Section 42A Report for Plan Change 5: Right Homes, Right Place
Topic 2, Key Issue 1 — RESZ: Residential Overview Chapter

TOPIC 2, KEY ISSUE 1 — RESZ — RESIDENTIAL
OVERVIEW CHAPTER

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1

The Residential Overview Chapter is a new chapter proposed to be

inserted into the Hastings District Plan. As part of this plan change, the
Council have sought to make a start on changing the structure of the
District Plan to meet the requirements of the National Planning Standards

template. The purpose of the Residential Overview chapter is to provide

an overarching policy framework for the residential zones section of the
District Plan.

1.2

However, the strategic direction for urban growth and development will still

sit within Section 2.4 until the Council has finalised its Future Development
Strategy (FDS) and incorporated this document into the new strategic
direction section of the District Plan. The residential overview chapter will
also house provisions that are applicable to all residential zones and
therefore reduce repetition within the specific zone chapters which is one of
the goals of implementing the national planning standards framework.

1.3

In general, most submissions received are supportive of the provisions in

this new chapter as notified and seek their retention, some however
request minor amendments to objectives and policies which are discussed
further below.

A. RESIDENTIAL OVERVIEW SECTION IN ITS

ENTIRETY AND INTRODUCTION

2. SUBMISSION POINTS

Sub Point Submitter / Provision / Position Summary of Decision Requested | Recommendation
Further Section of the
Submitter Hastings
District Plan
107.6 Waka Kotahi, | Entire section | Support with | Support subject to amendments to| Accept in part
New Zealand amendment the objectives and policies to
Transport address the Waka Kotahi, New
Agency Zealand Transport Agency
submissions and to better
implement the intention, objectives
and policies of the NPS-UD.
FS11.192| Development | Submission Support Development Nous seeks this Accept in part
Nous point 107.6 submission be allowed in its
entirety as it aligns with the
alternate relief sought in its
submission.
050.8 Kainga Ora Introduction Support Retain as notified Accept
FS11.14 | Development | Submission Support in Development Nous seeks the Accept
Nous point 050.8 part submission be allowed to the
extent that those parts of the
submission align with the points
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raised and relief sought in
Development Nous’ submission.

FS19.34 | Residents of [Submission Oppose all We seek the whole of the KO Reject
Kaiapo Road | point 050.8 submission be disallowed, as the
etc requests are far too broad and far

reaching. Resulting in severely
adversely affecting existing
communities and residents.

3. ANALYSIS

3.1 SUBMISSION POINT 107.6 (WAKA KOTAHI, NEW ZEALAND
TRANSPORT AGENCY)

3.2 The submission from Waka Kotahi, New Zealand Transport Agency (Waka
Kotahi) (107.6) supports the entire chapter subject to amendments to the
objectives and policies to better implement the intention of the objectives
and policies of the NPS-UD.

3.3 Waka Kotahi requests that the wording of the objectives and policies be
amended from a focus on achieving a compact settlement pattern to a
community focussed approach of achieving a “well-functioning urban
environment”.

3.4  The Residential Overview chapter will provide an overall policy framework
for urban residential zones and provisions common to these. Therefore, it
covers a wide range of zones within urban, rural and coastal environments.
An urban environment is defined in the NPS-UD as any area of land that is
or is intended to be predominantly urban in character; and is or is intended
to be, part of a housing and labour market of at least 10,000 people. The
existing suburbs of Hastings, Flaxmere and Havelock North all either meet
or exceed this threshold and therefore it is appropriate to use this term in
relation to these places. On that basis, it is considered that any objectives
relating to achieving a well-functioning urban environment (that encompass
business and residential activities) such as RESZ-O2 should in general be
housed in Section 2.4 - Urban Strategy. The appropriate wording for an
objective relating to well-functioning urban environments is considered in
the analysis for RESZ-O2 below.

3.5 The focus on a compact settlement pattern in order to manage urban growth
through RESZO6 and RESZ-P4 and applying this goal to the residential
zone chapters across the District stems from HPUDS and the RPS and
aligns with existing strategic objectives for the built environment outlined in
this document.

3.6 A compact settlement pattern is not considered to be at odds with the NPS-
UD objectives and policies for urban intensification. A compact settlement is
a concept that has the endorsement of the community since 2010 when
consultation occurred through a special consultative procedure to inform the
drafting of the Heretaunga Plains Urban Development Strategy which was
then incorporated into the RPS through section 3.1B Managing the Built
Environment. Until the Council’'s FDS for Napier and Hastings is finalised
and incorporated into RMA planning documents, the District Plan needs to
give effect to the current RPS. It is noted that the current RPS aligns with
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3.7

3.8

3.9

41

411

4.2

4.21

the intent of national policy on both urban development and highly
productive land. Since 2014 / 2015 the region’s and district’'s RMA planning
documents have sought to encourage urban intensification to safeguard the
versatile soils of the Heretaunga Plains. Certainly, the policy framework to
protect the productive nature of the Heretaunga Plains has been a central
tenet of the District Plan for the past 50 years. The existing policy
framework is also in general alignment with the NPS-UD in terms of
intensification within existing urban areas and the creation of a compact
settlement pattern affirms this goal.

Waka Kotahi, New Zealand Transport Agency’s submission (107.6)
specifically supports the general intent of RESZ-O4 and RESZ-P5 but
requests that the objectives and policies in this chapter are amended to
require development to be plan-enabled with integrated urban development
infrastructure planning and funding decisions, as well as a focus on active
and public transport rather than roading. Objectives of a more strategic
nature such as those relating to funding decisions and integrated urban
development and infrastructure planning are more appropriately housed in
Section 2.4 - Urban Strategy of the District Plan.

The intent of this submission, to align the objectives and policies with those
of the NPS-UD, will be further considered as each specific objective and
policy is considered in the analysis below.

Submission point 050.8 (Kainga Ora) seeks that the introduction section of
this chapter be retained as notified and as no other submissions have been
received in opposition, this submission point is recommended to be
accepted.

RECOMMENDATIONS

That the submission point 107.6 (Waka Kotahi, New Zealand Transport
Agency), in support of the entire section in so far as it is amended to better
implement the intention, objectives, and policies of the NPS-UD, be
accepted in part in so far as Objective RESZ-O2 is recommended to be
moved to section 2.4 urban strategy and amendments are recommended
to RESZ-O1, RESZ-02, RESZ-03, RESZ-P2, RESZ-P4, and RESZ-P6 as
specifically outlined in the sections below.

Reason:

a. Where considered appropriate amendments are recommended to
align with the intent and terminology of the NPS-UD. However, it is
considered that objectives and policies relating to a well-functioning
urban environment or requiring development to be plan-enabled
with integrated urban development infrastructure planning and
funding decisions are more appropriately located in the urban
strategy section (Section 2.4) of the District Plan.

That the submission point 050.8 (Kainga Ora) in support of the
Residential Overview chapter introduction as notified be accepted.

That as a consequence of the above recommendation, the further
submissions in support from Development Nous (FS11.14) be accepted
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and those in opposition from the Residents of Kaiapo Road etc (FS19.34)
be rejected.

4.2.2 Reason:

a. The intent of the introduction section to this chapter is considered
appropriate.

B. RESIDENTIAL OVERVIEW SECTION OBJECTIVES

5. SUBMISSION POINTS - Objective RESZ-O1 — Purpose

Objective RESZ-O1 — Purpose
Primary purpose: To provide for residential activities and
land use.

Secondary purpose: To allow activities that support the
health and wellbeing of people and communities, where
these are compatible in scale and intensity to the
planned urban built environment and amenity values of
the zone.

Submitter / Provision / Position Summary of Decision Requested = Recommendation
Further Section of the

Submitter Hastings
District Plan

Fire and RESZ-O1 — Support Retain as drafted. Accept in part
Emergency Purpose
NZ

6. ANALYSIS
6.1 SUBMISSION POINT 028.4 (FIRE AND EMERGENCY NZ)

6.2  The submission outlined above from FENZ seeks to retain Objective
RESZ-O1 as notified. This submission is therefore recommended to be
accepted in part subject to amendments requested by Waka Kotahi and
considered below.

6.3 SUBMISSION POINT 107.6 (WAKA KOTAHI, NEW ZEALAND
TRANSPORT AGENCY)

6.4 The general submission from Waka Kotahi, New Zealand Transport
Agency (107.6) requests alignment with the NPS-UD objectives and
policies. Policy 6 of the NPS-UD states that when making decisions
particular regard is to be had to the planned urban built form anticipated by
RMA planning documents. Therefore, it is considered that there should be
consistency in the use of this phrase throughout all the objectives and
policies in this chapter. However, as these objectives and policies apply
across a range of environments — urban, rural and coastal, it is
recommended to remove the word urban from the phrase. The phrase
“planned built form environments” should be used consistently in these
objectives and policies. The built form environment sought to be achieved
will be different within each residential zone in terms of scale and density of
dwellings. Zone specific objectives and policies along with the zones bulk
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and location standards will articulate the specific built form environments
sought for each residential zone.

6.5 As a consequence, RESZ-O1 should be amended to include the phrase
“planned-urban built form environment”.

7. RECOMMENDATION

71 That the submission POINT 028.4 (Fire and Emergency New Zealand
(FENZ)) be accepted in part in so far as amendments are recommended
to better align the objective with the terminology of the NPS-UD.

7.1.1 That as a consequence of the above, Objective RESZ-O1 — Purpose be
amended as follows:

Primary purpose: To provide for residential activities and land
use

Secondary purpose: To allow activities that support the health
and wellbeing of people and communities, where these are
compatible in scale and intensity to the planned urban built form
environment and amenity values of the zone

7.1.2 Reason:

a. That the recommended amendment aligns with the terminology of
the NPS-UD and ensures clarity of intent and understanding.

8. SUBMISSION POINTS - Objective RESZ-02 — Well-Functioning
Residential Environments

Well-functioning residential environments that enable a variety of
housing typologies and living arrangements that:

a. Meet the needs of different households;

b. Enable Maori to express their cultural traditions and norms;

c. Have good accessibility for all people between housing, jobs,
community services, natural and open spaces including by
way of public or active transport;

d. Support reductions in greenhouse gas emissions;

e. Are resistant to the likely current and future effects of climate
change.

Submitter / Provision / | Position Summary of Decision Requested Recommendation
Further Section of

Submitter the Hastings
District
Plan

050.9 Kainga Ora | Objectives —| Support Retain as notified Accept in part
RESZ-02
FS11.15 | Development Support in Development Nous seeks the submission | Accept in part
Nous part be allowed to the extent that those parts of

the submission align with the points raised
and relief sought in Development Nous’
submission.
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FS19.35 | Residents of Oppose all | We seek the whole of the KO submission | Reject
Kaiapo Road be disallowed, as the requests are far too
etc broad and far reaching. Resulting in
severely adversely affecting existing
communities and residents.
119.4 Ara Poutama,| Objective Support in 1. Retain proposed objective RESZ- |Accept in part
Department | RESZ-02 part 02 as notified.
of 2. Amend proposed policy RESZ-P1
Corrections as follows:
RESZ-P1 Housing Diversity
Relates to | Provide a range of
RESZ-O2 | residential zones that cater
for different types of
housing densities,
typologies, and living
arrangements and
households.
9. ANALYSIS
9.1 This submission from Kainga Ora (050.9) supports this objective which

10.
10.1

10.1.1

10.2

seeks to align with the intent of the NPS-UD provisions. A further
submission from Development Nous is in support of Kainga Ora while the
Residents of Kaiapo Road etc oppose the submission and seek that it be
disallowed as the requests of Kainga Ora will adversely affect existing
communities and residents. The further submission from the residents of
Kaiapo Road etc is not accepted as the District Plan must give effect to the
NPS-UD. A submission from Ara Poutama Department of Corrections
(119.4) also supports this objective RESZ-O2 as notified. Waka Kotahi,
New Zealand Transport Agency’s submission 107.6 (discussed above)
seeks that objectives and policies align with the NPS-UD and the
terminology used within that document. In accordance with the above
discussion under A. Residential Overview Section in its Entirety, it is
recommended that this objective be amended to further align with Policy 1
of the NPS-UD and moved to section 2.4 urban strategy. Recommended
amendments to the wording of the objective are outlined below.

RECOMMENDATIONS

That the submission of Kainga Ora (050.9) in support of objective RESZ-
02 be accepted in part in so far as it is recommended to move this
objective to section 2.4 urban strategy as Objective UDO10 and to make
amendments to better align with the NPS-UD terminology.

That as a consequence of the above the further submission of
Development Nous (FS11.15) be accepted in part and that of the
submission from the Residents of Kaiapo Road etc (FS19.35) be

rejected.

That the submission from Ara Poutama Department of Corrections
(119.4) be accepted in part insofar as it is recommended to amend this
objective to further align with the NPS-UD and move it to section 2.4 urban
strategy as Objective UDO10.

Objective RESZ-02 be amended as follows and moved to
section 2.4 Urban Strategy as UDO10:
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RESZ-02 UDO10 — Well-Functioning Residential Urban
Environments
Well-functioning residential urban environments that:

a. enable a variety of housing typologies and living
arrangements that:
i. Meet the needs of different households;
i. Enable Maori to express their cultural traditions and
norms;
b. Have good accessibility for all people between housing, jobs,
community services, natural and open spaces including by
way of public or active transport;
Support reductions in greenhouse gas emissions;
. Are resistant to the likely current and future effects of climate
change.

ao

10.3 Reasons:
a. The objective is applicable to a range of zones in which housing
can be provided not just the residential zones and therefore is
better housed within section 2.4 Urban Strategy.

b. The recommended amendment will align further with Policy 1 of the
NPS-UD confirming the intent to create well-functioning urban
environments.

11. SUBMISSION POINTS - Objective RESZ-O3 — Planned Built
Environments

Development is in accordance with the planned residential built
form and character anticipated in each particular residential zone
or precinct and described in the zone-specific objectives.

Submitter /
Further
Submitter

Provision / Position Recommendation
Section of the
Hastings

District Plan

Summary of Decision Requested

050.10 Kainga Ora Objectives — Support Retain as notified. Accept in part
RESZ-03
FS11.16 | Development [ Submission Support in Development Nous seeks the Accept in part
Nous point 050.10 part submission be allowed to the
extent that those parts of the
submission align with the points
raised and relief sought in
Development Nous’ submission.
FS19.36 | Residents of | Submission Oppose all We seek the whole of the KO Reject
Kaiapo Road | point 050.10 submission be disallowed, as the
etc requests are far too broad and far
reaching. Resulting in severely
adversely affecting existing
communities and residents.

12.  ANALYSIS

12.1

Kainga Ora (050.10) submits that this objective should be retained as

notified. However, Waka Kotahi, New Zealand Transport Agency (107.6) in
their submission across the whole section requests that objectives and
policies be aligned better with those of the NPS-UD. Therefore, an

amendment is recommended so that the same terminology as the NPS-UD
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is used when describing the planned built form environment except that the
word “urban” is omitted from the phrase as the objectives and policies of
this section apply across all residential zones located in urban, rural and
coastal environments.

13. RECOMMENDATIONS

13.1 That the submission from Kainga Ora (050.10) be accepted in part in so
far as an amendment to the wording of the objective is recommended to
better align with the terms used in the NPS-UD.

13.1.1 That as a consequence of the above, the further submission of
Development Nous (FS11.16) be accepted and the further submission of
the Residents of Kaiapo Road etc (FS19.36) be rejected.

13.1.2 That the wording of Objective RESZ-O3 be amended as follows:

RESZ-0O3 — Planned Built Form Environments

Development is in accordance with the planned residential built
form environment and character anticipated in each particular
residential zone or precinct and described in the zone-specific
objectives.

13.1.3 Reason:

a. That the recommended amendment aligns with the terminology
used in the NPS-UD.

14. SUBMISSION POINTS - Objective RESZ-0O4 — Infrastructure

Residential intensification and development is supported by
sufficient three waters and roading infrastructure

Submitter / Provision / Position Summary of Decision Requested Recommendation
Further Section of the
Submitter Hastings
District Plan
008.6 Bike Hawkes RESZ-0O4 — Support with | Amend to: Accept
Bay Infrastructure | amendment | “Residential intensification and

development is supported by
sufficient three waters and roading
infrastructure, including active
transport infrastructure.

FS08.9 [ Waka Kotahi, Submission Support Waka Kotahi, New Zealand Accept
New Zealand point 008.6 Transport Agency seeks the
Transport submission be allowed.
Agency
FS13.16 | Kainga Ora Submission Support Allow submission Accept
point 008.6
028.5 Fire and RESZ-0O4 - Support Retain as drafted. Accept in part

Emergency NZ | Infrastructure

15. ANALYSIS

15.1 Submission 008.6 (Bike Hawke’s Bay) seeks an amendment to objective
RESZ-04 - Infrastructure to include reference to active transport. This
amendment is considered appropriate, and it is recommended to be
accepted. Two further submissions (FS08.9 and FS13.16) have been
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lodged in support of submission 008.6 and therefore as a consequence
these are also both accepted.

15.2 Submission 028.5 (Fire and Emergency NZ) has submitted in support of
RESZ-04 and requested that this objective be retained as drafted. This
submission is accepted in part subject to including the amendment

requested by Bike Hawkes Bay.
16. RECOMMENDATIONS

16.1  That the submission of Bike Hawkes Bay (008.6) be accepted and the
submission of Fire and Emergency NZ (028.5) be accepted in part.

16.1.1 That as a consequence of the above, the further submissions of Waka
Kotahi, New Zealand Transport Agency (FS08.9) and Kainga Ora
(FS13.16) also be accepted.

16.1.2 That the following amendments to objective RESZ-O4 be made:

RESZ-04 — Infrastructure

Residential intensification and development is supported by
sufficient three waters and roading infrastructure, including active
transport infrastructure

16.1.3 Reason:

a. That the recommended amendment will ensure the active
infrastructure network is also sufficient to support medium density
development, enabling residents to choose active transport modes
to access facilitate and services in these areas.

17. SUBMISSION POINTS - Objective RESZ-06 — Urban Growth

Urban Growth is managed in accordance with the Hawkes’s Bay
Regional Policy Statement and the Heretaunga Plains Urban
Development Strategy or any subsequent Future Development
Strategy (FDS).

Sub Point Submitter /
Further

Submitter

Provision / Position Recommendation
Section of the
Hastings

District Plan

Summary of Decision Requested

MecFlynn Objective Oppose-in Submission
Surveying RESZ-06— part Heretaunga-Plains-Urban withdrawn
and-Planning| Urban-Growth Development Strategy-

134.8 McFlynn Objective Oppose in | Remove reference to the Reject
Surveying RESZ-06 — part Heretaunga Plains Urban
and Urban Growth Development Strategy.
Planning, A
McFlynn

FS027.8 Janet Submission Support Allow the submission Reject
Jackson point 134.8

FS030.7 P Rawle Submission Support Seek these parts of the Reject

point 134.8 submission to be allowed.
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18.
18.1

18.2

19.
19.1

19.1.1

ANALYSIS

Submission 134.8 (McFlynn Surveying and Planning) requests that the
reference to the Heretaunga Plains Urban Development Strategy (HPUDS)
be removed from objective RESZ-O6 — Urban Growth because it is a non-
statutory document and there was no consultation, no opportunity for public
input or challenge to this document. This statement is incorrect in that
HPUDS was drafted in 2009/10 subject to the special consultative
procedure under the Local Government Act, 2004. In 2014, when it was
incorporated into the Regional Policy Statement it was subject to schedule
1 of the RMA.

While it is a non-statutory document, it outlines the current strategic
direction for urban growth for the Heretaunga Plains sub-region and is
incorporated into the RPS policy on managing the built environment.
References to HPUDS will be replaced by the FDS once this is finalised
and has been incorporated into the RPS and District Plan. Until then, this
document aligns with both national and regional policy on urban growth
and is appropriately referenced in the District Plan.

RECOMMENDATIONS

That the submission of McFlynn Surveying and Planning (134.8)
opposing in part Objective RESZ — O6 Urban Growth and requesting the
removal of the reference to the Heretaunga Plains Urban Development
Strategy in objective RESZ-O6 Urban Growth be rejected.

That as a consequence on the above recommendation, the further
submission of Janet Jackson (FS027.8) also be rejected.

19.1.2 Reasons:

a. The Heretaunga Plains Urban Development Strategy (HPUDS) is
entirely appropriate as this document along with the Regional Policy
Statement outline the current strategic direction for urban growth for
the District.

b. HPUDS was developed subject to the special consultative
procedure under the Local Government Act 2004, thereby including
opportunities for public consultation and input.

C. RESIDENTIAL OVERVIEW SECTION - POLICIES

20.

SUBMISSION POINTS - Policy RESZ-P1 - Housing Diversity

Provide for a range of residential zones that cater for different
types of housing densities, typologies, and living arrangements.
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Submitter / Provision / Position Summary of Decision Requested Recommendation
Further Section of the

Submitter Hastings
District Plan
Ara Poutama, | Objective Supportin part |[Amend proposed policy RESZ-P1 as
Department of| RESZ-P1 follows:
Corrections

Accept in part

RESZ-P1 Housing Diversity

Relates to | Provide a range
RESZ-02 | of residential
zones that cater
for different types
of housing
densities,
typologies, and
living
arrangements
and households.

21. ANALYSIS

21.1  Ara Poutama, Department of Corrections has requested amendments to
the wording of the above policy seeking to add in the word ‘households’ to
which the submitter has also requested a definition be provided in the
District Plan. The intent of the inclusion of the word in the policy and
corresponding definition is to ensure thall all types of households and living
arrangements are provided for in the defined term ‘residential activity’.
Thereby ensuring that residential accommodation provided by Ara
Poutama in the community is covered under the definition of ‘Residential
Activity’.

21.2 The submitter has requested a new definition of household (which is further
discussed in the Topic 6, Key Issue 4 - Definitions) which states the
following:

Household: means a person or group of people who live together
as a unit whether or not:

(a) Any or all of them are members of the same family; or

(b) One or more members of the group receives care, support
and/or supervision (whether or not that care, support and/or
supervision is provided by someone paid to do so).

21.3 The definition is to be used in conjunction with a requested amendment to
RESZ-P1 to ‘Provide a range of residential zones that cater for different
types of housing densities, typologies, and living arrangements and
households.’ The direction of the submission relates to the submitter
wishing to provide for residential accommodation supported by activities
such as rehabilitation and reintegration services.

21.4 ltis agreed that residential activities should provide for household
members which may not be part of a family, and/or who may have
additional needs as outlined by a) and b) above, however it is considered
that the existing District Plan definition of Residential Activity is inclusive or
rather does not specifically exclude any form of household including those
where residents receive additional care. The operative definition of
‘Residential Activity’ reads as follows:
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Residential Activity: means the use of land and buildings by
people for the purpose of permanent living accommodation, and
includes, residential buildings, residential unit buildings,
supplementary residential buildings and associated accessory
buildings and for Residential Zones it includes seasonal workers
accommodation for a maximum of 10 persons per site.

21.5 The definition of residential activity provides for all forms of living
accommodation, and all living situations for all people. Therefore, it is not
considered necessary to define specific living situations, as all household
types are inherently provided for in the above definition. Furthermore, in
relation to Policy RESZ-P1 it is considered that the as notified wording of
the policy includes all types of living arrangements and the intent of the
policy is to provide housing that meets the needs of all people in all types
of living arrangements without the need to add in a new defined term to
clarify the matter. On this basis the submission is recommended to be

rejected.

22. RECOMMENDATION

22.1 That the submission of Ara Poutama, Department of Corrections (119.4)
requesting amendments to Policy RESZ-P1 be rejected.

22.1.1 Reasons:

a. That Policy RESZ-P1 is worded in an inclusive way that does not
restrict consideration of any type of household or living
arrangement.

b. That the as notified wording of Policy RESZ-P1 includes all living
arrangements and the intent of the policy is to provide housing that
meets the needs of all people in all types of households without the
need to add in a new defined term to clarify the matter.

23. SUBMISSION POINTS - Policy RESZ-P2 - Residential Amenity
Policy RESZ-P2 — Residential Amenity

Manage the effects of residential activities and development to
ensure a quality living environment that is consistent with the
Hastings Medium Density Design Framework 2022 relative to the
particular planned built form environment sought for the zone.

Sub Point Submitter / Provision / Position Summary of Decision Requested = Recommendation
Further Section of the

Submitter Hastings
District Plan
050.11 Kainga Ora Policies — Oppose in | Amendments sought:
RESZ-P2 part Manage the effects of residential
activities and development to
ensure a level of amenity quality
HRg CRVIFOH ettats.

Medium Density Design
Framework-2022 relative to the

Accept in part
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particular planned built form
environment sought for the zone.

FS11.17 Development Supportin | Development Nous seeks the Accept in part

Nous part submission be allowed to the
extent that those parts of the
submission align with the points
raised and relief sought in
Development Nous’ submission.

FS19.37 Residents of Oppose all | We seek the whole of the KO Accept in part
Kaiapo Road submission be disallowed, as the
etc requests are far too broad and far

reaching. Resulting in severely
adversely affecting existing
communities and residents.

241 ANALYSIS

241

24.2

243

Submission 050.11 (Kainga Ora) oppose in part Policy RESZ-P2 —
Residential Amenity — specifically the submitter opposes referencing the
Hastings Medium Density Design Framework within the District Plan as it is
a non-statutory document. The Design Framework includes principles and
key design elements that achieve good design outcomes and therefore
assists to create quality residential environments that ensure residential
amenity levels are consistent with the development outcomes sought for
the zone. These have been used to assess applications for
comprehensive residential development since the Council adopted the
Design Framework (then known as the Hastings Residential Intensification
Design Guide) in 2020. The Design Framework outlines six principles and
eleven key design elements that are relevant to residential development,
and it is considered appropriate that these are referenced in policies that
seek to ensure good design and residential amenity outcomes.

While the key design design elements can be applied to the consideration
of all residential development they are particularly relevant to small site
development. Therefore, it is considered that referring specifically to these
parts of the Design Framework document assists in underlining the
importance of design in achieving quality residential development that
positively contributes to existing neighbourhoods and that these matters
need to be addressed in any resource consent application.

The policy could be worded more specifically to reference the principles
and design elements rather than the whole of the Design Framework.
While the key design elements have a statutory basis within the District
Plan through matters of discretion in the MDRZ and for CRD in the specific
urban development areas of the GRZ and therefore could only change in
future through a schedule 1 pro