custodial corrections facility" as notified.

240.5

Part 1 / Interpretation
Subpart / Definitions /
NON-CUSTODIAL
REHABILITATION
ACTIVITY

Support

Considers the definition is appropriate in ‘capturing’ non-custodial rehabilitative and
reintegration activities and programmes. Non-custodial rehabilitative and
reintegration activities and programmes are an important component of the
rehabilitative process for people under Ara Poutama’s supervision. They enable
people and communities to

provide for their social and cultural well-being and for their health and safety.

Retain the definition of "non-custodial rehabilitation activity" as notified.
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Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone /
General MRZ

transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e.
people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
by Ara Poutama, and therefore a separate definition of “supported residential care
activities” is unnecessary.

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
240.6 Part 1/ Interpretation |[Support Considers that the definition is consistent with the wording provided for in the Retain the definition of "residential activity" as notified.
Subpart / Definitions / National Planning Standards. This definition applies to supported and transitional
RESIDENTIAL ACTIVITY accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e. people
living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision by Ara
Poutama. Providing reintegration and rehabilitation support is an important
component of the reintegration process for people under Ara Poutama’s supervision.
It enables people and communities to provide for their social and cultural well-being
and for their health and safety
240.7 Part 1/ Interpretation [Oppose Considers that the definition of “residential activity” entirely Remove the definition of "supported residential care activity" and the associated provisions
Subpart / Definitions / captures supported and transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided |applying to it throughout the plan.
SUPPORTED for by Ara Poutama; i.e. people living in a residential situation, who are subject to
RESIDENTIAL CARE support and/or supervision by Ara Poutama.
ACTIVITY That is, supported and transitional accommodation activities use “land and building(s)
for people’s living accommodation” (as per the definition of “residential activity”). As
such, there is no need for a separate and standalone definition of “supported
residential care activity” and the associated provisions applying to such throughout
the PDP.
240.8 Part 1 / Interpretation [Supportin Considers that there is no need for a separate and standalone definition of If the definition of 'supported residential care activity' remained in the Proposed District Plan,
Subpart / Definitions / |part “supported residential care activity” and the associated provisions applying to such retain the wording as notified.
SUPPORTED throughout the PDP. However, if this is retained, the wording is acceptable.
RESIDENTIAL CARE
ACTIVITY
240.9 Part 2 / Strategic Oppose Considers that the definition of “residential activity” entirely captures supported and |Seeks that the references to "supported residential care activity" from Strategic Objective UFD-06
Direction / Urban Form transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e. [(Variety of housing types...) are removed.
and Development / UFD- people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
06 by Ara Poutama, and therefore a separate definition of “supported residential care
activities” is unnecessary. Such activities are an important component of the
rehabilitation and reintegration process for people under Ara Poutama’s supervision.
They enable people and communities to provide for their social and cultural wellbeing
and for their health and safety. However, should Council see it as being absolutely
necessary to implement the separate definition of “supported residential care
activity”, then the wording of Strategic Objective UFD-06 (which references and
enables supported residential care activities), should be retained as notified
240.10 Part 2 / Strategic Oppose in part|Considers that the definition of “residential activity” entirely captures supported and |If council are to retain the "supported residential care activity" definition, then the wording of
Direction / Urban Form transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e. [Strategic Objective UFD-06 (variety of housing types...) should be retained as notified.
and Development / UFD- people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
06 by Ara Poutama, and therefore a separate definition of “supported residential care
activities” is unnecessary. Such activities are an important component of the
rehabilitation and reintegration process for people under Ara Poutama’s supervision.
They enable people and communities to provide for their social and cultural wellbeing
and for their health and safety. However, should Council see it as being absolutely
necessary to implement the separate definition of “supported residential care
activity”, then the wording of Strategic Objective UFD-06 (which references and
enables supported residential care activities), should be retained as notified
240.11 Part 3 / Residential Oppose Considers that the definition of “residential activity” entirely captures supported and |Remove the references to "supported residential care activity" from the Medium Density

Residential zone.
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Zones / High Density
Residential Zone / HRZ-
P1

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
240.12 Part 3 / Residential Support Considers that the permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is Retain MRZ-P1 (Enabled activities) as notified.
Zones / Medium Density appropriate in the context of the establishment and operation of supported and
Residential Zone / MRZ- transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e.
P1 people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
by Ara Poutama.
240.13 Part 3 / Residential Oppose in part|Considers that should Council see it as being absolutely necessary to implement the |Retain MRZ-P1.4 (Enabled activities) as notified if "supported residential care activity" definition
Zones / Medium Density separate definition of “supported residential care activity”, then Ara Poutama and references to term are retained.
Residential Zone / MRZ- requests that the enabled activities policies and permitted land use activity rules
P1 applying to supported residential care activities in the Medium Density Residential,
High Density Residential, Large Lot Residential and Corrections zones are retained as
notified.
The permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is appropriate in the
context of the establishment and operation of supported and transitional
accommodation activities. Such activities are an important component of the
rehabilitation and reintegration process for people under Ara Poutama’s supervision.
They enable people and communities to provide for their social and cultural well-
being and for their health and safety.
240.14 Part 3 / Residential Support Considers that the permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is Retain MRZ-R2 (Residential activities, excluding retirement villages, supported residential care
Zones / Medium Density appropriate in the context of the establishment and operation of supported and activities and boarding houses) as notified.
Residential Zone / MRZ- transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e.
R2 people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
by Ara Poutama.
240.15 Part 3 / Residential Oppose in part|Considers that should Council see it as being absolutely necessary to implement the  [Retain MRZ-R4 (Supported residential care activities) as notified if "supported residential care
Zones / Medium Density separate definition of “supported residential care activity”, then Ara Poutama activity" definition and references to term are retained.
Residential Zone / MRZ- requests that the enabled activities policies and permitted land use activity rules
R4 applying to supported residential care activities in the Medium Density Residential,
High Density Residential, Large Lot Residential and Corrections zones are retained as
notified.
The permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is appropriate in the
context of the establishment and operation of supported and transitional
accommodation activities. Such activities are an important component of the
rehabilitation and reintegration process for people under Ara Poutama’s supervision.
They enable people and communities to provide for their social and cultural well-
being and for their health and safety.
240.16 Part 3 / Residential Oppose Considers that the definition of “residential activity” entirely captures supported and |Remove the references to "supported residential care activity" from the High Density Residential
Zones / High Density transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e. [zone.
Residential Zone / people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
General HRZ by Ara Poutama, and therefore a separate definition of “supported residential care
activities” is unnecessary.
240.17 Part 3 / Residential Support Considers that the permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is Retain HRZ-P1 (Enabled activities) as notified.

appropriate in the context of the establishment and operation of supported and

transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e.

people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
by Ara Poutama.
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Zones / Large Lot
Residential Zone / LLRZ-
P1

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
240.18 Part 3 / Residential Oppose in part|Considers that should Council see it as being absolutely necessary to implement the [Retain HRZ-P1.4 (Enabled activities) as notified if "supported residential care activity" definition
Zones / High Density separate definition of “supported residential care activity”, then Ara Poutama and references to this term are retained.
Residential Zone / HRZ- requests that the enabled activities policies and permitted land use activity rules
P1 applying to supported residential care activities in the Medium Density Residential,
High Density Residential, Large Lot Residential and Corrections zones are retained as
notified.
The permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is appropriate in the
context of the establishment and operation of supported and transitional
accommodation activities. Such activities are an important component of the
rehabilitation and reintegration process for people under Ara Poutama’s supervision.
They enable people and communities to provide for their social and cultural well-
being and for their health and safety.
240.19 Part 3 / Residential Support Considers that the permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is Retain HRZ-R2 (Residential activities, excluding retirement villages, supported residential care
Zones / High Density appropriate in the context of the establishment and operation of supported and activities and boarding houses) as notified.
Residential Zone / HRZ- transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e.
R2 people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
by Ara Poutama.
240.20 Part 3 / Residential Oppose Considers that should Council see it as being absolutely necessary to implement the  |Retain HRZ-R4 (Supported residential care activities) as notified if "supported residential care
Zones / High Density separate definition of “supported residential care activity”, then Ara Poutama activity" definition and references to term are retained.
Residential Zone / HRZ- requests that the enabled activities policies and permitted land use activity rules
R4 applying to supported residential care activities in the Medium Density Residential,
High Density Residential, Large Lot Residential and Corrections zones are retained as
notified.
The permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is appropriate in the
context of the establishment and operation of supported and transitional
accommodation activities. Such activities are an important component of the
rehabilitation and reintegration process for people under Ara Poutama’s supervision.
They enable people and communities to provide for their social and cultural well-
being and for their health and safety.
240.21 Part 3 / Residential Oppose Considers that the definition of “residential activity” entirely captures supported and |Remove the references to "supported residential care activity" from the Large Lot Residential
Zones / Large Lot transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e. |zone.
Residential Zone / people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
General LLRZ by Ara Poutama, and therefore a separate definition of “supported residential care
activities” is unnecessary.
240.22 Part 3 / Residential Support Considers that the permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is Retain LLRZ-P1 (Residential activities) as notified.

appropriate in the context of the establishment and operation of supported and
transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e.
people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
by Ara Poutama.
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General Rural Zone /
GRUZ-R4

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
240.23 Part 3 / Residential Oppose in part|Considers that should Council see it as being absolutely necessary to implement the |Retain LLRZ-P2.4 (Enabled non-residential activities) as notified if "supported residential care
Zones / Large Lot separate definition of “supported residential care activity”, then Ara Poutama activity" definition and references to term are retained.
Residential Zone / LLRZ- requests that the enabled activities policies and permitted land use activity rules
P2 applying to supported residential care activities in the Medium Density Residential,
High Density Residential, Large Lot Residential and Corrections zones are retained as
notified.
The permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is appropriate in the
context of the establishment and operation of supported and transitional
accommodation activities. Such activities are an important component of the
rehabilitation and reintegration process for people under Ara Poutama’s supervision.
They enable people and communities to provide for their social and cultural well-
being and for their health and safety.
240.24 Part 3 / Residential Support Considers that the permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is Retain LLRZ-R1 (Residential activities) as notified.
Zones / Large Lot appropriate in the context of the establishment and operation of supported and
Residential Zone / LLRZ- transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e.
R1 people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
by Ara Poutama.
240.25 Part 3 / Residential Oppose in part|Considers that should Council see it as being absolutely necessary to implement the |Retain LLRZ-R5 (Supported residential care) as notified if "supported residential care activity"
Zones / Large Lot separate definition of “supported residential care activity”, then Ara Poutama definition and references to term are retained.
Residential Zone / LLRZ- requests that the enabled activities policies and permitted land use activity rules
R5 applying to supported residential care activities in the Medium Density Residential,
High Density Residential, Large Lot Residential and Corrections zones are retained as
notified.
The permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is appropriate in the
context of the establishment and operation of supported and transitional
accommodation activities. Such activities are an important component of the
rehabilitation and reintegration process for people under Ara Poutama’s supervision.
They enable people and communities to provide for their social and cultural well-
being and for their health and safety.
240.26 Part 3 / Rural Zones / Support Considers that the permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is Retain GRUZ-P1.2 (Enabled activities) as notified.
General Rural Zone / appropriate in the context of the establishment and operation of supported and
GRUZ-P1 transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e.
people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
by Ara Poutama.
240.27 Part 3 / Rural Zones / Support Considers that the permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is Retain GRUZ-R4 (Residential activity) as notified.

appropriate in the context of the establishment and operation of supported and
transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e.
people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
by Ara Poutama.
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mixed use Zones / Local
Centre Zone / LCZ-P2

appropriate in the context of the establishment and operation of supported and
transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e.
people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
by Ara Poutama.

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
240.28 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Considers that community corrections activities are essential social infrastructure and |Retain NCZ-P2.7 (Enabled activities) as notified.
mixed use Zones / play a valuable role in reducing reoffending. They enable people and communities to
Neighbourhood Centre provide for their social and cultural well-being and for their health and safety. It is
Zone / NCZ-P2 important that provision is made to enable noncustodial community corrections sites
to establish, operate and redevelop, within appropriate areas, as the demand for
these services is likely to increase as a result of urban intensification.
The permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is
appropriate in the context of the current and potential future establishment and
operation of a community corrections facility or facilities within these areas in
Wellington City.
240.29 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Considers that the permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is Retain NCZ-P2.2 (Enabled activities) as notified.
mixed use Zones / appropriate in the context of the establishment and operation of supported and
Neighbourhood Centre transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e.
Zone / NCZ-P2 people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
by Ara Poutama.
240.30 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Considers that community corrections activities are essential social infrastructure and |Retain NCZ-R6 (Community corrections activities) as notified.
mixed use Zones / play a valuable role in reducing reoffending. They enable people and communities to
Neighbourhood Centre provide for their social and cultural well-being and for their health and safety. It is
Zone / NCZ-R6 important that provision is made to enable noncustodial community corrections sites
to establish, operate and redevelop, within appropriate areas, as the demand for
these services is likely to
increase as a result of urban intensification.
The permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is
appropriate in the context of the current and potential future establishment and
operation of a community corrections facility or facilities within these areas in
Wellington City.
240.31 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Considers that the permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is Retain NCZ-R10 (Residential activities) as notified.
mixed use Zones / appropriate in the context of the establishment and operation of supported and
Neighbourhood Centre transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e.
Zone / NCZ-R10 people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
by Ara Poutama.
240.32 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Considers that community corrections activities are essential social infrastructure and |Retain LCZ-P2.7 (Enabled activities) as notified.
mixed use Zones / Local play a valuable role in reducing reoffending. They enable people and communities to
Centre Zone / LCZ-P2 provide for their social and cultural well-being and for their health and safety. It is
important that provision is made to enable noncustodial community corrections sites
to establish, operate and redevelop, within appropriate areas, as the demand for
these services is likely to increase as a result of urban intensification.
The permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is
appropriate in the context of the current and potential future establishment and
operation of a community corrections facility or facilities within these areas in
Wellington City.
240.33 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Considers that the permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is Retain LCZ-P2.2 (Enabled activities) as notified.
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Sub No /
Point No

Plan Part / Sub-part /
Chapter / Provision

Position

Summary of Submission

Decisions Requested

240.34

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones / Local
Centre Zone / LCZ-R6

Support

Considers that community corrections activities are essential social infrastructure and
play a valuable role in reducing reoffending. They enable people and communities to
provide for their social and cultural well-being and for their health and safety. It is
important that provision is made to enable noncustodial community corrections sites
to establish, operate and redevelop, within appropriate areas, as the demand for
these services is likely to

increase as a result of urban intensification.

The permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is

appropriate in the context of the current and potential future establishment and
operation of a community corrections facility or facilities within these areas in
Wellington City.

Retain LCZ-R6 (Community corrections activities) as notified.

240.35

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones / Local
Centre Zone / LCZ-R10

Support

Considers that the permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is
appropriate in the context of the establishment and operation of supported and
transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e.
people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
by Ara Poutama.

Retain LCZ-R10 (Residential activities) as notified.

240.36

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones /
Commercial Zone /
General COMZ

Oppose

Considers that the zone frameworks (Commercial and General Industrial) do not
enable community corrections activities, and provides discretionary activity status for
these activities in the zones, in accordance with the respective default “all other
activities” rules (COMZ-R4 and GIZ R6). Community corrections activities are essential
social infrastructure and play a valuable role in reducing reoffending. They enable
people and communities to provide for their social and cultural well-being and for
their health and safety. It is important that provision is made to enable noncustodial
community corrections sites to establish, operate and redevelop, within appropriate
areas, as the demand for these services is likely to increase as a result of urban
intensification.

Industrial and commercial areas provide suitable sites for community corrections
activities; in particular community work components often require large sites for yard-
based activities and large equipment and/or vehicle storage.

Community corrections activities are a compatible and appropriate activity in
commercial and industrial zones. They are consistent with the character and amenity
of such zones. Furthermore, as community corrections facilities are not sensitive to
the effects of commercial and industrial environments (e.g. noise, high traffic
movements, etc), they are not prone to reverse sensitivity.

Amend the land use activity rule framework for the Commercial Zone as notified and seeks
amendment.
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240.37

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones /
Commercial Zone / New
comz

Amend

Considers that the zone frameworks (Commercial and General Industrial) do not
enable community corrections activities, and provides discretionary activity status for
these activities in the zones, in accordance with the respective default “all other
activities” rules (COMZ-R4 and GIZ R6). Community corrections activities are essential
social infrastructure and play a valuable role in reducing reoffending. They enable
people and communities to provide for their social and cultural well-being and for
their health and safety. It is important that provision is made to enable noncustodial
community corrections sites to establish, operate and redevelop, within appropriate
areas, as the demand for these services is likely to increase as a result of urban
intensification.

Industrial and commercial areas provide suitable sites for community corrections
activities; in particular community work components often require large sites for yard-
based activities and large equipment and/or vehicle storage.

Community corrections activities are a compatible and appropriate activity in
commercial and industrial zones. They are consistent with the character and amenity
of such zones. Furthermore, as community corrections facilities are not sensitive to
the effects of commercial and industrial environments (e.g. noise, high traffic
movements, etc), they are not prone to reverse sensitivity.

Amend the land use activity rule framework for the Commercial Zone to include a permitted rule
applying to "community corrections activities" as follows:

COMZ-RX Community corrections activities

1. Activity status: Permitted

240.38

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones /
Commercial Zone /
COMZ-P1

Oppose

Considers that the zone frameworks (Commercial and General Industrial) do not
enable community corrections activities, and provides discretionary activity status for
these activities in the zones, in accordance with the respective default “all other
activities” rules (COMZ-R4 and GIZ R6). Community corrections activities are essential
social infrastructure and play a valuable role in reducing reoffending. They enable
people and communities to provide for their social and cultural well-being and for
their health and safety. It is important that provision is made to enable noncustodial
community corrections sites to establish, operate and redevelop, within appropriate
areas, as the demand for these services is likely to increase as a result of urban
intensification.

Industrial and commercial areas provide suitable sites for community corrections
activities; in particular community work components often require large sites for yard-
based activities and large equipment and/or vehicle storage.

Community corrections activities are a compatible and appropriate activity in
commercial and industrial zones. They are consistent with the character and amenity
of such zones. Furthermore, as community corrections facilities are not sensitive to
the effects of commercial and industrial environments (e.g. noise, high traffic
movements, etc), they are not prone to reverse sensitivity.

Opposes COMZ-P1 (Enabled activities) as notified and seeks amendment.
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Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
240.39 Part 3 / Commercial and [Amend Considers that the zone frameworks (Commercial and General Industrial) do not Amend COMZ-P1 (Enabled activities) as follows:
mixed use Zones / enable community corrections activities, and provides discretionary activity status for
Commercial Zone / these activities in the zones, in accordance with the respective default “all other Enabled activities
COMZ-P1 activities” rules (COMZ-R4 and GIZ R6). Community corrections activities are essential
social infrastructure and play a valuable role in reducing reoffending. They enable Enable a ranges of activities in the Commercial Zone that contribute positively to the purpose of
people and communities to provide for their social and cultural well-being and for the zone including:
their health and safety. It is important that provision is made to enable noncustodial [1. Commercial activities;
community corrections sites to establish, operate and redevelop, within appropriate |2. Retail activities, except for large-scale integrated retail activities;
areas, as the demand for these services is likely to increase as a result of urban 3. Carparking activities; ane-
intensification. 4. Residential activities, except for large-scale integrated retail activities: and
5. Community corrections activities
Industrial and commercial areas provide suitable sites for community corrections
activities; in particular community work components often require large sites for yard-
based activities and large equipment and/or vehicle storage.
Community corrections activities are a compatible and appropriate activity in
commercial and industrial zones. They are consistent with the character and amenity
of such zones. Furthermore, as community corrections facilities are not sensitive to
the effects of commercial and industrial environments (e.g. noise, high traffic
movements, etc), they are not prone to reverse sensitivity.
240.40 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Considers that the permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is Retain COMZ-P1.4 (Enabled activities) as notified.
mixed use Zones / appropriate in the context of the establishment and operation of supported and
Commercial Zone / transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e.
COMZz-P1 people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
by Ara Poutama.
240.41 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Considers that the permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is Retain COMZ-R2 (Residential Activities) as notified.
mixed use Zones / appropriate in the context of the establishment and operation of supported and
Commercial Zone / transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e.
COMZ-R2 people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
by Ara Poutama.
240.42 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Considers that that the definition of “residential activity” entirely captures supported |Retain the provisions applicable to "residential activities" in the Mixed Use Zone as notified.

mixed use Zones /
Mixed Use Zone /
General MUZ

and transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara
Poutama; i.e. people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support
and/or supervision by Ara Poutama.
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mixed use Zones /
Mixed Use Zone / MUZ-
P2

appropriate in the context of the establishment and operation of supported and
transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e.
people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
by Ara Poutama.

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
240.43 Part 3 / Commercial and |[Amend Considers that should Council see it as being absolutely necessary to implement the |Amend the land use activity rule framework for the Mixed Use Zone to include a new permitted
mixed use Zones / separate definition of “supported residential care activity”, then Ara Poutama activity rule applying to "supported residential care activities" as follows, if the definition of
Mixed Use Zone / New requests that the enabled activities policies and land use activity rules applying to "supported residential care activity" is retained:
MUz supported and transitional accommaodation activities in the Mixed Use, City Centre
and Waterfront zones are amended. The zone frameworks would not otherwise MUZ-RX Supported residential care activities
enable supported residential care activities, and provides discretionary activity status
for these activities in the zones, in accordance with the respective default "all other 1. Activity status: Permitted
activities" rules (MUZ-R13, CCZ-R16 and WFZ-R11).
Where:
Supported and transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by
Ara Poutama, are an important component of the rehabilitation and reintegration a. The activity is located above ground floor level; and
process for people under Ara Poutama’s supervision. They enable people and b. The maximum occupancy does not exceed 10 residents.
communities to provide for their social and cultural well-being and for their health
and safety. The subject zones include suitable locations for supported and transitional |2. Activity status: Restricted Discretionary
accommodation activities; as they are close to civic amenities and services. This is
apparent in that the zones provide for residential activities as permitted, including Where:
aligned activities such as visitor accommodation. Supported and transitional
accommodation activities are a compatible and appropriate activity in the Mixed Use, [a. Compliance with the requirements of MUZ-RX.1.a cannot be achieved.
City Centre and Waterfront zones. They are consistent with the character and amenity
of such zones, and the effects of such can be managed through the imposition of a Matters of discretion are: 1. The matters in MUZ-P1, MUZ-P2 and MUZ-P5;
restriction on the maximum number of residents (10), as is the case in the residential [2. The extent to which the activity is the most appropriate to meet Wellington’s future growth
zones. needs;
3. The compatibility with existing activities nearby and other activities provided for in the Mixed
Use Zone;
4. The effect on the visual quality of the streetscape and the extent to which the development
contributes to or detracts from the pedestrian environment; and
5. The extent to which the activity enables or limits adaptability for future non-residential activity
at ground floor level.
Notification status: An application for resource consent made in respect of rule MUZ-RX.2.a is
nrecluded from heing nubliclv notified
240.44 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support in Considers that community corrections activities are essential social infrastructure and [Supports MUZ-P2 (Enabled activities), with amendment.
mixed use Zones / part play a valuable role in reducing reoffending. They enable people and communities to
Mixed Use Zone / MUZ- provide for their social and cultural well-being and for their health and safety. It is
P2 important that provision is made to enable noncustodial community corrections sites
to establish, operate and redevelop, within appropriate areas, as the demand for
these services is likely to increase as a result of urban intensification.
The permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is
appropriate in the context of the current and potential future establishment and
operation of a community corrections facility or facilities within these areas in
Wellington City.
240.45 Part 3 / Commercial and [Amend Considers that there is a minor drafting error within the Mixed Use Zone Policy MUZ- |Amend MUZ-P2 (Enabled activities) as follows:
mixed use Zones / P2.7 and Rule MUZ-R6, whereby “community corrections facilities” are referenced;
Mixed Use Zone / MUZ- this needs to be amended to reflect correct terminology in the PDP definition (i.e. 7. Community corrections faeiities-activities;
P2 “community corrections activities”).
240.46 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Considers that the permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is Retain MUZ-P2.10 (Enabled activities) as notified.
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mixed use Zones /
Metropolitan Centre
Zone / MCZ-P2

play a valuable role in reducing reoffending. They enable people and communities to
provide for their social and cultural well-being and for their health and safety. It is
important that provision is made to enable noncustodial community corrections sites
to establish, operate and redevelop, within appropriate areas, as the demand for
these services is likely to

increase as a result of urban intensification.

The permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is

appropriate in the context of the current and potential future establishment and
operation of a community corrections facility or facilities within these areas in
Wellington City.

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
240.47 Part 3 / Commercial and |[Amend Considers that should Council see it as being absolutely necessary to implement the  |Amend MUZ-P2 (Enabled activities) as follows, if the definition of "supported residential care
mixed use Zones / separate definition of “supported residential care activity”, then Ara Poutama activity" is retained:
Mixed Use Zone / MUZ- requests that the enabled activities policies and land use activity rules applying to
P2 supported and transitional accommaodation activities in the Mixed Use, City Centre MUZ-P2 Enabled Activities
and Waterfront zones are amended. The zone frameworks would not otherwise
enable supported residential care activities, and provides discretionary activity status [Enable a wide range of compatible activities in the Mixed Use Zone where they are of an
for these activities in the zones, in accordance with the respective default "all other  [appropriate nature, scale and intensity for the zone and the hierarchy of centres, including:
activities" rules (MUZ-R13, CCZ-R16 and WFZ-R11).
10. Residential activities and supported residential care activities above ground floor level; ...
Supported and transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by
Ara Poutama, are an important component of the rehabilitation and reintegration
process for people under Ara Poutama’s supervision. They enable people and
communities to provide for their social and cultural well-being and for their health
and safety. The subject zones include suitable locations for supported and transitional
accommodation activities; as they are close to civic amenities and services. This is
apparent in that the zones provide for residential activities as permitted, including
aligned activities such as visitor accommodation. Supported and transitional
accommodation activities are a compatible and appropriate activity in the Mixed Use,
City Centre and Waterfront zones. They are consistent with the character and amenity
of such zones, and the effects of such can be managed through the imposition of a
restriction on the maximum number of residents (10), as is the case in the residential
zones.
240.48 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support in Considers that there is a minor drafting error within the Mixed Use Zone Policy MUZ- [Supports MUZ-R6 (Community corrections facilities), with amendment.
mixed use Zones / part P2.7 and Rule MUZ-R6, whereby “community corrections facilities” are referenced;
Mixed Use Zone / MUZ- this needs to be amended to reflect correct terminology in the PDP definition (i.e.
R6 “community corrections activities”).
240.49 Part 3 / Commercial and [Amend Considers that there is a minor drafting error within the Mixed Use Zone Policy MUZ- |Amend MUZ-R6 (Community corrections facilities) as follows:
mixed use Zones / P2.7 and Rule MUZ-R6, whereby “community corrections facilities” are referenced;
Mixed Use Zone / MUZ- this needs to be amended to reflect correct terminology in the PDP definition (i.e. Community corrections faeHities activities
R6 “community corrections activities”).
240.50 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Considers that the permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is Retain MUZ-R10 (Residential Activities) as notified.
mixed use Zones / appropriate in the context of the establishment and operation of supported and
Mixed Use Zone / MUZ- transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e.
R10 people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
by Ara Poutama.
240.51 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Considers that community corrections activities are essential social infrastructure and |Retain MCZ-P2.7 (Enabled activities) as notified.
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separate definition of “supported residential care activity”, then Ara Poutama
requests that the enabled activities policies and land use activity rules applying to
supported and transitional accommaodation activities in the Mixed Use, City Centre
and Waterfront zones are amended. The zone frameworks would not otherwise
enable supported residential care activities, and provides discretionary activity status
for these activities in the zones, in accordance with the respective default "all other
activities" rules (MUZ-R13, CCZ-R16 and WFZ-R11).

Supported and transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by
Ara Poutama, are an important component of the rehabilitation and reintegration
process for people under Ara Poutama’s supervision. They enable people and
communities to provide for their social and cultural well-being and for their health
and safety. The subject zones include suitable locations for supported and transitional
accommodation activities; as they are close to civic amenities and services. This is
apparent in that the zones provide for residential activities as permitted, including
aligned activities such as visitor accommodation. Supported and transitional
accommodation activities are a compatible and appropriate activity in the Mixed Use,
City Centre and Waterfront zones. They are consistent with the character and amenity
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240.52 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Considers that the permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is Retain MCZ-P2.2 (Enabled activities) as notified.
mixed use Zones / appropriate in the context of the establishment and operation of supported and
Metropolitan Centre transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e.
Zone / MCZ-P2 people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
by Ara Poutama.
240.53 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Considers that community corrections activities are essential social infrastructure and |Retain MCZ-R7 (Community corrections activities) as notified.
mixed use Zones / play a valuable role in reducing reoffending. They enable people and communities to
Metropolitan Centre provide for their social and cultural well-being and for their health and safety. It is
Zone / MCZ-R7 important that provision is made to enable noncustodial community corrections sites
to establish, operate and redevelop, within appropriate areas, as the demand for
these services is likely to
increase as a result of urban intensification.
The permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is
appropriate in the context of the current and potential future establishment and
operation of a community corrections facility or facilities within these areas in
Wellington City.
240.54 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Considers that the permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is Retain MCZ-R12 (Residential activities) as notified.
mixed use Zones / appropriate in the context of the establishment and operation of supported and
Metropolitan Centre transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e.
Zone / MCZ-R12 people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
by Ara Poutama.
240.55 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Considers that that the definition of “residential activity” entirely captures supported |Retain the provisions applicable to "residential activities" in the City Centre Zone as notified.
mixed use Zones / City and transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara
Centre Zone / General Poutama; i.e. people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support
Cccz and/or supervision by Ara Poutama.
240.56 Part 3 / Commercial and [Amend Considers that should Council see it as being absolutely necessary to implement the  |Amend the land use activity rule framework for the City Centre Zone to include a new permitted

activity rule applying to "supported residential care activities" as follows, if the definition of
"supported residential care activity" is retained:

CCZ-RX Supported residential care activities

1. Activity status: Permitted

Where:

a. The maximum occupancy does not exceed 10 residents ; and

b. The activity is located:

i. Above ground floor level; or

ii. At ground floor level along any street edge not identified as an active frontage; or
iii. At ground level along any street not identified as requiring veranda coverage; or
iv. At ground level on any site contained within a Natural Hazard Overlay.

2. Activity status: Restricted Discretionary
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restriction on the maximum number of residents (10), as is the case in the residential
zones. a. Compliance with the requirements of CCZ-RX.1.a cannot be achieved.

Matters of discretion are:
1. The extent to which the intensity and scale of the activity may adversely impact on the amenity
values of nearby residential properties and the surrounding neighbourhood.

Notification status: An application for resource consent made in respect of rule CCZ-RX.2.a is
precluded from being publicly notified.

3. Activity status: Discretionary

Where:

a. Compliance with any of the requirements of CCZ-RX.1.b cannot be achieved.

Notification status: An application for resource consent made in respect of rule CCZ-RX. 3.a is
precluded from being publicly notified.

240.57 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Considers that community corrections activities are essential social infrastructure and |Retain CCZ-P1.8 (Enabled activities) as notified.
mixed use Zones / City play a valuable role in reducing reoffending. They enable people and communities to
Centre Zone / CCZ-P1 provide for their social and cultural well-being and for their health and safety. It is

important that provision is made to enable noncustodial community corrections sites
to establish, operate and redevelop, within appropriate areas, as the demand for
these services is likely to

increase as a result of urban intensification.

The permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is

appropriate in the context of the current and potential future establishment and
operation of a community corrections facility or facilities within these areas in
Wellington City.

240.58 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Considers that the permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is Retain CCZ-P1.2 (Enabled activities) as notified.
mixed use Zones / City appropriate in the context of the establishment and operation of supported and
Centre Zone / CCZ-P1 transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e.

people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
by Ara Poutama.
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240.59

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-P1

Amend

Considers that should Council see it as being absolutely necessary to implement the
separate definition of “supported residential care activity”, then Ara Poutama
requests that the enabled activities policies and land use activity rules applying to
supported and transitional accommaodation activities in the Mixed Use, City Centre
and Waterfront zones are amended. The zone frameworks would not otherwise
enable supported residential care activities, and provides discretionary activity status
for these activities in the zones, in accordance with the respective default "all other
activities" rules (MUZ-R13, CCZ-R16 and WFZ-R11).

Supported and transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by
Ara Poutama, are an important component of the rehabilitation and reintegration
process for people under Ara Poutama’s supervision. They enable people and
communities to provide for their social and cultural well-being and for their health
and safety. The subject zones include suitable locations for supported and transitional
accommodation activities; as they are close to civic amenities and services. This is
apparent in that the zones provide for residential activities as permitted, including
aligned activities such as visitor accommodation. Supported and transitional
accommodation activities are a compatible and appropriate activity in the Mixed Use,
City Centre and Waterfront zones. They are consistent with the character and amenity
of such zones, and the effects of such can be managed through the imposition of a
restriction on the maximum number of residents (10), as is the case in the residential
zones.

Amend CCZ-P1 (Enabled activities) as follows, if the definition of "supported residential care
activity" is retained:

CCZ-P1 Enabled Activities

Enable a range and diversity of activities that support the purpose and ongoing viability of the City
Centre Zone and enhances its vibrancy and amenity, including:

1. Commercial activities;

2. Residential activities and supported residential care activities, except;

a. Along any street subject to active frontage and/or veranda coverage requirements;
b. On any site subject to an identified natural hazard risk; ...

240.60

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-R8

Support

Considers that community corrections activities are essential social infrastructure and
play a valuable role in reducing reoffending. They enable people and communities to
provide for their social and cultural well-being and for their health and safety. It is
important that provision is made to enable noncustodial community corrections sites
to establish, operate and redevelop, within appropriate areas, as the demand for
these services is likely to

increase as a result of urban intensification.

The permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is

appropriate in the context of the current and potential future establishment and
operation of a community corrections facility or facilities within these areas in
Wellington City.

Retain CCZ-R8 (Community corrections activities) as notified.

240.61

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-R12

Support

Considers that the permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is
appropriate in the context of the establishment and operation of supported and
transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e.
people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
by Ara Poutama.

Retain CCZ-R12 (Residential activities) as notified.
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240.62

Part 3 / Industrial Zones
/ General Industrial
Zone / General GIZ

Oppose

Considers that the zone frameworks (Commercial and General Industrial) do not
enable community corrections activities, and provides discretionary activity status for
these activities in the zones, in accordance with the respective default “all other
activities” rules (COMZ-R4 and GIZ R6). Community corrections activities are essential
social infrastructure and play a valuable role in reducing reoffending. They enable
people and communities to provide for their social and cultural well-being and for
their health and safety. It is important that provision is made to enable noncustodial
community corrections sites to establish, operate and redevelop, within appropriate
areas, as the demand for these services is likely to increase as a result of urban
intensification.

Industrial and commercial areas provide suitable sites for community corrections
activities; in particular community work components often require large sites for yard-
based activities and large equipment and/or vehicle storage.

Community corrections activities are a compatible and appropriate activity in
commercial and industrial zones. They are consistent with the character and amenity
of such zones. Furthermore, as community corrections facilities are not sensitive to
the effects of commercial and industrial environments (e.g. noise, high traffic
movements, etc), they are not prone to reverse sensitivity.

Opposes land use activity rule framework for the General Industrial Zone as notified and seeks
amendment.

240.63

Part 3 / Industrial Zones
/ General Industrial
Zone / New GIZ

Amend

Considers that the zone frameworks (Commercial and General Industrial) do not
enable community corrections activities, and provides discretionary activity status for
these activities in the zones, in accordance with the respective default “all other
activities” rules (COMZ-R4 and GIZ R6). Community corrections activities are essential
social infrastructure and play a valuable role in reducing reoffending. They enable
people and communities to provide for their social and cultural well-being and for
their health and safety. It is important that provision is made to enable noncustodial
community corrections sites to establish, operate and redevelop, within appropriate
areas, as the demand for these services is likely to increase as a result of urban
intensification.

Industrial and commercial areas provide suitable sites for community corrections
activities; in particular community work components often require large sites for yard-
based activities and large equipment and/or vehicle storage.

Community corrections activities are a compatible and appropriate activity in
commercial and industrial zones. They are consistent with the character and amenity
of such zones. Furthermore, as community corrections facilities are not sensitive to
the effects of commercial and industrial environments (e.g. noise, high traffic
movements, etc), they are not prone to reverse sensitivity.

Amend land use activity rule framework for the General Industrial Zone to include a permitted rule
applying to "community corrections activities" as follows:

GlIZ-RX Community Corrections Activities

1. Activity status: Permitted
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240.64

Part 3 / Industrial Zones
/ General Industrial
Zone / GIZ-P1

Oppose

Considers that the zone frameworks (Commercial and General Industrial) do not
enable community corrections activities, and provides discretionary activity status for
these activities in the zones, in accordance with the respective default “all other
activities” rules (COMZ-R4 and GIZ R6). Community corrections activities are essential
social infrastructure and play a valuable role in reducing reoffending. They enable
people and communities to provide for their social and cultural well-being and for
their health and safety. It is important that provision is made to enable noncustodial
community corrections sites to establish, operate and redevelop, within appropriate
areas, as the demand for these services is likely to increase as a result of urban
intensification.

Industrial and commercial areas provide suitable sites for community corrections
activities; in particular community work components often require large sites for yard-
based activities and large equipment and/or vehicle storage.

Community corrections activities are a compatible and appropriate activity in
commercial and industrial zones. They are consistent with the character and amenity
of such zones. Furthermore, as community corrections facilities are not sensitive to
the effects of commercial and industrial environments (e.g. noise, high traffic
movements, etc), they are not prone to reverse sensitivity.

Opposes GIZ-P1 (Enabled activities) as notified and seeks amendment.

240.65

Part 3 / Industrial Zones
/ General Industrial
Zone / GIZ-P1

Amend

Considers that the zone frameworks (Commercial and General Industrial) do not
enable community corrections activities, and provides discretionary activity status for
these activities in the zones, in accordance with the respective default “all other
activities” rules (COMZ-R4 and GIZ R6). Community corrections activities are essential
social infrastructure and play a valuable role in reducing reoffending. They enable
people and communities to provide for their social and cultural well-being and for
their health and safety. It is important that provision is made to enable noncustodial
community corrections sites to establish, operate and redevelop, within appropriate
areas, as the demand for these services is likely to increase as a result of urban
intensification.

Industrial and commercial areas provide suitable sites for community corrections
activities; in particular community work components often require large sites for yard-
based activities and large equipment and/or vehicle storage.

Community corrections activities are a compatible and appropriate activity in
commercial and industrial zones. They are consistent with the character and amenity
of such zones. Furthermore, as community corrections facilities are not sensitive to
the effects of commercial and industrial environments (e.g. noise, high traffic
movements, etc), they are not prone to reverse sensitivity.

Amend General Industrial Zone Policy GIZ-P1 (Enabled activities) to reference "community
corrections activities" as follows:

GIZ-P1 Enabled Activities

Enable industrial activities and community corrections activities in the General Industrial Zone.

240.66

Part 3 / Special Purpose
Zones / Corrections
Zone / General CORZ

Oppose

Considers that the definition of “residential activity” entirely captures supported and
transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e.
people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
by Ara Poutama, and therefore a separate definition of “supported residential care
activities” is unnecessary.

Remove the references to "supported residential care activity" from the Large Lot Residential

zone.
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240.67

Part 3 / Special Purpose
Zones / Corrections
Zone / General CORZ

Supportin
part

Considers that the Corrections Zone, in conjunction with the Arohata Prison
designation, provides an appropriate planning framework to enable the continued
operation and development of Arohata Prison (including both custodial and non-
custodial activities). Ara Poutama’s position is that the definition of “residential
activity” entirely captures supported and transitional accommodation activities, such
as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e. people living in a residential situation, who
are subject to support and/or supervision by Ara Poutama, and therefore a separate
definition of “supported residential care activities” is unnecessary. However, if Council
are to retain the definition of “supported residential care activity” then there is a
minor drafting error within Policy CORZ-P2 and Rule CORZ-R4, whereby “supported
residential care accommodation” is referenced; this needs to be amended to reflect
the terminology otherwise proposed in the PDP definition (i.e. “supported residential
care activities”).

Retain the Corrections Zone, with amendment.

240.68

Part 3 / Special Purpose
Zones / Corrections
Zone / CORZ-P2

Support

Considers that community corrections activities are essential social infrastructure and
play a valuable role in reducing reoffending. They enable people and communities to
provide for their social and cultural well-being and for their health and safety. It is
important that provision is made to enable noncustodial community corrections sites
to establish, operate and redevelop, within appropriate areas, as the demand for
these services is likely to

increase as a result of urban intensification.

The permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is

appropriate in the context of the current and potential future establishment and
operation of a community corrections facility or facilities within these areas in
Wellington City.

Retain CORZ-P2.3 (Compatible activities) as notified.

240.69

Part 3 / Special Purpose
Zones / Corrections
Zone / CORZ-P2

Oppose in part

Considers that should Council see it as being absolutely necessary to implement the
separate definition of “supported residential care activity”, then Ara Poutama
requests that the enabled activities policies and permitted land use activity rules
applying to supported residential care activities in the Medium Density Residential,
High Density Residential, Large Lot Residential and Corrections zones are retained as
notified.

The permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is appropriate in the
context of the establishment and operation of supported and transitional
accommodation activities. Such activities are an important component of the
rehabilitation and reintegration process for people under Ara Poutama’s supervision.
They enable people and communities to provide for their social and cultural well-
being and for their health and safety.

Retain CORZ-P2.4 (Compatible activities) as notified if "supported residential care activity"
definition and references to term are retained.

240.70

Part 3 / Special Purpose
Zones / Corrections
Zone / CORZ-P2

Amend

Considers that the Corrections Zone, in conjunction with the Arohata Prison
designation, provides an appropriate planning framework to enable the continued
operation and development of Arohata Prison (including both custodial and non-
custodial activities). Ara Poutama’s position is that the definition of “residential
activity” entirely captures supported and transitional accommodation activities, such
as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e. people living in a residential situation, who
are subject to support and/or supervision by Ara Poutama, and therefore a separate
definition of “supported residential care activities” is unnecessary. However, if Council
are to retain the definition of “supported residential care activity” then thereis a
minor drafting error within Policy CORZ-P2 and Rule CORZ-R4, whereby “supported
residential care accommodation” is referenced; this needs to be amended to reflect
the terminology otherwise proposed in the PDP definition (i.e. “supported residential
care activities”).

Amend policy CORZ-P2 (Compatible activities) as follows, if council are to retain the "supported
residential care activity" definition:

CORZ-P2 Compatible activities

Provide for activities that are compatible with the purpose and function of the Corrections Zone
including:

4. Supported residential care aceemmedatien-activities.
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240.71

Part 3 / Special Purpose
Zones / Corrections
Zone / CORZ-R3

Support

Considers that community corrections activities are essential social infrastructure and
play a valuable role in reducing reoffending. They enable people and communities to
provide for their social and cultural well-being and for their health and safety. It is
important that provision is made to enable noncustodial community corrections sites
to establish, operate and redevelop, within appropriate areas, as the demand for
these services is likely to

increase as a result of urban intensification.

The permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is

appropriate in the context of the current and potential future establishment and
operation of a community corrections facility or facilities within these areas in
Wellington City.

Retain CORZ-R3 (Community corrections activities) as notified.

240.72

Part 3 / Special Purpose
Zones / Corrections
Zone / CORZ-R4

Oppose in part

Considers that should Council see it as being absolutely necessary to implement the
separate definition of “supported residential care activity”, then Ara Poutama
requests that the enabled activities policies and permitted land use activity rules
applying to supported residential care activities in the Medium Density Residential,
High Density Residential, Large Lot Residential and Corrections zones are retained as
notified.

The permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is appropriate in the
context of the establishment and operation of supported and transitional
accommodation activities. Such activities are an important component of the
rehabilitation and reintegration process for people under Ara Poutama’s supervision.
They enable people and communities to provide for their social and cultural well-
being and for their health and safety.

Retain CORZ-R4 (Supported residential care accommodation) as notified if "supported residential
care activity" definition and references to term are retained.

240.73

Part 3 / Special Purpose
Zones / Corrections
Zone / CORZ-R4

Amend

Considers that the Corrections Zone, in conjunction with the Arohata Prison
designation, provides an appropriate planning framework to enable the continued
operation and development of Arohata Prison (including both custodial and non-
custodial activities). Ara Poutama’s position is that the definition of “residential
activity” entirely captures supported and transitional accommodation activities, such
as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e. people living in a residential situation, who
are subject to support and/or supervision by Ara Poutama, and therefore a separate
definition of “supported residential care activities” is unnecessary. However, if Council
are to retain the definition of “supported residential care activity” then thereis a
minor drafting error within Policy CORZ-P2 and Rule CORZ-R4, whereby “supported
residential care accommodation” is referenced; this needs to be amended to reflect
the terminology otherwise proposed in the PDP definition (i.e. “supported residential
care activities”).

Amend rule CORZ-R4 (Supported residential care accommodation) as follows, if council are to
retain the "supported residential care activity" definition:

CORZ-R4 Supported residential care aceemmedation activities

1. Activity status: Permitted

Where:

a. The maximum number of residents to be accommodated at any one time is 30;
and

b. No more than five supported residential care aceemmedation activity buildings are to be
located within the Corrections Zone

240.74

Part 3 / Special Purpose
Zones / Waterfront
Zone / General WFZ

Support

Considers that that the definition of “residential activity” entirely captures supported
and transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara
Poutama; i.e. people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support
and/or supervision by Ara Poutama.

Retain the provisions applicable to "residential activities" in the Waterfront Zone as notified.
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Point No Chapter / Provision
240.75 Part 3 / Special Purpose |Amend Considers that should Council see it as being absolutely necessary to implement the |Amend the land use activity rule framework for the Waterfront Zone to include a new permitted
Zones / Waterfront separate definition of “supported residential care activity”, then Ara Poutama activity rule applying to "supported residential care activities" as follows, if the definition of
Zone / New WFZ requests that the enabled activities policies and land use activity rules applying to "supported residential care activity" is retained:
supported and transitional accommaodation activities in the Mixed Use, City Centre
and Waterfront zones are amended. The zone frameworks would not otherwise WFZ-RX Supported residential care activities
enable supported residential care activities, and provides discretionary activity status
for these activities in the zones, in accordance with the respective default "all other 1. Activity Status: Permitted
activities" rules (MUZ-R13, CCZ-R16 and WFZ-R11).
Where:
Supported and transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by
Ara Poutama, are an important component of the rehabilitation and reintegration a. The maximum occupancy does not exceed 10 residents; and
process for people under Ara Poutama’s supervision. They enable people and b. The activity is located above ground floor level.
communities to provide for their social and cultural well-being and for their health
and safety. The subject zones include suitable locations for supported and transitional |Cross-reference — also refer to NOISE-R5 and NOISE-S4 for noise-sensitive controls near the Port
accommodation activities; as they are close to civic amenities and services. This is Zone.
apparent in that the zones provide for residential activities as permitted, including
aligned activities such as visitor accommodation. Supported and transitional 2. Activity status: Restricted Discretionary
accommodation activities are a compatible and appropriate activity in the Mixed Use,
City Centre and Waterfront zones. They are consistent with the character and amenity |Where:
of such zones, and the effects of such can be managed through the imposition of a
restriction on the maximum number of residents (10), as is the case in the residential |[a. Compliance with the requirements of WFZ-RX.1.a cannot be achieved.
zones.
Matters of discretion are:
1. The extent to which the intensity and scale of the activity may adversely impact on the amenity
values of nearby residential properties and the surrounding neighbourhood.
Notification status: An application for resource consent made in respect of rule WFZ-RX.2.a is
precluded from being publicly notified.
3. Activity status: Non-complying
Where:
a. Compliance with the requirements of WFZ-RX.1.b cannot be achieved.
240.76 Part 3 / Special Purpose [Support Considers that the permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is Retain WFZ-P1.8 (Enabled activities) as notified.
Zones / Waterfront appropriate in the context of the establishment and operation of supported and
Zone / WFZ-P1 transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e.
people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
by Ara Poutama.
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Summary of Submission
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240.77

Part 3 / Special Purpose
Zones / Waterfront
Zone / WFZ-P1

Amend

Considers that should Council see it as being absolutely necessary to implement the
separate definition of “supported residential care activity”, then Ara Poutama
requests that the enabled activities policies and land use activity rules applying to
supported and transitional accommaodation activities in the Mixed Use, City Centre
and Waterfront zones are amended. The zone frameworks would not otherwise
enable supported residential care activities, and provides discretionary activity status
for these activities in the zones, in accordance with the respective default "all other
activities" rules (MUZ-R13, CCZ-R16 and WFZ-R11).

Supported and transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by
Ara Poutama, are an important component of the rehabilitation and reintegration
process for people under Ara Poutama’s supervision. They enable people and
communities to provide for their social and cultural well-being and for their health
and safety. The subject zones include suitable locations for supported and transitional
accommodation activities; as they are close to civic amenities and services. This is
apparent in that the zones provide for residential activities as permitted, including
aligned activities such as visitor accommodation. Supported and transitional
accommodation activities are a compatible and appropriate activity in the Mixed Use,
City Centre and Waterfront zones. They are consistent with the character and amenity
of such zones, and the effects of such can be managed through the imposition of a
restriction on the maximum number of residents (10), as is the case in the residential
zones.

Amend WFZ-P1 (Enabled activities) as follows, if the definition of "supported residential care
activity" is retained:

WFZ-P1 Enabled activities

Enable a range and diversity of activities that support the role and function of the Waterfront Zone
and enhance the Zone's vitality, vibrancy and amenity during the day and night, including:

8. Residential activities and supported residential care activities above ground floor.

240.78

Part 3 / Special Purpose
Zones / Waterfront
Zone / WFZ-R8

Support

Considers that the permitted activity status (enabled by the associated policies) is
appropriate in the context of the establishment and operation of supported and
transitional accommodation activities, such as those provided for by Ara Poutama; i.e.
people living in a residential situation, who are subject to support and/or supervision
by Ara Poutama.

Retain WFZ-R8 (Residential activities) as notified.

240.79

Part 3 / Designations /
Minister of Corrections /
MCOR1

Support

These designations have been rolled over from the Operative District Plan, and are an
appropriate planning mechanism for managing these custodial corrections facilities.
Noting however that Wellington Prison is no longer operational and designation
MCOR1 will be uplifted at the time that the property ownership transfer has been
confirmed.

Retain designation MCOR1 (Wellington Prison - Mt Crawford) as notified.

240.80

Part 3 / Designations /
Minister of Corrections /
MCOR2

Support

These designations have been rolled over from the Operative District Plan, and are an
appropriate planning mechanism for managing these custodial corrections facilities.
Noting however that Wellington Prison is no longer operational and designation
MCOR1 will be uplifted at the time that the property ownership transfer has been
confirmed.

Retain designation MCOR2 (Arohata Prison - Tawa) as notified.
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383.1 General / Whole PDP / |Oppose Opposes this policy which requires some developments to deliver City Outcomes Delete all references to City Outcomes Contributions in the Proposed Plan.
Whole PDP / Whole PDP Contributions in accordance with the Centres and Mixed Use Design Guide. This is
because:
- This provision elevates what is normally a design guide into a rule. A design guide
should be separate to a plan. The Design Guide should be an external document to
the District Plan and be referenced as a guide only.
- Further, this provision, provides a mechanism for the Council to require these
aspects as part of a development. This is inappropriate. A development should be
assessed on its merits.
383.2 General / Mapping / Amend Seeks for the height limit of 7 Waterloo Quay to be increased to 60m. It is unclear why |Amend the building height limit of 7 Waterloo Quay to 60m.
Mapping General / the height limit changed from the height limit in the Draft District Plan, and 60m is
Mapping General appropriate for the site and consistent with existing development.
383.3 General / Mapping / Amend Generally supports the height limits imposed on 143 Lambton Quay, 147 Lambton Retain the building height limits of 143 Lambton Quay, 147 Lambton Quay, 15 Stout Street, 8 Willis
Mapping General / Quay, 15 Stout Street, 8 Willis Street and 360 Lambton Quay. Street and 360 Lambton Quay as notified.
Mapping General
383.4 Part 1/ Interpretation |[Support Supports potentially hazard sensitive activities including offices and retail activities. Retain the definition of "Potentially Hazard Sensitive Activities" as notified.
Subpart / Definitions / This is appropriate and consistent with the other potentially hazard sensitive activities,
POTENTIALLY HAZARD which are activities which include employees but are not particularly sensitive (in
SENSITIVE ACTIVITIES comparison to, for example, childcare activities)
383.5 Part 1/ Interpretation [Oppose Notes the definition of root protection area in the Proposed Plan uses the British Delete the current the definition of "root protection area".
Subpart / Definitions / Standard which has been proven not to be accurate. It is sought that this be updated
ROOT PROTECTION with the methodology most commonly used by arborists in New Zealand (from the Replace with the following definition:
AREA Australian Standard).
Means the area to be protected from root disturbance. It is calculated by using the following
formula (from the Australian Standard)
Root Protection Area = DBH x 12
DBH is diameter of the trunk at breast height = trunk diameter measured at 1.4m above ground
level.
Radius is measured from the centre of the stem at ground level.
For multi-stemmed trees, the following formula is used.
Total DBH = Square root ((DBH1)2 + (DBH2)2 + (DBH3)2))
The assessment of the root protection area also needs to take into account:
* existing root morphology and site conditions such as the presence of roads, structures, and
underground services,
* topography and drainage,
* the soil type and structure,
e the likely tolerance of the tree to root disturbance or damage based on species, age, condition,
and past management.
383.6 Part 1/ Interpretation [Supportin Considers the definition of technician arborist is restrictive by requiring the arborist to |Amend the definition of "Technician Arborist" as follows:
Subpart / Definitions / |part have a Level 6 diploma. An arborist could have the necessary expertise to be a
TECHNICIAN ARBORIST technician arborist without having this qualification. means a person who:
c. has demonstrated competency to Level 6 New Zealand Diploma in Arboriculture standard (or to
an equivalent arboricultural standard) or has equivalent experience and is competent in the
assessment of working around trees and their root zones on development sites.
383.7 Part 1/ Interpretation [Support Considers the definition of trimming and pruning is appropriate. Retain the definition of "trimming and pruning" as notified.
Subpart / Definitions /
TRIMMING AND
PRUNING

Date of export: 14/11/2022

72

Page 1 of 19




Argosy Property No.

1 Limited

Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Direction / Urban Form
and Development / UFD-
01

Statement on Urban Development 2020 (NPS-UD) requires intensification in urban
areas and sufficient development capacity that is of a form and in locations that meet
the diverse needs of communities and encourages well-functioning, liveable urban
environments. Argosy supports the strategic direction set by the NPS-UD. The
feedback that Argosy provides on the provisions below seeks to ensure that the rules
and standards in the District Plan enable this outcome

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
383.8 Part 1/ Interpretation |[Support Supports the definition of works arborist. Retain the definition of "Works Arborist" as notified.
Subpart / Definitions /
WORKS ARBORIST
383.9 Part 2 / Strategic Support Supports a Wellington City being a well-functioning Capital City where urban Retain Objective CC-02 as notified
Direction / Capital City / intensification is delivered in appropriate locations. Supports recognition that the
CC-02 Wellington CBD is an economic hub and appropriate intensification and development
should be enabled to provide for well-functioning urban environments
383.10 Part 2 / Strategic Support Supports development that is consistent with and supports the achievement of Retain Objective CC-0O3 as notified
Direction / Capital City / strategic city objectives. Supports recognition that the Wellington CBD is an economic
CC-03 hub and appropriate intensification and development should be enabled to provide
for well-functioning urban environments
383.11 Part 2 / Strategic Support Supports the Centres hierarchy and the recognition of the City Centre as the primary |Retain Objective CEKP-O2 as notified
Direction / City centre for the wider region. Supports the Proposed Plan to the extent that it provides
Economy Knowledge for and supports the vibrancy of the city centre
and Prosperity / CEKP-
02
383.12 Part 2 / Strategic Support Supports land within the City Centre being protected from activities that are Retain Objective CEKP-04 as notified
Direction / City incompatible with the purpose of the zone or have the potential to undermine the
Economy Knowledge City’s hierarchy of centres. Supports the Proposed Plan to the extent that it provides
and Prosperity / CEKP- for and supports the vibrancy of the city centre
04
383.13 Part 2 / Strategic Support Supports risks from natural hazards being appropriately identified, and natural and Retain Objective SRCC-02 as notified
Direction / Sustainability coastal hazards being identified and risks apportioned appropriately, and in a way
Resilience and Climate which identifies and recognises the existing investment, development and role of the
Change / SRCC-02 city centre
383.14 Part 2 / Strategic Support Supports strategic objectives which support subdivision, development and use that Retain Objective SRCC-03 as notified.
Direction / Sustainability manage the risks associated with climate change and sea level rise and support
Resilience and Climate adaptation, and natural and coastal hazards being identified and risks apportioned
Change / SRCC-03 appropriately, and in a way which identifies and recognises the existing investment,
development and role of the city centre
383.15 Part 2 / Strategic Support Supports strategic objectives which support subdivision, development and use that Retain Objective SRCC-04 as notified.
Direction / Sustainability manage the risks associated with climate change and sea level rise and support
Resilience and Climate adaptation, and natural and coastal hazards being identified and risks apportioned
Change / SRCC-04 appropriately, and in a way which identifies and recognises the existing investment,
development and role of the city centre
383.16 Part 2 / Strategic Support Supports maintaining Wellington’s ‘compact urban form’. The National Policy Retain Objective UFD-01 as notified.
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383.17 Part 2 / Strategic Support Supports the recognition of the need to provide sufficient development capacity for |Retain Objective UFD-O5 as notified.
Direction / Urban Form housing and business land. The National Policy Statement on Urban Development
and Development / UFD- 2020 (NPS-UD) requires intensification in urban areas and sufficient development
05 capacity that is of a form and in locations that meet the diverse needs of communities
and encourages well-functioning, liveable urban environments. Argosy supports the
strategic direction set by the NPS-UD. The feedback that Argosy provides on the
provisions below seeks to ensure that the rules and standards in the District Plan
enable this outcome
383.18 Part 2 / Strategic Support Supports the creation of ‘well-functioning urban environments consistent with the Retain Objective UFD-06 as notified.
Direction / Urban Form NPS-UD. The National Policy Statement on Urban Development 2020 (NPS-UD)
and Development / UFD- requires intensification in urban areas and sufficient development capacity that is of a
06 form and in locations that meet the diverse needs of communities and encourages
well-functioning, liveable urban environments. Argosy supports the strategic direction
set by the NPS-UD. The feedback that Argosy provides on the provisions below seeks
to ensure that the rules and standards in the District Plan enable this outcome
383.19 Part 2 / Hazards and Supportin Supports the Introduction to the extent that it takes an adaptation approach to Delete "Natural Hazard Overlay" table in Introduction.
Risks / Natural Hazards /|part natural hazards. Retreat from the Wellington CBD is unlikely to occur, and therefore it
General NH would be more appropriate for the Proposed Plan to anticipate a protection or
adaptation approach to climate change hazards. Argosy opposes hazard rankings
being attributed to the various natural hazards. For example, the Liquefaction Hazard
Overlay being identified as a ‘high’ risk. This is because the natural hazards overlays
apply to all levels of risk either in the same way, or specific to the type of risk. It does
not have a practical implication to attribute hazard rankings to the natural hazards
and is inappropriate. Notes that the hazard overlays are wide ranging in terms of risk
and feasible approaches to mitigate that risk. By including all the hazard overlays
together the Proposed Plan applies the same risk and mitigation approach to all
hazard overlays. This is inappropriate for some overlays, such as liquefication and
tsunami (discussed below), where the risk cannot be mitigated and the probability of
an event is low
383.20 Part 2 / Hazards and Amend Considers here should be an additional objective in the Natural Hazards overlays Add new objective NH-OX to the Natural Hazards chapter as follows:
Risks / Natural Hazards / which provides for a range of activities that maintain the vibrancy and vitality of the
New NH City Centre zone, while also ensuring that subdivision, development and use in these [Provide for a range of activities that maintain the vibrancy and vitality of the City Centre Zone,
areas do not increase the risk to people, property, and infrastructure. This would be |while also ensuring that subdivision, development and use in these areas do not increase the risk
consistent with Objective CE-O8 in relation to coastal hazards. It is appropriate fora  |to people, property, and infrastructure
similar approach to be taken to coastal hazards and natural hazards to recognise that
here is significant existing investment in the CBD and there are social and economic
benefits to enabling development that does not increase risks arising from natural
hazards.
383.21 Part 2 / Hazards and Amend Considers there should be an additional policy which recognises that development in |Add new policy NH-PX to the Natural Hazards chapter as follows:
Risks / Natural Hazards / the natural hazard overlays in the City Centre zone is appropriate in some instances.
New NH This would be consistent with Policies CE-921 and CE-P22. As noted above, it is Enable subdivision, development and use associated within the City Centre Zone and within all of
appropriate for a similar approach to be taken to coastal hazards and natural hazards. |the Natural Hazard Overlays, where they do not involve the construction of new buildings which
will be occupied by members of the public or the creation of vacant allotments
383.22 Part 2 / Hazards and Amend Considers there should be an additional policy which recognises that developmentin |Add new policy NH-PX to the Natural Hazards chapter as follows:

the natural hazard overlays in the City Centre zone is appropriate in some instances.
This would be consistent with Policies CE-921 and CE-P22. As noted above, it is
appropriate for a similar approach to be taken to coastal hazards and natural hazards.

Manage subdivision, development and use within the City Centre Zone and within all of the
Natural Hazard Overlays, where they involve the construction of new buildings which will be
occupied by members of the public or result in the creation of a vacant allotment by ensuring that
the activity, building or subdivision incorporates measures that reduce or not increase the risk to
people, and property.
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“changing the use of a building or object from that which it was originally constructed
for”) of a heritage building can be appropriate and facilitated by additions or
alterations. This is important to balance the importance of retaining heritage values
while enabling appropriate use of heritage buildings

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
383.23 Part 2 / Hazards and Support Supports the objective as it enables use and development within the Natural Hazard |Retain NH-O1 (Risk from natural hazards) as notified.
Risks / Natural Hazards / Overlays that do not increase the risk from natural hazards to people, property and
NH-01 infrastructure
383.24 Part 2 / Hazards and Support Supports the policy in that the risk-based approach needs to consider the impact, Retain NH-P1 (ldentification of natural hazards) as notified.
Risks / Natural Hazards / likelihood and consequences of different natural hazard events.
NH-P1
383.25 Part 2 / Hazards and Oppose in part|Consider NH-P2.1 is restrictive to allow only low occupancy or low replacement value [Amend NH-P2 (Levels of risk) as follows:
Risks / Natural Hazards / development within the Natural Hazard Overlays. The Liquefaction Hazard Overlay
NH-P2 applies to approximately half of the CBD. It is considered that this policy does not Subdivision, use and development reduce or do not increase the risk to people, property and
appropriately recognise this context and existing built environment. Considers NH- infrastructure by:
P2.2 is unrealistic to provide that mitigation can address the impacts from natural
hazards. This will not always be possible or practical. Further, Policy NH-P.2 should
apply in all hazard areas. Considers NH-P2.3 is similarly restrictive and equally fails to ;
recognise that a significant portion of the CBD is subject to high hazard areas under  [2. Requiring buildings and activities to reduce or not increase mitigate the impacts from natural
the Liquefaction Hazard Overlay. Policy NH-P2.3 should apply to the Fault Hazard hazards to people, property and infrastructure in the low hazard, ard medium and high hazard
Overlay only, and also recognise functional need in this location. Notes that all areas within the Natural Hazard Overlays; and
activities except emergency service facilities are permitted within the Liquefaction 3. Avoiding buildings and activities in the high hazard areas of the Naturat Fault Hazard Overlays
Hazard Overlay. The policy should be consistent with the level of risk reflected in the [unless there is a functional an-exeeptional reason for the building or activity to be located in this
rules area and the activity mitigates the impacts from natural hazards to people, property and
infrastructure.
383.26 Part 2 / Hazards and Support Supports this policy to the extent that enables additions to buildings that Retain NH-P4 (Additions to buildings for potentially hazard sensitive activities and hazard sensitive
Risks / Natural Hazards / accommodate potentially hazard sensitive activities. activities in an identified inundation area of the flood hazard overlay) as notified.
NH-P4
383.27 Part 2 / Hazards and Support Supports this policy to the extent that it enables potentially hazard sensitive activities |Retain NH-P6 (Potentially hazard sensitive activities and hazard sensitive activities within the
Risks / Natural Hazards / within the identified inundation areas of the Flood Hazard Overlays. identified inundation areas of the Flood Hazard Overlays) as notified.
NH-P6
383.28 Part 2 / Hazards and Support Supports the direction of this rule to enable additions to buildings within a Flood Retain NH-R4 (Additions to all buildings in the inundation area, the overland flowpaths, or the
Risks / Natural Hazards / Hazard stream corridor) as notified.
NH-R4 Overlay - Inundation Area as a permitted activity or restricted discretionary activity.
383.29 Part 2 / Hazards and Support Supports potentially hazard sensitive activities being permitted in the Liquefaction Retain NH-R9 (Activities in the liquefaction hazard overlay) as notified.
Risks / Natural Hazards / Hazard Overlay.
NH-R9
383.30 Part 2 / Hazards and Support Supports the direction of this rule to enable potentially hazard sensitive activities Retain NH-R10 (Potentially hazard sensitive activities in the inundation area of the flood hazard
Risks / Natural Hazards / within overlay) as notified.
NH-R10 a Flood Hazard Overlay - Inundation Area as a permitted activity, or restricted
discretionary
activity if NH-R10.1 cannot be achieved.
383.31 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Supports the Introduction to the extent that it recognises that ‘reuse’ (defined as Retain HH - Introduction as notified.
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P4

reasonable works to built heritage. It is important to enable works to built heritage to
provide for long-term sustainable use to buildings, including where that long-term use
is different to the use for which the built heritage was scheduled. Suggests
amendments, consistent with the Introduction to this chapter, which clarify that
enabling a sustainable long-term use of a building includes adaptive reuse. Subject to
these amendments proposed, supports Policy HH-P4 as it recognises that works to
built heritage will sometimes be required, and are appropriate where certain
outcomes are achieved, including providing a sustainable long-term use.

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
383.32 Part 2 / Historical and |Amend Considers there should be an additional rule clarifying that additions, alterations and |Add a new rule HH-RX to the Historic Heritage chapter as follows:
Cultural Values / demolition of non-listed heritage features of scheduled heritage buildings and
Historic Heritage / New heritage structures be permitted. This is consistent with the purpose of identifying Additions, alterations and demolition of features that are excluded from the listing of scheduled
HH features of heritage buildings that are not scheduled as not having heritage values, heritage buildings and heritage
and is currently a gap in the Proposed Plan. For completeness, we note that it we do [1. Activity status: Permitted
not consider it necessary for any of the existing standards in the Proposed Plan to
apply to this rule.
383.33 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Supports the objectives relating to historic heritage to the extent they recognise the |Retain HH-O1 (Recognising historic heritage) as notified.
Cultural Values / benefits of enabling sustainable long-term use of heritage buildings.
Historic Heritage / HH-
01
383.34 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Supports the objectives relating to historic heritage to the extent they recognise the |Retain HH-O2 (Protecting historic heritage) as notified
Cultural Values / benefits of enabling sustainable long-term use of heritage buildings.
Historic Heritage / HH-
02
383.35 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Supports the objectives relating to historic heritage to the extent they recognise the |Retain HH-O3 (Sustainable long-term use) as notified.
Cultural Values / benefits of enabling sustainable long-term use of heritage buildings.
Historic Heritage / HH-
03
383.36 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support in Supports the policies to the extent that they enable maintenance, repair and Retain HH-P2 (Maintenance and repair) as notified.
Cultural Values / part reasonable works to built heritage. It is important to enable works to built heritage to
Historic Heritage / HH- provide for long-term sustainable use to buildings, including where that long-term use
P2 is different to the use for which the built heritage was scheduled. Suggests
amendments, consistent with the Introduction to this chapter, which clarify that
enabling a sustainable long-term use of a building includes adaptive reuse. Subject to
these amendments proposed, supports Policy HH-P2 to the extent that it encourages
the maintenance and repair of built heritage where undertaken in accordance with
recognised conservation principles and methods.
383.37 Part 2 / Historical and  [Oppose Opposes heritage controls on new floor levels where only the exterior of a heritage Delete HH-P3 (Internal works) in its entirety.
Cultural Values / building is scheduled. These are unnecessary because the internal additions to
Historic Heritage / HH- buildings are unlikely to detract from the heritage values of the exterior of a heritage
P3 building. Instead, this policy imposes an unreasonable burden on internal works. We
understand that the purpose of this policy is to prevent additional or mezzanine floors
being constructed which are visible though tall windows and would have a material
impact on the heritage value of the building. The drafting of the policy is not
sufficiently clear to restrict its application to these circumstances. It does not address
the effect on the heritage values but applies to any floor structure that is visible.
383.38 Part 2 / Historical and |Amend Supports the policies to the extent that they enable maintenance, repair and Amend HH-P4 (Enabling approach to works):

Enable works to built heritage that:

2. Support providing a sustainable long-term use (including reuse);
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Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
383.39 Part 2 / Historical and |Amend Supports the policies to the extent that they enable maintenance, repair and Amend HH-P7 (Additions, alterations, and partial demolition of heritage buildings and structures):
Cultural Values / reasonable works to built heritage. It is important to enable works to built heritage to
Historic Heritage / HH- provide for long-term sustainable use to buildings, including where that long-term use |Provide for additions and alterations to, and partial demolition of heritage buildings and heritage
P7 is different to the use for which the built heritage was scheduled. Suggests structures where it can be demonstrated that the work does not detract from the identified
amendments, consistent with the Introduction to this chapter, which clarify that heritage values, having regard to:
enabling a sustainable long-term use of a building includes adaptive reuse. Subject to [1. The extent to which the work:
these amendments proposed, supports Policy HH-P7 to the extent that it enables a. Supports the heritage building or heritage structure having a sustainable long term use
additions and alterations to, and partial demolition of heritage buildings where it can |(including reuse);
be demonstrated that the work does not detract from the identified heritage values
383.40 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Supports this policy to the extent that it recognises that the height of development in |Retain HH-P11 (Height of development in heritage areas) as notified.
Cultural Values / heritage areas in the City Centre zone should be considered in the context of the
Historic Heritage / HH- objectives and policies of that zone
P11
383.41 Part 2 / Historicaland  [Amend Notte Policy HH-P13 is very similar to Policy HH-P7 and replicates some of the matters [Amend HH-P13 (Additions and alterations to and partial demolition of buildings and structures
Cultural Values / that within heritage areas) as follows:
Historic Heritage / HH- consent authorities should have regard to when providing for additions, alterations
P13 and partial Provide for additions and alterations to, and partial demolition of buildings and structures within
demolition of heritage buildings and heritage structures. We propose a similar heritage areas where it can be demonstrated that the work does not detract from the identified
amendment to heritage values of the heritage area, having regard to:
Policy HH-P13, for the reasons set out above in relation to Policy HH-P7. 1. The extent to which the work:
a. Supports buildings and structures having a sustainable long term use (including reuse)
383.42 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Supports maintenance and repair of scheduled heritage buildings and buildings in Retain HH-R1 (Maintenance and repair of scheduled heritage buildings and heritage structures) as
Cultural Values / heritage areas being permitted. notified.
Historic Heritage / HH-
R1
383.43 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Supports demolition of non-scheduled buildings and structures on the site of heritage |Retain HH-R2 (Partial and total demolition of non-scheduled buildings and structures on the site of
Cultural Values / buildings being permitted. heritage buildings and heritage structures)
Historic Heritage / HH-
R2
383.44 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Supports additions, alterations and partial demolition of heritage buildings and Retain HH-R3 (Additions, alterations and partial demolition of heritage buildings and heritage
Cultural Values / buildings in heritage areas being permitted, subject to the comments made in relation [structures) as notified, subject to amendments to HH-S1.1.b
Historic Heritage / HH- to Standard HH-S1.1.b above. Argosy supports the default activity status being
R3 restricted discretionary. The provision, subject to the amendments sought to Standard
HH-S1.1.b, provide appropriate restrictions on additions, alterations and partial
demolition of heritage buildings.
383.45 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Supports new buildings and structures on the site of heritage buildings and heritage  |Retain HH-R4 (New buildings and structures on the site of heritage buildings and heritage
Cultural Values / structures and within heritage areas being permitted. structures) as notified.
Historic Heritage / HH-
R4
383.46 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Supports the Proposed Plan enabling heritage buildings to be repositioned. Retain HH-R6 (Repositioning of heritage buildings and heritage structures on their existing site) as
Cultural Values / notified.
Historic Heritage / HH-
R6
383.47 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Supports the Proposed Plan enabling heritage buildings to be relocated. Retain HH-R8 (Relocation of heritage buildings and heritage structures beyond the existing site) as

notified.
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Point No Chapter / Provision y 9
383.48 Part 2 / Historical and  |Oppose in part|Supports a consenting pathway for heritage buildings to be demolished as a Amend HH-R9 (Total demolition of heritage buildings and heritage structures) as follows:
Cultural Values / discretionary activity. While Argosy is not currently intending to demolish any of the
Historic Heritage / HH- scheduled heritage buildings it owns, it opposes Rule HH-R9 in part as set out below. It|1. Activity status: Discretionary
R9 is unnecessary for HH-R9 to specify a notification status for resource consent

applications made under this rule. where it may be appropriate for a resource consent
application to be publicly notified, s 95A of the Resource Management Act 1991
(RMA) provides sufficient guidance for the consent authority to use its discretion to

decide if public notification is appropriate. We also note that the information Section 88 information requirements to accompany applications for total demolition of heritage
requirements under this Rule are potentially onerous and inappropriate. The buildings and structures:
mandatory considerations under HH-R9 which relate to costs of works, market An application under this rule for the total demolition of heritage buildings and structures must be

demand and financial returns do not relate to the protection of historic heritage from |accompanied by:
inappropriate subdivision, use and development (as required under s 6 of the RMA) 1. A detailed seismic analysis (DSA) where the building is identified as earthquake prone, and a
and should not be mandatory application requirements. detailed description and methodology of the works required to increase seismic resilience;

383.49 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Supports maintenance and repair of scheduled heritage buildings and buildings in Retain HH-R10 (Maintenance and repair of buildings and structures including non-heritage

Cultural Values / heritage areas being permitted. buildings and structures) as notified.
Historic Heritage / HH-
R10

383.50 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Supports additions, alterations and partial demolition of heritage buildings and Retain HH-R11 (Additions, alterations and partial demolition of buildings and structures within a
Cultural Values / buildings in heritage areas being permitted, subject to the comments made in relation |heritage area, including non-heritage buildings and structures) as notified, subject to amendments
Historic Heritage / HH- to Standard HH-S1.1.b above. Argosy supports the default activity status being to HH-S1.1.b.
R11 restricted discretionary. The provision, subject to the amendments sought to Standard

HH-S1.1.b, provide appropriate restrictions on additions, alterations and partial
demolition of heritage buildings.

383.51 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Supports new buildings and structures on the site of heritage buildings and heritage |Retain HH-R13 (New buildings and structures within heritage areas) as notified.
Cultural Values / structures and within heritage areas being permitted.
Historic Heritage / HH-
R13
383.52 Part 2 / Historical and  |Oppose Considers standard HH-S1.1.b would restrict internal additions and alterations of Delete HH-S1.1.b (Permitted additions, alterations, and partial demolition) in its entirety.
Cultural Values / heritage buildings and heritage structures which would otherwise be permitted. It is
Historic Heritage / HH- important to encourage and enable the adaptive reuse of heritage buildings to ensure
S1 that they are occupied and maintained, this includes the ability to change internal
floor layout and height for modern uses
383.53 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Note the maximum height above ground level for the part of the Stout Street Precinct [Retain HH-S4 (Minimum and maximum heights for heritage areas in the City Centre Zone, Centre
Cultural Values / heritage area that includes 15 Stout Street and 143-149 Lambton Quay is 50m. This is [Zones and Waterfront Zone) as notified.
Historic Heritage / HH- appropriate in light of the building heights on the site and in the surrounding area and
S4 Argosy supports this height limit. The maximum height above ground level for the

sites at 360-366 Lambton Quay is 95m in the airspace above 360-366 Lambton Quay
and 8 Wills Street. This is also appropriate in light of the existing building heights and
Argosy supports this height limit
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383.54 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Supports the objectives relating to notable trees to the extent that they provide for Retain TREE-O1 (Purpose) as notified.
Cultural Values / maintenance and appropriate modification of notable trees.
Notable Trees / TREE-O1
383.55 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Supports the objectives relating to notable trees to the extent that they provide for Retain TREE-O2 (Protecting notable trees) as notified.
Cultural Values / maintenance and appropriate modification of notable trees.
Notable Trees / TREE-O2
383.56 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Supports the objectives relating to notable trees to the extent that they provide for Retain TREE-O3 (Maintaining notable trees) as notified.
Cultural Values / maintenance and appropriate modification of notable trees.
Notable Trees / TREE-O3
383.57 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Supports the policies relating to notable trees, except as specified below. It is Retain TREE-P1 (Identifying notable trees) as notified.
Cultural Values / important that notable trees are identified according to robust criteria and
Notable Trees / TREE-P1 appropriate controls are in place for maintenance and works in proximity to trees
383.58 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Supports the policies relating to notable trees, except as specified below. It is Retain TREE-P2 (Support for landowners) as notified.
Cultural Values / important that notable trees are identified according to robust criteria and
Notable Trees / TREE-P2 appropriate controls are in place for maintenance and works in proximity to trees
383.59 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Supports TREE-P3, as it reflects that there are circumstances where it is reasonable or |Retain TREE-P3 (Allowing trimming and pruning of notable trees) as notified.
Cultural Values / necessary to prune notable trees, including to prevent notable trees being damaged
Notable Trees / TREE-P3 where the canopy overhangs footpaths. For example, the notable trees at 7 Waterloo
Quay overhang the footpath on Waterloo Quay and pruning is necessary to prevent
the trees from becoming a nuisance (and potential safety hazard) to pedestrians
383.60 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Supports TREE-P4 as it allows trimming or pruning of notable trees which is consistent |Retain TREE-P4 (Other trimming or pruning) as notified.
Cultural Values / with other criteria in which works to notable trees are appropriate. There are practical
Notable Trees / TREE-P4 reasons which may not fit into TREE-P3 but in which works to notable trees are
needed, and it is important that these are provided for
383.61 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Supports TREE-P5 which places appropriate considerations for works within the root |Retain TREE-P5 (Managing activities in the root protection area) as notified.
Cultural Values / protection area of a tree. Argosy has also made a submission on the definition for
Notable Trees / TREE-P5 root protection area below
383.62 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Supports TREE-P6. Retain TREE-P6 (Repositioning and relocation) as notified.
Cultural Values /
Notable Trees / TREE-P6
383.63 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support in Supports TREE-P7 however it is more appropriate to refer to ‘removal’ rather than Amend TREE-P7 (Destruction) to refer to "destruction and removal".
Cultural Values / part ‘destruction’.
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Cultural Values /
Viewshafts / VIEW-P2

generally provided within the street corridor, however some extend onto and over
private properties. This policy reflects that buildings and additions to existing buildings
can be appropriate

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
383.64 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support in Supports TREE-R1.1 to the extent that it enables trimming and pruning of trees to be |Amend TREE-R1 (Trimming and pruning of notable trees) as follows:
Cultural Values / part permitted in appropriate circumstances, for the reasons set out above. Argosy also
Notable Trees / TREE-R1 supports the default activity status for activities that do not comply with TREE-R1 to  |1. Activity status: Permitted
be restricted discretionary. However, it is considered that it is also appropriate for Where:
trimming and pruning to be permitted where the works will maintain or improve tree |a. Fhe-trimmingand-pruning-ishecessary-te:
health. Policy TREE-P3 recognises that trimming and pruning should be allowed where [i. The trimming and pruning is necessary to comply with the Electricity (Hazards from Trees)
the works will maintain or improve tree health, but this is not reflected in Rule TREE- [Regulations 2003; or
R1. This is appropriate to allow for ongoing maintenance to protect the health of ii. The works are necessary to prevent interference with footpaths, buildings, structures or
notable trees. We've also suggested some amendments for clarity. network utilities and are undertaken to the minimum extent required to prevent interference and
TREE-S1 is complied with; or
iii. The works involve the removal of broken branches, dead wood and diseased vegetation and
TREE-S1 is complied with; or
iv The works will maintain or improve tree health and TREE-S1 is complied with; or
iv. The works are essential due to a serious and imminent threat to the safety of people or damage
to property and TREE-S2 is complied with.
383.65 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support in Supports rule TREE-R2.1 however considers that it also needs to refer to existing Amend TREE-R2 (Activity and development within the root protection area of notable trees) as
Cultural Values / part footpaths. follows:
Notable Trees / TREE-R2 b. The works are for the maintenance and repair of existing footpaths, roading, transport or other
infrastructure
383.66 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Supports the rule as it is recognised that in some instances it will be appropriate for  |Retain TREE-R3 (Destruction, relocation, or removal of notable trees) as notified.
Cultural Values / notable trees to be destroyed, relocated or removed.
Notable Trees / TREE-R3
383.67 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Considers this standard is appropriate and should be retained. Retain TREE-S1 (Certification by works arborist) as notified.
Cultural Values /
Notable Trees / TREE-S1
383.68 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support in Supports enabling emergency trimming or pruning work, is necessary. However, in the |Amend TREE-S2 (Emergency trimming or pruning work) as follows:
Cultural Values / part case of a true emergency it may be difficult to advise the Council of works at least one
Notable Trees / TREE-S2 hour prior to the works commencing. This is particularly onerous as the activity would |1. The works are undertaken or supervised by a works arborist and Council is advised at least 1
otherwise be permitted. hour prior to the work commencing or as soon as practicable after the works have occurred.
383.69 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support in Considers the standard is generally appropriate by requires some amendments for Amend TREE-S4 (Works in the root protection area) as follows:
Cultural Values / part clarity. In addition, the area restriction for a single excavation of 1m? is not necessary
Notable Trees / TREE-S4 when a control is applied of no more than 10% disturbance to the root protection 2. Excavation must be undertaken by one or a combination of the following methods:
area. Having a single excavation limit may lead to a number of smaller excavation a) hand-digging, air excavation spade, hydro excavation va€; and / or
areas to fit within the permitted activity rule, where one large excavation area would |b) directional drilling maehire within the root protection area at a depth of 1m or greater;
be better for the tree. 3—TFhesurface-area-of asingle-excavation-mustnetexceed-tm2-
7. Any excavation machines ...
383.70 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Supports the policy as it enables reasonable intrusions into viewshafts. Viewshafts are |Retain VIEW-P2 (Maintaining identified values) as notified.
Cultural Values / generally provided within the street corridor, however some extend onto and over
Viewshafts / VIEW-P2 private properties. This policy reflects that buildings and additions to existing buildings
can be appropriate
383.71 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support Supports the policy as it enables reasonable intrusions into viewshafts. Viewshafts are |Retain VIEW-P3 (Avoiding intrusions into iconic and landmark views) as notified.
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383.72 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support in Supports the rule in that construction of new buildings and structures, and alterations |Amend VIEW-R2 (Construction of new buildings and structures, and alterations and additions to
Cultural Values / part and additions to existing buildings within viewshafts that are not iconic or landmark |existing buildings within a viewshaft) as follows:
Viewshafts / VIEW-R2 views should be restricted discretionary. This is appropriate to reflect that some
intrusions into viewshafts are appropriate and can be considered in light of the Matters of discretion are:
relevant policies. It appears that Policy VIEW-P3 has been overlooked as a matter of [1. The matters in VIEW-P2 and VIEW-P3.
discretion.
383.73 Part 2 / Historical and  [Support in Supports the standard in that construction of new buildings and structures, and Amend VIEW-S1 (View protection):
Cultural Values / part alterations and additions to existing buildings within viewshafts that are not iconic or
Viewshafts / VIEW-S1 landmark views should be restricted discretionary. This is appropriate to reflect that |Matters of discretion are:
some intrusions into viewshafts are appropriate and can be considered in light of the |1. The matters in VIEW-P2 and VIEW-P3.
relevant policies. It appears that Policy VIEW-P3 has been overlooked as a matter of
discretion.
383.74 Part 2 / General District [Support in Notes there is significant existing investment in the Wellington CBD which is subject to [Amend the Introduction to the Coastal Environment as follows:
wide Matters / Coastal |part the coastal hazards overlays and this is not recognised in the Introduction. Argosy
Environment / General supports the Introduction to the extent that it takes an adaptation approach to Amend the Introduction to recognise that there is significant existing investment in the Wellington
CE coastal hazards. Retreat from the Wellington CBD is unlikely to occur, and therefore it |CBD and an adaptation and protection approach is needed to manage coastal hazards in this area.
would be more appropriate for the Proposed Plan to anticipate a protection or
adaptation approach to climate change hazards. Amendment is required to help Argosy seeks for the Coastal Hazard Overlay Hazard Ranking table to be retained as notified
reconcile these provisions with the strategic direction and City Centre zone provisions [subject to the following change:
above. The Introduction also includes a proposed Coastal Hazard Overlay Hazard Tsunami — 1:100 year scenario inundation extent = High Medium
Ranking table. This table includes tsunami with a 1:100 year scenario inundation
extent as High. The High risk Coastal Hazard Tsunami Overlay covers a large part of
the CBD, and the Medium and Low risk areas extend marginally further than the High
risk area. Due to the nature of a tsunami, with high impact but low probability, it is
considered that the greatest risk rating should be Medium
383.75 Part 2 / General District [Support Supports the objective in that it enables subdivision, use and development in Coastal |Retain CE-O5 (Risk from coastal hazards) as notified.
wide Matters / Coastal Hazard overlays that does not increase the risk to people, property, and infrastructure
Environment / CE-O5
383.76 Part 2 / General District [Support Supports the direction of this objective to provide for a range of activities that Retain CE-08 (City Centre Zone) as notified.
wide Matters / Coastal maintain the vibrancy and vitality of the City Centre zone, while also ensuring that
Environment / CE-O8 subdivision, development and use in these areas do not increase the risk to people,
property, and infrastructure.
This is because this objective recognises the economic and social benefits of the
significant existing investment in the Wellington CBD. The social and economic
benefits that the existing Wellington CBD has and its position in the city is fixed. As we
respond and adapt to climate change and other hazard risks, decisions will be made
on where retreat occurs and what is protected, but it is anticipated that retreat from
the Wellington CBD is unlikely to occur
383.77 Part 2 / General District [Support in Supports this policy in so far that the risk-based approach needs to consider the Retain CE-P11 (Identification of coastal hazards) as notified.
wide Matters / Coastal |part impact, likelihood and consequences of different coastal hazard events. The Proposed
Environment / CE-P11 Plan clearly identifies the risk of various coastal hazard events e.g. a high risk that a
property will be affected if there is a tsunami. However, the Proposed Plan does not
identify the probability of such events (which are low). This makes the identification of
hazards misleading and potentially alarming
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383.78 Part 2 / General District |Oppose Opposes Policy CE-P12.1. This policy is very restrictive to enable only low occupancy, |Amend CE-P12 (Levels of risk) as follows:
wide Matters / Coastal risk or replacement value development within the Coastal Hazard Overlays. The
Environment / CE-P12 Coastal Hazard Overlays apply to approximately half of the CBD. It is considered that [Subdivision, use and development reduces the risk to people, property, and infrastructure by:

this policy does not appropriately recognise this context and existing built

environment.

Considers Policy CE-12.2 would also require mitigation for subdivision, use and W W v

development in the Low and Medium Hazard Areas. All of Argosy’s properties are 2. Requiring mitigation for subdivision, use and development to reduce or not increase that
located in Low or Medium Hazard Areas. Policy CE-12.2 should apply to the Coastal addresses the impacts from the relevant coastal hazards to people, property, and infrastructure in
Hazard Inundation Overlay only. It is not appropriate to require mitigation for tsunami |the low, ard medium and high hazard areas

risk based on the likelihood of an event occurring, and the inability to mitigate this 3. Avoiding subdivision, use and development in the high hazard area of the Coastal Inundation
type of event. Further, it is unrealistic to provide that mitigation can address the Overlay unless there is an functional ard-or operational need for the building or activity to be
impacts from coastal hazards, rather than to reduce or not increase the risk. located in this area and incorporates mitigation measures are-ireerperated-that reduces the risk to
Considers CE-P12.3 is similarly restrictive and equally fails to recognise that a people, property, and infrastructure

significant portion of the CBD is subject to High Hazard Areas under the Coastal

Hazard Overlays. As noted above, the Proposed Plan fails to recognise that there is

already significant investment in the CBD. It is also inappropriate for this policy to

apply to tsunami risk.

383.79 Part 2 / General District [Support in Supports the direction that additions to buildings for potentially hazard sensitive Retain CE-P14 (Additions to buildings for potentially hazard sensitive activities and hazard sensitive
wide Matters / Coastal |part activities and hazard sensitive activities should be enabled within the medium coastal |activities within the medium coastal hazard area and high coastal hazard area) as notified, subject
Environment / CE-P14 hazard area and high coastal hazard area where the risk can be mitigated. However, it |to amendments.

is difficult to provide mitigation measures in relation to tsunami risk, because of the
remoteness of tsunami risk. It would also be reasonable for policy CE-P14 to enable
uses of the same level of hazard sensitivity in additions to buildings, rather than
enabling the continued existing use. The risk assessment framework in the Proposed
Plan provides classifications of activities based on their risk level i.e. Potentially
Hazard Sensitive Activities. There is no reason for uses within the same level of hazard
sensitivity to be differentiated.

383.80 Part 2 / General District [Amend Supports the direction that additions to buildings for potentially hazard sensitive Amend CE-P14 (Additions to buildings for potentially hazard sensitive activities and hazard
wide Matters / Coastal activities and hazard sensitive activities should be enabled within the medium coastal |sensitive activities within the medium coastal hazard area and high coastal hazard area):
Environment / CE-P14 hazard area and high coastal hazard area where the risk can be mitigated. However, it

is difficult to provide mitigation measures in relation to tsunami risk, because of the [Enable additions to buildings that accommodate existing potentially hazard sensitive activities and
remoteness of tsunami risk. It would also be reasonable for policy CE-P14 to enable hazard sensitive activities within the medium coastal hazard area and high coastal hazard area in
uses of the same level of hazard sensitivity in additions to buildings, rather than the Coastal Inundation Overlay, where:
enabling the continued existing use. The risk assessment framework in the Proposed
Plan provides classifications of activities based on their risk level i.e. Potentially 1. They enable the eentinted-use same level of hazard sensitivity of the existing use of the
Hazard Sensitive Activities. There is no reason for uses within the same level of hazard |building;
sensitivity to be differentiated. 2. The risk from the coastal hazard is low due to either:
a. Proposed mitigation measures; or
b. The size and the activity of the addition

383.81 Part 2 / General District [Support in Supports this provision to the extent that it enables potentially hazard sensitive Retain CE-P16 (Potentially hazard sensitive activities within the medium coastal hazard areas) as

wide Matters / Coastal |part activities within medium hazard areas where appropriate. However, as noted above, it|notified, subject to amendments.

Environment / CE-P16

is difficult to provide mitigation measures in relation to tsunami risk, because of the
remoteness of tsunami risk, so it is appropriate to require safe evacuation routes to
address tsunami risk.
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wide Matters / Coastal
Environment / CE-R18

hazards overlays. However, it is not appropriate to place controls on buildings in the
Tsunami Hazard Overlay. Due to the nature of tsunamis, it is not realistic to construct
additions to buildings to avoid tsunami risk.

Point No Chapter / Provision Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested

383.82 Part 2 / General District |Amend Supports this provision to the extent that it enables potentially hazard sensitive Amend CE-P16 (Potentially hazard sensitive activities within the medium coastal hazard areas):
wide Matters / Coastal activities within medium hazard areas where appropriate. However, as noted above, it
Environment / CE-P16 is difficult to provide mitigation measures in relation to tsunami risk, because of the |Provide for potentially hazard-sensitive activities in the medium coastal hazard areas, or any

remoteness of tsunami risk, so it is appropriate to require safe evacuation routes to  [subdivision where the building platform for a potentially hazard sensitive activity will be within
address tsunami risk. the medium coastal hazard areas where it can be demonstrated that:
1. The activity, building, or subdivision incorporates measures that reduce or do not increase the
risk to people and property from the coastal hazard; ard or
2. There is the ability to access safe evacuation routes for occupants of the building in case of a
tsunami.

383.83 Part 2 / General District [Support in Supports this provision to the extent that it enables activities in the medium coastal |Retain CE-P17 (Hazard sensitive activities in the medium coastal hazard areas) as notified, subject
wide Matters / Coastal |part hazard areas. However, due to the extent of the high coastal hazard area and the to amendments.

Environment / CE-P17 extent of potentially hazard sensitive activities, this policy should also apply in those
scenarios.

383.84 Part 2 / General District [Supportin Supports this provision to the extent that it enables activities in the medium coastal |Amend CE-P17 (Hazard sensitive activities in the medium coastal hazard areas) so that it also
wide Matters / Coastal |part hazard areas. However, due to the extent of the high coastal hazard area and the applies to hazard sensitive activities and potentially hazard sensitive activities in the high coastal
Environment / CE-P17 extent of potentially hazard sensitive activities, this policy should also apply in those |hazard areas

scenarios.

383.85 Part 2 / General District |Oppose Opposes this provision as it is not practical to avoid hazard sensitive and potentially  |Delete CE-P18 (Hazard sensitive activities and potentially hazard sensitive activities in the high
wide Matters / Coastal hazard sensitive activities in the high coastal hazard area. coastal hazard area).
Environment / CE-P18

383.86 Part 2 / General District |Amend Supports this provision to the extent that it enables development in the coastal hazard|Amend CE-P21 (Subdivision, use and development in the City Centre Zone which will not be
wide Matters / Coastal overlays in the City Centre zone in some instances. However, it is impractical to only |occupied by members of the public and within the Coastal Hazards Overlays):

Environment / CE-P21 enable activities in buildings which will not be occupied by employees, and this would
be inconsistent with the purpose and objectives and policies in the City Centre zone. [Enable subdivision, development and use associated within the City Centre Zone and within all of
The city centre is a major employment hub and contains entertainment, educational, [the Coastal Hazard Overlays, where they do not involve the construction of new buildings which
government and commercial activities which involve employees. will be occupied by members of the public, erempleyees or the creation of vacant allotments

383.87 Part 2 / General District [Amend Supports this provision to the extent that it recognises that development in the Amend CE-P22 (Subdivision, use and development in the City Centre Zone which will be occupied
wide Matters / Coastal coastal hazard overlays in the City Centre zone is appropriate in some instances. This |by members of the public and within the Coastal Hazards Overlays):

Environment / CE-P22 is important because the CBD is a social and economic hub of Wellington and it is
important to recognise the existing investment in the CBD.However, as noted above, [Manage subdivision, development and use within the City Centre Zone and within all of the
it is difficult to provide mitigation measures in relation to tsunami risk, because of the |[Coastal Hazard Overlays, where they involve the construction of new buildings which will be
remoteness of tsunami risk, so it is appropriate to require safe evacuation routes to |[occupied by members of the public, empleyees or result in the creation of a vacant allotment by
address tsunami risk. ensuring that
1. The activity, building or subdivision incorporates measures that reduce or not increase the risk
to people, and property; and or
2. There is the ability to access safe evacuation routes for occupants of the building from the
coastal hazard.
383.88 Part 2 / General District |Amend Supports this rule to the extent that it enables additions to buildings within the coastal|Amend CE-R18.1 (Additions to buildings within the Coastal Hazard Overlays):

e. The additions are in the Tsunami Hazard Overlay
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the NPS-UD and reflect the importance of the city centre

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
383.89 Part 2 / General District |Amend Supports this rule to the extent that it enables potentially hazard sensitive activities or |Amend CE-R20 (Potentially hazard sensitive activities or hazard sensitive activities within the City
wide Matters / Coastal hazard sensitive activities within the City Centre zone where those activities are also  |Centre Zone and are also within the medium and high coastal hazard areas):
Environment / CE-R20 within the medium and high coastal hazard areas. However, it is unclear why
potentially hazard sensitive activities should be permitted where a building will be Activity status: Permitted
occupied by 10 or less employees of an activity. This number appears to be arbitrary |Where:
and impractical. For example, five offices that are occupied by 10 or less employees |1. It does not involve the construction of a building that would be occupied predominantly by
are unlikely to have a different risk profile to one office occupied by 50 employees. mere-than10-employeesof-the-activityerany members of the public; or
This rule also does not achieve the objectives and policies of the coastal hazard 2. It does not involve the conversion of an existing building into a building that would be occupied
overlays, specifically Objective CE-O8 and Policy CE-P21. The rule should also be predominantly by mere-than10-employees-of-theactivity-erany members of the public
clarified to reflect that it would be very difficult for buildings to entirely avoid being
occupied by members of the public occasionally e.g. a courier driver dropping off a
parcel or a tradesperson undertaking a repair. Argosy supports this rule to the extent
that activities which cannot comply with CE-R20.1 are restricted discretionary
383.90 Part 2 / General District [Support Supports hazard sensitive activities being permitted in the low coastal hazard area. Retain CE-R22 (Hazard sensitive activities in the low coastal hazard area) as notified.
wide Matters / Coastal
Environment / CE-R22
383.91 Part 2 / General District [Support Supports potentially hazard sensitive activities being restricted discretionary in the Retain CE-R23 (Potentially hazard sensitive activities in the medium coastal hazard area) as
wide Matters / Coastal medium coastal hazard area. notified.
Environment / CE-R23
383.92 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Supports the objectives of the City Centre zone to the extent that they give effectto |Retain CCZ-O1 (Purpose) as notified.
mixed use Zones / City the NPS-UD and reflect the importance of the city centre
Centre Zone / CCZ-01
383.93 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Supports the objectives of the City Centre zone to the extent that they give effectto |Retain CCZ-02 (Accommodating growth) as notified.
mixed use Zones / City the NPS-UD and reflect the importance of the city centre
Centre Zone / CCZ-02
383.94 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Supports the objectives of the City Centre zone to the extent that they give effectto |Retain CCZ-03 (Urban form and scale) as notified.
mixed use Zones / City the NPS-UD and reflect the importance of the city centre
Centre Zone / CCZ-03
383.95 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Supports the objectives of the City Centre zone to the extent that they give effectto |Retain CCZ-O4 (Ahi Ka) as notified.
mixed use Zones / City the NPS-UD and reflect the importance of the city centre
Centre Zone / CCZ-04
383.96 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Supports the objectives of the City Centre zone to the extent that they give effect to |Retain CCZ-O5 (Amenity and design) as notified.
mixed use Zones / City the NPS-UD and reflect the importance of the city centre
Centre Zone / CCZ-05
383.97 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Supports the objectives of the City Centre zone to the extent that they give effectto |Retain CCZ-06 (Development near rapid transit) as notified.
mixed use Zones / City the NPS-UD and reflect the importance of the city centre
Centre Zone / CCZ-06
383.98 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Supports the objectives of the City Centre zone to the extent that they give effectto |Retain CCZ-O7 (Managing adverse effects) as notified.
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Sub No /
Point No

Plan Part / Sub-part /
Chapter / Provision

Position

Summary of Submission

Decisions Requested

383.99

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-P1

Support

Generally supports the policies of the CCZ.

Retain CCZ-P1 (Enabled activities) as notified.

383.100

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-P2

Support

Generally supports the policies of the CCZ.

Retain CCZ-P2 (Potentially incompatible activities) as notified.

383.101

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-P3

Support

Generally supports the policies of the CCZ.

Retain CCZ-P3 (Heavy industrial activities) as notified.

383.102

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-P4

Support

Generally supports the policies of the CCZ.

Retain CCZ-P4 (Housing choice) as notified.

383.103

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-P5

Support

Generally supports the policies of the CCZ.

Retain CCZ-P5 (Urban form and scale) as notified.

383.104

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-P6

Support

Generally supports the policies of the CCZ.

Retain CCZ-P6 (Adaptive use) as notified.

383.105

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-P7

Support

Generally supports the policies of the CCZ.

Retain CCZ-P7 (Ahi Ka) as notified.

383.106

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-P8

Support

Generally supports the policies of the CCZ.

Retain CCZ-P8 (Sense of place) as notified.

383.107

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-P9

Support

Generally supports the policies of the CCZ.

Retain CCZ-P9 (Quality design outcomes) as notified.

383.108

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-P10

Support

Generally supports the policies of the CCZ.

Retain CCZ-P10 (On-site residential amenity) as notified.

383.109

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-P11

Oppose

Opposes this policy which requires some developments to deliver City Outcomes
Contributions in accordance with the Centres and Mixed Use Design Guide. This is
because:

- This provision elevates what is normally a design guide into a rule. A design guide
should be separate to a plan. The Design Guide should be an external document to
the District Plan and be referenced as a guide only.

- Further, this provision, provides a mechanism for the Council to require these
aspects as part of a development. This is inappropriate. A development should be
assessed on its merits.

Delete Policy CCZ-P11 (City outcomes contribution).
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mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-R19

however the requirement that they do not alter the external appearance of a building
or structure would likely make all alterations and additions non-compliant with the
permitted activity rule. It is considered that the other standards are sufficient to
control alterations and additions that can occur as a permitted activity. Argosy also
supports alterations and additions to buildings or structures that do not comply with
CCZ-R19.1 being a restricted discretionary activity. However, Argosy opposes Policy
CCZ-P11 and the Centres and Mixed-Use Design Guide guideline G107 — City
Outcomes Contribution being included in matters of discretion, as stated above.
Supports applications for resource consent made in respect of CCZ-R19.2.a being
precluded from limited or public notification because this is appropriate for
alterations or additions to existing buildings within a city centre to achieve the
intended development capacity.

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
383.110 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Generally supports the policies of the CCZ. Retain CCZ-P12 (Managing adverse effects) as notified.
mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-P12
383.111 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Supports commercial activities, including offices and retail activities, being permitted |Retain CCZ-R1 (Commercial activities) as notified.
mixed use Zones / City in the City Centre zone. This is appropriate to enable the continued vibrancy of the
Centre Zone / CCZ-R1 city centre.
383.112 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Supports residential activities being permitted in the City Centre zone. Retain CCZ-R12 (Residential activities) as notified.
mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-R12
383.113 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Supports maintenance and repair of existing buildings and structures being permitted. |Retain CCZ-R17 (Maintenance and repair of buildings and structures_ as notified.
mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-R17
383.114 Part 3 / Commercial and [Amend Supports demolition or removal of a building being permitted where it is required for |Amend CCZ-R18.2 (Demolition or removal of buildings and structures):
mixed use Zones / City the purposes of constructing a new building or adding to or altering an existing
Centre Zone / CCZ-R18 building. However, Argosy opposes that demolition or removal of a building that 2. Activity status: Nen-complying Restricted discretionary
cannot comply with CCZ-R18.1.a or b would require resource consent as a non-
complying activity. There may be practical reasons why a building might need to be
demolished or removed before a resource consent is sought for a new building, for
example if a staged development is being undertaken. It would be more appropriate
for this rule to be a restricted discretionary activity. The notification status for rule
CCZ-R18.2.a is supported.
383.115 Part 3 / Commercial and [Amend Supports that alterations and additions to buildings or structures are permitted, Amend CCZ-R19 (Additions and alterations to buildings and structures):

1. Activity status: Permitted
Where:
a. Any alterations or additions to a building or structure that:

'.E ot I ¢ the buildi ;

2. Activity status: Restricted Discretionary
Where:
a. Compliance with any of the requirements of CCZ-R19.1 cannot be achieved.

Matters of discretion are:

1. The matters in CCZ-P4, CCZ-P5, CCZ-P6, CCZ-P7, CCZ-P8 CCZ-PY, CCZ-P10, €€Z2-P+: and CCZ-P12;
2. The extent and effect of non-compliance with CCZ-S1, CCZ-S2, CCZ-S3, CCZ-S4, CCZ-S5, CCZ-S6,
CCz-S7, CCZ-S8, CCZ-S9, CCZ-S10, CCZ-S11, CCZ-S12 and CCZ-S13;

3. Construction impacts on the transport network;

4. The €entresand-Mixed-Use-Desigr-Guideireluding guideline G107 - City Outcomes
Contribution for any building that exceeds the maximum height requirement and either comprises
50 or more residential units or is a non-residential building; and

5. The Residential Design Guide.
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mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-S1

include the extent to which a taller building would contribute to business capacity in
the city. The NPS-UD requires tier 1 territorial authorities to provide sufficient
development capacity for both housing and business, and Policy 3 recognises that
building heights and density of urban form to realise as much development capacity
as possible, to maximise benefits of intensification. The Proposed Plan must give
effect to the NPS-UD, and this could be achieved in part by amending the assessment
criteria as submitted.

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
383.116 Part 3 / Commercial and |[Amend Supports construction of buildings being a permitted activity where it complies with  |Amend CCZ-R20 (Construction of buildings and structures):
mixed use Zones / City Rule CCZ-R20.1 or a restricted discretionary activity where it complies with Rule CCZ-
Centre Zone / CCZ-R20 R20.2 except as stated below. Argosy opposes Policy CCZ-P11 and the Centres and 2. Activity status: Restricted Discretionary
Mixed-Use Design Guide guideline G107 — City Outcomes Contribution being included |Where:
in matters of discretion, as stated above. Argosy also opposes “the extent and effect [a. Compliance with any of the requirements of CCZ-R20.1, excluding CCZ-S4, cannot be achieved.
of any identifiable site constraints” being included as a matter of discretion. This is
unclear and could have the effect of giving the consent authority unrestricted Matters of discretion are:
discretion, and should be deleted. Alternatively, it should be amended to identify the |1. The matters in CCZ-P4, CCZ-P5, CCZ-P6, CCZ-P7, CCZ-P8, CCZ-P9, CCZ-P10, €e2-P1t+and CCZ-P12;
types of constraints which may be relevant. For example, similar language could be 2. The extent and effect of non-compliance with CCZ-S1, CCZ-S2, CCZ-S3, CCZ-S5, CCZ-S6, CCZ-S7,
used to the assessment criteria for some restricted discretionary activities in the City |[CCZ-S8, CCZ-S9, CCZ-S10, CCZ-S11, CCZ-S12 and CCZ-S13;
Centre zone of the Auckland Unitary Plan which include “whether there are particular |3. The-Centres-and-Mixed-UseBesign-Guideineluding guideline G107 - City Outcomes
site development characteristics in terms of unusual site size, shape or orientation, or |Contribution for any building that exceeds the maximum height requirement and either comprises
the location and nature of existing buildings which have constrained the form of the |50 or more residential units or is a non-residential building;
development proposed” (H8.8.2).Argosy also opposes buildings below the minimum
building height of 22m being a discretionary activity, and seeks for this to be a
restricted discretionary activity. This would enable flexibility where there are practical
constraints on buildings being constructed which are below 22m, while enabling the
Council to retain its discretion in relation to matters which relate to maximising the
benefits of intensification.
383.117 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support Supports the conversion of buildings, or parts of buildings, for residential activities Retain CCZ-R21 (Conversion of buildings or parts of buildings for residential activities) as notified.
mixed use Zones / City being a restricted discretionary activity as this may be appropriate as part of a well-
Centre Zone / CCZ-R21 functioning urban environment.
383.118 Part 3 / Commercial and |Amend This is because: Amend CCZ-PREC01-R7 (Construction of buildings and structures, additions and alterations to
mixed use Zones / City - This provision elevates what is normally a design guide into a rule. A design guide buildings and structures):
Centre Zone / CCZ- should be separate to a plan. The Design Guide should be an external document to
PRECO1-R7 the District Plan and be referenced as a guide only. Matters of discretion are:
- Further, this provision, provides a mechanism for the Council to require these
aspects as part of a development. This is inappropriate. A development should be 3—FheCentresand-Mixed-Use-Design-Guide;
assessed on its merits.
383.119 Part 3 / Commercial and |Amend Seeks an amendment to the assessment criteria where the standard is infringed to Amend CCZ-S1 (Maximum height):

Matters of discretion:

4. The extent to which taller buildings would contribute to maximising the benefits of
intensification in the city
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Sub No / Plan Part / Sub-part /

Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision y 9
383.120 Part 3 / Commercial and |[Amend Opposes the proposed minimum building height of 22m. Appreciates that the Amend CCZ-S4 (Minimum building height):
mixed use Zones / City intention of this standard is to ensure new development in the CBD realises as much
Centre Zone / CCZ-S4 development capacity as possible, in accordance with NPS-UD. However, it may not  |This standard does not apply to temporary buildings and structures.

possible or practical for temporary buildings on sites (such as containers or temporary
offices) to reach the minimum building height of 22m. However, there is still a
functional need for such buildings to be located in the City Centre on a temporary
basis, and it would be inappropriate and potentially onerous to obtain a discretionary
resource consent in every situation where a temporary building or structure below
22m is to be erected in the City Centre zone. Therefore, Argosy seeks an exception to
Standard CCZ-S4 in relation to temporary buildings. Argosy supports the assessment
criteria where the standard is infringed to include recognising that a reduced height
may be necessary to provide for the functional or operational needs of a proposed
activity, or due to topographical or other site constraints

383.121 Part 3 / Commercial and [Amend Supports that this standard would not apply where compliance would result in Amend CCZ-S7 (Verandahs) as follows:
mixed use Zones / City encroachment into the dripline of an existing tree, however there is a risk that
Centre Zone / CCZ-S7 referring to “street tree” would only include trees on berms or road reserves, and This standard does not apply to: ... Any building where compliance with the standard results in an

exclude existing trees on private property which still contribute to streetscape. Argosy [encroachment into the dripline of an existing street-tree that is to be retained.
proposes amending Standard CCZ-S7 to clarify that this standard would not apply
where it would result in encroachment into the dripline of any tree that is to be

retained
383.122 Part 3 / Commercial and |[Amend Considers that standard CCZ-S8.1.a provides that any new building or addition to an  |Amend CCZ-59.1 (Minimum residential unit size) as follows:
mixed use Zones / City existing building adjoining an identified street with an active frontage control must be
Centre Zone / CCZ-S8 built up to the street edge on all street boundaries and along the full width of the site [a. Be built up to the street edge en-all-streetbeundaries and along the full width of the site

bordering any street boundary. We Considers that this control is overly restrictive and [bordering any street boundary, excluding vehicle and pedestrian access and public open spaces
fails to recognise that there are robust reasons for a frontage to not be built up to the
street edge along the full width of the site. For example, there may be a need for a
vehicle or pedestrian entrance or public space.

383.123 Part 4 / Design Guides [Oppose Opposes this policy which requires some developments to deliver City Outcomes Includes reference to the Centres and Mixed-Use Design Guide in the Introduction as follows: “For
Subpart / Design Guides Contributions in accordance with the Centres and Mixed Use Design Guide. This is guidance, refer to the Centres and Mixed-Use Design Guide”.
/ Centres and Mixed Use because:
Design Guide - This provision elevates what is normally a design guide into a rule. A design guide

should be separate to a plan. The Design Guide should be an external document to
the District Plan and be referenced as a guide only.

- Further, this provision, provides a mechanism for the Council to require these
aspects as part of a development. This is inappropriate. A development should be
assessed on its merits.

383.124 Part 4 / Design Guides [Oppose Opposes the use of the City Outcomes Contributions for reasons outlined in previous |Delete G97 and all references to City Outcomes Contributions.
Subpart / Design Guides submission points.
/ Centres and Mixed Use
Design Guide

383.125 Part 4 / Schedules Support Argosy’s property at 15 Stout Street is recognised as a heritage building as the Retain Schedule 1 - Heritage Buildings, Ref 23 as notified.
Subpart / Schedules / ‘Department Building’. The entire external building envelope is listed.
SCHED1 — Heritage
Buildings
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Subpart / Schedules /
SCHED5 - Schedule of
Viewshafts

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
383.126 Part 4 / Schedules Amend The former State Insurance Building comprises the first eight floors of the building. In |[Amend Schedule 1, DP Ref 181:
Subpart / Schedules / 1998, a three storey addition designed by Athfield Architects, was constructed on top
SCHED1 — Heritage of the former State Insurance Building (Athfield Addition). Argosy opposes the Entire external building envelope of former State Insurance Building. Listing excludes the 1998
Buildings Athfield addition being included in the listing of the State Insurance Building for the three-storey addition designed by Athfield architects.
following reasons:
- The Wellington City Council Heritage Inventory describes the history, architectural
information and cultural value of the building. The Heritage Inventory’s recognition of
the heritage values of the building is limited to the former State Insurance Building. It
describes the Athfield Addition as “a large and somewhat incongruous” addition.
- Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga lists the former State Insurance Office
Building on the New Zealand Heritage List/Rarangi Korero.2 The building was
registered on the New Zealand Heritage List/Rarangi Korero in 1981 (before the
Athfield Addition was constructed) and the listing describes the former State
Insurance Office Building and not the Athfield Addition.
- A heritage order was issued in relation to the State Insurance Building on 29
September 1987. Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga is the heritage protection
authority in relation to this heritage order. Because the heritage order was issued
before the Athfield Addition was constructed, the Council is not restricted by the
requirements in s 195A of the Resource Management Act 1991 in relation to altering
the heritage listing of the building in the Proposed Plan to exclude the Athfield
Addition.
- The Athfield Addition does not have any heritage value and should be excluded from
the heritage listing of 143 Lambton Quay in the Draft Plan. It is not appropriate for this
addition to be subject to the controls of being a heritage building in the Proposed Plan
when it has no heritage value and can be easily distinguished from the former State
Insurance Building.
383.127 Part 4 / Schedules Support Argosy’s property at 360-366 Lambton Quay is recognised as including two heritage  |Retain the Schedule 1 - Heritage buildings listings for Ref 191.1 and 191.2 as notified.
Subpart / Schedules / buildings: the ‘Equitable Building and Investment Co. Building’ and ‘Stewart Dawson’s
SCHED1 — Heritage Corner’. The entire external building envelope is listed in relation to both buildings.
Buildings
383.128 Part 4 / Schedules Oppose in part|For the reasons set out for the former State Insurance building (Ref 181), Argosy also [Amend Schedule 3, DP Ref 28 as follows:
Subpart / Schedules / opposes the Athfield addition being included in the Stout Street Precinct heritage
SCHED3 — Heritage area. Exclusions - The following buildings, structures and sites are identified as non-heritage:
Areas - Facade (above second floor), Courts Building, cnr, Stout and Whitmore Sts.
- 1998 three storey addition designed by Athfield architects to former State Insurance Building
383.129 Part 4 / Schedules Support Argosy’s property at 360-366 Lambton Quay is recognised as part of the BNZ / Head |Retain listing for Ref 30 as notified.
Subpart / Schedules / Offices heritage area
SCHED3 — Heritage
Areas
383.130 Part 4 / Schedules Oppose in part|A small part of 7 Waterloo Quay is subject to VS3: North Queens Wharf and Inner Retain SCHEDS - Schedule of viewshafts VS3 as notified.
Subpart / Schedules / Town Belt — OR
SCHEDS — Schedule of Whitmore Street. Review the extent of VS3 so it does not extend onto 7 Waterloo Quay.
Viewshafts
383.131 Part 4 / Schedules Oppose in part|A small part of 360 Lambton Quay is subject to VS9: Lambton Quay/Grey Street Retain VS9 as notified

OR
Review the extent of VS9 so it does not extend onto 360 Lambton Quay.
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Subpart / Schedules /
SCHED®6 — Schedule of
Notable Trees

Sub No Plan Part / Sub-part

) / / ) p / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
383.132 Part 4 / Schedules Oppose in part|Notes that the property at 7 Waterloo Quay is identified as being subject to notable

trees 242, 243 and 244, which are Pohutukawa. These trees are all stated to have
condition, amenity and notable values. It is not known why the trees are considered
to have notable (historic / scientific) values. This needs to be considered, and if the
identification of these values are correct.

Review the values applying to trees 242, 243 and 244, and remove the tree(s) from the schedule if
the re-evaluation does not pass the test for scheduling.
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Sub No Plan Part / Sub-part
) / / ) p / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
87.1 General / Whole PDP / [Not specified |The Aro Valley Community Council does not believe that the PDP understands or Seeks site specific changes to zoning.
Whole PDP / Whole PDP adequately responds to a number of important considerations (sunlight, aging
infrastructure, character homes, wellbeing for community members particularly
marginalised peoples).
Considers HRZ zoning is inappropriate and some sites should retain character
protection provided by the ODP.
Considers that while intensification is important, it should not be at the expense of
fundamentals such as biodiversity, sunlight and human scale.
87.2 General / Whole PDP / |Not specified |Considers that sunlight is scarce in Aro Valley and further losses of this will be Seeks site specific changes to zoning.
Whole PDP / Whole PDP unacceptable.
Sunlight is a key component of health and wellbeing and it the Council's responsibility
to protect and promote community wellbeing.
87.3 General / Whole PDP / [Not specified |Considers that any increase in population density must be accompanied by, and Not specified.
Whole PDP / Whole PDP increase, sunny and accessible open space.
87.4 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that the sites at 39, 41, 43 and 45 Palmer Street should be included as a Amend the extent of the Character Precinct to include 39, 41, 43 and 45 Palmer Street in the
Mapping General / Character Precinct. mapping.
Mapping General
87.5 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that all lots between 109 and 181 Aro Street should be classified as Extend Character Precinct on Devon Street to include 24-30 Devon Street.
Mapping General / Character Precincts.
Mapping General
87.6 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that all lots between 109 and 181 Aro Street should be classified as a Map all lots between 109 and 181 Aro Street as a Character Precinct.
Mapping General / Character Precinct.
Mapping General
87.7 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that 137 Abel Smith Street should be rezoned from HRZ to OSZ as this site  |Rezone 137 Abel Smith Street (Aro Park) from High Density Residential Zone to Open Space Zone.
Rezone / Rezone forms part of Aro Park and there is a Mapping error.
87.8 General / Mapping / Amend Considers the site at 39 Palmer Street should be rezoned from HRZ to MRZ in order to |Rezone 39 Palmer Street from High Density Residential Zone to Medium Density Residential Zone.
Rezone / Rezone classify the site as Character Precinct. [Inferred decision requested]
87.9 General / Mapping / Amend Considers the site at 41 Palmer Street should be rezoned from HRZ to MRZ in order to |Rezone 41 Palmer Street from High Density Residential Zone to Medium Density Residential Zone.
Rezone / Rezone classify the site as Character Precinct. [Inferred decision requested]
87.10 General / Mapping / Amend Considers the site at 43 Palmer Street should be rezoned from HRZ to MRZ in order to |Rezone 43 Palmer Street from High Density Residential Zone to Medium Density Residential Zone.
Rezone / Rezone classify the site as Character Precinct. [Inferred decision requested]
87.11 General / Mapping / Amend Considers the site at 45 Palmer Street should be rezoned from HRZ to MRZ in order to |Rezone 45 Palmer Street from High Density Residential Zone to Medium Density Residential Zone.
Rezone / Rezone classify the site as Character Precinct. [Inferred decision requested]
87.12 General / Mapping / Amend Considers the site at 141 Abel Smith Street should be rezoned from HRZ to MRZ for Rezone 141 Abel Smith Street from High Density Residential Zone to Medium Density Residential
Rezone / Rezone protection of Heritage and avoiding casting shadows on Aro Park. Zone.
87.13 General / Mapping / Amend Considers the site at 143 Abel Smith Street should be rezoned from HRZ to MRZ for Rezone 143 Abel Smith Street from High Density Residential Zone to Medium Density Residential
Rezone / Rezone protection of Heritage and avoiding casting shadows on Aro Park. Zone.
87.14 General / Mapping / Amend Considers the site at 145 Abel Smith Street should be rezoned from HRZ to MRZ for Rezone 145 Abel Smith Street from High Density Residential Zone to Medium Density Residential
Rezone / Rezone protection of Heritage and avoiding casting shadows on Aro Park. Zone.
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Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
87.15 General / Mapping / Amend Rezone 147 Abel Smith Street from High Density Residential Zone to Medium Density Residential
Rezone / Rezone Considers the site at 147 Abel Smith Street should be rezoned from HRZ to MRZ for  |Zone.
protection of Heritage and avoiding casting shadows on Aro Park.
87.16 General / Mapping / Amend Considers the site at 290 Willis Street should be rezoned from CCZ to MRZ at the site |Rezone 290 Willis Street from City Centre Zone to Medium Density Residential Zone.
Rezone / Rezone contains a listed heritage building.
87.17 General / Mapping / Amend Amend the mapping so that 290, 292, 294, 296, 298, 300, 302, 304 and 306 Willis Rezone 292, 294, 296, 298, 300, 302, 304 and 306 Willis Street from City Centre Zone to Medium
Rezone / Rezone Street are within the MRZ. Density Residential Zone.
87.18 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that the sites on Boston Terrace should be zoned MRZ. Rezone Boston Terrace from High Density Residential Zone to Medium Density Residential Zone.
Rezone / Rezone
87.19 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that the sites to the north and east of 95A Aro Street should be zoned MRZ. |Rezone the properties to the north and east of 95A Aro Street as Medium Density Residential
Rezone / Rezone Zone.
87.20 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that the sites to the north and east of 95A Aro Street should be zoned MRZ. |Rezone the properties at 72, 82 and 84 Aro Street as Medium Density Residential Zone.
Rezone / Rezone
87.21 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that 24 Devon Street should be zoned MRZ to allow its classification as Rezone 24 Devon Street from High Density Residential Zone to Medium Density Residential Zone.
Rezone / Rezone Character Precinct.
Identified as both Primary and Contributory Character in Boffa Miskell Pre-1930
Character Area Review Prepared for
Wellington City Council 23 January 2019 - their exclusion appears to be a mapping
error.
87.22 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that 25 Devon Street should be zoned MRZ to allow its classification as Rezone 25 Devon Street from High Density Residential Zone to Medium Density Residential Zone.
Rezone / Rezone Character Precinct.
Identified as both Primary and Contributory Character in Boffa Miskell Pre-1930
Character Area Review Prepared for
Wellington City Council 23 January 2019 - their exclusion appears to be a mapping
error.
87.23 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that 26 Devon Street should be zoned MRZ to allow its classification as Rezone 26 Devon Street from High Density Residential Zone to Medium Density Residential Zone.
Rezone / Rezone Character Precinct.
Identified as both Primary and Contributory Character in Boffa Miskell Pre-1930
Character Area Review Prepared for
Wellington City Council 23 January 2019 - their exclusion appears to be a mapping
error.
87.24 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that 27 Devon Street should be zoned MRZ to allow its classification as Rezone 27 Devon Street from High Density Residential Zone to Medium Density Residential Zone.
Rezone / Rezone Character Precinct.
Identified as both Primary and Contributory Character in Boffa Miskell Pre-1930
Character Area Review Prepared for
Wellington City Council 23 January 2019 - their exclusion appears to be a mapping
error.
87.25 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that 28 Devon Street should be zoned MRZ to allow its classification as Rezone 28 Devon Street from High Density Residential Zone to Medium Density Residential Zone.
Rezone / Rezone Character Precinct.
Identified as both Primary and Contributory Character in Boffa Miskell Pre-1930
Character Area Review Prepared for
Wellington City Council 23 January 2019 - their exclusion appears to be a mapping
error.
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Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
87.26 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that 29 Devon Street should be zoned MRZ to allow its classification as Rezone 29 Devon Street from High Density Residential Zone to Medium Density Residential Zone.
Rezone / Rezone Character Precinct.
Identified as both Primary and Contributory Character in Boffa Miskell Pre-1930
Character Area Review Prepared for
Wellington City Council 23 January 2019 - their exclusion appears to be a mapping
error.
87.27 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that 30 Devon Street should be zoned MRZ to allow its classification as Rezone 30 Devon Street from High Density Residential Zone to Medium Density Residential Zone.
Rezone / Rezone Character Precinct.
Identified as both Primary and Contributory Character in Boffa Miskell Pre-1930
Character Area Review Prepared for
Wellington City Council 23 January 2019 - their exclusion appears to be a mapping
error.
87.28 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that all lots between 109 - 181 Aro Street should be rezoned from HRZto  |Rezone all lots between 109 and 181 Aro Street from High Density Residential Zone to Medium
Rezone / Rezone MRZ. This is to allow their classification as Character Precinct. Density Residential Zone.
This areas has been identified by Boffa Miskell " ... seven broad sub-areas within this
area that exhibit a noticeably coherent concentration of pre-1930 properties with
primary and contributory characteristics". These sub-areas included:" An area
extending along the southern edge of Aro Street".
87.29 Part 2 / Energy Not specified [Considers that there are constraints to building in Te Aro that the PDP fails to Not specified.
Infrastructure and recognise, including:
Transport / Three - The Council's GNZ SLIDE geomorphology map indicates expensive foundations would
Waters / General THW be required to support development higher than 3 storeys.
- The groundwater levels on either side of the street are high and require expensive
foundations.
- The existing three waters infrastructure will not support large increases in population
in Aro Valley.
87.30 Part 2 / Energy Not specified [Considers that while Aro Valley is included in the 10 minute walkable catchment from |[Not specified.
Infrastructure and a rapid transit zone, 46% already use active transport to move around the city. The
Transport / Transport / remainder find that public transport (the bus service) is unreliable, not accessible to
General TR differently abled people, or safe in all weather conditions.
87.31 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the Character Precincts should be extended in line with the Seeks that the Character Precincts in Aro Valley are extended and requests specific areas be
Zones / Medium Density recommendations of the Character Area Review, Boffa Miskell Report . included in these.
Residential Zone /
General MRZ-PRECO1
87.32 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the sites at 39, 41, 43 and 45 Palmer Street should be included as a Seeks that the sites at 39, 41, 43 and 45 Palmer Street are included as a Character Precinct.
Zones / Medium Density Character Precinct.
Residential Zone /
General MRZ-PRECO1
87.33 Part 3 / Residential Support Supports Devon Street's classification as a Character Precinct. Retain Character Precinct on Devon Street.

Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone /
General MRZ-PRECO1
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Point No Chapter / Provision
87.34 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that 24-30 Devon Street should be classified as a Character Precinct. Seeks that 24-30 Devon Street are included within the Character Precinct.
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone /
General MRZ-PRECO1
87.35 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that all lots between 109 and 181 Aro Street should be classified as a Seeks that all lots between 109 and 181 Aro Street should be classified as Character Precincts.
Zones / Medium Density Character Precinct.
Residential Zone /
General MRZ-PRECO1
87.36 Part 3 / Residential Not specified [Considers that the proposed HRZ zoning will counterintuitively slow down Seeks that land zoned High Density Residential Zone is zoned Medium Density Residential Zone.
Zones / High Density development in Aro Valley.
Residential Zone / [Refer to original submission for details]
General HRZ
87.37 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that 39 Palmer Street should be considered Character Precinct as it is Seeks that 39 Palmer Street be considered as being an area of Contiguous Character to Items 11.1,
Zones / High Density contiguous with four cottages 32-38 Aro Street that are listed Heritage buildings. They |11.2, 11.3 and 11.4 in SCHED1 - Heritage Buildings.
Residential Zone / were built on the same section and to the same plans in 1879 and not subdivided until
General HRZ 1925.
Boffa Miskell Pre 1930 Review recommends research into Potential Historic Heritage
and inclusion in areas of Contiguous Character.
87.38 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that 41 Palmer Street should not be zone High Density Residential as it is Seeks that 41 Palmer Street be considered as being an area of Contiguous Character to Items 11.1,
Zones / High Density contiguous with four cottages 32-38 Aro Street that are listed Heritage buildings. They |11.2, 11.3 and 11.4 in SCHED1 - Heritage Buildings.
Residential Zone / were built on the same section and to the same plans in 1879 and not subdivided until
General HRZ 1925.
Boffa Miskell Pre 1930 Review recommends research into Potential Historic Heritage
and inclusion in areas of Contiguous Character.
87.39 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that 43 Palmer Street should not be zone High Density Residential as it is Seeks that 43 Palmer Street be considered as being an area of Contiguous Character to Items 11.1,
Zones / High Density contiguous with four cottages 32-38 Aro Street that are listed Heritage buildings. They |11.2, 11.3 and 11.4 in SCHED1 - Heritage Buildings.
Residential Zone / were built on the same section and to the same plans in 1879 and not subdivided until
General HRZ 1925.
Boffa Miskell Pre 1930 Review recommends research into Potential Historic Heritage
and inclusion in areas of Contiguous Character.
87.40 Part 3 / Residential Oppose Opposes zoning of all parcels on Boston Terrace as HRZ because: Seeks that the sites on Boston Terrace are zoned Medium Density Residential Zone.
Zones / High Density - A Heritage listed building needs protection on the street.
Residential Zone / - There is a lack of access for construction vehicles for future development.
General HRZ - There are traffic issues for vehicles accessing Aro Street.
87.41 Part 3 / Residential Oppose Opposes zoning of properties directly North and South of 95A Aro Street as HRZ. Seeks that the sites to the north and east of 95A Aro Street are zoned Medium Density Residential

Zones / High Density
Residential Zone /
General HRZ

The site is a Supported Residential Care Facility (Argo Trust) and must not have
impeded access to Sunlight / Daylight from the North or East, or it will not be able to
function.

Zone.
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mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / General
ccz

were never built to be part of the Central City - and have never operated as part of the
Central City. A historical mapping error that gives this impression has been repeatedly
acknowledged by the WCC but left unaddressed.

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
87.42 Part 3 / Commercial and |Oppose Opposes zoning of 72, 82 and 84 Aro Street as NCZ. Seeks that the sites at 72, 82 and 84 Aro Street are zoned Medium Density Residential Zone.
mixed use Zones /
Neighbourhood Centre - This residence was built to be residential, and has always been occupied as
Zone / General NCZ residential.
- Residential properties are more needed than NZC areas in Aro Valley.
- NCZ at this address could cause loss of sunlight to functioning
shops/cafe/bar/restaurant on the other "sunny" side of the street will destroy the
businesses and defeat the purpose of the zoning.
- The height in relation to the Heritage Precinct next door is inappropriate.
87.43 Part 3 / Commercial and [Oppose Considers that it would be inappropriate and dangerous to classify 290 Willis Street as|Seeks that 290 Willis Street is rezoned from City Centre Zone to Medium Density Residential Zone.
mixed use Zones / City a City Centre Zone. The site is adjacent to the dangerous Karo Drive and Willis Street
Centre Zone / General intersection.
ccz
87.44 Part 3 / Commercial and |Oppose Considers that the sites at 290, 292, 294, 296, 298, 300, 302, 304 and 306 Willis Street |Seeks that 290, 292, 294, 296, 298, 300, 302, 304 and 306 Willis Street are rezoned from City

Centre Zone to Medium Density Residential Zone.
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Point No Chapter / Provision
183.1 Part 1 / National Not specified [Supports that Character and Heritage are noted as qualifying matters under the RZ Pt1|Not specified.
Direction Instruments Schl “height or density directed by the NPS-UD may be modified by qualifying
Subpart / National matters”.
Direction Instruments /
National Policy
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement
183.2 Part 3 / Residential Not specified |Supports that Character and Heritage are noted as qualifying matters under the RZ Pt1|Seeks that particular focus is taken to ensure that the district plan appropriately considers the
Zones / Medium Density Schl “height or density directed by the NPS-UD may be modified by qualifying transition from a residential area (MRZ) to the City Centre Zone, especially on a street like Moir St
Residential Zone / matters”. where the District Plan seeks to protect the heritage and character values.
General MRZ
183.3 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support in Supports the intent of the PDP to enable good quality intensification of the CCZ but Seeks that good quality intensification of the City Centre Zone should be undertaken in a way that
mixed use Zones / City [part this should be undertaken in a way that also maintains the character, amenity, and also maintains the character, amenity, and heritage of the City.
Centre Zone / General heritage of the City.
ccz
Considers that density done well should be the bottom line, not density at all costs.
183.4 Part 3 / Commercial and |[Amend Considers that the current provisions of the PDP, in particular standards CCZ-S1 Not specified.
mixed use Zones / City (Maximum height), CCZ-S3 (Character precincts and Residentially Zoned heritage
Centre Zone / General areas — Adjoining site specific building and structure height), and CCZ-S11 (Minimum
Cccz building separation distance) will result in significant adverse effects on Moir Street
properties which cannot be mitigated through design.
Moir Street is recognised as one of the key coherent character and heritage areas of
Mt Victoria. Considers that as a designated heritage area, it should have even more
importance placed on mitigating the impacts of development from adjoining sites. It is
unique in the PDP as being the only location in all of Wellington that is MRZ, a
character precinct, heritage area, and adjacent to the CCZ. Therefore the specific
changes requested in relation to avoiding significant adverse impacts on Moir Street
do not have wider ramifications for the Council's intensification plans.
[Refer to original submission for full reasons].
183.5 Part 3 / Commercial and |Oppose in part|Considers that CCZ-S1, in particular Height Control Area 9 would allow an Opposes CCZ-S1 (Maximum height) - Height Control Area 9, South-east, South-west zone edge
mixed use Zones / City inappropriate scale of development adjacent to which is zoned for residential height limit of 28.5m.
Centre Zone / CCZ-S1 purposes and has a character or heritage overlay.
[Refer to original submission for full reason].
183.6 Part 3 / Commercial and |Amend Considers that CCZ-S1, in particular Height Control Area 9 would allow an Seeks that a new height control area be added to CCZ-S1 (Maximum height) as follows:

mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-S1

inappropriate scale of development adjacent to which is zoned for residential
purposes and has a character or heritage overlay.

[Refer to original submission for full reason].

k. Height Control Area 11 - Eastern side of Hania Street 15m.

[refer to submission for illustration of area covered by proposed height control area 11]
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Sub No / Plan Part / Sub-part /

Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision y 9
183.7 Part 3 / Commercial and |[Amend Considers that CCZ-S1 and CCZ-S3 as proposed are contrary to the proposed Amend CCZ-S1 (Maximum height) as proposed by this submission.
mixed use Zones / City objectives and policies of the PDP below:
Centre Zone / CCZ-S1 [Inferred decision requested].

CCZ-05 (Amenity and design): CCZ-05.4. and CCZ-05.7.

CCZ-07 (Managing adverse effects): CCZ-07.1. and CCZ-07.2.a. to CCZ-07.2.e.
CCZ-P9 (Quality design outcomes): CCZ-P9.2.

CCZ-P12 (Managing adverse effects): CCZ-P12.1. and CCZ-P12.2.
MRZ-PREC01-01 (Character Precincts).

HH-02 (Protecting historic heritage).

PART 2 - DISTRICT-WIDE MATTERS - Strategic Direction - Urban Form and
Development: The Plan also protects areas of special character in the City’s inner
suburbs. These suburbs are some of the City’s original settlements, with pockets of
relatively intact streetscape character derived from a range of factors such as building
age, architectural style, and site boundary treatment. These are known as ‘Character
Precincts’. Rules in these Precincts control demolition and significant alterations and
additions to buildings built before 1930.

183.8 Part 3 / Commercial and [Oppose in part|Considers that CCZ-S3 will fail to manage significant adverse effects by allowing Opposes CCZ-S3 (Character precincts and Residentially Zoned heritage areas — Adjoining site
mixed use Zones / City inappropriate, out of scale development. specific building and structure height).

Centre Zone / CCZ-S3

[Refer to original submission for full reason].

183.9 Part 3 / Commercial and |Amend Considers that CCZ-S3 should be amended to set a more appropriate recession plane [Amend CCZ-S3 (Character precincts and Residentially Zoned heritage areas — Adjoining site specific
mixed use Zones / City and maximum height of 15m for any CCZ site adjacent to any heritage area or building and structure height) as follows:
Centre Zone / CCZ-S3 character precinct.

1. Identified character precincts and Residentially Zoned heritage areas:
The currently proposed 60 degree recession plane from 8m will provide negligible

mitigation from allowing buildings of up to 28.5m to tower over one-two storey a. For any site adjoining a site identified within a Character Precinct or a Residentially Zoned
heritage cottages on Moir Street. Heritage Area: no part of any building, accessory building or structure may project beyond a line of

60° measured from a height of 8m 5m above ground level from all side and rear boundaries that
The significant adverse effects include: loss of sunlight, overlooking and loss of adjoin that precinct.

privacy, shading, increased wind, over-dominance of building form, loss of privacy,
streetscape and urban design impacts.

[Refer to original submission for full reasons].
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mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-S3

objectives and policies of the PDP below:

CCZ-05 (Amenity and design): CCZ-05.4. and CCZ-05.7.

CCZ-07 (Managing adverse effects): CCZ-07.1. and CCZ-07.2.a. to CCZ-07.2.e.
CCZ-P9 (Quality design outcomes): CCZ-P9.2.

CCZ-P12 (Managing adverse effects): CCZ-P12.1. and CCZ-P12.2.

MRZ-PREC01-01 (Character Precincts).

HH-02 (Protecting historic heritage).

PART 2 - DISTRICT-WIDE MATTERS - Strategic Direction - Urban Form and
Development: The Plan also protects areas of special character in the City’s inner
suburbs. These suburbs are some of the City’s original settlements, with pockets of
relatively intact streetscape character derived from a range of factors such as building
age, architectural style, and site boundary treatment. These are known as ‘Character

Precincts’. Rules in these Precincts control demolition and significant alterations and
additions to buildings built before 1930.

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
183.10 Part 3 / Commercial and |[Amend Considers that CCZ-S3 should be amended to set a more appropriate recession plane |Amend CCZ-S3 (Character precincts and Residentially Zoned heritage areas — Adjoining site specific
mixed use Zones / City and maximum height of 15m for any CCZ site adjacent to any heritage area or building and structure height) as follows (add Point 2):
Centre Zone / CCZ-S3 character precinct.
1.
The currently proposed 60 degree recession plane from 8m will provide negligible .
mitigation from allowing buildings of up to 28.5m to tower over one-two storey 2. For any site adjoining a site identified within a Character Precinct or a Residentially Zoned
heritage cottages on Moir Street. Heritage Area: no part of any building, accessory building or structure may be higher than 15m.
The significant adverse effects include: loss of sunlight, overlooking and loss of
privacy, shading, increased wind, over-dominance of building form, loss of privacy,
streetscape and urban design impacts.
[Refer to original submission for full reasons].
183.11 Part 3 / Commercial and [Amend Supports the report 'Planning for residential amenity' by Boffa Miskell as it relates to |Amend CCZ-S3 (Character precincts and Residentially Zoned heritage areas — Adjoining site specific
mixed use Zones / City its recommendation for all character areas to have a ‘5m boundary height limit with a |building and structure height) as follows:
Centre Zone / CCZ-S3 60 degree recession plane for ANY zone adjoining a character area’.
1. Identified character precincts and Residentially Zoned heritage areas:
a. For any site adjoining a site identified within a Character Precinct or a Residentially Zoned
Heritage Area: no part of any building, accessory building or structure may project beyond a line of
60° measured from a height of 8m 5m above ground level from all side and rear boundaries that
adjoin that precinct.
183.12 Part 3 / Commercial and [Amend Considers that CCZ-S1 and CCZ-S3 as proposed are contrary to the proposed Amend CCZ-S3 (Character precincts and Residentially Zoned heritage areas — Adjoining site specific

building and structure height) as proposed by this submission.

[Inferred decision requested].
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) / / ) p / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
183.13 Part 3 / Commercial and |[Amend Considers that CCZ-S11 should be amended as the proposed controls will fail to Amend CCZ-S11 (Minimum building separation distance) as follows:
mixed use Zones / City manage significant adverse effects on adjoining sites.
Centre Zone / CCZ-S11 1. Any new building or addition to an existing building used for residential activities must provide a
Considers that this should be amended to ensure that the same expectations for 8m separation distance between buildings located on the same site, and a 5m separation distance
separation of residential buildings that apply within a site also apply to adjacent from any residential building on any adjoining residentially zoned site, as shown in Diagram 18
residentially zoned sites. below.
The currently proposed 60 degree recession plane from 8m will provide negligible
mitigation from allowing buildings of up to 28.5m to tower over one-two storey
heritage cottages on Moir Street.
The significant adverse effects include: loss of sunlight, overlooking and loss of
privacy, shading, increased wind, over-dominance of building form, loss of privacy,
streetscape and urban design impacts.
[Refer to original submission for full reasons].
183.14 Part 3 / Commercial and [Amend Considers that CCZ-S1 and CCZ-S3 as proposed are contrary to the proposed Amend CCZ-S11 (Minimum building separation distance) as proposed by this submission.

mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-S11

objectives and policies of the PDP below:

CCZ-05 (Amenity and design): CCZ-05.4. and CCZ-05.7.

CCZ-07 (Managing adverse effects): CCZ-07.1. and CCZ-07.2.a. to CCZ-07.2.e.
CCZ-P9 (Quality design outcomes): CCZ-P9.2.

CCZ-P12 (Managing adverse effects): CCZ-P12.1. and CCZ-P12.2.
MRZ-PREC01-01 (Character Precincts).

HH-02 (Protecting historic heritage).

PART 2 - DISTRICT-WIDE MATTERS - Strategic Direction - Urban Form and

Development: The Plan also protects areas of special character in the City’s inner
suburbs. These suburbs are some of the City’s original settlements, with pockets of

relatively intact streetscape character derived from a range of factors such as building
age, architectural style, and site boundary treatment. These are known as ‘Character
Precincts’. Rules in these Precincts control demolition and significant alterations and

additions to buildings built before 1930.

[Inferred decision requested].
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Sub No / Plan Part / Sub-part /

Whole PDP / Whole PDP

Point No Chapter / Provision Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
202.1 General / Other / Other |Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Seeks that the number of residents living in the city centre is capped and reduces over time.
/ Other
202.2 General / Other / Other |Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Seeks a whole of city and a suburb by suburb earthquake and Tsunami risk assessment around
/ Other existing and proposed buildings to ensure that sufficient resources are likely to be available in the
event of a major earthquake.
202.3 General / Whole PDP / |Oppose Considers that the PDP's assumption of 50,000 - 80,000 population increase by 2050 is |Seeks the removal of all elements of the PDP that are relying on the assumption of 50,000 -

incorrect and is more likely to be 28,000.
A number of issues are raised regarding whether:

- this figure been subjected to, or does the possibility exist of, bias, manipulation,
control or corruption by parties who stand to benefit from the extreme intensification
whilst possibly bearing few of the costs.

- extreme intensification, particularly in multi story residential, would result in sale to
non residents and an increase in “nobody home “ buildings as seen overseas.

- the figure would enable a large part of the dwellings in the city to fall under the
control of the “corporate landlord” with the downstream negative effects of
monopoly rents or use as de-facto hotels like Berlin.

- independent arms length increases were not used as per Statistics NZ,

- how this proposed level of population increase can be seen as filling any green
objectives whatsoever.

- how this serves and embraces TOW principles and needs,

- how democratic is it for one set of Councillors in a single 3 year term to set such a
high track for a horizon of 30 years and 10 future councils.

[Refer to original submission for full reason]

80,0000 population growth by 2050.

202.4 General / Whole PDP /
Whole PDP / Whole PDP

Amend

Considers that the PDP's assumption of 50,000 - 80,000 population increase by 2050 is
incorrect and is more likely to be 28,000.
A number of issues are raised regarding whether:

- this figure been subjected to, or does the possibility exist of, bias, manipulation,
control or corruption by parties who stand to benefit from the extreme intensification
whilst possibly bearing few of the costs.

- extreme intensification, particularly in multi story residential, would result in sale to
non residents and an increase in “nobody home “ buildings as seen overseas.

- the figure would enable a large part of the dwellings in the city to fall under the
control of the “corporate landlord” with the downstream negative effects of
monopoly rents or use as de-facto hotels like Berlin.

- independent arms length increases were not used as per Statistics NZ,

- how this proposed level of population increase can be seen as filling any green
objectives whatsoever.

- how this serves and embraces TOW principles and needs,

- how democratic is it for one set of Councillors in a single 3 year term to set such a
high track for a horizon of 30 years and 10 future councils.

[Refer to original submission for full reason]

Seeks amendment to all elements of the PDP reliant on population growth figures to base the
growth on an assumption of 28,000 by 2050.
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Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-R2

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
202.5 General / Whole PDP / |Amend Considers that the PDP's assumption of 50,000 - 80,000 population increase by 2050 is |Seeks that any intensification through the district plan only accounts for population increase over
Whole PDP / Whole PDP incorrect and is more likely to be 28,000. the lifespan of the PDP (10 - 15 years).
A number of issues are raised regarding whether:
- this figure been subjected to, or does the possibility exist of, bias, manipulation,
control or corruption by parties who stand to benefit from the extreme intensification
whilst possibly bearing few of the costs.
- extreme intensification, particularly in multi story residential, would result in sale to
non residents and an increase in “nobody home “ buildings as seen overseas.
- the figure would enable a large part of the dwellings in the city to fall under the
control of the “corporate landlord” with the downstream negative effects of
monopoly rents or use as de-facto hotels like Berlin.
- independent arms length increases were not used as per Statistics NZ,
- how this proposed level of population increase can be seen as filling any green
objectives whatsoever.
- how this serves and embraces TOW principles and needs,
- how democratic is it for one set of Councillors in a single 3 year term to set such a
high track for a horizon of 30 years and 10 future councils.
[Refer to original submission for full reason]
202.6 General / Whole PDP / |Amend Considers that Wellington has many natural hazards and that intensification beyond 1 {Seeks the removal of any clauses or zoning that increase intensification beyond 1-2 low rise
Whole PDP / Whole PDP 2 stories is a bad idea because of this. stories.
[Refer to original submission for full reason]
202.7 General / Whole PDP / |Amend Considers the current national legislation banning sales of residential standalone Seeks the addition of provisions banning the sale of any multi level dwelling or residence to non
Whole PDP / Whole PDP dwellings. residents owners.
[Refer to original submission for full reason]
202.8 General / Mapping / Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Extend the character precincts to their extent in the operative district plan.
Mapping General /
Mapping General [Inferred decision requested]
202.9 Part 1 / How the Plan Amend Considers it is not clear what the relationship between provisions is. Seeks clarification how the Character precincts and Mount Victoria North Character Precincts
Works Subpart / How provisions relate to one another.
the Plan Works /
Relationships Between
Spatial Layers
202.10 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that the Council may not retain ownership of water. Amend THW-R2 (Connection to existing three waters) as follows:
Infrastructure and
Transport / Three 1. Activity Status: Permitted-Restricted Discretionary
Waters / THW-R2
202.11 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that large companies acquire the right to trespass without notification. Amend INF-R1 (Operation, maintenance and repair, or removal of existing above and underground
Infrastructure and infrastructure and ancillary vehicle access tracks) so that it is not a permitted activity and that
Transport / notification is mandatory to relevant home owners for upgrading an infrastructure.
Infrastructure / INF-R1
202.12 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that large companies acquire the right to trespass without notification. Amend INF-R2 (New underground infrastructure (including customer connections), and upgrading

of existing underground infrastructure) so that it is not a permitted activity and that notification is

mandatory to relevant home owners for upgrading an infrastructure.
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Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested

Point No Chapter / Provision

202.13 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that large companies acquire the right to trespass without notification. Amend INF-R3 (Upgrading of existing aboveground infrastructure) so that it is not a permitted
Infrastructure and activity and that notification is mandatory to relevant home owners for upgrading an
Transport / infrastructure.
Infrastructure / INF-R3

202.14 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that large companies acquire the right to trespass without notification. Amend INF-R4 (New vehicle access tracks for infrastructure) to make notification mandatory to
Infrastructure and relevant home owners for upgrading an infrastructure.
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-R4

202.15 Part 2 / Energy Amend Amend INF-R5 (New aboveground customer connection line) so that it is not a permitted activity
Infrastructure and and that notification is mandatory to relevant home owners for upgrading an infrastructure.
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-R5 Considers that large companies acquire the right to trespass without notification.

202.16 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that large companies acquire the right to trespass without notification. Amend INF-R6 (Temporary infrastructure) so that it is not a permitted activity and that notification
Infrastructure and is mandatory to relevant home owners for upgrading an infrastructure.
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-R6

202.17 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that large companies acquire the right to trespass without notification. Amend INF-R7 (Structures associated with infrastructure) so that it is not a permitted activity and
Infrastructure and that notification is mandatory to relevant home owners for upgrading an infrastructure.
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-R7

202.18 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that large companies acquire the right to trespass without notification. Amend INF-R9 (Navigational aids, sensing and environmental monitoring equipment) so that it is
Infrastructure and not a permitted activity and that notification is mandatory to relevant home owners for upgrading
Transport / an infrastructure.
Infrastructure / INF-R9

202.19 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that large companies acquire the right to trespass without notification. Amend INF-R11 (Telecommunications or radiocommunication activities) so that it is not a
Infrastructure and permitted activity and that notification is mandatory to relevant home owners for upgrading an
Transport / infrastructure.
Infrastructure / INF-R11

202.20 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that cycles have different speeds and should be classified differently. Amend Table 1 of the Infrastructure chapter (Design of roads) to remove requirements for
Infrastructure and Footpath and Cycles until further work is undertaken to classify different types of cycles.
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-S13

202.21 Part 2 / Energy Oppose Considers the policy too permissive. Not specified.
Infrastructure and
Transport / Access to the coastline is highly prized even rocky outcrops and
Infrastructure Coastal small beaches. We have already have the Oriental Bay to Kilbirnie cycleway where
Environment / INF-CE- concrete has been poured and fencing erected eradicating a number of small
P21 waterside enclaves and denying

access to the water.
202.22 Part 2 / Energy Oppose Considers the policy too permissive. Not specified.

Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure Coastal
Environment / INF-CE-
P24

Access to the coastline is highly prized even rocky outcrops and

small beaches. We have already have the Oriental Bay to Kilbirnie cycleway where
concrete has been poured and fencing erected eradicating a number of small
waterside enclaves and denying

access to the water.
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202.23 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers the rule too permissive. Amend INF-CE-R30 (Upgrading of existing infrastructure and new infrastructure within the coastal
Infrastructure and environment: Outside of high coastal natural character areas; and
Transport / Access to the coastline is highly prized even rocky outcrops and Outside of coastal and riparian margins) so that it is not a permitted activity and that notification is
Infrastructure Coastal small beaches. We have already have the Oriental Bay to Kilbirnie cycleway where mandatory.
Environment / INF-CE- concrete has been poured and fencing erected eradicating a number of small
P30 waterside enclaves and denying
access to the water.
202.24 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers the rule too permissive. AmendINF-CE-R31 (Upgrading of existing infrastructure within the coastal environment: Within
Infrastructure and coastal or riparian margins) so that it is not a permitted activity and that notification is mandatory.
Transport / Access to the coastline is highly prized even rocky outcrops and
Infrastructure Coastal small beaches. We have already have the Oriental Bay to Kilbirnie cycleway where
Environment / INF-CE- concrete has been poured and fencing erected eradicating a number of small
P31 waterside enclaves and denying
access to the water.
202.25 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers the rule too permissive. Amend INF-CE-R29 (Operation, maintenance and repair of existing infrastructure within the
Infrastructure and coastal environment: Within coastal or riparian margins) so that it is not a permitted activity and
Transport / Access to the coastline is highly prized even rocky outcrops and that notification is mandatory.
Infrastructure Coastal small beaches. We have already have the Oriental Bay to Kilbirnie cycleway where
Environment / INF-CE- concrete has been poured and fencing erected eradicating a number of small
R29 waterside enclaves and denying
access to the water.
202.26 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that Gas and electric reticulation are treated the same and Gas will be Amend INF-CE-R35 (Operation, maintenance, repair of existing National Grid) to have controls on
Infrastructure and phased out by 2040. gas company activity to ensure that only maintenance necessary to keep the network functioning
Transport / at a minimal level until final phase out is permitted.
Infrastructure Coastal Without stricter rules surrounding these, run the risk of the Gas companies
Environment / INF-CE- undertaking unnecessary repairs or renewals and then attempting to be
R35 recompensated for stranded assets by consumers.
[Refer to original submission for full reason]
202.27 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that Gas and electric reticulation are treated the same and Gas will be Amend INF-CE-R36 (Gas transmission pipeline corridor)to have controls on gas company activity to
Infrastructure and phased out by 2040. ensure that only maintenance necessary to keep the network functioning at a minimal level until
Transport / final phase out is permitted.
Infrastructure Coastal Without stricter rules surrounding these, run the risk of the Gas companies
Environment / INF-CE- undertaking unnecessary repairs or renewals and then attempting to be
R36 recompensated for stranded assets by consumers.
[Refer to original submission for full reason]
202.28 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that Gas and electric reticulation are treated the same and Gas will be Amend INF-CE-R37 (Coastal Environment upgrades) to have controls on gas company activity to

Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure Coastal
Environment / INF-CE-
R37

phased out by 2040.
Without stricter rules surrounding these, run the risk of the Gas companies
undertaking unnecessary repairs or renewals and then attempting to be

recompensated for stranded assets by consumers.

[Refer to original submission for full reason]

ensure that only maintenance necessary to keep the network functioning at a minimal level until
final phase out is permitted.
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202.29 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that Gas and electric reticulation are treated the same and Gas will be Amend INF-CE-R38 (Gas transmission pipeline corridor) to have controls on gas company activity
Infrastructure and phased out by 2040. to ensure that only maintenance necessary to keep the network functioning at a minimal level
Transport / until final phase out is permitted.
Infrastructure Coastal Without stricter rules surrounding these, run the risk of the Gas companies
Environment / INF-CE- undertaking unnecessary repairs or renewals and then attempting to be
R38 recompensated for stranded assets by consumers.
[Refer to original submission for full reason]
202.30 Part 2 / Energy Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Seeks the removal of any provisions which restrict the ability of a property owner to generate own
Infrastructure and use power on site.
Transport / Renewable
Electricity Generation /
General REG
202.31 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that non demolition rules should be extended to other building cohorts that |Seeks non-demolition rules for other building cohort eras that have produced durable residential
Zones / Medium Density are durable. buildings.
Residential Zone /
General MRZ
202.32 Part 3 / Residential Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Extend the character precincts to their extent in the operative district plan.
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / [Inferred decision requested]
General MRZ-PRECO1
202.33 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that this has been a recipe for disaster leaving individual homeowners Seeks amendment to MRZ-PRECO02 (Mt Vic North) for the removal of any rules permitting building
Zones / Medium Density trying to wrench enforcement compliance out of builders who think they have a right [along boundary lines.
Residential Zone / MRZ- to trespass on adjoining properties and or demolish structures they do not own.
PRECO2
202.34 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that this has been a recipe for disaster leaving individual homeowners Seeks amendment to MRZ-PREC02 (Mt Vic North) for the reinstatement of side yards.
Zones / Medium Density trying to wrench enforcement compliance out of builders who think they have a right
Residential Zone / MRZ- to trespass on adjoining properties and or demolish structures they do not own.
PRECO2
202.35 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that these are already densely built areas of considerable charm and Amend MRZ-PRECO02 (Mt Vic North) to remove any provisions that allow demolition of pre 1930's
Zones / Medium Density amenity and intensification will increase the disaster risk in the central area. buildings, with an exception for safety that is subject to demolition rules and protocols.
Residential Zone / MRZ-
PRECO2
202.36 Part 3 / Residential Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Seeks amendment to MRZ-PREC02-01.4 (Mt Victoria North Townscape Precinct) to narrow
Zones / Medium Density discretion and clarify meaning.
Residential Zone / MRZ-
PREC02-01
202.37 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that these provisions allow the creeping commercialisation of these Amend MRZ-P1 (Enabled activities) as follows:
Zones / Medium Density suburbs. There is no limit as to the number of these businesses that may be
Residential Zone / MRZ- established in a suburb and a single business could begin to operate over a number of |...
P1 adjacent sites. 3 VisiterAccommeodation
202.38 Part 3 / Residential Oppose Considers that this provision is too wide and allows commercial usage creep. Delete MRZ-P15 (Non residential activities and buildings) in it's entirety.

Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
P15
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202.39 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the pre 1930's non demolition rules are reinstated and that it should be|Seeks amendment to demolition rules and protocols to ensure that demolition is a last resort and
Zones / Medium Density extended to other building cohorts that are durable. that the maximum amount of removal or recyclable activity is undertaken.
Residential Zone / MRZ-
PRECO1-R4
202.40 Part 3 / Residential Oppose Considers that this has been the case in the past and has been a recipe for disaster Seeks that MRZ-S4 is amended to require boundary setbacks.
Zones / Medium Density leaving individual homeowners trying to wrench enforcement compliance out of
Residential Zone / MRZ- builders who think they have a right to trespass on adjoining properties and or [Inferred decision requested]
S4 demolish structures they do not own.
202.41 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that this has been the case in the past and has been a recipe for disaster Seeks reinstatement of side yards in residential areas.
Zones / Medium Density leaving individual homeowners trying to wrench enforcement compliance out of
Residential Zone / MRZ- builders who think they have a right to trespass on adjoining properties and or [Inferred reinstatement of front and side yards for 1 -3 units in MRZ-54].
S4 demolish structures they do not own.
202.42 Part 3 / Residential Oppose Considers that this has been the case in the past and has been a recipe for disaster Seeks that HRZ-S4 is amended to require boundary setbacks.
Zones / High Density leaving individual homeowners trying to wrench enforcement compliance out of
Residential Zone / HRZ- builders who think they have a right to trespass on adjoining properties and or [Inferred decision requested]
S4 demolish structures they do not own.
202.43 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that this has been the case in the past and has been a recipe for disaster Seeks reinstatement of side yards in residential areas.
Zones / High Density leaving individual homeowners trying to wrench enforcement compliance out of
Residential Zone / HRZ- builders who think they have a right to trespass on adjoining properties and or [Inferred reinstatement of front and side yards for 1 -3 units in HRZ-S4].
S4 demolish structures they do not own.
202.44 Part 3 / Commercial and [Amend Considers that Rules currently allow multi story buildings in the Central city to have Seeks addition of rules to limit number of non residential on site in building car parks permitted to
mixed use Zones / City multiple car parks. Typically those necessary for the service and maintenance of the building plus a small margin over and
Centre Zone / General these are then used for non- residential dedicated single user park where the vehicle [above.
Cccz is not used at all during the day. In short the company car loafing in the company car
park after a peak hour journey to transport an individual from home to work and
return.
These cars are expensive in terms of green and require expensive peak hour traffic
schemes paid for by the community but benefit only a few.
[Refer to original submission for full reason]
202.45 Part 3 / Commercial and [Amend Considers that Rules currently allow multi story buildings in the Central city to have Seeks addition of rules to create a sinking lid policy on existing car parks used for those same
mixed use Zones / City multiple car parks. Typically purposes and to reregister their use into the same categories and newly created parks.
Centre Zone / General these are then used for non- residential dedicated single user park where the vehicle
Cccz is not used at all during the day. In short the company car loafing in the company car
park after a peak hour journey to transport an individual from home to work and
return.
These cars are expensive in terms of green and require expensive peak hour traffic
schemes paid for by the community but benefit only a few.
[Refer to original submission for full reason]
202.46 Part 4 / Design Guides |Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Seeks that a provision is added to allow design alteration on streetscapes to bring them in line
Subpart / Design Guides with original plans, only allowing use of materials in the same style (Excluding strength, fire and
/ Character Precincts insulation requirements).
Design Guide
202.47 Part 4 / Design Guides [Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Seeks that a provision is added to allow design alteration on streetscapes to bring them in line

Subpart / Design Guides
/ Mt Victoria North
Townscape Precinct
Design Guide

with original plans, only allowing use of materials in the same style (Excluding strength, fire and
insulation requirements).
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47.1 Part 2 / Natural and Amend Considers that the Council should provide the relevant data that justifies filling in Seeks that data be provided in NFL-R10 (The construction of, alteration of and addition to,
Environmental Values / gullies and building over natural streams and springs. Natural disasters of Nelson and |buildings and structures within the ridgelines and hilltops) to justify filling in gullies.
Natural Features and Abbots Ford should not be forgotten. [Inferred decision requested]
Landscapes / NFL-R10
47.2 Part 3 / Rural Zones / Oppose Supports District Plan Change 33 — Ridgelines and Hilltops Seeks that the Ridgelines and Hilltops overlay incorporated into the operative District Plan (via
General point on Rural (Visual Amenity) and Rural Area (2009) . The Council should abide by their District Plan|Plan Change 33) be retained and opposes changing this overlay.
Zones / General point Change 33 concerning the protection of ridgelines and hilltops.
on Rural Zones
47.3 Part 3 / Development [Amend Considers that the Council should provide the relevant data that justifies filling in Seeks that data be provided in DEV3 (Development Area: Upper Stebbings and Glenside West) to
Area / Development gullies and building over natural streams and springs. Natural disasters of Nelson and |[justify filling in gullies.
Area Upper Stebbings Abbots Ford should not be forgotten.
and Glenside West /
General DEV3
47.4 Part 3 / Development [Not specified [Considers the WCC is using a flawed survey. Not Specified

Area / Development
Area Upper Stebbings
and Glenside West /
General DEV3
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32.1 Part 2 / Natural and Amend Considers that the PDP does not identify why shingle beaches are endangered. Clarify the endangered status of shingle beaches.
Environmental Values /
Ecosystems and At several points it is recorded that shingle beaches are endangered e.g. site 122
Indigenous Biodiversity (Tounge Point). Given numerous shingle beaches exist between Owhiro Bay and
/ General ECO Makara perhaps it would be helpful to explain both why such a designation exists and
set out what mitigation/enhancement measures are being undertaken and by whom.
32.2 Part 2 / Natural and Amend Considers that the PDP does not identify what mitigation/enhancement measures are |Seeks that the PDP make mention of what mitigation and enhancement measures to protect
Environmental Values / being undertaken to protect shingle beaches. shingle beaches are being undertaken.
Ecosystems and
Indigenous Biodiversity At several points it is recorded that shingle beaches are endangered e.g. site 122
/ General ECO (Tounge Point). Given numerous shingle beaches exist between Owhiro Bay and
Makara perhaps it would be helpful to explain both why such a designation exists and
set out what mitigation/enhancement measures are being undertaken and by whom.
32.3 Part 2 / Natural and Amend Considers that the PDP does not identify who is undertaking mitigation/enhancement [Seeks that the PDP make mention of who is undertaking mitigation and enhancement measures to
Environmental Values / measures to protect shingle beaches. protect shingle beaches.
Ecosystems and
Indigenous Biodiversity At several points it is recorded that shingle beaches are endangered e.g. site 122
/ General ECO (Tounge Point). Given numerous shingle beaches exist between Owhiro Bay and
Makara perhaps it would be helpful to explain both why such a designation exists and
set out what mitigation/enhancement measures are being undertaken and by whom.
32.4 Part 4 / Schedules Amend Considers that last names in Item 38 required protections are not up to date. Seeks that last names in SCHED3 (Heritage Areas), Item 38 (Mestanes Bay Baches) be updated to
Subpart / Schedules / Identification of each of the baches at Mestanes Bay is both unclear and generally reflect current leases.
SCHED3 - Heritage reflects earlier times.
Areas
325 Part 4 / Schedules Amend Considers that last names in Item 39 required protections are not up to date. Seeks that last names in SCHED3 (Heritage Areas), Item 39 (Red Rocks Baches) be updated to
Subpart / Schedules / identification of each of the baches both at Red Rocks is both unclear and generally  [reflect current leases.
SCHED3 — Heritage reflects earlier times.
Areas
32.6 Part 4 / Schedules Amend Item 39 (Red Rocks Baches) in SCHED3 fails to include the wording “Historic Area” and [Seeks that HNZPT of column, Item 39 (Red Rocks Baches) make mention of Heritage Area.
Subpart / Schedules / should be amended.
SCHED3 — Heritage
Areas
32.7 Part 4 / Schedules Support Supports the inclusion of Red Rocks Baches in SCHEDS3. Retain as notified.
Subpart / Schedules /
SCHED3 — Heritage
Areas
32.8 Part 4 / Schedules Amend Item 157 in SCHED7 does not mention the cliff at Red Rocks is under Historic Reserve |[Seeks that SCHED7 (Sites and Areas of Significance to Maori), Item 157 have a reference to the
Subpart / Schedules / designation and should be amended. site's Historic Reserve designation.
SCHED7 - Sites and
Areas of Significance to
Maori
32.9 Part 4 / Schedules Amend WC144 (Wellington coastal cliffs scrub and shrubland) makes no mention of the Red |Seeks that WC144 (South Wellington coastal cliffs scrub and shrubland) have a reference to the

Subpart / Schedules /
SCHEDS - Significant
Natural Areas

Rocks Historic Reserve designation and should be amended.

site's Historic Reserve designation.
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32.10 Part 4 / Schedules Not specified [Considers that in WC144 (Wellington coastal cliffs scrub and shrubland), Sinclair Head |Not Specified.
Subpart / Schedules / could comprise two reserves depending on what defines the feature.
SCHEDS8 — Significant [refer to original submission]
Natural Areas
32.11 Part 4 / Schedules Amend The Site Summary in WC144 (Wellington coastal cliffs scrub and shrubland) does not [Seeks that WC144 (South Wellington coastal cliffs scrub and shrubland) have a reference to the
Subpart / Schedules / describe the purpose of specialist reserves in the area, namely Pariwhero / Red Rocks |purpose of specialist reserves.
SCHEDS — Significant and Sinclair Head / Te Rimurapa Scientific Reserves and should be amended.
Natural Areas
32.12 Part 4 / Schedules Amend The Site Summary in WC122 does not list bird species similarly to WC144 and should [Seeks that WC122 (Tongue Point coastal platform) make mention of bird species in the area to
Subpart / Schedules / be amended to match WC144. match WC144 (South Wellington coastal cliffs scrub and shrubland).
SCHEDS - Significant
Natural Areas
32.13 Part 4 / Schedules Amend The Site Summary in WC146 does not list bird species similarly to WC144 and should [Seeks that WC146 (Karori Stream estuary) make mention of bird species in the area to match
Subpart / Schedules / be amended to match WC144. WC144 (South Wellington coastal cliffs scrub and shrubland).
SCHEDS8 — Significant
Natural Areas
32.14 Part 4 / Schedules Support Supports that credit is being given to the Wellington Cross Country Vehicle Club in Not specified.
Subpart / Schedules / WC144 in relation to their conservation input to protect and enhance the covenanted
SCHEDS — Significant Kinnoull dunes. The club has been active in a number of like activities for many years.
Natural Areas
32.15 Part 4 / Schedules Amend Seeks that language in Site Summary of WC144 (South Wellington coastal cliffs scrub and
Subpart / Schedules / shrubland) be amended to remove mention of "the only known North Island population of
SCHEDS8 - Significant Considers that the Coastal Cliffs East of Karori Stream Estuary does not qualify as a speargrass weevil (Lyperobius huttonii)".
Natural Areas historic habitat for Long Bay Beach Weevil. [Inferred decision requested]
32.16 Part 4 / Schedules Amend The title "Te Rimurapa Sinclair Head/Pipinui Point Pariwhero Red Rocks" is confusing |Amend the title of title of Te Rimurapa Sinclair Head/Pipinui Point Pariwhero Red Rocks. To
Subpart / Schedules / and should be amended. remove Pipinui Point.
SCHED10 — Outstanding The inclusion of Pipinui point adds an excess of 30 kilometres of coastline to the area.
Natural Features and
Landscapes
32.17 Part 4 / Schedules Amend Amend the title "Te Rimurapa Sinclair Head/Pipinui Point Pariwhero Red Rocks" as it is|[Amend the title of Te Rimurapa Sinclair Head to Sinclair Head / Te Rimurapa.
Subpart / Schedules / likely incorrect.
SCHED10 — Outstanding Sinclair Head / Te Rimurapa is the official name.
Natural Features and
Landscapes
32.18 Part 4 / Schedules Amend Amend Site Summary in Te Rimurapa Sinclair Head/Pipinui Point Pariwhero Red Rocks |Amend language in the Site Summary of Te Rimurapa Sinclair Head/Pipinui Point Pariwhero Red
Subpart / Schedules / to fix the typo in the first sentence. Rocks to "Te Rimurapa" instead of "Te Rimurapa".
SCHED10 — Outstanding "Te Rimurapa" should be changed to Te Rimurapa.
Natural Features and
Landscapes
32.19 Part 4 / Schedules Amend The Site Summary for Te Rimurapa Sinclair Head/Pipinui Point Pariwhero Red Rocks  |Seeks that the Site Summary of Te Rimurapa Sinclair Head/Pipinui Point Pariwhero Red Rocks in
Subpart / Schedules / does not make reference to the Historic Reserve in the area. SCHED10 (Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes) be amended to mention the Historic
SCHED10 — Outstanding Reserve in the area.
Natural Features and
Landscapes
32.20 Part 4 / Schedules Amend Considers that there is only one seal colony in the Pariwhero / Red Rocks Sinclair Head|Amend language in site summary of Te Rimurapa Sinclair Head/Pipinui Point Pariwhero Red Rocks

Subpart / Schedules /
SCHED10 — Outstanding
Natural Features and
Landscapes

/ Te Rimurapa area. The term "colonies" in the site summary is incorrect.

to "colony" instead of "colonies".
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32.21 Part 4 / Schedules Amend Considers that the site summary for Taputeranga Island could provide a distorted Seeks that the Site Summary of Taputeranga Island under SCHED10 (Outstanding Natural Features
Subpart / Schedules / picture of the species inhabiting the sites due to lack of wider information. and Landscapes) be clarified to list threatened and rare species of birds and lizards that have been
SCHED10 — Outstanding accurately identified in the area.
Natural Features and The Marlborough “mini” gecko may have been seen near the two named points. The
Landscapes existing text fails to add balance by stating the species also inhabits other sites
between Makara and Island Bay including Taputeranga Island.
The officers' response failed to address the identification and distribution of the bird
species. Banded dotterel (Conservation Status- declining) have been seen in this area
and greater numbers can be found elsewhere on the coast. It is possible coastal
trapping established as part of the Capital Kiwi programme will lessen the effects of
predation on rare and threatened species.
32.22 Part 4 / Schedules Amend Considers that the appropriate name for the water body between North Island and Amend title of "Raukawa Coast Cook Strait" to "Cook Strait Coast" under SCHED10 (Outstanding
Subpart / Schedules / South Island, as determined by the New Zealand Geographic Board, is “Cook Strait”. |Natural Features and Landscapes).
SCHED10 — Outstanding The name “Raukawa Coast Cook Strait” in SCHED10 should be amended to “Cook
Natural Features and Strait Coast”.
Landscapes
32.23 Part 4 / Schedules Amend Considers that the phrasing "Known as Wellington’s wild coast" in Raukawa Coast Seeks that language in the Site Summary of Raukawa Coast Cook Strait's be amended to remove
Subpart / Schedules / Cook Strait's site summary is not adequate and should be amended. "Known as Wellington’s wild coast".
SCHED10 - Outstanding
Natural Features and
Landscapes
32.24 Part 4 / Schedules Amend The subtitle under SCHED12 (Sinclair Head / Te Rimurapa) is non-compliant with Amend language in SCHED12 (High Coastal Natural Character Areas) to "Sinclair Head/ Te
Subpart / Schedules / official dual English/M3ori name legalised in 2008 and should be amended. The Te Rimurapa" instead of "Sinclair Head".
SCHED12 — High Coastal Reo name for Sinclair Head is "Te Rimurapa" and should be included in the subtitle.
Natural Character Areas
32.25 Part 4 / Schedules Amend Considers that the Coastal Cliffs East of Karori Stream Estuary does not qualify as a Seeks that language in Key Values of Coastal Cliffs East of Karori Stream Estuary be amended to

Subpart / Schedules /
SCHED12 — High Coastal
Natural Character Areas

historic habitat for Long Bay Beach Weeuvil.
[Refer to original submission for full reason]

remove mention of "a historic habitat for Long Bay Beach Weevil".
[Inferred decision requested]
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479.1 General / Other / Other [Not specified |Supports the Isthmus group planning ideas https://isthmus.co.nz/thinking/density- Supports the Isthmus group planning ideas
/ Other donewell-
10-tips-for-aotearoa/ If any of these ideas can be included in the DP that would be
useful.
Submitter wants to see more evidence of wider expert planning consideration from
professional groups such as Isthmus.
479.2 General / Other / Other |Amend [Refer to original submission for full reason] Seeks that the Council has a dedicated customer team to support those that are leading the way in
/ Other development and make it easier for them to get consent.
479.3 General / Other / Other |Amend Considers that the Council should increase the percentage of green spaces in line with |Seeks that the Council will increase the percentage of green spaces in line with planned population
/ Other planned population density . density.
[Refer to original submission for full reason]
479.4 General / Other / Other |Amend Considers that the Council improve the quality of the green spaces; (quiet, allow seats |Seeks that the Council improve the quality of green spaces.
/ Other to capture sunshine hours, away from roads, connect us to nature/plants/water,
include playgrounds for all ages).
479.5 General / Other / Other |Amend Considers that Newtown streets have far too many cars on already. Seeks that the Council will limit private car use and parking.
/ Other Private (internal combustion) vehicle priorities need to be secondary to active travel,
and public transport.
479.6 General / Whole PDP / [Not specified |Submitter wishes to second James Coyel’s DP submission. Supports James Coyle’s submission.
Whole PDP / Whole PDP
[Refer to submission 307]
479.7 General / Whole PDP / [Not specified |Seeks to see more inclusion of the lessons learnt form urban planning around the Seeks to see more inclusion of the lessons learnt form urban planning around the globe within the
Whole PDP / Whole PDP globe. plan.
479.8 General / Whole PDP / [Not specified |Considers that is there is very little detail in the DP to prevent poor quality outcomes [Seeks that there is greater detail in the DP to prevent poor quality outcomes that meet minimum
Whole PDP / Whole PDP that meet minimum criteria in planning and consenting phase. criteria in planning and consenting phase. [Inferred decision requested]
Considers that Wellington is at a crucial juncture between needing to rapidly
modernise and build more densely, but being in danger of developing over all that
makes Wellington a vibrant city, a cultural centre, and a great place to live. What we
do has to be of higher quality. To minimise emissions over the longterm we also need
to significantly improve the quality of urban planning and building performance.
479.9 General / Whole PDP / [Not specified |Submitter considers that Wellington needs to become denser, and this can happen Seeks that the Proposed District Plan should better encourage the quality of urban form with
Whole PDP / Whole PDP with carefully considered urban form that relates to the existing surrounding density.
structures, culture and community.
[Inferred decision requested]
Submitter considers that the District Plan does not do this and needs to better
encourage the quality of urban form to be highest possible. For example, if we do not
consider embodied energy of urban form and building stock, we will not achieve our
cities low emissions goals.
To meet Climate goals and resource conservation goals, all new urban form needs to
be build to last 100 year plus. If we're planning to build for 15 or 20 years, this will not
meet the needs of future generations, it will burden them with much higher re-
development cost and unnecessarily force more emissions into the atmosphere.
479.10 General / Whole PDP / |Oppose Considers that Newtown is unfairly targeted for the highest of intensification. All of Opposes the level of intensification in Newtown.

Whole PDP / Whole PDP

Wellington should be subject share the same intensity goals.

[Inferred decision requested]
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Ben Barrett

Sub No / Plan Part / Sub-part /

Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision y 9

479.11 General / Whole PDP / |Amend [Refer to original submission for full reason] Seeks that the District Plan will ensure building heights are tiered and not haphazard.
Whole PDP / Whole PDP

479.12 General / Whole PDP / |Amend [Refer to original submission for full reason] Seeks that the District Plan will support low embodied emission and high performance building
Whole PDP / Whole PDP experimentation by reducing red tape and cost.
479.13 General / Whole PDP / |Amend Seeks that the highest intensity needs to happen in concentrated pockets, not allowed |Seeks that highest intensity developments needs to happen in concentrated pockets.
Whole PDP / Whole PDP to be placed haphazardly across anywhere in Newtown.
[Refer to original submission for full reason] [Inferred decision requested]
479.14 General / Whole PDP/ |Amend [Refer to original submission for full reason] Seeks that the District Plan will include:

Whole PDP / Whole PDP
a) protections for existing property owners to prevent overshadowing from new multi-story
buildings, or

b) current market rate compensation options for existing property owners that are overshadowing
from new multi-story buildings.

479.15 General / Whole PDP / |Amend Seeks that the District Plan will encourage the protection of Newtown's pockets of heritage
Whole PDP / Whole PDP character, and will pay particular attention to building height and structure in these areas.
[Refer to original submission for full reason]

479.16 General / Whole PDP / |Amend [Refer to original submission for full reason] Seeks that the District Plan promotes safe cycle pathways fully separate from traffic.
Whole PDP / Whole PDP

479.17 General / Whole PDP / |Amend [Refer to original submission for full reason] Seeks that the District Plan promotes better use of land and urban space by allowing boundary
Whole PDP / Whole PDP sharing (of walls or partitions on the boundary) if both parties are in agreement.

479.18 General / Whole PDP / |Amend [Refer to original submission for full reason] Seeks that the District Plan needs to support the removal of private cars and on street car parking,
Whole PDP / Whole PDP and to make way for active travel, safe cycle paths away form traffic and public transport.

479.19 General / Whole PDP/ |Amend [Refer to original submission for full reason] Seeks that the District Plan needs to:

Whole PDP / Whole PDP
a) support safe attractive walking corridors;
b) with food growing that is cared for by Council staff.

479.20 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that the District Plan needs to recognise that Newtown's main roads are Seeks that the District Plan recognises that Newtown's main roads are single lane roads, not
Infrastructure and single lane roads, not major transport corridors. major transport corridors.
Transport / Transport /
General TR There are practical limitations to the intensification of actual road width that have
been ignored by intensification planning to date.
479.21 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that Constable Street is not a major transport corridor. Seeks that appropriate building planning needs to be had along Constable Street, varying in height,
Zones / General point [Refer to original submission for full reason] with building heights reducing as the elevation of the road rises.

on Residential Zones /
General point on
Residential Zones

479.22 Part 3 / Commercial and [Amend Considers that Constable Street is not a major transport corridor. Seeks that appropriate building planning needs to be had along Constable Street, varying in height,
mixed use Zones / Local [Refer to original submission for full reason] with building heights reducing as the elevation of the road rises.
Centre Zone / General
LCZ
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Sub No Plan Part / Sub-part
) / / ) p / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested

Point No Chapter / Provision

278.1 Part 3 / Residential Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer back to original Seeks that 75 - 80% of the character protections proposed by the Boffa Miskell report, and those
Zones / Medium Density submission] adopted by the Auckland City Council, are added to the Proposed District Plan.
Residential Zone /
General MRZ-PRECO1

278.2 Part 3 / Residential Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer back to original Seeks that at least 50% of the character area protections recommended by the 2021 Officers

Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone /
General MRZ-PRECO1

submission]

Recommended Plan are added to the Proposed District Plan.
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Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Sub No Plan Part / Sub-part
) / / ) p / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
220.1 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that the Natural Open Space Zone is inappropriate on a portion of the site  |Rezone the NOSZ (Natural Open Space Zone) at 62 Kaiwharawhara Road to Medium Density
Rezone / Rezone because: Residential Zone.
The current operative plan has split the site into two separate zones, a business area
zone and a residential zone.
The Natural Open Space Zone is intended to recognise high natural, ecological and
historic heritage values.
The surrounding properties are maintaining similar zones from the operative district
plan to the proposed district plans.
it is held in private ownership. This means that the public will have no access along
this area or be able to use it.
This site is extremely steep and no development has occurred yet due to the difficult
site conditions.
[Refer to original submission for full reason]
220.2 Part 2 / Natural and Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Seeks that where ‘site specific’ assessments are not completed then the status quo of the
Environmental Values / operative district plan should prevail.
Ecosystems and
Indigenous Biodiversity
/ General ECO
220.3 Part 3 / Open Space and |Oppose Considers that the Natural Open Space Zone is inappropriate on a portion of the site  |Seeks that the Natural Open Space Zone at 62 Kaiwharawhara Road is rezoned to Medium Density

Recreation Zones /
Natural Open Space
Zone / General NOSZ

because:

The current operative plan has split the site into two separate zones, a business area
zone and a residential zone.

The Natural Open Space Zone is intended to recognise high natural, ecological and
historic heritage values.

The surrounding properties are maintaining similar zones from the operative district
plan to the proposed district plans.

it is held in private ownership. This means that the public will have no access along
this area or be able to use it.

This site is extremely steep and no development has occurred yet due to the difficult
site conditions.

[Refer to original submission for full reason]

Residential Zone.
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Sub No / Plan Part / Sub-part /

Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision y 9
220.4 Part 4 / Schedules Amend Considers that the planning and Environment Committee deemed that the SNAs will |Remove Significant Natural Area overlay from 62 Kaiwharawhara Road (WCQ79).
Subpart / Schedules / apply to public and rural land. As this land is currently held in private ownership and
SCHEDS8 — Significant zoned business and outer residential, the SNA cannot apply to this property.

Natural Areas
Relatedly considers that the area zoned Natural Open Space should be rezoned as
medium density residential zone. As such the SNA should be removed from this part
of the property.

Considers that the information base for the Councils approach to SNAs is flawed and
inaccurate.

Considers that the site does not have significant ecological value.

[Refer to original submission for full reason]
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BP Oil New Zealand,

Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Mobil Oil New Zealand Limited and Z Energy Limited (the Fuel Companies)

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
372.1 Part 1/ Interpretation |[Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain the Definition of 'Major Hazard Facility' as notified.
Subpart / Definitions /
MAJOR HAZARD
FACILITY
372.2 Part 1/ Interpretation [Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain the Definition of 'Earthworks' as notified.
Subpart / Definitions /
EARTHWORKS
372.3 General / Mapping / Support Considers that the key controls in relation to the use of the Miramar terminal and Retain the General Industrial Zone of the Miramar Terminal and adjoining sites as notified.
Retain Zone / Retain surrounding properties are appropriately provided for by the zoning of the site
Zone (General Industrial) and adjoining sites (General Industrial and Special Purpose
Airport).
372.4 General / Mapping / Support Considers that the key controls in relation to the use of the Miramar terminal and Retain the Special Purpose Airport Zone on adjoining sites to the Miramar Terminal as notified.
Retain Zone / Retain surrounding properties are appropriately provided for by the zoning of the site
Zone (General Industrial) and adjoining sites (General Industrial and Special Purpose
Airport).
372.5 General / Mapping / Support Considers that the General Industrial zoning of the Kaiwharawhara terminal, and Retain the General Industrial Zone of the Kaiwharawhara terminal and adjoining Mixed-Use Zones
Retain Zone / Retain adjoining Mixed-Use zoning, is appropriate given the terminal stores low risk fuels as notified.
Zone (and hence there has been no need for a QRA for the site) and operates in a low
impact manner such that limited effects occur in the surrounding environment
(notably traffic, noise, odour, and risk to health and safety effects are all relatively
benign). Reverse sensitivity effects are therefore not anticipated on the existing or
future (plan enabled) land uses of the adjoining Mixed-Use zone.
372.6 Part 1/ Interpretation [Amend Considers that Hazardous Facilities are not defined in the PDP and clarification is Add a new Definition for 'Hazardous Facilities'.
Subpart / Definitions / sought on this matter.
New definition
372.7 Part 1/ Interpretation [Support The definition of 'Airport Purposes' is supported as the purpose statement of the Retain the definition of 'Airport Purposes' as notified.
Subpart / Definitions / Designation includes fuel storage and fuelling facilities.
AIRPORT PURPOSES
372.8 Part 1/ Interpretation [Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain the definition of 'Contaminated Land' as notified.
Subpart / Definitions /
CONTAMINATED LAND
372.9 Part 1/ Interpretation [Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain the Definition of 'Cut Height' as notified.
Subpart / Definitions /
CUT HEIGHT
372.10 Part 1/ Interpretation [Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain the Definition of 'Fill depth' as notified.
Subpart / Definitions /
FILL DEPTH
372.11 Part 1/ Interpretation [Supportin The definition of Hazard Sensitive Activities is supported as it specifically includes Retain the Definition of 'Hazard Sensitive Activities' as notified.
Subpart / Definitions / |part Hazardous Facilities and MHF which recognises the risk associated with the
HAZARD SENSITIVE manufacture, use, storage, transportation and disposal of hazardous substances and
ACTIVITIES the potential of human and environmental harm from natural hazards. It is however
considered that Hazardous Facilities are not defined in the PDP and clarification is
sought on this matter.
372.12 Part 1/ Interpretation [Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain the Definition of 'Land Disturbance' as notified.
Subpart / Definitions /
LAND DISTURBANCE
372.13 Part 1/ Interpretation [Support The definition of 'Land Disturbance' is supported as it is taken from the National Retain the definition of 'Land Disturbance' as notified.
Subpart / Definitions / Planning Standards and applies to activities undertaken in relation to contaminated
LAND DISTURBANCE land and the Chapter of the same, therefore no further comment is made.
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BP Oil New Zealand, Mobil Oil New Zealand Limited and Z Energy Limited (the Fuel Companies)

Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-O2

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
372.14 Part 1/ Interpretation [Supportin Considers that the definition of Less Hazard Sensitive Activities includes accessory Retain the Definition of 'Less Hazard Sensitive Activities', with amendment.
Subpart / Definitions / |part buildings used for non-habitable purposes. It is unclear whether such accessory
LESS HAZARD SENSITIVE buildings can be related to a Hazardous Facility, which is not currently defined, or a
ACTIVITIES MHF, and clarification is sought on this matter.
372.15 Part 1/ Interpretation [Amend Amend the Definition of 'Less Hazard Sensitive Activities' to clarify whether accessory buildings
Subpart / Definitions / Considers that the definition of Less Hazard Sensitive Activities should be clarified, as |can be related to a Hazardous Facility.
LESS HAZARD SENSITIVE it is unclear whether accessory buildings can be related to a Hazardous Facility, which
ACTIVITIES is not currently defined, or a MHF, and clarification is sought on this matter.
372.16 Part 1/ Interpretation [Support The definition of Noise Sensitive Activity is supported. Service stations frequently Retain the Definition of 'Noise Sensitive Activity' as notified.
Subpart / Definitions / generate noise effects, not uncommonly on a 24/7 basis, and are required to comply
NOISE SENSITIVE with permitted noise limits of the district plan or limits otherwise included as
ACTIVITY conditions in an approved land use consent. These service stations are also frequently
located at the edge of centre or commercial zones or in close proximity to residential
activities which may be more sensitive to noise generating activities.
372.17 Part 1/ Interpretation |[Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain the Definition of 'On-site Signs' as notified.
Subpart / Definitions /
ONSITE SIGNS
372.18 Part 1/ Interpretation [Support The definition of Potentially Hazard Sensitive Activities is supported, as it includes Retain the Definition of 'Potentially Hazard Sensitive Activities' as notified.
Subpart / Definitions / commercial activities and retail activities (which includes Yard-Based Retail Activities
POTENTIALLY HAZARD and, therefore, service stations).
SENSITIVE ACTIVITIES
372.19 Part 1/ Interpretation |[Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain the Definition of 'Sensitive Activity' as notified.
Subpart / Definitions /
SENSITIVE ACTIVITY
372.20 Part 1/ Interpretation [Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain the Definition of 'Signs' as notified.
Subpart / Definitions /
SIGN
372.21 Part 1/ Interpretation |[Support The definition of 'Yard-based Retail' is supported as activities include all the Fuel Retain the definition of 'Yard-based Retail' as notified.
Subpart / Definitions / Companies’ service stations (and truck stops) subject to provisional relief.
YARD BASED RETAIL
372.22 Part 2 / Strategic Support The Sustainability, Resilience and Climate Change chapter is supported, as it signals a [Retain the Sustainability, Resilience and Climate Change chapter as notified.
Direction / Sustainability direction to reduce carbon emissions and effects on climate change through the use
Resilience and Climate of renewable energy technologies. This direction is reflected in the Renewable Energy
Change / General SRCC Generation chapter which seeks to enable large and small-scale renewable energy
investigation and generation activities.
372.23 Part 2 / Energy Support Supports the Infrastructure chapter in general, specifically the recognition of the Retain the Infrastructure chapter as notified.
Infrastructure and critical role of this infrastructure, including that necessary for the effective, secure,
Transport / and efficient transmission or distribution of fuel and the intent of the corresponding
Infrastructure / General provisions which are generally enabling of infrastructure activities. Supports the zone
INF and earthworks chapters not applying to infrastructure, unless specifically stated.
372.24 Part 2 / Energy Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain INF-O1 (The benefits of infrastructure) as notified.
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-O1
372.25 Part 2 / Energy Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain INF-O2 (Adverse effects of infrastructure) as notified.

Date of export: 14/11/2022

116

Page 2 of 18




Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

BP Oil New Zealand, Mobil Oil New Zealand Limited and Z Energy Limited (the Fuel Companies)

Sub No /
Point No

Plan Part / Sub-part /
Chapter / Provision

Position

Summary of Submission

Decisions Requested

372.26

Part 2 / Energy
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-O3

Support

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]

Retain INF-O3 (Adverse effects on infrastructure) as notified.

372.27

Part 2 / Energy
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-O4

Support

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]

Retain INF-O4 (Infrastructure availability) as notified.

372.28

Part 2 / Energy
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-O5

Support

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]

Retain INF-O5 (Transport network) as notified.

372.29

Part 2 / Energy
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-O6

Support

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]

Retain INF-0O6 (Amateur radio configurations) as notified.

372.30

Part 2 / Energy
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-P1

Support

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]

Retain INF-P1 (Recognising and providing for infrastructure) as notified.

372.31

Part 2 / Energy
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-P2

Support

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]

Retain INF-P2 (Coordinating infrastructure with land use, subdivision, development and urban
growth) as notified.

372.32

Part 2 / Energy
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-P3

Support

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]

Retain INF-P3 (Technological advances) as notified.

372.33

Part 2 / Energy
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-P4

Support

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]

Retain INF-P4 (Undergrounding of infrastructure) as notified.

372.34

Part 2 / Energy
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-P5

Support

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]

Retain INF-P5 (Adverse effects of infrastructure) as notified.

372.35

Part 2 / Energy
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-P6

Support

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]

Retain INF-P6 (Consideration of the adverse effects of infrastructure) as notified.

372.36

Part 2 / Energy
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-P7

Support

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]

Retain INF-P7 (Reverse sensitivity) as notified.

372.37

Part 2 / Energy
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-P8

Support

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]

Retain INF-P8 (Amateur radio configurations ) as notified.
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Sub No /
Point No

Plan Part / Sub-part /
Chapter / Provision

Position

Summary of Submission

Decisions Requested

372.38

Part 2 / Energy
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-P9

Support

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]

Retain INF-P9 (Upgrading and development of the transport network) as notified.

372.39

Part 2 / Energy
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-P10

Support

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]

Retain INF-P10 (Classification of roads) as notified.

372.40

Part 2 / Energy
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-P11

Support

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]

Retain INF-P11 (Connections to roads) as notified.

372.41

Part 2 / Energy
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-P12

Support

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]

Retain INF-P12 (Infrastructure within roads) as notified.

372.42

Part 2 / Energy
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-P13

Support

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]

Retain INF-P13 (Infrastructure within riparian margins) as notified.

372.43

Part 2 / Energy
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-R1

Support

INF-R1 is supported as it enables the operation, maintenance, repair and removal of
existing above ground and underground infrastructure, and provision of new
underground infrastructure, as permitted activities subject to compliance with
standards.

Retain INF-R1 (Operation, maintenance and repair, or removal of existing above and underground

infrastructure and ancillary vehicle access tracks) as notified.

372.44

Part 2 / Energy
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-R2

Support

INF-R2 is supported as it enables the operation, maintenance, repair and removal of
existing above ground and underground infrastructure, and provision of new
underground infrastructure, as permitted activities subject to compliance with
standards.

Retain INF-R2 (New underground infrastructure (including customer connections), and upgrading

of existing underground infrastructure) as notified.

372.45

Part 2 / Energy
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-R3

Support

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]

Retain INF-R3 (Upgrading of existing aboveground infrastructure) as notified.

372.46

Part 2 / Energy
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-R4

Support

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]

Retain INF-R4 (New vehicle access tracks for infrastructure) as notified.

372.47

Part 2 / Energy
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-R5

Support

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]

Retain INF-R5 (New aboveground customer connection line) as notified.

372.48

Part 2 / Energy
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-R6

Support

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]

Retain INF-R6 (Temporary infrastructure) as notified.

372.49

Part 2 / Energy
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-R7

Support

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]

Retain INF-R7 (Structures associated with infrastructure) as notified.
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Sub No / Plan Part / Sub-part /

Point No Chapter / Provision Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested

372.50 Part 2 / Energy Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain INF-R8 (New infrastructure contained within existing buildings) as notified.
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-R8

372.51 Part 2 / Energy Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain INF-R9 (Navigational aids, sensing and environmental monitoring equipment (including air
Infrastructure and quality and meteorological)) as notified.
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-R9

372.52 Part 2 / Energy Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain INF-R10 (New overhead lines and associated support structures that convey electricity
Infrastructure and below 110kV ) as notified.
Transport /

Infrastructure / INF-R10

372.53 Part 2 / Energy Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain INF-R11 (Telecommunications or radiocommunication activities (not otherwise provided
Infrastructure and for by another rule in this table and not regulated by the NESTF)) as notified.
Transport /

Infrastructure / INF-R11

372.54 Part 2 / Energy Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain INF-R12 (New telecommunications poles and new antennas (regulated by the NESTF that
Infrastructure and do not meet the permitted activity standards in those Regulations)) as notified.
Transport /

Infrastructure / INF-R12

372.55 Part 2 / Energy Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain INF-R13 (New antenna attached to a building (regulated by the NESTF that do not meet the
Infrastructure and permitted standards in the NESTF)) as notified.
Transport /

Infrastructure / INF-R13

372.56 Part 2 / Energy Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain INF-R14 (New telecommunications cabinets (regulated by the NESTF that do not meet the
Infrastructure and permitted standards of the NESTF)) as notified.
Transport /

Infrastructure / INF-R14

372.57 Part 2 / Energy Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain INF-R15 (Infrastructure buildings and structures not provided for by any other rule in this
Infrastructure and table) as notified.
Transport /

Infrastructure / INF-R15

372.58 Part 2 / Energy Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain INF-R16 (New electricity lines and associated support structures (including poles and
Infrastructure and towers) that convey electricity of 110kV or above) as notified.
Transport /

Infrastructure / INF-R16

372.59 Part 2 / Energy Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain INF-R17 (New aboveground pipelines) as notified.
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-R17
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372.60 Part 2 / Energy Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain INF-R18 (New water, wastewater and stormwater pump stations ) as notified.
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-R18

372.61 Part 2 / Energy Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain INF-R19 (New water treatment plants) as notified.
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-R19

372.62 Part 2 / Energy Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain INF-R20 (New wastewater treatment plants) as notified.
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-R20

372.63 Part 2 / Energy Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain INF-R21 (Amateur radio configuration) as notified.
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-R21

372.64 Part 2 / Energy Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain INF-R22 (Buildings, structures and activities in the National Grid Yard) as notified.
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-R22

372.65 Part 2 / Energy Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain INF-R23 (Sensitive activities, including the erection of buildings for sensitive activities,
Infrastructure and within the Gas Transmission Pipeline Corridor) as notified.
Transport /

Infrastructure / INF-R23

372.66 Part 2 / Energy Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain INF-R24 (Connections to roads) as notified.
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-R24

372.67 Part 2 / Energy Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain INF-R25 (New roads ) as notified.
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-R25

372.68 Part 2 / Energy Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain INF-R26 (Structures near railway level crossings) as notified.
Infrastructure and
Transport /
Infrastructure / INF-R26

372.69 Part 2 / Energy Support The Renewable Electricity Generation chapter is supported, as it signals a direction to [Retain the Renewable Electricity Generation chapter as notified.
Infrastructure and reduce carbon emissions and effects on climate change through the use of renewable
Transport / Renewable energy technologies. This direction is reflected in the Renewable Energy Generation
Electricity Generation / chapter which seeks to enable large and small-scale renewable energy investigation
General REG and generation activities.
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Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
372.70 Part 2 / Energy Support in The Transport chapter is generally supported, but needs provisions to enable EV Retain the Transport chapter with amendment.
Infrastructure and part charging stations.
Transport / Transport /
General TR The submitter considers that the use of EVs to be a key utilisation of new renewable
technologies that will help achieve Wellington’s carbon reduction and climate change
goals. INF-S18 provides for EV charging stations but only as optional ancillary
infrastructure for when a new road is created (through Rule INF-R25 (New Roads)).
EVs are also not defined in the PDP and there are no objectives, policies or rules that
seek to enable the use of EVs, specifically through the provision of EV charging
stations.
As such, as it stands, the submitter notes that it appears that the only directly enabling
EV provision is Standard INF-S18. There does not appear to be any other provisions in
the PDP that recognise or enable EV charging stations and it is therefore assumed that
where such EV charging is ancillary to a proposed or existing activity, the same activity
status of the primary activity applies.
[Refer to original submission for full reason]
372.71 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that a new provision should be added to the Transport chapter to recognise [Add new Rule in the Transport chapter as follows:
Infrastructure and or enable EV charging stations as a permitted activity in all zones, subject to
Transport / Transport / compliance with specific standards. This rule would support a broader network of EV |TR-R7 (Electric Vehicle Charging Stations)
New TR charging stations and therefore greater uptake of EV use in the district and would All Zones
contribute to Wellington’s carbon reduction and climate change goals.
1. Activity Status: Permitted
[See original submission for full reason] Where:
a. Compliance with TR-S7 is achieved; and
b. Compliance with TR-S10 is achieved;
2. Activity status: Restricted Discretionary
Where
a. Compliance with TR-R7.1 cannot be achieved.
Matters of discretion:
1. The matters in TR-P3; and
2. The extent and effect of non-compliance with standard TR-S10 as specified in the associated
assessment criteria for the infringed standard;
372.72 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that a new provision should be added to the Transport chapter to provide [Add new Standard in the Transport chapter as follows:
Infrastructure and height, boundary setbacks and amenity standards for EV charging stations. As the plan
Transport / Transport / stands, EV charging stations are currently interpreted as an ancillary activity and TR-S10 (Ancillary structures for electric vehicle charging)
New TR ancillary structure(s) to a site’s primary activity and would only subject to building and
structure standards to ensure appropriate built form outcomes are achieved. 1. The structures (excluding poles and cables) must:
a. Not exceed a maximum height above ground level of 3m; and
[See original submission for full reason] b. Not exceed a maximum combined footprint of 5m2; and
¢. Comply with zone Boundary Setback standards.
Assessment criteria when the standard is infringed:
1. Streetscape and visual amenity effects; and
2. Whether landscaping is required to mitigate streetscape and visual amenity effects.
372.73 Part 2 / Energy Support in TR-R2 is supported but clarity and/or relief is sought in relation to Rule TR-R2 (Trip Retain TR-R2 (Trip generation) with amendment.
Infrastructure and part Generation).

Transport / Transport /
TR-R2
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Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
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372.74 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that TR-S2 should be amended to clarify whether Rule TR-R2.1(b)(i) relates |Amend TR-R2 (Trip generation) as follows:
Infrastructure and to changes to existing operations, maintenance and upgrades of existing service
Transport / Transport / stations. where compliance with Rule TR-R2.1 cannot be achieved, restricted All Zones
TR-R2 discretionary consent is required. It is not considered appropriate to require resource | 1. Activity status: Permitted
consent for trip generation purposes for changes to existing operations, in particular
where operations, maintenance and upgrades will not materially change vehicle Where:
movements to / from an existing lawful activity. It is considered that sub-standard TR- [a. Compliance with TR-S1 is achieved; and
R2.1(b)(i)) need only apply to new service stations. b. The activity is not:
i. A new service station; or
ii. A drive-through activity
372.75 Part 2 / Hazards and Support The Contaminated Land chapter is generally supported. The chapter contains Retain the Contaminated Land chapter as notified.
Risks / Contaminated objectives and policies for the assessment of resource consent applications required
Land / General CL under the NESCS, noting that the NESCS only contains rules and standards. In terms of
rules, it is considered that the NESCS provides appropriate land use controls for both
land disturbance activities and changes of use in relation to contaminated soils. As
such, given there are no rules in this chapter, this approach is supported.
372.76 Part 2 / Hazards and Support CL-O1 is supported as drafted, as it seeks that contaminated land is identified and Retain CL-O1 (Protection of human health from contaminants) as notified.
Risks / Contaminated managed to protect human health.
Land / CL-O1
372.77 Part 2 / Hazards and Support CL-P3 is supported as the wording is considered appropriate. Particular regard to Retain CL-P3 (Management of contaminated land) as notified.
Risks / Contaminated management options and best practice remediation options that ensures risks to
Land / CL-P3 human health are minimised, whilst ensuring the land is suitable for its intended use is
supported.
372.78 Part 2 / Hazards and Support in The approach to hazardous substances and the Hazardous Substances Chapter as set [Retain the Hazardous substances chapter as notified, with amendments.
Risks / Hazardous part out in the section 32 report is supported. In particular, efforts to only control matters
Substances / General HS in relation to hazardous substances that are not covered by other more specific
legislation including the Hazardous Substances and New Organisms Act 1996 (HSNO)
and the Health and Safety at Work Act 2015 (HSWA).
372.79 Part 2 / Hazards and Support Supports the introduction to the chapter. Retain the introduction to the Hazardous Substances chapter.
Risks / Hazardous
Substances / General HS [Inferred decision requested].
372.80 Part 2 / Hazards and Support HS-01 is supported, as it seeks to protect people and communities from unacceptable [Retain Objective HS-O1 (Protection from unacceptable residual risk) as notified.
Risks / Hazardous residual risks from facilities and activities involving the manufacture, use, storage,
Substances / HS-01 transportation or disposal of hazardous substances.
372.81 Part 2 / Hazards and Support HS-02 is supported, as it seeks that sensitive activities are appropriately located to Retain Objective HS-02 (Protection of established facilities) as notified.
Risks / Hazardous minimise reverse sensitivity effects and unacceptable residual risk from established
Substances / HS-02 hazardous facilities.
372.82 Part 2 / Hazards and Oppose HS-P1 is opposed as it extends to a range of matters which are not specific to Delete HS-P1 (Residual risk to people and communities) in its entirety and instead determine

Risks / Hazardous
Substances / HS-P1

hazardous substances and which would be better managed through provisions
applicable to all activities affected by these specific areas or overlays (i.e. in their own
chapters). HS-P1 could potentially conflict with these chapters including, for example,
the Natural Hazards chapter which does not explicitly seek to avoid hazardous
substances in natural hazard areas. Instead, hazardous substance activities would be
more appropriately determined on a case-by-case basis depending on, for example,
the specific activity’s sensitivity to natural hazard risk.

hazardous activities on a case-by-case basis.
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Point No Chapter / Provision y 9
372.83 Part 2 / Hazards and Support HS-P2 is supported as it seeks to appropriately locate hazardous activities and Retain HS-P2 (Location of hazardous facilities and activities) a notified.
Risks / Hazardous facilities to mitigate individual and cumulative residual risk associated with multiple
Substances / HS-P2 hazardous activities and facilities and to avoid unacceptable residual risks to people

and sensitive activities by internalising effects through site layout and design.

372.84 Part 2 / Hazards and Support HS-P3 is supported as it seeks to avoid locating sensitive activities in close proximity to|Retain HS-P3 (Sensitive activities) as notified.
Risks / Hazardous MHF where there is potential to be exposed to unacceptable residual risks and/or
Substances / HS-P3 constrain the development, operation, upgrading or maintenance of an exiting MHF.
372.85 Part 2 / Hazards and Support HS-R1 is supported as it enables the manufacture, use, storage, transportation or Retain HS-R1 (The manufacture, use, storage, transportation or disposal of hazardous substances)
Risks / Hazardous disposal of hazardous substances as a permitted activity and provides an appropriate |as notified.
Substances / HS-R1 rule framework relating to new and existing MHFs and the requirements for

Quantitative Risk Assessments (QRA) in specific situations (e.g. greater than a 10%
increase in the volume of hazardous substances).

372.86 Part 2 / Hazards and Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain HS-R2 (Existing major hazard facility) as notified.
Risks / Hazardous
Substances / HS-R2
372.87 Part 2 / Hazards and Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain HS-R3 (New major hazard facility) as notified.
Risks / Hazardous
Substances / HS-R3

372.88 Part 2 / Hazards and Support in The Natural Hazard chapter is supported for its intent, as it seeks to protect people, Retain the Natural Hazard chapter, with amendments.
Risks / Natural Hazards /|part property and infrastructure from natural hazards. The chapter’s ‘risk-based approach’
General NH is also supported as it seeks to manage effects from natural hazards by classifying

activities and providing separate provisions for these activities depending on their
level of hazard sensitivity.

372.89 Part 2 / Hazards and Support NH-R4 is supported as it permits additions to all buildings in the Inundation Area of Retain NH-R4 (Additions to all buildings in the inundation area, overland flowpaths or the stream
Risks / Natural Hazards / the Flood Hazard Overlay where the finished floor levels of the addition for Hazard corridor) as notified.
NH-R4 Sensitive and Potentially Hazard Sensitive Activities are located above the 1% Flood

Annual Exceedance Probability Level. This rule is supported as it would enable minor
upgrading and maintenance works where those works will have minimal effect on the
flood bearing capacity of the land.

372.90 Part 2 / Hazards and Support NH-R10 is supported as it enables Potentially Hazard Sensitive Activities in the Retain NH-R10 (Potentially hazard sensitive activities in the inundation area of the Flood Hazard
Risks / Natural Hazards / Inundation Area of the Flood Hazard Overlay as a permitted activity where the Overlay) as notified.
NH-R10 finished floor levels of the building for the Potentially Hazard Sensitive Activity is

located above the 1% Flood Annual Exceedance Probability Level. This approach is
supported in principle, which (in accordance with Policy NH-P6) seeks that measures
be incorporated to ensure the risk to people, property and infrastructure both on the
site and on adjacent properties is not significantly increased by Potentially Hazard
Sensitive Activities.

372.91 Part 2 / Hazards and Support NH-R11 is supported, as it enables Hazard Sensitive Activities in the Inundation Area [Retain NH-R11 (Hazard sensitive activities in the inundation area of the Flood Hazard Overlay) as
Risks / Natural Hazards / of the Flood Hazard Overlay as a restricted discretionary activity where the finished notified.
NH-R11 floor levels of the building for the Hazard Sensitive Activity is located above the 1%
Flood Annual Exceedance Probability Level. This rule is supported for the same reason
as NH-R10.
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372.92 Part 2 / General District [Support in EW-R1 is generally supported as specific pathway for the replacement or removal of [Retain EW-R1 (Earthworks for the purposes of piling, trenching, maintaining sports fields,
wide Matters / part underground petroleum storage systems associated with service stations as a undertaking geotechnical investigations and grave digging, the replacement or removal of
Earthworks / EW-R1 permitted activity subject to compliance with Standards EW-S5 and EW-S6. This underground petroleum storage systems associated with service stations) with amendment.
approach is supported in part, given this is an activity specifically addressed and
managed under the NESCS, but it is considered this activity should not be limited to
just service stations and should apply more broadly to other sites and activities that
may necessitate the removal or replacement of underground petroleum systems.
372.93 Part 2 / General District [Amend Considers that ‘service stations’ should be excluded from EW-R1. It is considered Amend the title of EW-R1 (Earthworks for the purposes of piling, trenching, maintaining sports
wide Matters / Earthworks should not be limited to just service stations and should apply more fields, undertaking geotechnical investigations and grave digging, the replacement or removal of
Earthworks / EW-R1 broadly to other sites and activities that may necessitate the removal or replacement [underground petroleum storage systems associated with service stations) as follows:
of underground petroleum systems.
Earthworks for the purposes of piling, trenching, maintaining sports fields, undertaking
geotechnical investigations and grave digging, the replacement or removal of underground
petroleum storage systems asseciated-with-servicestations.
372.94 Part 2 / General District [Support in EW-S1 is generally supported for its intent, as it seeks to provide an upper threshold [Retain EW-S1 (Area) with amendment.
wide Matters / part to the permitted contiguous area of earthworks. It is unclear in the s32 analysis why
Earthworks / EW-S1 this area (250m?) has been prescribed apart from being identified as ‘Low-risk
earthworks’5. As it stands, any development or redevelopment of most sites in the
district will infringe this standard as most sites exceed 250m2 in area and most
developments typically require earthworks across the majority of the site.
372.95 Part 2 / General District [Amend Considers that EW-S1 should be amended so that the 250m? limit is increased to a Amend EW-S1 (Area) to increase the limit of the total area of earthworks to better relate to the
wide Matters / greater permitted threshold and to better relate to the permitted cut and fill volumes |permitted cut and fill volumes in EW-S4 (Transport of cut or fill material).
Earthworks / EW-S1 in Standard EW-5S4.
372.96 Part 2 / General District [Support Supports as the standard prescribes a maximum permitted cut height and fill depth Retain EW-S2 (Cut height and fill depth) as notified.
wide Matters / which, as per the proposed definitions, is measured upon the completion of
Earthworks / EW-S2 earthworks.
[See original submission for further details]
372.97 Part 2 / General District [Support in EW-S4 is generally supported as it prescribes a combined maximum volume of cut Retain EW-S4 (Transport of cut or fill material) with amendment.
wide Matters / part material transported off the site and clean fill material transported onto the sites.
Earthworks / EW-S4 However, the s32 analysis indicates (but does not explicitly state) that this standard
only seeks to restrict the total material transported to and from the site with no
restriction on the volume of material within the site. This approach is supported in
principle but better clarity on this interpretation is sought.
372.98 Part 2 / General District |Amend Considers that EW-S4 should be clarified. The s32 analysis indicates (but does not Amend EW-S4 (Transport of cut or fill material) to clarify the interpretation of restrictions on the
wide Matters / explicitly state) that this standard only seeks to restrict the total material transported |volume of material within the site.
Earthworks / EW-S4 to and from the site with no restriction on the volume of material within the site. This
approach is supported in principle but better clarity on this interpretation is sought.
372.99 Part 2 / General District [Support Supports the introduction to the Noise Chapter. Retain the introduction to the Noise Chapter.
wide Matters / Noise /
General NOISE
372.100 Part 2 / General District [Support The Noise chapter is generally supported. Retain the Noise Chapter, with amendment.

wide Matters / Noise /
General NOISE
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372.101 Part 2 / General District [Support in NOISE-P4 is supported as it encourages acoustic treatment for new Noise Sensitive Retain NOISE-P4 (Acoustic treatment for noise sensitive activities) with amendment.
wide Matters / Noise / |part Activities within specific zones and overlays. However, it is considered that this policy
NOISE-P4 should also extend to new noise sensitive activities that share a common boundary

with the specified zones and overlays to ensure adequate acoustic treatment is
encouraged to minimise reverse sensitive effects from existing lawfully established
activities.

372.102 Part 2 / General District |Amend Considers that this policy should also extend to new noise sensitive activities that Amend NOISE-P4 (Acoustic treatment for noise sensitive activities) as follows:
wide Matters / Noise / share a common boundary with the specified zones and overlays to ensure adequate
NOISE-P4 acoustic treatment is encouraged to minimise reverse sensitive effects from existing [Require sound insulation and / or mechanical ventilation for new noise sensitive activities within,

lawfully established activities. This could be achieved by the following amendment to |or on a site which shares a common boundary with:
NOISE-P4 which would be consistent with the intent of APP4- Permitted Noise
Standards which contains separate noise limits for different receiving environments. |[1. The City Centre Zone;
2. The Waterfront Zone;
3. The Centres Zones;
4. The Mixed Use Zones;
5. Outer Port Noise Overlay;
6. The Air Noise Overlay; and
7. Identified corridors adjacent to the State Highways and railway networks.
Two standards of acoustic insulation are prescribed to achieve acceptable indoor acoustic amenity
in habitable rooms.

372.103 Part 2 / General District [Support NOISE-S1 is supported, as well as its proposed limits set out in ‘APP4 — Permitted Retain NOISE-S1 (Maximum permitted activity noise levels by zone) as notified.
wide Matters / Noise / Noise standards’ which includes noise limits for activities contained within a single
NOISE-S1 zone and separate standards for activities generated in one zone but received in

another.

372.104 Part 2 / General District [Support SIGN-R1 is supported, subject to compliance with Standards. This is important in Retain SIGN-R1 (Official signs) as notified.
wide Matters / Signs / relation to the range of signage required for public safety at petroleum industry sites
SIGN-R1 and branding associated with service stations.

372.105 Part 2 / General District [Support SIGN-R3 is supported, subject to compliance with Standards. This is important in Retain SIGN-R3 (On-site signs) as notified.
wide Matters / Signs / relation to the range of signage required for public safety at petroleum industry sites
SIGN-R3 and branding associated with service stations.

372.106 Part 3 / Residential Amend The submitter acknowledges that relief is not appropriate in relation to the Amend the Residential Zones to ensure that larger-scale and higher-density residential
Zones / General point construction and use of up to three dwellings per site, However, the submitter notes [developments are designed to managed reverse sensitivity where there is an interface with a
on Residential Zones / that residential amenity will be better protected for larger-scale and higher-density commercial or Mixed-use Zone, or with lawfully established non-residential activities.
General point on residential developments where they have been appropriately designed to manage
Residential Zones reverse sensitivity where there is an interface with a Commercial or Mixed-Use Zone, |[[Inferred decision requested].

or with lawfully established non-residential activities.
372.107 Part 3 / Residential Not specified [The submitter notes that several of the fuel companies assets are located in close Not specified.

Zones / General point
on Residential Zones /
General point on
Residential Zones

proximity to residential zoned properties. The proposed changes to the residential

zones have the potential to generate revewrse sensitivity effects and amenity effects.
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372.108 Part 3 / Residential Support in The MRZ chapter is generally supported. As it stands, the PDP will enable the Not specified.
Zones / Medium Density|part construction and use of three dwellings on most residential properties, with a
Residential Zone / maximum height of 11m and more permissive building recession planes, as a
General MRZ permitted activity. In addition, resource consents may be obtained as a restricted
discretionary activity to construct buildings up to 25m in height with no limit to the
number of residential units (i.e.: density). The Fuel Companies consider these greater
residential densities and more permissive building standards are likely to generate
greater potential for reverse sensitivity effects that may affect the ongoing operation,
maintenance and upgrade of their facilities which are a physical resource that must be
managed under the Act.
372.109 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain MRZ-01 (Purpose) as notified.
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
01
372.110 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain MRZ-02 (Efficient use of land) as notified.
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
02
372.111 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain MRZ-03 (Healthy, safe, accessible and attractive environments) as notified.
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
03
372.112 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain MRZ-P1 (Enabled activities) as notified.
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
P1
372.113 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain MRZ-P2 (Housing supply and choice) as notified.
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
P2
372.114 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain MRZ-P3 (Housing needs) as notified.
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
P3
372.115 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain MRZ-P4 (Medium density residential standards) as notified.
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
P4
372.116 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain MRZ-P5 (Developments not meeting permitted activity status) as notified.
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
P5
372.117 Part 3 / Residential Supportin MRZ-P6 is partially supported, but amendments are required for proposed residential [Retain MRZ-P6 (Multi-unit housing) with amendment.

Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
P6

part

developments that adjoin or are in close proximity to lawfully established non-
residential activities where reverse sensitivity effects might occur.
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372.118 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that MRZ-P6 should be amended to better protect larger-scale and higher- |Amend MRZ-P6 (Multi-unit housing) as follows:
Zones / Medium Density density residential developments where they have been appropriately designed to
Residential Zone / MRZ- manage reverse sensitivity where there is an interface with a Commercial or Mixed- |Provide for multi-unit housing where it can be demonstrated that the development:
P6 Use Zone, or with lawfully established non-residential activities. Amendments are 1. Fulfils the intent of the Residential Design Guide;
required for proposed residential developments that adjoin or are in close proximity [2. Provides a minimum area of private or shared outdoor living space that is sufficient to cater for
to lawfully established non-residential activities where reverse sensitivity effects the needs of future occupants;
might occur. The following relief appropriately gives effect to design principle 1(c): 3. Provides an adequate and appropriately located area on site for the management, storage and
‘The Site’ of the National Medium Density Design Guide (Ministry for the collection of all waste, recycling and organic waste potentially generated by the development; and
Environment, May 2022) which encourages new development to respond to existing |4. Is adequately serviced by three waters infrastructure or can address any constraints on the site.
or proposed nearby non-residential activities. 5. Manages reverse sensitivity effects on existing lawfully established non-residential activities.
372.119 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain MRZ-P7 (Retirement villages) as notified..
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
P7
372.120 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain MRZ-P8 (Residential buildings and structures) as notified.
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
P8
372.121 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain MRZ-P9 (Permeable surface) as notified.
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
P9
372.122 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain MRZ-P10 (Vegetation and landscaping) as notified.
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
P10
372.123 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain MRZ-P11 (Attractive and safe streets and public open spaces) as notified.
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
P11
372.124 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain MRZ-P12 (Roading capacity in the Spenmoor Street Area) as notified.
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
P12
372.125 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain MRZ-P13 (Tapu Te Ranga) as notified.
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
P13
372.126 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain MRZ-P14 (Community gardens, urban agriculture and waste minimisation) as notified.
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
P14
372.127 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain MRZ-P15 (Non-residential activities and buildings) as notified.

Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
P15
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372.128 Part 3 / Residential Support in The HRZ chapter is generally supported. As it stands, the PDP will enable the Retain the HRZ (high density residential zone) chapter, with amendment to HRZ-P6 (Multi-unit
Zones / High Density part construction and use of three dwellings on most residential properties, with a housing).
Residential Zone / maximum height of 11m and more permissive building recession planes, as a
General HRZ permitted activity. In addition, resource consents may be obtained as a restricted
discretionary activity to construct buildings up to 25m in height with no limit to the
number of residential units (i.e.: density). The submitters considers these greater
residential densities and more permissive building standards are likely to generate
greater potential for reverse sensitivity effects that may affect the ongoing operation,
maintenance and upgrade of their facilities which are a physical resource that must be
managed under the Act.
372.129 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain HRZ-O1 (Purpose) as notified.
Zones / High Density
Residential Zone / HRZ-
01
372.130 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain HRZ-02 (Efficient use of land) as notified.
Zones / High Density
Residential Zone / HRZ-
02
372.131 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain HRZ-03 (Healthy, safe and accessible living environments) as notified.
Zones / High Density
Residential Zone / HRZ-
03
372.132 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain HRZ-P1 (Enabled activities) as notified.
Zones / High Density
Residential Zone / HRZ-
P1
372.133 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain HRZ-P2 (Housing supply and choice) as notified.
Zones / High Density
Residential Zone / HRZ-
P2
372.134 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain HRZ-P3 (Housing needs) as notified.
Zones / High Density
Residential Zone / HRZ-
P3
372.135 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain HRZ-P4 (Medium density residential standards) as notified.
Zones / High Density
Residential Zone / HRZ-
P4
372.136 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain HRZ-P5 (Developments not meeting permitted activity status) as notified.
Zones / High Density
Residential Zone / HRZ-
P5
372.137 Part 3 / Residential Supportin HRZ-P6 is partially supported, but amendments are required for proposed residential [Retain HRZ-P6 (Multi-unit housing) with amendment.
Zones / High Density part developments that adjoin or are in close proximity to lawfully established non-

Residential Zone / HRZ-
P6

residential activities where reverse sensitivity effects might occur.
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372.138 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that HRZ-P6 should be amended to better protect larger-scale and higher- |Amend HRZ-P6 (Multi-unit housing) as follows:
Zones / High Density density residential developments where they have been appropriately designed to
Residential Zone / HRZ- manage reverse sensitivity where there is an interface with a Commercial or Mixed- |Provide for multi-unit housing where it can be demonstrated that the development:
P6 Use Zone, or with lawfully established non-residential activities. Amendments are 1. Fulfils the intent of the Residential Design Guide;
required for proposed residential developments that adjoin or are in close proximity [2. Provides a minimum area of private or shared outdoor living space that is sufficient to cater for
to lawfully established non-residential activities where reverse sensitivity effects the needs of future occupants;
might occur. The following relief appropriately gives effect to design principle 1(c): 3. Provides an adequate and appropriately located area on site for the management, storage and
‘The Site’ of the National Medium Density Design Guide (Ministry for the collection of all waste, recycling and organic waste potentially generated by the development; and
Environment, May 2022) which encourages new development to respond to existing |4. Is adequately serviced by three waters infrastructure or can address any constraints on the site.
or proposed nearby non-residential activities. 5. Manages reverse sensitivity effects on existing lawfully established non-residential activities.
372.139 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain HRZ-P7 (Retirement villages) as notified.
Zones / High Density
Residential Zone / HRZ-
P7
372.140 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain HRZ-P8 (Residential buildings and structures) as notified.
Zones / High Density
Residential Zone / HRZ-
P8
372.141 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain HRZ-P9 (Permeable surface) as notified.
Zones / High Density
Residential Zone / HRZ-
P9
372.142 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain HRZ-P10 (Vegetation and landscaping) as notified.
Zones / High Density
Residential Zone / HRZ-
P10
372.143 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain HRZ-P11 (Attractive and safe streets and public open spaces) as notified.
Zones / High Density
Residential Zone / HRZ-
P11
372.144 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain HRZ-P12 (Community gardens, urban agriculture and waste minimisation ) as notified.
Zones / High Density
Residential Zone / HRZ-
P12
372.145 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain HRZ-P13 (City Outcomes Contribution) as notified.
Zones / High Density
Residential Zone / HRZ-
P13
372.146 Part 3 / Residential Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission] Retain HRZ-P14 (Non-residential activities and buildings) as notified.

Zones / High Density
Residential Zone / HRZ-
P14
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Sub No /
Point No

Plan Part / Sub-part /
Chapter / Provision

Position

Summary of Submission

Decisions Requested

372.147

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones /
Neighbourhood Centre
Zone / NCZ-R14

Supportin
part

NCZ-R14 is supported in so much as the rule provides for yard-based retail activities as
a discretionary activity. It is understood that an application for resource consent made
in respect of this rule, however, must be publicly notified in accordance with the
Notification Status.

[Submitter identified NCZ-R15 (All other activities) instead of NCZ-R14 (Yard-based
retailing activities); submission points have been changed to refer to NCZ-R14]

Retain NCZ-R14 (Yard-based retailing activities) with amendment.

372.148

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones /
Neighbourhood Centre
Zone / NCZ-R14

Amend

Considers that NCZ-R14 should be amended as the notification requirement is not
supported as it may have a range of unintended outcomes. For instance, without
clarification, it may require public notification for any operational change, upgrading
or maintenance to an existing yard-based activity where public notification would be
more appropriately determined through standard notification tests. It may therefore
also discourage existing activities from undertaking important maintenance and
upgrades, for instance, to meet requirements of HSNO / HSWA legislation, better
accord with good practise, introduce new technologies, or necessary changes to meet
demand.

Ongoing operation, maintenance, and upgrades of existing service stations / yard-
based retail activities should not be subject to this notification requirement, which is
not appropriate for existing lawful activities.

It is considered that an additional exclusion to the notification status is appropriate
only where the existing or new activity is located on the edge of the zone or adjacent
to an arterial or collector road. These locations and/or interfaces do not have, nor
should they expect, the same urban design outcomes and levels of visual amenity
compared to a centrally located site in the CCZ for example. A service station, for
example, would not impact the function and vitality of a centre zone if it were located
on the edge of the zone where it can appropriately transition to the adjoining zone.

Amend NCZ-R14 (Yard-based retailing activities) as follows:

Notification Status: An application for resource consent made in respect of rule NCZ-R14 must be

publicly notified except:

a. The activity relates to the maintenance, operation and upgrading of an existing activity;

b. The new or existing activity adjoins another commercial zone, a residential zone or an arterial or

collector Road.

372.149

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones / Local
Centre Zone / LCZ-R14

Supportin
part

LCZ-R14 is supported in so much as the rule provides for yard-based retail activities as
a discretionary activity. It is understood that an application for resource consent made
in respect of this rule, however, must be publicly notified in accordance with the
Notification Status.

[Submitter identified LCZ-R16 (Maintenance and repair of buildings and structures)
instead of LCZ-R14 (Yard-based retailing activities); submission points have been
changed to refer to LCZ-R14]

Retain LCZ-R14 (Yard-based retailing activities) with amendment.
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372.150

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones / Local
Centre Zone / LCZ-R14

Amend

Considers that LCZ-R14 should be amended as the notification requirement is not
supported as it may have a range of unintended outcomes. For instance, without
clarification, it may require public notification for any operational change, upgrading
or maintenance to an existing yard-based activity where public notification would be
more appropriately determined through standard notification tests. It may therefore
also discourage existing activities from undertaking important maintenance and
upgrades, for instance, to meet requirements of HSNO / HSWA legislation, better
accord with good practise, introduce new technologies, or necessary changes to meet
demand.

Ongoing operation, maintenance, and upgrades of existing service stations / yard-
based retail activities should not be subject to this notification requirement, which is
not appropriate for existing lawful activities.

It is considered that an additional exclusion to the notification status is appropriate
only where the existing or new activity is located on the edge of the zone or adjacent
to an arterial or collector road. These locations and/or interfaces do not have, nor
should they expect, the same urban design outcomes and levels of visual amenity
compared to a centrally located site in the CCZ for example. A service station, for
example, would not impact the function and vitality of a centre zone if it were located
on the edge of the zone where it can appropriately transition to the adjoining zone.

Amend LCZ-R14 (Yard-based retailing activities) as follows:

Notification Status: An application for resource consent made in respect of rule LCZ-R14 must be
publicly notified except:

a. The activity relates to the maintenance, operation and upgrading of an existing activity;
b. The new or existing activity adjoins another commercial zone, a residential zone or an arterial or

collector Road.

372.151

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones /
Metropolitan Centre
Zone / MCZ-R16

Supportin
part

MCZ-R16 is supported in so much as the rule provides for yard-based retail activities
as a discretionary activity. It is understood that an application for resource consent
made in respect of this rule, however, must be publicly notified in accordance with the
Notification Status.

Retain MCZ-R16 (Yard-based retailing activities) with amendment.

372.152

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones /
Metropolitan Centre
Zone / MCZ-R16

Amend

Considers that MCZ-R16 should be amended as the notification requirement is not
supported as it may have a range of unintended outcomes. For instance, without
clarification, it may require public notification for any operational change, upgrading
or maintenance to an existing yard-based activity where public notification would be
more appropriately determined through standard notification tests. It may therefore
also discourage existing activities from undertaking important maintenance and
upgrades, for instance, to meet requirements of HSNO / HSWA legislation, better
accord with good practise, introduce new technologies, or necessary changes to meet
demand.

Ongoing operation, maintenance, and upgrades of existing service stations / yard-
based retail activities should not be subject to this notification requirement, which is
not appropriate for existing lawful activities.

It is considered that an additional exclusion to the notification status is appropriate
only where the existing or new activity is located on the edge of the zone or adjacent
to an arterial or collector road. These locations and/or interfaces do not have, nor
should they expect, the same urban design outcomes and levels of visual amenity
compared to a centrally located site in the CCZ for example. A service station, for
example, would not impact the function and vitality of a centre zone if it were located
on the edge of the zone where it can appropriately transition to the adjoining zone.

Amend MCZ-R16 (Yard-based retailing activities) as follows:

Notification Status: An application for resource consent made in respect of rule MCZ-R16 must be
publicly notified except:

a. The activity relates to the maintenance, operation and upgrading of an existing activity;
b. The new or existing activity adjoins another commercial zone, a residential zone or an arterial or

collector Road.
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372.153

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-R15

Supportin
part

CCZ-R15 is supported in so much as the rule provides for yard-based retail activities as
a discretionary activity. It is understood that an application for resource consent made
in respect of this rule, however, must be publicly notified in accordance with the
Notification Status.

Retain CCZ-R15 (Yard-based retailing activities) with amendment.

372.154

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-R15

Amend

Considers that CCZ-R15 should be amended as the notification requirement is not
supported as it may have a range of unintended outcomes. For instance, without
clarification, it may require public notification for any operational change, upgrading
or maintenance to an existing yard-based activity where public notification would be
more appropriately determined through standard notification tests. It may therefore
also discourage existing activities from undertaking important maintenance and
upgrades, for instance, to meet requirements of HSNO / HSWA legislation, better
accord with good practise, introduce new technologies, or necessary changes to meet
demand.

Ongoing operation, maintenance, and upgrades of existing service stations / yard-
based retail activities should not be subject to this notification requirement, which is
not appropriate for existing lawful activities.

It is considered that an additional exclusion to the notification status is appropriate
only where the existing or new activity is located on the edge of the zone or adjacent
to an arterial or collector road. These locations and/or interfaces do not have, nor
should they expect, the same urban design outcomes and levels of visual amenity
compared to a centrally located site in the CCZ for example. A service station, for
example, would not impact the function and vitality of a centre zone if it were located
on the edge of the zone where it can appropriately transition to the adjoining zone.

Amend CCZ-R15 (Yard-based retailing activities) as follows:

Notification Status: An application for resource consent made in respect of rule CCZ-R15 must be

publicly notified except:

a. The activity relates to the maintenance, operation and upgrading of an existing activity;

b. The new or existing activity adjoins another commercial zone, a residential zone or an arterial or

collector Road.

372.155

Part 4 / Appendices
Subpart / Appendices /
APP4 Permitted Noise
Standards

Support

APP4 is supported as it includes noise limits for activities contained within a single
zone and separate standards for activities generated in one zone but received in
another.

Retain Appendix 4 - Permitted Noise Standards as notified.
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Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
146.1 General / Other / Other |Amend Considers that changes should be made that actively support, and definitely don’t Seeks changes to the Council’s Network Operating Framework, Parking Policies, street
/ Other undermine, the better places created by more density done well and proximity to maintenance systems.
daily amenities.
146.2 General / Other / Other [Support Considers that greater resourcing is needed to implement the PDP. Seeks greater resourcing of Council's planning and consent enforcing teams over road
/ Other maintenance.
146.3 General / Other / Other |Support [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that combined / pooled resources for consenting, design review, and other permitting
/ Other functions are established that mean multiple small councils can enjoy high-calibre people and
economies of scale.
[Inferred decision requested].
146.4 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that height limits should be increased in the 15 minute walking catchments [Amend the height limits around Centres Zones in the mapping.
Mapping General / to rail stations to provide for larger, more comprehensive developments around
Mapping General centres.
146.5 Part 1 / National Support Supports larger walking catchments for intensification around centres. Seeks that walking catchments around centres are increased.
Direction Instruments
Subpart / National [Inferred decision requested].
Direction Instruments /
National Policy
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement
146.6 Part 1 / National Amend Supports larger walking catchments for intensification around mass transit hubs. Seeks that walking catchments around mass transit hubs are increased.
Direction Instruments
Subpart / National [Inferred decision requested].
Direction Instruments /
National Policy
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement
146.7 Part 1 / National Amend Considers that larger, more comprehensive developments are needed in our centres. |Seeks that height limits are increased in the 15 minute walking catchments to rail stations.
Direction Instruments
Subpart / National
Direction Instruments /
National Policy
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement
146.8 Part 2 / Energy Not specified [Considers that the traffic congestion and the increased density of cars parked on Seeks that traffic congestion and parking effects are viewed as an interim contributor to traffic
Infrastructure and streets can be a helpful contributor to traffic calming and safer streets by slowing calming and safer streets, and used tactically as such.
Transport / Transport / down traffic, discouraging rat-running, and adding an extra nudge for those “on the
General TR fence” to maybe travel another way for those short trips.
146.9 Part 2 / Energy Not specified |Considers that universal accessibility, and active and sustainable travel, must be Seeks that universal accessibility, and active and sustainable travel, is prioritised for access to
Infrastructure and prioritised for access to public transport so that people don’t need to drive to stations, [public transport.
Transport / Transport / nor traverse inhospitable park-and-rides once they get there.
General TR
146.10 Part 3 / Residential Amend Supports the Coalition for More Homes’ Alternative medium density residential Seeks that the MRZ is amended to include the Coalition for More Homes’ Alternative medium

Zones / General point
on Residential Zones /
General point on
Residential Zones

standards recommendations for outdoor living space and green space.

density residential standards recommendations for outdoor living space and green space.
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Plan Part / Sub-part /
Chapter / Provision
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Summary of Submission

Decisions Requested

146.11

Part 3 / Residential
Zones / General point
on Residential Zones /
General point on
Residential Zones

Amend

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission].

Seeks that shading as a qualifying matter should be reduced from what is proposed.

146.12

Part 3 / Residential
Zones / General point
on Residential Zones /
General point on
Residential Zones

Amend

Considers that where shading is qualifying matter, there is a new policy for providing
pop-up public realm for development-shaded homes.

Seeks that there is a new policy providing for pop-up public realm for houses that are shaded by
new development.

146.13

Part 3 / Residential
Zones / General point
on Residential Zones /
General point on
Residential Zones

Amend

Considers that developments should adequately accommodate active travel as the
building users' first-best choice for accessing it.

Seeks that a new standard is added requiring that developments adequately accommodate active
travel as the building users' first-best choice for accessing it.

146.14

Part 3 / Residential
Zones / General point
on Residential Zones /
General point on
Residential Zones

Amend

Considers that universal accessibility should be a non-negotiable for all developments.

Seeks that universal accessibility is a non-negotiable for all developments.

146.15

Part 3 / Residential
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone /
General MRZ

Amend

Supports the Coalition for More Homes’ Alternative medium density residential
standards recommendations with respect to building height limits, recession planes
and setbacks.

Seeks that where building height limits and recession planes and setbacks are mentioned in the
PDP, these are made universally consistent with the Coalition for More Homes’ Alternative
medium density residential standards.

146.16

Part 3 / Residential
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone /
General MRZ

Amend

Considers that the scale of commercial activities that are permitted in MRZ should be
increased where it’s activities that involve people spending time together, such as
daycares.

Seeks that the range of Permitted Activities in the Medium Density Residential Zone be expanded.

146.17

Part 3 / Residential
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
R10

Amend

Considers that small-scale commercial activity should not be a discretionary activity.

Seeks that the activity status for MRZ-R10 (All other activities) relating to small-scale commercial
activity should be changed from Discretionary to Permitted, Controlled, Restricted Discretionary.

146.18

Part 3 / Residential
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
S10

Support

Supports requirement for permeability of 30-40% of the site.

Retain MRZ-S10 (Permeable surface area), such as that a minimum 30-40% of sites should be
permeable (including permeable pavers / gravel etc).

146.19

Part 3 / Residential
Zones / High Density
Residential Zone /
General HRZ

Amend

Wants to see the zone more enabling of small-scale public-facing commercial
activities.

Seeks that the HRZ (High Density Residential Zone) is more enabling of small-scale public-facing
commercial activities.

146.20

Part 3 / Residential
Zones / High Density
Residential Zone / HRZ-
R10

Amend

Considers that small-scale commercial activity should not be a discretionary activity.

Seeks that the activity status for HRZ-R10 (All other activities) relating to small-scale commercial
activity should be changed from Discretionary to Permitted, Controlled, Restricted Discretionary.

146.21

Part 3 / Commercial and
mixed use Zones /
General point on
Commercial and mixed
use Zones / General
point on Commercial
and mixed use Zones

Amend

Considers that the plan should enable larger more comprehensive developments in
centres.

Seeks that the Proposed District Plan enables larger, more comprehensive developments around
Centres Zones.

[Inferred decision requested].
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Sub No Plan Part / Sub-part
) / / ) p / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
36.1 General / Whole PDP / [Support Supports the changes in the PDP that allow more intensification for the reasons of Retain intensification provisions as notified.

Whole PDP / Whole PDP

- housing affordability
- climate change
- productive land use
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Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
69.1 Part 3 / Residential Oppose Opposes MRZ provisions in their entirety. Seeks that the Medium Density Residential Zone provisions are recrafted to achieve reasonable
Zones / Medium Density intensification whilst maintaining and enhancing the existing valued housing stock.
Residential Zone /
General MRZ
69.2 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the Council should recraft provisions for the inner residential Seeks that the Council devise new provisions relating to intensification of residential
Zones / Medium Density neighbourhoods that will achieve reasonable intensification whilst maintaining and neighbourhoods.
Residential Zone / enhancing the existing valued housing stock.
General MRZ This will require objectives and policies that recognise both residential character and
heritage qualities supported by rules with 'teeth' to ensure appropriate
implementation.
69.3 Part 4 / Design Guides [Oppose Opposes the Residential Design Guide relating to residential development within the |Seeks that the Medium Density Residential Zone provisions are recrafted to achieve reasonable

Subpart / Design Guides
/ Residential Design
Guide

inner residential suburbs of the city are opposed.

intensification whilst maintaining and enhancing the existing valued housing stock.
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Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
113.1 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that the zoning of Khandallah Village as LCZ should amended to NCZ. Amend the zoning of Khandallah Village from Local Centre Zone to Neighbourhood Centre Zone.
Rezone / Rezone
Considers that this area is not significantly different in size or level of business than
any other "Centre" zones in the North-western suburbs.
It is significantly smaller than the Karori "Local Centre".
113.2 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the maximum height of Khandallah's MRZ for the residential areas Amend the maximum height to 11m throughout Khandallah's Medium Density Residential Zone.
Zones / Medium Density close to Khandallah Village should be amended to 11m.
Residential Zone / MRZ-
S2 This is the only area within the North-western suburbs where the 14m height has been
allowed in a MRZ. The maximum around Karori, Marsden Village, Northland, Kelburn,
Wadestown, Crofton Downs, and Ngaio is 11m.
113.3 Part 3 / Commercial and |Oppose Opposes the zoning of Khandallah Village as Local Centre Zone. Amend the zoning of Khandallah Village from Local Centre Zone to Neighbourhood Centre Zone.
mixed use Zones / Local
Centre Zone / General Considers that this area is not significantly different in size or level of business than
LCZ any other "Centre" zones in the North-western suburbs.
It is significantly smaller than the Karori "Local Centre".
113.4 Part 3 / Commercial and |[Amend Considers that the maximum height in Khandallah should be amended from 22m and |Amend the maximum height of Khandallah Village to 14m.

mixed use Zones / Local
Centre Zone / LCZ-S1

set at 14m.
Considers that given the narrow one-lane road in most of the village centre, 22m
height buildings will create a road-blocked wind tunnel and increased business

activities will not survive.

Even Karori has a limit of 18 metres.
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Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
169.1 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that LCZ are defined as having easy access to rapid transit public transport |Seeks that Churton Park is not zoned as a Local Centre Zone.
Rezone / Rezone and that Churton Park should not be zoned as LCZ as its meagre bus service cannot be
considered rapid transit public transport.
169.2 Part 3 / Commercial and |Oppose Considers that LCZ are defined as having easy access to rapid transit public transport |Seeks that Churton Park is not zoned as a Local Centre Zone.
mixed use Zones / Local and that Churton Park should not be zoned as LCZ as its meagre bus service cannot be
Centre Zone / General considered rapid transit public transport.
LCZ
169.3 Part 3 / Commercial and [Not specified |Considers that the provision of appropriate public facilities and infrastructure has not |Seeks that adequate provision is made for the good use of public space in Churton Park.
mixed use Zones / Local kept pace with the extensive housing development of Churton Park. This is most
Centre Zone / LCZ-P1 noticeable in the small community centre which, even when built 10 years ago, was [Inferred decision requested].
not large enough to accommodate the community needs of our rapidly expanding
population.
169.4 Part 3 / Development |Amend Considers that a connection between Upper Stebbings and Tawa would be of benefit |Seeks that a road connection is provided to join Upper Stebbings and Tawa.

Area / Development
Area Upper Stebbings
and Glenside West /
General DEV3

to the adjacent communities as well as the whole Wellington Region. A road
connection is required to achieve the WCC objective of compact urban form and for
the Development Area to have easy access to SH1, the NIMT railway as well as the
town centres and facilities at Tawa and Johnsonville.

Tawa and Stebbings Valley are only about 200m apart but, without connection, the
separation becomes several kilometres. In addition, the transmission lines exclusion
separates Upper Stebbings from Churton Park, creating an isolated island community.
Churton Park is unusual amongst the northern suburbs, in having no direct public
transport access to the north. A road connection would enable a new bus route to be
created that would provide a much-needed bus service from Johnsonville to Porirua
which would serve Churton Park and the western side of Tawa.

The north end of Stebbings Valley is a long way from the facilities in Johnsonville. A
connection to Tawa would bring services much closer and provide a much needed
boost to Tawa businesses and organisations.

This connection would provide a resilient alternative route for people leaving the City
for their homes further north.

It has been suggested that, with a connection such this, vehicles bound for the
motorway would add to traffic congestion in Tawa. Commuters from Upper Stebbings
are more likely, however, to access the motorway from the closer junction at Churton
Park. During the day, it is more likely that vehicles using the connection will primarily
be heading to and from facilities in Tawa.

[Refer to original submission for full reasons].
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169.5 Part 4 / Appendices Amend Considers that a connection between Upper Stebbings and Tawa would be of benefit |Seeks that a road connection is provided to join Upper Stebbings and Tawa.
Subpart / Appendices / to the adjacent communities as well as the whole Wellington Region. A road
APP13 Upper Stebbings connection is required to achieve the WCC objective of compact urban form and for
and Glenside West the Development Area to have easy access to SH1, the NIMT railway as well as the
Development Area town centres and facilities at Tawa and Johnsonwville.

Tawa and Stebbings Valley are only about 200m apart but, without connection, the
separation becomes several kilometres. In addition, the transmission lines exclusion
separates Upper Stebbings from Churton Park, creating an isolated island community.
Churton Park is unusual amongst the northern suburbs, in having no direct public
transport access to the north. A road connection would enable a new bus route to be
created that would provide a much-needed bus service from Johnsonville to Porirua
which would serve Churton Park and the western side of Tawa.

The north end of Stebbings Valley is a long way from the facilities in Johnsonville. A
connection to Tawa would bring services much closer and provide a much needed
boost to Tawa businesses and organisations.

This connection would provide a resilient alternative route for people leaving the City
for their homes further north.

It has been suggested that, with a connection such this, vehicles bound for the
motorway would add to traffic congestion in Tawa. Commuters from Upper Stebbings
are more likely, however, to access the motorway from the closer junction at Churton
Park. During the day, it is more likely that vehicles using the connection will primarily
be heading to and from facilities in Tawa.

[Refer to original submission for full reasons].
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Point No Chapter / Provision
319.1 General / Other / Other |Not specified |Considers that the Council needs to respond to the climate emergency, as it is indeed [Seeks that Council responds to the climate emergency.
/ Other an emergency. Radical change is required.
319.2 General / Other / Other |Not specified |Considers that responding to biodiversity collapse and the climate emergency will Seeks reductions in economic activity, energy consumption and wasteful consumption.
/ Other require a deliberate reduction in economic activity, less cars, less planes, energy
consumption reductions by using less heating and cooling, less wasteful consumption
and a return to values of the past that put humans above money.
319.3 General / Whole PDP / |Amend Supports G99 to G102 (external bike storage) and considers that these should be Seeks that the content of G99 to G102 (external bike storage) is carried into the rules, policies and
Whole PDP / Whole PDP carried into the PDP rules, policies and objectives. objectives.
3194 General / Whole PDP / [Not specified |Supports walking for transport via tracks through green spaces Not specified.
Whole PDP / Whole PDP via tracks through green spaces and interconnection to form a network
319.5 Part 2 / Energy Not specified [Considers that distributed solar generation should be encouraged and supported. Not specified.
Infrastructure and
Transport / Renewable
Electricity Generation /
General REG
319.6 Part 2 / Energy Support Supports TR-01 (4) with respect to the requirement for new development to provide |[Retains TR-O1 (Purpose) as notified.
Infrastructure and on-site facilities for cycling and micromobility users.
Transport / Transport /
TR-01
319.7 Part 2 / Energy Support in Considers that micromobility parking design to 90%-ile is required for current e- Retain TR-S3 (Microbility parking design), with amendment.
Infrastructure and part bikes and cargo bikes, as the 2019 Waka Kotahi technical note does not provide
Transport / Transport / adequate
TR-S3 guidance for all new residential developments, include manoeuvring and charging.
319.8 Part 2 / Energy Amend Considers that micromobility parking design to 90%-ile is required for current e- Amend TR-S3 (Micromobility parking design), with reference to the 90th percentile.
Infrastructure and bikes and cargo bikes. [Inferred decision requested]
Transport / Transport /
TR-S3 Considers that the Council must take action to ensure a deliberation reduction on
economic activity, less cars, less planes, energy consumption reductions by using less
heading and cooling, less wasteful
consumption and a return to values of the past that put humans above money
as the 2019 Waka Kotahi technical note does not provide adequate guidance for all ne
w residential developments, include manoeuvring and charging.
319.9 Part 2 / Natural and Not specified [Considers that support for revegetation of marginal land and restoration of wetlands |Seeks that the council put in place the means to reduce emissions and ensure sequestration of
Environmental Values / for biodiversity and carbon sequestration should be continued. No further draining or [carbon by restoring greenspace and wetlands, as per the IPCC report as well as ensuring no further
Ecosystems and development on wetland. It is considered that if humans are to survive as a species draining or development of, wetlands.
Indigenous Biodiversity for more than fifty years, the Council must put in place the means to reduce emissions
/ General ECO and ensure carbon sequestration by restoring greenspaces and wetlands, as per the
IPCC report.
319.10 Part 2 / Natural and Oppose Opposes the draining or development of wetlands. Not specified.

Environmental Values /
Ecosystems and
Indigenous Biodiversity
/ General ECO
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Bruce Crothers

Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
319.11 Part 2 / Natural and Amend Considers that there should be a ban on the covering of waterways in green fields Seeks a ban on covering waterways in greenfield development
Environmental Values / development.
Ecosystems and
Indigenous Biodiversity
/ General ECO
319.12 Part 2 / Natural and Amend Considers the Queen's chain should be restored, possibly allowing for public walking [Seeks that the Queen's chain is restored.
Environmental Values / network and wildlife corridor.
Ecosystems and
Indigenous Biodiversity
/ General ECO
319.13 Part 2 / Natural and Not specified [Considers that the Council needs to intervene on the noticeable biodiversity collapse |Seeks that Council protect nature on land, in the air and in the sea, as well as any irreplaceable
Environmental Values / by not allow the wholesale destruction of nature on land, in the air and sea, or any natural assets.
Ecosystems and destruction of irreplaceable natural assets.
Indigenous Biodiversity
/ General ECO
319.14 Part 2 / General District |Not specified |Supports standards on light pollution in Rural Areas. Retain LIGHT standards and rules on light pollution in rural areas as notified.
wide Matters / Light / [Refer to original submission for full reason] [Inferred decision requested]
General LIGHT
319.15 Part 2 / General District |Amend Seeks stronger noise restrictions for aircrafts, including limits on the number of flights allowed.
wide Matters / Noise / Considers that there should be stronger noise restrictions for aircraft and stricter
New NOISE limits on the number of flights unless they are electrically powered and much quieter.
319.16 Part 3 / Residential Not specified [Considers that planning for new housing and rural areas should include the Seeks that wildlife corridors and access to the Queen's chain be taken into account when planning
Zones / General point implementation of wildlife corridors including encouragement to restore the Queens |[for new housing.
on Residential Zones / chain to public access.
General point on
Residential Zones
319.17 Part 3 / Designations/ |Amend Considers that there should be stronger noise restrictions for aircraft and stricter Seeks stronger noise restrictions for aircrafts, including limits on the number of flights allowed.
Wellington International limits on the number of flights unless they are electrically powered and much quieter.
Airport Limited /
General WIAL
319.18 Part 3 / Designations/ |Amend Seeks a reduction in the hours that aircrafts can fly into and out of Wellington in order |Seeks restrictions in aircraft flight hours.
Wellington International to reduce carbon footprint.
Airport Limited /
General WIAL
319.19 Part 4 / Design Guides [Support Supports G99 to G102 (external bike storage) and considers that these should be Retain G99 to G102 (external bike storage) of the Residential Design Guide as notified.

Subpart / Design Guides
/ Residential Design
Guide

carried into the PDP rules, policies and objectives.
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Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter
Bruce Hay-Chapman

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
462.1 General / Mapping / Amend Considers in appropriate to reinstate the character areas as proposed in the Spatial Seeks to alter the Character Precincts to reflect the recommendations of the Character Area
Mapping General / Plan. Review, Boffa Miskell Report 2019
Mapping General
[Refer to original submission for full reason]. [inferred decision requested].
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Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
334.1 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that the walkable catchment for Johnsonville should be 5 minutes. Amend maps to include 5 minute walkable catchments associated with the Johnsonville line
Mapping General / It is appreciated that the walkable catchments took the effects of topography into stations as areas of high density residential as has been done with the Kapiti Line stations in Tawa.
Mapping General account, rather than pretending Wellington was flat. A significant amount has been
spent fairly recently on the Johnsonville line to ensure it is capable of using the same
trains/electric units as the rest of the network.
Given the above, it appears inconsistent that while the proposed plan set the tawa
walkable catchments at 5 minutes (down from 10) it has deleted the 10 minute
Johnsonville line walkable catchments completely, rather than also cutting them down
to 5 minutes. Maps should be revised to include 5 minute walkable
catchments associated with Johnsonville line stations areas of High density residential,
as has been done with the Kapiti line stations in Tawa.’.
334.2 Part 1 / National Amend Considers that the walkable catchment for Johnsonville should be 5 minutes. Amend maps to include 5 minute walkable catchments associated with the Johnsonville line
Direction Instruments It is appreciated that the walkable catchments took the effects of topography into stations as areas of high density residential as has been done with the Kapiti Line stations in Tawa.
Subpart / National account, rather than pretending Wellington was flat. A significant amount has been
Direction Instruments / spent fairly recently on the Johnsonville line to ensure it is capable of using the same
National Policy trains/electric units as the rest of the network.
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy Given the above, it appears inconsistent that while the proposed plan set the tawa
Statement walkable catchments at 5 minutes (down from 10) it has deleted the 10 minute
Johnsonville line walkable catchments completely, rather than also cutting them down
to 5 minutes. Maps should be revised to include 5 minute walkable
catchments associated with Johnsonville line stations areas of High density residential,
as has been done with the Kapiti line stations in Tawa.
It is also noted that territorial authorities are able to decide how they will implement
the national policy statement on Urban Development 2020 . Thwart is not a synonym
for implement, nor is the implementation task ‘whether’ rather than ‘how’.
334.3 Part 2 / Energy Support INF-P2 is supported, as it considers transport networks as one of the components of [Retain INF-P2 (Coordinating infrastructure with land use, subdivision, development and urban
Infrastructure and infrastructure and matches the intensity of land use to the public transport growth) as notified.
Transport / infrastructure serving them. The draft plan did this on a fairly consistent basis for all
Infrastructure / INF-P2 the stations within WCC boundaries served by Wellington’s electrified train network.
3344 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that MRZ-R13 should be amended to include two omitted relevant matters [Amend MRZ-R13 (Construction, addition or alteration of buildings and structures where no more

Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
R13

in qualifying matters.

The first matter is that there is no indication of a minimum site size to which this rule
applies, or how cross leases are to be treated - Many once ample sites have been
subdivided, some into areas 300 m2 or even less. The addresses 85, 85A,87, 87A & 89
marine parade in Seatoun (ignoring other overlays) are considered as an example. 85
& 85A have been subdivided, 85 is 812m2, with a smaller front site of 392m2 at 85A
87 & 87A are 2 houses on one cross leased site with an area of 926m2 89 appears to
have had an area for an additional house subdivided from the rear of the site, but
retains an area of 2852m2.

The second matter is that no account is taken of the effects of topography, the most
severe of these is shading and overlooking from sites on a south-facing slope.

than three residential units occupy the site) as follows:

1. Activity status: Permitted

Where:

a. The site is of a minimum area of 400m2 and

b. The site does not have a south-facing slope of

steeper than 15° and

c. & Compliance with the following standards is achieved:
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Bruce Rae
Sub No Plan Part / Sub-part
) / / ) p / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
3345 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that MRZ-PREC01-R5 should be amended to clarify wording. The phrasing of|[Amend MRZ-PRECO1-R (Construction, addition or alteration of any buildings or structures,
Zones / Medium Density this section is unhelpful, as it implies the existence of a ‘permitted' category where excluding accessory buildings) as follows:
Residential Zone / MRZ- the standards are observed. 1. Activity status: Restricted Discretionary
PRECO1-R5
MRZ-PREC01-R5 also mentions at 3. 'The Residential Design Guide Character Precincts [Matters of discretion are:
appendix', but not the main Residential Design Guide. Wording here should either be
clarified or split into two sections, one where multi-unit housing standards apply and |1. In cases where there is no compliance with all relevant the standards Isited below the extent
another where they don’t. and effect of non-compliance with any of the following standards as specified in the associated
assessment criteria for the infringed standard:
3. The Residential Design Guide together with its Character Precincts Appendix; and
334.6 Part 4 / Design Guides [Amend Considers that the proper use of Appendices should be clarified. The residential Seeks that the Residential Design Guide Appendices be amended to have an additional scope

Subpart / Design Guides
/ Residential Design
Guide

design guide flowchart makes it clear the appendices must be used in conjunction
with the main design guide. However, in the ‘unqualified’ parts of the MRZ the main
design guide is only engaged when four or more units are intended for a site.

In character areas, an alteration affecting neither floor area nor function of rooms,
triggers a requirement to follow both the main residential design guide as well as the
character precincts appendix, which seems excessive.

Additional scope guidance is needed at the start of the appendices, making it clear
that the assessment does not need to expand to the whole of the building on the
whole of the site when only limited works on a limited part of the site are
contemplated. Clarification of whether a full and expensive assessment or a more
streamlined assessment is needed will suffice.

guidance at the start of appendices, so as to clarify the scope of required assessments.
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Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
320.1 Part 3 / Commercial and [Support MCZ provisions are generally supported with respect to the height increase, but some [Retain the Metropolitan Centre Zone chapter, with amendment.
mixed use Zones / amendments are sought regarding height standards.
Metropolitan Centre
Zone / General MCZ
320.2 Part 3 / Commercial and [Amend Considers that specific height control (MCZ-S1 - Height control 2) should be increased |Amend MCZ-S1 (Maximum height) as follows:
mixed use Zones / to 40m, rather that 27m. The demand for housing and business in Lyall Bay (and .
Metropolitan Centre Wellington) is high. Heigh control area 2
Zone / MCZ-S1 Policy 3b states ‘in metropolitan centre zones, building heights and density of urban  [Kilbirnie (except as below)
form to reflect demand for housing and business use in those locations, and in all 24w 40m
cases building heights of at least 6 storeys’.
To truly reflect the policy of the NPS-UD the height limit on this windfall site, the
district plan should allow an increase to allow for more development to cater for high
demand of housing in Lyall Bay, which in turn would support the local area.
320.3 Part 3 / Development [Oppose Considers that the provision within DEV1-R1 that states that alterations or new Opposes DEV-R1 (Construction of, or additions and alterations to, buildings and structures) in part
Area / Development buildings are required to not be visible from public spaces will mean that any and seeks amendment.
Area Kilbirnie Bus Barns development in this area would fail the permitted activity requirements. The DEV1
/ DEV1-R1 site (Kilbirnie Bus Barns site) is bounded by Onepu Road to the west, Ross Street to
the east and the sewer reserve to the south that is used as a pedestrian walkway.
These public spaces make the whole site visible. As such any development, even one a
one storey residential lot would not meet this requirement, and any development of
this site will require a consent. This is conflicting with Policy 3 (b) of the NPS-UD.
320.4 Part 3 / Development [Amend Considers that the provision within DEV1-R1 that states that alterations or new Amend DEV1-R1 (Construction of, or additions and alterations to, buildings and structures) as

Area / Development
Area Kilbirnie Bus Barns
/ DEV1-R1

buildings are required to not be visible from public spaces will mean that any
development in this area would fail the permitted activity requirements. The DEV1
site (Kilbirnie Bus Barns site) is bounded by Onepu Road to the west, Ross Street to
the east and the sewer reserve to the south that is used as a pedestrian walkway.
These public spaces make the whole site visible. As such any development, even one a
one storey residential lot would not meet this requirement, and any development of
this site will require a consent. This is conflicting with Policy 3 (b) of the NPS-UD.

follows:
1. Activity status: Permitted

Where:

a. Any alterations or additions to a building or structure that:

i. Do not alter the external appearance of the building or structure; or

ii. Relate to a building frontage below verandah level, including entranceways and glazing; or
iii # . Results in the creation of new residential units; and

iv ¥. Comply with standards MCZ-S1, MCZ-S2, MCZ-S3, MCZ-S4, MCZ-S5, and MCZ-S6; or

b. The construction of any building or structure:

i. Is not located on a site with an active frontage or non-residential activity frontage; or

iii #. Will result in a total coverage (together with other buildings) of no more than 20 percent of
the site; and

iv¥. Comply with standards MCZ-S1, MCZ-S2, MCZ-S3, MCZ-54, MCZ-S5, and MCZ-S6; and

v ¥. Does not involve the construction of a new building for residential activities.
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Cameron Vannisselroy

Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Sub No /
Point No

Plan Part / Sub-part /
Chapter / Provision

Position

Summary of Submission

Decisions Requested

157.1

Part 1 / National
Direction Instruments
Subpart / National
Direction Instruments /
National Policy
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement

Amend

Supports larger walking catchments for intensification around centres.

The fact that some people are not willing to walk 15-20 minutes does not mean that
others who are willing to should not receive the benefits of intensification.

Seeks that walking catchments around centres are increased, in general, to 15-20 minutes.

[Inferred decision requested].

157.2

Part 1 / National
Direction Instruments
Subpart / National
Direction Instruments /
National Policy
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement

Amend

Supports larger walking catchments for intensification around mass transit hubs.

The fact that some people are not willing to walk 15-20 minutes does not mean that
others who are willing to should not receive the benefits of intensification.

Seeks that walking catchments around mass transit hubs are increased, in general, to 15-20
minutes.

[Inferred decision requested].

157.3

Part 1 / National
Direction Instruments
Subpart / National
Direction Instruments /
National Policy
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement

Amend

Considers that the plan should enable larger more comprehensive developments in
centres.

Seeks that Medium Density Residential Zone height limits are increased in the 15 minute walking
catchments to rail stations.

157.4

Part 1 / National
Direction Instruments
Subpart / National
Direction Instruments /
National Policy
Statements and New
Zealand Coastal Policy
Statement

Amend

Considers that the Johnsonville Line should be classified as Rapid Transit.

Amend the Johnsonville Line to be classified as Rapid Transit and up zoned in accordance with the
NPS-UD (National Policy Statement on Urban Development).

157.5

Part 3 / Residential
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone /
General MRZ

Amend

Supports the Coalition for More Homes’ Alternative medium density residential
standards recommendations with respect to building height limits, recession planes
and setbacks.

Seeks that where building height limits and recession planes and setbacks are mentioned in the
PDP, these are made universally consistent with the Coalition for More Homes’ Alternative
medium density residential standard recommendations.

157.6

Part 3 / Residential
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone /
General MRZ

Amend

Seeks that five dwellings, not three, should be a permitted activity.

Seeks that five units can be constructed as a permitted activity.

157.7

Part 3 / Residential
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone /
General MRZ

Amend

[No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission].

Seeks that shading as a qualifying matter should be reduced from what’s proposed.

157.8

Part 3 / Residential
Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone /
General MRZ-PRECO1

Support

Supports the Character Precincts as notified.

The Character Precincts should not be expanded beyond what is currently proposed.

Retain the Character Precincts as notified.
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Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested

Point No Chapter / Provision

157.9 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that where shading is qualifying matter, there is a new policy for providing |Seeks that there is a new policy providing for pop-up public realm for houses that are shaded by
Zones / Medium Density pop-up public realm for development-shaded homes. new development.
Residential Zone / New
MRZ

157.10 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that small-scale commercial activity should not be a discretionary activity. |Seeks that the activity status for MRZ-R10 (All other activities) relating to small-scale commercial
Zones / Medium Density activity should be changed from Discretionary to Permitted, Controlled, Restricted Discretionary.
Residential Zone / MRZ-
R10

157.11 Part 3 / Residential Amend Amend MRZ-S1 (Building height control 1 where no more than three residential units [Amend MRZ-S1 (Building height control 1 where no more than three residential units occupy the
Zones / Medium Density occupy the site) to be consistent with the Coalition for More Homes’ Alternative site) to be consistent with the Coalition for More Homes’ Alternative medium density residential
Residential Zone / MRZ- medium density residential standards standard recommendations.
S1

157.12 Part 3 / Residential Amend Amend MRZ-S3 (Height in relation to boundary) to be consistent with the Coalition for [Amend MRZ-S3 (Height in relation to boundary) to be consistent with the Coalition for More
Zones / Medium Density More Homes’ Alternative medium density residential standards Homes’ Alternative medium density residential tandard recommendations.
Residential Zone / MRZ-
S3

157.13 Part 3 / Residential Amend Amend MRZ-54 (Boundary setbacks) to be consistent with the Coalition for More Amend MRZ-54 (Boundary setbacks) to be consistent with the Coalition for More Homes’
Zones / Medium Density Homes’ Alternative medium density residential standards Alternative medium density residential standards
Residential Zone / MRZ-
S4

157.14 Part 3 / Residential Amend [No specific reason given beyond decision requested - refer to original submission]. Seeks that the HRZ (High Density Residential Zone) is more enabling of small-scale public-facing

Zones / High Density
Residential Zone /
General HRZ

commercial activities.
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CAMJ EC CommerC|a| Limited Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Sub No Plan Part / Sub-part
. / / . p / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
268.1 Part 4 / Schedules Oppose Opposes the site at 233 Willis Street being included in SCHED1 - Heritage buildings on |Seeks to remove item 525 (233 Willis Street) from SCHED1 - Heritage Buildings.
Subpart / Schedules / the basis that this building does not meet the requirements to be listed as a Heritage
SCHED1 — Heritage item [Refer to original submission for full reason].
Buildings
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Candy Cheung

115.1 General / Other / Other |Oppose Submission in opposition - no details supplied. Not specified.
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Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Sub No /
Point No

Plan Part / Sub-part /
Chapter / Provision

Position

Summary of Submission

Decisions Requested

381.1

General / Mapping /
Mapping General /
Mapping General

Oppose in part

Considers that Proposed District Plan should add new zoning to accommodate rural
lifestyle activities.

The submitter's land is near the proposed Makara Beach and Makara Village Precinct
which are more residential in character than those in the wider General Rural Zone.

The property adjoining CPBLs land to the east is within Porirua City Council
jurisdiction. There is an opportunity to provide consistent rural zoning provisions via
the inclusion of a RULZ and/or SEZ over the land.

The coastal environment in this location can be enhanced through appropriate rural
lifestyle development. The land is a strategic connection to the neighbouring Porirua
City which is in growth mode. There is a need to explore alternative land use in the
area to provide for strategic connections for the Wellington Region and in a cross
District approach.

Opposes Proposed District Plan in its current form and seeks amendment.

381.2

General / Mapping /
Mapping General /
Mapping General

Oppose in part

The Submitters land is near the proposed Makara Beach and Makara Village Precinct
which are more residential in character than those in the wider General Rural Zone.

The property adjoining CPBLs land to the east is within Porirua City Council
jurisdiction. There is an opportunity to provide consistent rural zoning provisions via
the inclusion of a RULZ and/or SEZ over the land.

The coastal environment in this location can be enhanced through appropriate rural
lifestyle development. The land is a strategic connection to the neighbouring Porirua
City which is in growth mode. There is a need to explore alternative land use in the
area to provide for strategic connections for the Wellington Region and in a cross
District approach.

Add a Rural Lifestyle Zone (outside of the Natural Environmental Values Overlays and Historical

and Cultural Values Overlays).

381.3

General / Mapping /
Mapping General /
Mapping General

Amend

The Submitters land is near the proposed Makara Beach and Makara Village Precinct
which are more residential in character than those in the wider General Rural Zone.

The property adjoining CPBLs land to the east is within Porirua City Council
jurisdiction. There is an opportunity to provide consistent rural zoning provisions via
the inclusion of a RULZ and/or SEZ over the land.

The coastal environment in this location can be enhanced through appropriate rural
lifestyle development. The land is a strategic connection to the neighbouring Porirua
City which is in growth mode. There is a need to explore alternative land use in the
area to provide for strategic connections for the Wellington Region and in a cross
District approach.

Add a Settlement Zone (outside of the Natural Environmental Values Overlays and Historical and

Cultural Values Overlays).
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. « e Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter
Capital Kiwi Trust Board

Sub No Plan Part / Sub-part
) / / ) p / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
91.1 Part 2 / Natural and Amend Considers that there is a level of concern across landowners in the Capital Kiwi project |Clarify the intent of the Significant Natural Area policy to provide assurance that Significant
Environmental Values / area around the potential for SNAs to be declared over their properties in the future |Natural Areas will not, and cannot, be created through native bird species being released onto, or
Ecosystems and should kiwi either be released onto their land or be ranging onto them. visiting landowners' properties as a result of their commitment to predator control.
Indigenous Biodiversity
/ General ECO In particular, concern is around any potential to unreasonably limit, restrict or prevent
operations or developments on their land.
Considers that the Capital Kiwi project would not be possible without the trust and
support of a wide range of rural private landowners.
Considers that based discussions with the Minister of Conservation, and officials in
DOC (Director General and Head of Policy), GWRC, and WCC, each party makes it
clear that the declaration of SNAs on private land as the result of having North Island
brown kiwi on their land is not a possible outcome.
[Refer to submission for full reasons].
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Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
344.1 General / Other / Other |Amend Considers that the plan needs to identify community-based planning for Seeks that community-based planning for intensification be identified to increase housing supply
/ Other intensification as a method for increasing housing supply within areas subject to the [in areas subject to revised demolition controls.
revised demolition controls.
344.2 General / Whole PDP / |Amend Considers that the plan should identify communities which will be involved in Seeks that the plan identify communities to participate in community-based planning.
Whole PDP / Whole PDP community-based planning, based on the sequence set out in the Spatial Plan.
[Refer to original submission for full reason]
344.3 General / Whole PDP / |Amend Considers that limited notification should be prioritised in provisions (as opposed to  |Seeks that limited notification provisions be prioritised over non-notification, especially in relation
Whole PDP / Whole PDP non-notification) in relation to light, shading, privacy and wind effects so as to enable [to light, shading, privacy and wind effects.
and support fair and reasonable compromises between neighbours.
[Refer to original submission for full reason]
344.4 General / Whole PDP / |Amend Considers that the plan should identify key potential actors and development Seeks that key potential actors and partnerships to develop underutilised land more efficiently be
Whole PDP / Whole PDP partnerships as a method for achieving an increased rate of development on land that |identified.
is underutilised.
[Refer to original submission for full reason]
344.5 General / Whole PDP / |Amend Considers that the plan should identify areas suitable for intensification and provide a [Seeks that areas suitable for intensification be identified and that development masterplans be
Whole PDP / Whole PDP timetable for developing masterplans for these areas, including quality design guides [devised.
and rapid assessment processes for sites within these areas.
344.6 General / Whole PDP / |Amend Considers that the assessment of housing capacity in Wellington needs to be based on |Seeks that methods be included to better assess housing and development capacity on
Whole PDP / Whole PDP a target of realising at least 50% of the development capacity (as measured under the |underutilised land.
Operative Plan) on underutilised land over the term of the Plan. The Plan needs to
include methods to achieve this.
[Refer to original submission for full reason]
344.7 Part 1/ Interpretation [Amend Considers that a comprehensive, holistic definition of character should be added, Add a new definition for "Character" that is comprehensive, holistic and qualifies character as a
Subpart / Definitions / clarifying character as a qualifying matter under the National Policy Statement-Urban |qualifying matter under the NPS-UD.
New definition Development.
344.8 Part 3 / Part 3 General / [Amend Considers that the plan should be amended to encompass more new developments as|Seeks that the plan be amended to encompass more new developments as controlled activities in
Part 3 General / Part 3 controlled activities in respect of urban design. This is to ensure that quality in design |respect to urban design.
General at a local level can be considered for the majority of developments, and that this
process is tied to community-level design guides as they are developed.
[Refer to original submission for full reason]
344.9 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the plan should recognise that character is in part derived from Seeks that character be recognised as being derived from heritage in pre-1930s Character Areas.
Zones / Medium Density heritage in pre-1930s character areas as set out in the Operative Plan.
Residential Zone /
General MRZ-PRECO1
344.10 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that character precincts should be extended to match pre-existing Reinstate the Operative Plans' pre-1930s demolition controls.
Zones / Medium Density demolition control for pre-1930s character areas under the Operative Plan. Areas of
Residential Zone / particular character within these should be identified to enable a more granular level
General MRZ-PRECO1 of control over demolition and redevelopment.
344.11 Part 3 / Commercial and |Amend Considers that the plan should be amended to more comprehensively provide for Seeks that enhanced sunlight access be provided to outdoor and indoor living areas.

mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / General
ccz

enhanced sunlight access to outdoor and indoor living areas.
[Refer to original submission for full reason]
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Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
344.12 Part 3 / Open Space and |Amend Considers that the plan should be amended to provide for the addition and extension |Seeks that the extent of green spaces be increased.
Recreation Zones / of new green space to balance increased residential densities.
General point on Open [Refer to original submission for full reason]
Space and Recreation
Zones / General point
on Open Space and
Recreation Zones
344.13 Part 4 / Design Guides [Amend Considers that the plan should strengthen the urban design qualities of the city Seeks that urban design qualities be strengthened in Design Guides.
Subpart / Design Guides through a more sophisticated approach to design guidance, in particular the use of
/ Design Guides General local design guides tailored to local areas.
[Refer to original submission for full reason]
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Point No Chapter / Provision
481.1 Part 3 / Residential Oppose Considers that the removal of front and side yard setbacks for medium density Seeks that front and side yard setbacks in MRZ-S4 (Boundary setbacks) apply to residential units
Zones / Medium Density residneital standards compliant development will negatively affect the street scape of [that comply with the medium density residential standards.
Residential Zone / MRZ- suburban Wellington.
sS4
481.2 Part 4 / Residential Oppose Considers that the removal of front and side yard setbacks for medium density Seeks that front and side yard setbacks in HRZ-S4 (Boundary setbacks) apply to residential units
Zones / High Density residneital standards compliant development will negatively affect the street scape of |[that comply with the medium density residential standards.
Residential Zone / HRZ- suburban Wellington.
S4
481.3 General / Whole PDP / |Not specified |Considers that the PDP does not provide consistent natural and physical features and |Not specified.
Whole PDP / Whole PDP characteristics that contribute to a unique ‘sense of place. Allowing large 22m
buildings next to pepper potted heritage and character will create small, disconnected
blocks easily compromised or destroyed by high density development adjacent.
481.4 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the plan should be amended to protect more Victorian and Edwardian |Seeks that MRZ-PRECO1 (Character Precincts) be extended to more areas in Thorndon, Mount
Zones / Medium Density wooden dwellings. Reducing the protection of character areas (particularly Mt Vic) by |Victoria, Mount Cook, Aro Valley and within the central city.
Residential Zone / 71% through the pre 1930s demolition rule will irreversibly and adversely affect the
General MRZ-PRECO1 liveability (attractiveness/sunlight, shading/bulk) of the inner city suburbs. It will
change the sense of place of these subrurbs and lead to the loss of valuable historic
heritage that is part of Wellington's story.
481.5 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the balance between upzoning areas for increased density and Seeks that the balance between upzoning areas for increased density and retaining character be
Zones / Medium Density retaining character has not been appropriately agreed between the council and the more appropriately agreed on.
Residential Zone / residents and needs to be changed. For the character of Wellington to be maintained
General MRZ-PRECO1 it takes more than 1 or two houses to be retained. Considers large buildings will be
interspersed with smaller ones.
481.6 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers the decision of councillors to not increase the size of character areas from |Seeks that officers recommendations for character precincts in the recomeneded spatial plan be
Zones / Medium Density the draft spatial plan was incorrect. adopted
Residential Zone /
General MRZ-PRECO1
481.7 Part 3 / Residential Oppose in part|Considers that the current height control areas in Brooklyn should be removed until a [Seeks that MRZ-S1 (Maximum height) of 11m be removed in Brooklyn, until a character/heritage
Zones / Medium Density proper character/heritage assessment has been completed. There are a few assessment has been completed.
Residential Zone / MRZ- protected buildings in Brooklyn, but no character precinct compared to other
S1 suburbs. Brooklyn has some older well built houses and street scapes that are worth
the protection.
481.8 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the current height control areas in Brooklyn should be removed until a |Seeks that the Operative District Plan height controls be reinstated in Brooklyn.
Zones / Medium Density proper character/heritage assessment has been completed. There are a few
Residential Zone / MRZ- protected buildings in Brooklyn, but no character precinct compared to other [Inferred decision requested]
S1 suburbs. Brooklyn has some older well built houses and street scapes that are worth
the protection.
481.9 Part 3 / Residential Oppose in part|Considers that the current height control areas in Brooklyn should be removed until a |Seeks that MRZ-S2 (Height control area 1) of 11m be removed in Brooklyn, until a

Zones / Medium Density
Residential Zone / MRZ-
S2

proper character/heritage assessment has been completed. 11 metres is too tall for
most of the Brooklyn area and doesn’t appear to take topography into consideration
or the existing street scape. There are a few protected buildings in Brooklyn, but no
character precinct compared to other suburbs. Brooklyn has some older well built
houses and street scapes that are worth the protection.

character/heritage assessment has been completed.

Date of export: 14/11/2022

154

Page 1 of 4




Catharine Underwood

Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
481.10 Part 3 / Residential Oppose in part|Considers that the current height control areas in Brooklyn should be removed until a [Seeks that MRZ-S2 (Height control area 2) of 14m be removed in Brooklyn, until a
Zones / Medium Density proper character/heritage assessment has been completed. 14 metres is too tall for |character/heritage assessment has been completed.
Residential Zone / MRZ- most of the Brooklyn area and doesn’t appear to take topography into consideration
S2 or the existing street scape. There are a few protected buildings in Brooklyn, but no
character precinct compared to other suburbs. Brooklyn has some older well built
houses and street scapes that are worth the protection, such as McKinley Crescent,
Jefferson Street and Todman Street.
481.11 Part 4 / Residential Amend Considers the decision of councillors to not increase the size of character areas from |Seeks that the operative district plan character areas be reinstated.
Zones / Medium Density the draft spatial plan was incorrect.
Residential Zone / MRZ-
PRECO1
481.12 General / Other / Other |Amend Considers that the 'We Are Newtown housing/dwelling plan/proposal by the residents [Seek that the 'We Are Newtown housing/dwelling plan/proposal by the residents for the residents'
/ Other for the residents' should be recognised by Councillors and be considered as the blue [be recognised and considered as thhe proposed disrtict plan provisions for Newtown.
print for Newtown. Council officers have rejected the residents' plan as it was
different to the residents wants. Though it achieved exactly the same outcome
regarding the number of dwellings.
481.13 General / Other / Other |Amend Seeks that this would protect the valley location of Zealandia from aero plane noise  |Seeks a no commercial plane/helicopter fly zone between Mt Kaukau and Te Ahumairangi and
/ Other and make listening to kiwi calling at night a much better experience. over the Zealandia valley.
481.14 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that the MRZ for Brooklyn should be removed and the status quo reamins |Seeks that Brooklyn not be zoned Medium Density Residential.
Mapping General / until a proper character/heritage assessment has been completed for the Brooklyn
Mapping General Area. Allowing 11 and 14 metres in height is likely to undermine potential character
areas could create towering buildings dominating the neighbourhood.
481.15 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that the height limits in the central Brooklyn Zone be limited to 14m on the |Seeks that Height Controls in the Local Centre Zone of Brooklyn be reduced to 14m on the south
Mapping General / south side and 11m on the north side. Any higher than this will impact on sunlight side and 11m on the north side.
Mapping General onto the street, create a canyon effect for what is a narrow street and cause much
shading on the street.
481.16 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that the north side of Upland Road in the Kelburn Village zone should be Seeks that the North side of Upland Road in Kelburn Village be limited to 11m in height and the
Mapping General / limited to 11m in height and the south side be limited to 14m. 22m height is way out [south side be limited to 14m.
Mapping General of proportion to the available area, will destroy to street scape, will reduce sunlight on
the south side of the street. And not provide a ‘transition’ between the centre and the
houses.
481.17 General / Mapping / Amend Considers that he proposed height limit of 18m for the local centre in Karori should be |Seeks that the centre of Karori be limited to 22m in height, rather than 18m.
Mapping General / increased to match those of the other centres at 22m. Karori has more shops, more
Mapping General room, flatter land and a catchment that is almost fully catered for without leaving the
suburb. Brooklyn Village, Aro Village and Kelburn Village seem to being pushed for
development when to do the buildings at the proposed height will impact the
liveability, sunshine, shading, biodiversity. If Karori cannot be increased, Kelburn and
Aro St should be reduced.
481.18 Part 2 / Energy Amend Not specified. Seeks that there should be much more mandatory provisions for storage and charging for ebikes
Infrastructure and and personal storage lockers for other gear.
Transport / Transport /
General TR
481.19 Part 2 / General District |Amend Considers that specific rules around lighting are missing from the plan. It is noted that |Seeks that more specific rules around lighting be present in the plan.
wide Matters / Light / only mentions of not having dark to light contrast and dangerous dark places have
General LIGHT been found.
481.20 Part 2 / General District |Amend Considers that Lighting plans should adhere to the International Dark Sky lighting rules |Seeks that the Light chapter provisions adhere to the lighting recommendations from the

wide Matters / Light /
General LIGHT

before it is too late. It is noted these rules do not mean there is not light, but rather
that there is appropriate light where needed. The added benefit is that it is good for
the environment with the protection of biodiversity. It would also benefit
Wellingtonians to potentially reside in the 'Second Dark Sky Capital in the world’

International Dark Sky Association.
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481.21 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that design requirements for multi-unit residential developments regarding |Seeks that provisions for multi-unit developments be stricter in regards to the shade they can cast.
Zones / General point sunshine and shading need to be strengthened or made mandatory to future-proof
on Residential Zones / buildings and provide for good community experience. New 22m, 14m and 11m storey
General point on blocks will make existing neighbouring houses shadier, damper, less healthy, and
Residential Zones unpleasant to live in. A particular issue is if a new building blocks sunlight from
existing solar panels on a neighbour's property.
481.22 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the MRZ for Brooklyn should be removed and the status quo reamins |Opposes Brooklyn being classified as Medium Density Residential Zone until a character/heritage
Zones / Medium Density until a proper character/heritage assessment has been completed for the Brooklyn assessment has been completed for the Brooklyn Area.
Residential Zone / Area. Allowing 11 and 14 metres in height is likely to undermine potential character
General MRZ areas could create towering buildings dominating the neighbourhood.
481.23 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that all new buildings in the suburbs should have a minimum set back of 2m |Amend MRZ-54 (Boundary setbacks) to have a minimum setbacks of 2m and at least 1.5m in the
Zones / Medium Density to give room for a green corridor. Side yards are a good place for rubbish bins, inner city.
Residential Zone / MRZ- compost bins or sheds to store bikes and other toys. This practice should be adopted
S4 for the sake of climate change, the biodiversity crisis and emissions off setting.
481.24 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the standard is very limited and simply not adequate, given the Amend HRZ-S3 (Height in relation to boundary) to be stricter.
Zones / High Density buildings in the new medium density zone can go right to site boundaries.
Residential Zone / HRZ-
S3
481.25 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that all new buildings in the inner city should have a minimum set back of at |[Amend HRZ-S4 (Boundary setbacks) to have setbacks of 2m and at least 1.5m in the inner city.
Zones / High Density least 1.5 (2m is better) to give room for a green corridor. Side yards are a good place
Residential Zone / HRZ- for rubbish bins, compost bins or sheds to store bikes and other toys. A good example
S4 of why larger set backs are needed in The Paddington on Taranaki Street, which was
meantto have several street trees lining the pavement and softening the
development, as part of the consent but ended up with no trees due to underground
services like pipes, telecommunications, electricity and sewerage. If there had been a
setback, a green front would have been possible. The residents of The Paddington and
Wellington are the poorer because of this.
481.26 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the standard is very limited and simply not adequate, given the Amend HRZ-S14 (Outlook space for multi-unit housing) to be stricter.
Zones / High Density buildings in the new medium density zone can go right to site boundaries.
Residential Zone / HRZ-
S14
481.27 Part 3 / Residential Amend Considers that the standard is very limited and simply not adequate, given the Amend HRZ-S15 (Minimum privacy separation to a boundary for multi-unit housing or a
Zones / High Density buildings in the new medium density zone can go right to site boundaries. retirement village) to be stricter.
Residential Zone / HRZ-
S15
481.28 Part 3 / Commercial and |Amend The 22m limit in the Brooklyn local centre is opposed. 22m on both sides of the street |Amend LCZ-S1 (Maximum height) to remove 5 and 2 Todman street, 28 Cleveland Street Brooklyn
mixed use Zones / Local will make it a very unattractive place to be, destroying the streetscape and sunlight from Height Area 3 (22m).
Centre Zone / LCZ-S1 and make it very shady and windy and takes not notice of th topography.
481.29 Part 3 / Commercial and [Amend Considers that the height limits in the central Brooklyn Zone be limited to 14m on the |Seeks that the height specified for Brooklyn in LCZ-S1 (Maximum height) is reduced to 14m on the
mixed use Zones / Local south side and 11m on the north side. Any higher than this will impact on sunlight south side and 11m on the north side.
Centre Zone / LCZ-S1 onto the street, create a canyon effect for what is a narrow street and cause much
shading on the street.
481.30 Part 3 / Commercial and |Amend Considers that the north side of Upland Road in the Kelburn Village zone should be Seeks that the height specified for LCZ-S1 (Maximum height) is reduced to 11m on the North side

mixed use Zones / Local
Centre Zone / LCZ-S1

limited to 11m in height and the south side be limited to 14m. 22m height is way out
of proportion to the available area, will destroy to street scape, will reduce sunlight on
the south side of the street. And not provide a ‘transition’ between the centre and the
houses.

of Upland Road and 14 m on the South side of Upland Road in Kelburn Village.
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481.31 Part 3 / Commercial and |[Amend Considers that he proposed height limit of 18m for the local centre in Karori should be |Seeks that the height specified for LCZ-S1 (Maximum height) is increased to 22m in Karori.
mixed use Zones / Local increased to match those of the other centres at 22m. Karori has more shops, more
Centre Zone / LCZ-S1 room, flatter land and a catchment that is almost fully catered for without leaving the
suburb. Brooklyn Village, Aro Village and Kelburn Village seem to being pushed for
development when to do the buildings at the proposed height will impact the
liveability, sunshine, shading, biodiversity. If Karori cannot be increased, Kelburn and
Aro St should be reduced.
481.32 Part 3 / Commercial and [Amend Considers that all new buildings in the inner city should have a minimum set back of at |Add a new Standard in the City Centre Zone chapter setting boundary setbacks of at least 1.5m for
mixed use Zones / City least 1.5 (2m is better) to give room for a green corridor. Side yards are a good place |all new buildings.
Centre Zone / New CCZ for rubbish bins, compost bins or sheds to store bikes and other toys. A good example
of why larger set backs are needed in The Paddington on Taranaki Street, which was |[Inferred decision requested]
meantto have several street trees lining the pavement and softening the
development, as part of the consent but ended up with no trees due to underground
services like pipes, telecommunications, electricity and sewerage. If there had been a
setback, a green front would have been possible. The residents of The Paddington and
Wellington are the poorer because of this.
481.33 Part 4 / Design Guides [Amend Considers that the design guides should require all new development to have solar or |Amend the Residential Design Guide to require solar or wind for communal lighting and heating.
Subpart / Design Guides wind for communal lighting and heating, rather than incentivising or negotiating it.
/ Residential Design Making these a requirment would would be a great move to sustainability.
Guide
481.34 Part 4 / Design Guides [Supportin Supports the planting of more native trees as per G5 and G6. It is expected that hope |Retain Vegetation and Planting recommendations in the Residential Design Guide (G5, G6 and
Subpart / Design Guides |part the range of specimen trees mentioned in G10 are predominately native trees, as they|G10) as notified.
/ Residential Design provide a better habitat for native species, contribute to the street scape as well as off
Guide setting emissions. [Inferred decision requested]
481.35 Part 4 / Design Guides [Supportin Considers that it is unclear and uncertain whether the Residential Design Guide Amend the Residential Design Guide to clarify that trees will actively be protected from
Subpart / Design Guides |part guidelines with actually provide protection for trees and require designs to be made |development.
/ Residential Design around them. There is concern regarding developpers getting permission to raze and
Guide cut down trees. [Inferred decision requested]
481.36 Part 4 / Design Guides [Amend Considers that water conservation (G17 and G18) should be made mandatory, as it Seeks that Water Conservation recommendations in the Residential Design Guide (G17 and G18)
Subpart / Design Guides will be very costly, if not impossible, to include water retrofittings in buildings after be made mandatory.
/ Residential Design they have been built. New Zealand should take note of what Japan is doing.
Guide
481.37 Part 4 / Design Guides |Amend Considers that G19 and G20 (Ecology) in the Residential Design Guide should be made [Seeks that Ecology recommendations in the Residential Design Guide (G19 and G20) be made
Subpart / Design Guides mandatory. Good design will take trees into account and provide a better outcome for{mandatory.
/ Residential Design residents, instead of cutting down trees to get more money from extra apartments.
Guide G24 also supports priot amendment suggestions of 1.5m minimum setback for the
planting of a street scape.
481.38 Part 4 / Design Guides [Amend Considers that G60 in the Residential Design Guide is unclear, as it refers to grouping |Clarify the intent of G60 of the Residential Design Guide
Subpart / Design Guides carparks to improve setbacks, despite it being understood that there would be not
/ Residential Design setbacks to the front or sides. [Inferred decision requested]
Guide
481.39 Part 4 / Design Guides [Not specified [Considers that sub-points in the Residential Design Guide regarding cars and Not specified.
Subpart / Design Guides carparking tend to have 'must' in their wording, while sub-points on storage for
/ Residential Design ebikes, bikes, scooters and other modes of transport have 'should' in their wording,
Guide such as G74 under the heading Carbon Reduction.
481.40 Part 4 / Schedules Amend Considers that the Pohutukawa on the corner of St Michaels Cres and Upland Road be |Add an Item to SCHED®6 - Schedule of Notable Tress for the pohutakawa tree on the corner of St

Subpart / Schedules /
SCHED®6 — Schedule of
Notable Trees

noted as a protected tree.

Michaels Crescent and Upland Road.
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474.1 General / Mapping / Amend Opposes the HRZ of Arlington Street. Rezone the part of Arlington Street currently occupied by privately owned housing from High
Rezone / Rezone Density Residential to General Residential Zone.
Considers that the District Plan encourages a variety of housing types, sizes and
tenure which will be lost in Arlington Street without a zone change. [Inferred decision requested].
CC-03 (Urban form and scale) states that development should be consistent with the
strategic goal (5) of a natural environment protected, enhanced and integrated into
the urban environment. Without a zone change, the very small reserve at the corner
of Arlington and Torrens Terrace, enjoyed by locals for its sunshine, could be
overshadowed by high-rise development.
474.2 Part 3 / Residential Oppose Opposes the HRZ of Arlington Street. Seeks that the part of Arlington Street currently occupied by privately owned housing should be
Zones / High Density zoned as General Residential Zone.
Residential Zone / Considers that the District Plan encourages a variety of housing types, sizes and
General HRZ tenure which will be lost in Arlington Street without a zone change.
CC-03 (Urban form and scale) states that development should be consistent with the
strategic goal (5) of a natural environment protected, enhanced and integrated into
the urban environment. Without a zone change, the very small reserve at the corner
of Arlington and Torrens Terrace, enjoyed by locals for its sunshine, could be
overshadowed by high-rise development.
474.3 Part 3 / Residential Oppose Opposes the HRZ of Taranaki Street. Seeks that no further development takes place on Taranaki Street.
Zones / High Density
Residential Zone / Considers that preventing further development on Taranaki Street will enable the
General HRZ opportunity in the future to open up the park to become a more fitting National site
for the capital city.
474.4 Part 3 / Commercial and [Not specified [Considers that Pukeahu National War Memorial Park should have sunlight protection |Seeks that the building height zones adjacent to Item 40 (National War Memorial and Carillon) in
mixed use Zones / City for the whole area if it is to be maintained and enhanced. SCHED1 - Heritage Buildings is reconsidered to ensure it is not overshadowed.
Centre Zone / General
Cccz The Hall of Memories, the Carillon and the old museum building are too important to
be overshadowed by residential or other buildings.
474.5 Part 3 / Commercial and [Not specified |Considers that Pukeahu National War Memorial Park should have sunlight protection |Seeks that the building height zones adjacent to Item 41 (National/Dominion Museum and
mixed use Zones / City for the whole area if it is to be maintained and enhanced. National Art Gallery (former)) in SCHED1 - Heritage Buildings is reconsidered to ensure it is not
Centre Zone / General overshadowed.
Cccz The Hall of Memories, the Carillon and the old museum building are too important to
be overshadowed by residential or other buildings.
474.6 Part 3 / Commercial and [Not specified [Considers that Pukeahu National War Memorial Park should have sunlight protection |Seeks that the building height zones adjacent to Item 42 (Home of Compassion Créche (former)) in
mixed use Zones / City for the whole area if it is to be maintained and enhanced. SCHED1 - Heritage Buildings is reconsidered to ensure it is not overshadowed.
Centre Zone / General
CcCcz
474.7 Part 3 / Commercial and |Not specified |Considers that Pukeahu National War Memorial Park should have sunlight protection |Seeks that the building height zones adjacent to Item 424 (Army Headquarters (former)) in
mixed use Zones / City for the whole area if it is to be maintained and enhanced. SCHED1 - Heritage Buildings is reconsidered to ensure it is not overshadowed.
Centre Zone / General
CCz
474.8 Part 3 / Commercial and [Amend Considers that Pukeahu National War Memorial Park should have sunlight protection [Seeks that sunlight access must be maintained in a minimum of 80% of Pukeahu Park rather than

mixed use Zones / City
Centre Zone / CCZ-S6

for the whole area if it is to be maintained and enhanced.

The Hall of Memories, the Carillon and the old museum building are too important to
be overshadowed by residential or other buildings.

the current 70% as specified in CCZ-S6 (Minimum sunlight access - public space).

[Inferred decision requested].

Date of export: 14/11/2022

158

Page 1 of 1




CentrePort Limited

Wellington City Council Proposed District Plan Summary of Submissions by Submitter

Subpart / Definitions /
COMMERCIAL PORT

Wharves known as Miramar and Burnham. These are operated alongside the main
Port site described in the definition as well as Seaview in Hutt City. Each site is also
defined as being Operational Port in the Coastal Marine Area in the Proposed Natural
Resources Plan.

Sul.a A AEL LI SUb,- ;?art / Position Summary of Submission Decisions Requested
Point No Chapter / Provision
402.1 General / Mapping / Support Supports Waterfront zoning. CentrePort owns the triangle of land between Lady Retain Waterfront zoning at the triangle of land between Lady Elizabeth Lane and Waterloo and
Retain Zone / Retain Elizabeth Lane and Waterloo and Interislander wharves. Previously this land was Interislander wharves.
Zone included as being part of the Coastal Marine Area. It is an integral part of the future
development of both of these wharves which are specifically recognised through [Refer to original submission for map extent].
Policy 51 (Heritage demolition) and Policy 149 (Lambton Harbour Area) of the
Proposed Natural Resources Plan. While CentrePort supports this Zoning, this is on
the basis that any redevelopment proposal for this area will be assessed for its
compatibility with urban form and other matters, rather than an acceptance that the
zero height limit indicates that no built structures can or should occur. [Refer to
original submission for map extent]
402.2 Part 1 / Introduction Support in Support Description of the District in part. Submitter considers that there is no Support Description of the District with amendments.
Subpart / Introduction / |part recognition of the role of the Port, the harbour or Wellingtons function as the North
Description of the Island terminal for interisland freight and travel.
District
402.3 Part 1/ Introduction Amend Submitter considers that there is no recognition of the role of the Port, the harbour or [Amend Description of the District as follows:
Subpart / Introduction / Wellingtons function as the North Island terminal for interisland freight and travel. "
Description of the Wellington provides the northern link for State Highway 1 and the main trunk railway between the
District North Island and the South Island. Wellington Harbour (Te Whanganui-a-Tara) is an important
New Zealand port, for a range of exports and imports. Wellington Airport is the third biggest
passenger airport in New Zealand.
[Inferred decision sought]
[Submitter seeks consistency with the Proposed Natural Resources Plan].
402.4 Part 1/ Interpretation [Amend Considers that there should be an explanation of what is meant by community scale |Seeks that a definition of '‘community scale' is provided.
Subpart / Definitions / to accompany the definition of '‘Community Scale Natural Hazard Mitigation
New definition Structures'.
402.5 Part 1/ Interpretation [Support Support the intent of this definition. Retain the definition of 'Coastal Environment' as notified.
Subpart / Definitions /
COASTAL
ENVIRONMENT
402.6 Part 1/ Interpretation [Support Support the intent of this definition. Retain the definition of 'Coastal Hazard Overlays' as notified.
Subpart / Definitions /
COASTAL HAZARD
OVERLAYS
402.7 Part 1/ Interpretation |[Support Support the intent of this definition. Retain the definition of 'Coastal Margin' as notified.
Subpart / Definitions /
COASTAL MARGIN
402.8 Part 1/ Interpretation [Supportin Supports 'Commercial Port' definition in part. Retain the definition of ‘Commercial Port' with amendments.
Subpart / Definitions / |part
COMMERCIAL PORT
402.9 Part 1/ Interpretation |Amend Considers that the Commercial Port Area definition makes no mention of the Port Amend definition of 'Commercial Port' as follows:

means the area of land to the north and east of Waterloo and Aotea Quays, within Wellington
Harbour (Port Nicholson) and adjacent land used, intended or designed to be wholly for
Operational Port Activities. The Commercial Port also includes wharf structures at Miramar and

Burnham wharves.
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402.10 Part 1/ Interpretation [Supportin Supports 'Community Scale Natural Hazard Mitigation Structures' definition in part. Retain the definition of 'Community Scale Natural Hazard Mitigation Structures' with
Subpart / Definitions / |part amendments.
COMMUNITY SCALE
NATURAL HAZARD
MITIGATION
STRUCTURES
402.11 Part 1/ Interpretation |Amend Considers that some community scale natural hazard mitigation works may be Amend definition of 'Community Scale Natural Hazard Mitigation Structures' as follows:
Subpart / Definitions / required particularly where there is public access, as CentrePort holds considerable
COMMUNITY SCALE land adjoining the Coastal Marine Area. The agencies listed do not include CentrePort |means natural hazard mitigation works that serve multiple properties and are constructed and
NATURAL HAZARD as being appropriate to carry out such works. administered by the Crown, the Greater Wellington Regional Council, Wellington City Council,
MITIGATION CentrePort, or their nominated contractor or agent.
STRUCTURES
402.12 Part 1/ Interpretation |Amend Considers that there is uncertainty as to the relationship between matters covered in |Clarify the relationship between matters covered in the definition of 'Natural Hazard Mitigation
Subpart / Definitions / the definition of Natural Hazard Mitigation Works and what is covered in the Works' and 'Community Scale Natural Hazard Mitigation', in particular what is meant by
COMMUNITY SCALE definition of Community Scale Natural Hazard Mitigation. community scale and what activities are excluded from this.
NATURAL HAZARD
MITIGATION
STRUCTURES
402.13 Part 1/ Interpretation |[Supportin Supports 'Development Infrastructure' definition in part. Retain the definition of 'Development Infrastructure' with amendments.
Subpart / Definitions / |part
DEVELOPMENT
INFRASTRUCTURE
402.14 Part 1/ Interpretation [Amend Considers that CentrePort should be listed in the definition. CentrePort holds Amend definition of 'Development Infrastructure' as follows:
Subpart / Definitions / considerable land that also adjoins the Coastal Marine Area and has extensive
DEVELOPMENT network and land transport infrastructure within these landholdings. The agencies means the following, to the extent they are controlled by a local authority, e+ council controlled
INFRASTRUCTURE listed do not include CentrePort as being appropriate to carry out such works. organisation (as defined in section 6 of the Local Government Act 2002) or CentrePort:
402.15 Part 1/ Interpretation [Support Retain the definition of 'High Coastal Hazard Area' as notified.
Subpart / Definitions /
HIGH COASTAL HAZARD
AREA Support the intent of this definition.
402.16 Part 1/ Interpretation [Support Support the intent of this definition. Retain the definition of 'Maintenance and Repair' as notified.
Subpart / Definitions /
MAINTENANCE AND
REPAIR
402.17 Part 1/ Interpretation [Supportin Supports 'Natural Hazard Mitigation Works' in part. Considers that there is uncertainty|Retain the definition of 'Natural Hazard Mitigation Works' with amendments.
Subpart / Definitions / |part as to the relationship between matters covered in the definition of Natural Hazard
NATURAL HAZARD Mitigation Works and what is covered in the definition of Community Scale Natural
MITIGATION WORKS Hazard Mitigation.
402.18 Part 1/ Interpretation [Amend Considers that there is uncertainty as to the relationship between matters covered in |Clarify the relationship between matters covered in the definition of 'Natural Hazard Mitigation
Subpart / Definitions / the definition of Natural Hazard Mitigation Works and what is covered in the Works' and 'Community Scale Natural Hazard Mitigation', in particular what is meant by
NATURAL HAZARD definition of Community Scale Natural Hazard Mitigation. community scale and what activities are excluded from this.
MITIGATION WORKS
402.19 Part 1/ Interpretation [Support Support the intent of this definition. Retain the definition of 'Operational Port Activities' as notified.
Subpart / Definitions /
OPERATIONAL PORT
ACTIVITIES
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402.20 Part 1/ Interpretation |[Support Support the intent of this definition. Retain the definition of 'Passenger Port Facilities' as notified.
Subpart / Definitions /
PASSENGER PORT
FACILITIES
402.21 Part 1 / Interpretation [Supportin Supports definition of 'Port' in principle, with amendment. Retain definition of 'Port' with amendments.
Subpart / Definitions / |part
PORT
402.22 Part 1/ Interpretation [Amend Considers that there should be recognition that Burnham and Miramar Wharves are  |Amend definition of 'Port' to include Miramar and Burnham Wharves.
Subpart / Definitions / located in the Coastal Marine Area and Burnham Wharf is used for Operational Port
PORT Activities. It is included in the Regional Policy Statement definition of Regionally
Significant Infrastructure as being one of t