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Kia Ora

Please find attached New Zealand Transport Agency (Waka Kotahi) submission on Hastings
District Plan Proposed Plan Change 5 - Right Homes, Right Place.
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assurance purposes.
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WAKA KOTAHI

NZ TRANSPORT
AGENCY

Submission from Waka Kotahi on Proposed Plan Change 5 Right Homes, Right Place by Hastings
District Council in response to the National Policy Statement on Urban Development 2020 and
the Resource Management (Enabling Housing Supply and Other Matters) amendment Act 2021

24 November 2022

Hastings District Council
Policy Planning Team

Private Bag 9002

Hastings 4156

Email: policyteam@hdc.govt.nz

Name of submitter: The New Zealand Transport Agency (Waka Kotahi)

This is a submission from Waka Kotahi on Hastings District Council’s (Council) Proposed Plan Change 5
Right Homes, Right Place to implement the National Policy Statement on Urban Development 2020 (NPS-
UD) under the Resource Management (Enabling Housing Supply and Other Matters) amendment Act 2021
(HSAA).

Waka Kotahi wishes to be heard in support of this submission.
If others make a similar submission, Waka Kotahi may consider submitting a joint case.

Waka Kotahi does not gain a trade advantage through this submission.

Waka Kotahi role and responsibilities

Waka Kotahi is a Crown Entity established by Section 93 of the Land Transport Management Act 2003
(LTMA). The objective of Waka Kotahi is to undertake its functions in a way that contributes to an
effective, efficient, and safe land transport system in the public interest. Waka Kotahi roles and
responsibilities include:

e Managing the state highway system, including planning, funding, designing, supervising,
constructing, maintaining and operating the system.

e Managing funding of the land transport system, including auditing the performance of
organisations receiving land transport funding.

e Managing regulatory requirements for transport on land and incidents involving transport on
land.

e Issuing guidelines for and monitoring the development of regional land transport plans.

Waka Kotahi interest in this plan change stems from its role as:

e A transport investor to maximise effective, efficient and strategic returns for New Zealand.

e A planner of the land transport network to integrate one effective and resilient network for
customers.

e Provider of access to and use of the land transport system to shape smart efficient, safe and
responsible transport choices.

e The manager of the state highway system and its responsibility to deliver efficient, safe and
responsible highway solutions for customers.
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Government Policy Statement on Land Transport

Waka Kotahi also has a role in giving effect to the Government Policy Statement on Land Transport (GPS).
The GPS is required under the LTMA and outlines the Government’s strategy to guide land transport
investment over the next 10 years. The four strategic priorities of the GPS 2021 are safety, better travel
options, climate change and improving freight connections. A key theme of the GPS is integrating land
use, transport planning and delivery. Land use planning has a significant impact on transport policy,
infrastructure and services provision, and vice versa. Once development has happened, it has a long-
term impact on transport. Changes in land use can affect the demand for travel, creating both pressures
and opportunities for investment in transport infrastructure and services, or for demand management.
For these reasons, Waka Kotahi seeks full utilisation of the tools available to Council to enable
development in the most accessible urban areas.

Waka Kotahi view on the Proposal

Waka Kotahi supports the intent of the Plan Change 5, however considers that it does not fully
implement the policy direction of the NPS-UD. Waka Kotahi requests that a transparent assessment of
where most appropriate to zone medium density is undertaken using accessibility criteria such as
walkable catchments, a clear understanding of plan enabled and infrastructure ready development
capacity and any necessary medium density zone changes transparently facilitated within Plan Change
5. Therefore, our submission seeks to amend the proposed plan change to better align with the
purpose of the NPS-UD.

Waka Kotahi supports the intent and content of the National Policy Statement on Urban Development
(NPS-UD). This Policy Statement recognises the national significance of having well-functioning urban
environments that enable people and communities to provide for their social, economic and cultural
well-being and for their health and safety. The NPS-UD has a strong focus on ensuring that increased
density is provided in the most accessible parts of urban areas, where communities are able to access
jobs, services and recreation by active and public transport modes.

Waka Kotahi appreciates the opportunity to submit on Proposed Plan Change 5 (with further details
provided in Table 1 below) and looks forward to continuing to work with Council on these issues.

Yours faithfully

Signature of the person authorised to sign on behalf of the submitter

Ll ik

Kathryn Millar-Coote
Team Lead Central

Address for service:

Attention: Kim Harris Cottle

EnvironmentalPlanning@nzta.govt.nz
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Table 1 - Submission points on Hastings District Plan, Proposed Plan Change 5 - Right Homes Right Place

Point = Topic Plan Reason for Comment Change(s) sought
# Provision
1 Entire Plan | Entire Plan Waka Kotahi understands that Proposed Plan Change 5 aims to increase Support subject to:
change change and densities in existing residential areas, to provide additional housing capacity to
Section 32 meet demand and to meet the Councils obligations under the NPS-UD. However, | e Further analysis to assess the efficiency
Analysis there are infrastructure limitations that restrict the amount of possible and effectiveness of the proposed

development within the existing urban area and this has resulted in Council
taking a “hybrid” approach to urban residential development opportunities.

Waka Kotahi is concerned that Hastings District Council’s proposed “hybrid”
approach does not fully give effect to the NPS UD, and in particular will not
achieve the objective of a “well-functioning urban environment”.

Waka Kotahi request that amendments are made to the overview, objectives,
policies, rules and definitions of Proposed Plan Change 5 to implement and be
consistent with the NPS UD. This includes the need to:
e focus on the NPS UD defined objective of a “well-functioning urban
environment”;
e take an evidence based and integrated approach to infrastructure and
urban planning and funding decisions;
e ensuring the appropriate medium density land is plan-enabled; and
e recognise the importance of accessibility including active and public
transport.

Waka Kotahi is also concerned that the Section 32 Summary Evaluation Report
does not fully examine if the proposed changes are the most appropriate way
to achieve the objectives and policies of the NPS UD (as required by s32(1)(b) of
the Resource Management Act).

Furthermore, it is not clear from the proposed Plan Change or associated
Section 32 assessment whether the change in zoning will provide sufficient
capacity (by type and/or location) to meet the demand anticipated in the
Housing Capacity Assessment. Without this certainty, there could be pressure
to release land for housing in an “unplanned” or “adhoc” manner which risks
creating effects on the transport network.

provisions in achieving the objectives of
the NPS UD and providing the reasons
for the proposed provisions, and;

e Amendments to Proposed Plan Change 5
to address Waka Kotahi Submissions to
better align and implement the
objectives, policies and definitions in the
NPS UD.





2

3

33.1
Definitions

2.4 Urban
Strategy

Entire section

Entire Section

To successfully implement the NPS UD in Proposed Plan Change 5 the key terms
used in the outcomes, objectives, policies, rules and definitions of Proposed
Plan change 5 need to be consistent with the NPS UD definitions. This needs to
includes key terms that are defined in the NPS UD such as “well-functioning
urban environment”, “active transport”, “public transport”, “development

infrastructure”, “additional infrastructure” etc.

Waka Kotahi is concerned that the anticipated outcomes, objectives and policies
of Section 2.4 Urban Strategy continue to align with Operative District Plan
provisions rather than focusing on implementing the NPS UD defined objectives
and policies. Waka Kotahi would expect to see a stronger objectives and policy
framework for land-use / transport integration and introduction of active
transport. Such an approach would better align with the NPS-UD and help to
support transport outcomes needed to achieve a well-functioning urban
environment.

Urban Strategy - Outcomes

Anticipated outcomes (UDAOT and UDAQ?2) in the Urban Strategy section
continue to use terms such as a “well-functioning residential market” and
“compact development” which are not consistent with the key community
outcome NPS UD objective of a “well-functioning urban environment”.

Urban Strategy - Objectives

Waka Kotahi notes that Objective UDOS is aligned with the Objective 3 of the
NPS UD, however the NPS UD key objective of a “well-functioning urban
environment” and other objectives requiring a planned, integrated and
response approach to infrastructure and urban planning including a focus on
active and public transport have not been included. Waka Kotahi requests
amendments to this section to implement the objectives of the NPS UD.

Support subject to various amendments to
the definitions section to be consistent
with the NPS UD definitions including (but
not limited to) including the following NPS
UD definitions:

e well-functioning urban
environment
active transport
additional infrastructure
community services
development Capacity
development infrastructure
infrastructure-ready
plan-enabled
public transport

Support subject to various amendments to
Proposed Plan Change 5 to address the
issues raised in Waka Kotahi submissions,
including but not limited to;

e Incorporating land-use / transport
integration objectives and policies,

e Reference to active transport, and;
Ensure better alignment and
implementation with NPS UD objectives,
policies and definitions.





2.6 Medium
Density
Housing
Strategy

Entire 2.6
Medium
Density
Housing
Strategy

Urban Strategy - Policies
Waka Kotahi supports the general intent of Policies UDP14 & UDP15, however
requests amendments be made to better implement the NPS UD objectives,
policies and definitions. This includes the need for policies to:
e achieve a “well-functioning urban environment”;
e achieve an integrated approach to infrastructure and urban planning
and funding decisions; and
e focus on recognising the importance of accessibility including active
and public transport as required in the NPS UD.

Waka Kotahi is concerned that Policy UDP15 appears to be more of a directive
method than policy and may be better satisfied through other Local
Government Act processes which will ensure sufficient infrastructure capacity.
However, should this policy be retained, it should also include a reference to
active and public transport modes.

Waka Kotahi is concerned that Proposed Plan Change 5 amendments to Section
2.6 Medium Density Strategy do not achieve the intent of the objectives or
policies of the NPS UD. For example, Section 2.6.3 Anticipated Outcomes,
MDSAOQS3 states “Medium density development that establishes a new compact
urban character and sustainable urban form”. However, this statement is not
clearly defined or consistent with the NPS UD objectives, particularly the
defined objective of providing a “well-functioning urban environment”.

Waka Kotahi notes that Policy MDP2 provides for “comprehensive residential
development” in Medium Density Residential Zone and "where there is sufficient
infrastructure capacity” in the General Residential zone. Waka Kotahi is
concerned that there is no analysis or evidence base provided in the Section 32
analysis to transparently explain where and how much Medium Density Zoned
land is required to satisfy demand and/or meet the NPS UD objectives and
policies particularly including an integrated approach to transport and land use,
and accessibility to active and public transport.

Waka Kotahi is concerned that enabling “comprehensive residential
development” in the general residential zone is not transparent and likely to
result in likely unanticipated effects for landowners/communities adjoining
comprehensive residential development sites in the General Residential Zone.

Additionally, the comprehensive residential development provisions place the
requirement to prove “sufficient infrastructure capacity” in the hands of the
developers rather than being Council led. Waka Kotahi request that all
proposed intensification areas are transparently assessed and rezoned to

Support subject to various amendments to
Proposed Plan Change 5 to address the
Waka Kotahi submissions and ensure it
better aligns and implements the
objectives, policies and definitions in the
NPS.

Provide further evidence and analysis as to
the location, size and anticipated housing
capacity supplied by the Medium Density
Zone.

Based on the revised evidence base amend
the zone rules and maps to ensure the
appropriate amount and location of land
is plan-enabled and infrastructure ready
within the medium density zone.

Reconsider the location and framework of
the Comprehensive Residential Zone
provisions based on a revised evidence
base. At a higher level, Waka Kotahi
suggests that this evidence base considers
enabling a transparent approach to
medium density around the centre, key





MRZ Medium
Density
Residential
Zone

Entire MRZ
section

ensure development capacity is plan-enabled and infrastructure-ready in
accordance with the requirements of the NPS UD.

Waka Kotahi generally supports the intent of this zone, however requests
amendments to the objectives, policies and rules to ensure that the Medium
Density Residential Zone is consistent with the NPS UD.

Waka Kotahi is concerned that there is no analysis or evidence provided to show
how and where the medium density residential zone and associated rule
framework will implement the NPS UD and satisfy the demand for housing
(identified in the Housing Business Capacity assessment) for the short, medium
or long term. A transparent development capacity assessment needs to be
provided using accessibility criteria such as walkable catchments as well as
infrastructure analysis and feasibility studies to determine where most
appropriate to zone Medium density.

Waka Kotahi notes that Proposed Plan Change 5 proposes a very limited
Medium Density Zone (based on a previous city living zone) and then uses the
“comprehensive residential development” criteria to satisfy any additional
demand for intensification in other residential zones. This means it will be up
to the developers’ discretion as to where medium density housing will be
located in residential zones and prove that it has “sufficient infrastructure” prior
to application. Waka Kotahi has concerns that this is not a transparent
approach and that the non-complying activity status of “infill development” and
extensive performance criteria and requirements of the “comprehensive
residential development” will create increased barriers to development. This
approach will also make it more difficult to integrate and align land-use and
transport outcomes without sufficient direction on where more intensive
development will go.

Waka Kotahi is also concerned that “comprehensive development” can only
occur within existing infrastructure capacity which is not currently assessed.
There is no analysis as to if this approach provides enough housing and no
clear definition as to what sufficient infrastructure is. These requirements mis-
place increased responsibility on the developer (rather than Council) to prove
that sufficient infrastructure is available prior to making any application.

walking/cycling and public transport
routes.

Oppose subject to:

¢ Amendments to Proposed Plan Change 5
to address the Waka Kotahi submissions
and ensure it better aligns and
implements the objectives, policies and
definitions in the NPS.

e Further evidence and analysis to be
provided as to the appropriate location,
size and anticipated housing capacity
required. Waka Kotahi suggests that
this evidence base considers enabling
medium density around the centre, key
walking/cycling and public transport
routes.

e Based on the revised evidence base
amend the zone rules and maps to
ensure the appropriate amount and
location of medium density land is plan-
enabled and infrastructure ready.





RESZ
Residential
Zones
Overview
Chapter

Entire section

7.2 Hastings Entire section
Residential
Environment,
8.2 Havelock
North
Residential
Environment
and 9.2
Flaxmere
Residential
Environment

Waka Kotahi supports the general intent of the objectives and policies of this
zone but has concerns that the objectives, policies and rules do not adequately
implement or align with the requirements of NPS UD. Waka Kotahi requests
that the wording and focus of the objectives and policies is changed from a
focus on residential activities and compact land use to a community outcome
focused approach of a “well-functioning urban environment” as defined in the
NPS UD, and reflected in objectives, policies and rules.

More specifically, Waka Kotahi supports the general intent of objective RESZ-04
and policy RESZ-P5, however requests that the objectives and policies in this
chapter are amended to better align with the NPS UD 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”.

Waka Kotahi supports the general intent of these zones but has concerns that
the objectives, policies and rules do not adequately implement or align with the
requirements of NPS UD. The objectives, policies and rules for these sections
need to better align with the NPS UD - focusing on a providing a “well-
functioning urban environment” (as defined in the NPS UD).

Waka Kotahi is concerned with the provisions associated with the
Comprehensive Residential Development in terms of the lack of clarity of where
Policy GRP3, HNRP10 and FRP5 would and could be impelemented, and the
extensive performance standards (7.2.6.D.1, 8.2.6.F.1 and 9.2.6)) and
assessment criterea (7.2.8F, 8.2.9 and 9.2.8l) creating high barriers to the
construction of comprehensive developments.

Policies GRP3, HNRP10 and FRP5 aim to provide for comprehensive
developments within or partially within a 400-600m radius of and existing or
proposed public transport bus-stop, public park, opens pace reserve,
playground, open space area and commercial zone. However, due to the lack
of clarity surrounding exactly where this policy will apply it is unclear where
and how much development will result from this provision and is likely to result
in varied interpretations at time of consent.

Waka Kotahi notes that additional “comprehensive residential development” is
restricted to what can occur only with existing infrastructure capacity (not
including planned or funded infrastructure), there is no analysis provided as to
if this approach will provide enough housing to satisfy demand or a clear
definition as to what sufficient infrastructure is. These requirements place
increased responsibility on the developer (rather than Council providing a plan-

Support subject to amendments to the
objectives and policies to address the
Waka Kotahi submissions and to better
implement the intention, objectives and
policies of the NPS UD.

Support subject to:

e Further analysis to assess the efficiency
and effectiveness of the proposed
provisions in achieving the objectives
and policies of the NPS UD and
providing the reasons for the proposed
provisions.

e Amendments to Proposed Plan Change 5
to address Waka Kotahi Submissions to
better align and implement the
objectives, policies and definitions in the
NPS UD.

Reconsider the location and framework
of the Comprehensive Residential Zone
provisions based on a revised evidence
base. At a higher level, Waka Kotahi
suggests that this evidence base
considers enabling medium density
around the centre, key walking/cycling
and public transport routes.





enabled development capacity) to prove that sufficient infrastructure is
available prior to making any application
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Submission from Waka Kotahi on Proposed Plan Change 5 Right Homes, Right Place by Hastings
District Council in response to the National Policy Statement on Urban Development 2020 and
the Resource Management (Enabling Housing Supply and Other Matters) amendment Act 2021

24 November 2022

Hastings District Council
Policy Planning Team

Private Bag 9002

Hastings 4156

Email: policyteam@hdc.govt.nz

Name of submitter: The New Zealand Transport Agency (Waka Kotahi)

This is a submission from Waka Kotahi on Hastings District Council’s (Council) Proposed Plan Change 5
Right Homes, Right Place to implement the National Policy Statement on Urban Development 2020 (NPS-
UD) under the Resource Management (Enabling Housing Supply and Other Matters) amendment Act 2021
(HSAA).

Waka Kotahi wishes to be heard in support of this submission.
If others make a similar submission, Waka Kotahi may consider submitting a joint case.

Waka Kotahi does not gain a trade advantage through this submission.

Waka Kotahi role and responsibilities

Waka Kotahi is a Crown Entity established by Section 93 of the Land Transport Management Act 2003
(LTMA). The objective of Waka Kotahi is to undertake its functions in a way that contributes to an
effective, efficient, and safe land transport system in the public interest. Waka Kotahi roles and
responsibilities include:

e Managing the state highway system, including planning, funding, designing, supervising,
constructing, maintaining and operating the system.

e Managing funding of the land transport system, including auditing the performance of
organisations receiving land transport funding.

e Managing regulatory requirements for transport on land and incidents involving transport on
land.

e Issuing guidelines for and monitoring the development of regional land transport plans.

Waka Kotahi interest in this plan change stems from its role as:

e A transport investor to maximise effective, efficient and strategic returns for New Zealand.

e A planner of the land transport network to integrate one effective and resilient network for
customers.

e Provider of access to and use of the land transport system to shape smart efficient, safe and
responsible transport choices.

e The manager of the state highway system and its responsibility to deliver efficient, safe and
responsible highway solutions for customers.
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Government Policy Statement on Land Transport

Waka Kotahi also has a role in giving effect to the Government Policy Statement on Land Transport (GPS).
The GPS is required under the LTMA and outlines the Government’s strategy to guide land transport
investment over the next 10 years. The four strategic priorities of the GPS 2021 are safety, better travel
options, climate change and improving freight connections. A key theme of the GPS is integrating land
use, transport planning and delivery. Land use planning has a significant impact on transport policy,
infrastructure and services provision, and vice versa. Once development has happened, it has a long-
term impact on transport. Changes in land use can affect the demand for travel, creating both pressures
and opportunities for investment in transport infrastructure and services, or for demand management.
For these reasons, Waka Kotahi seeks full utilisation of the tools available to Council to enable
development in the most accessible urban areas.

Waka Kotahi view on the Proposal

Waka Kotahi supports the intent of the Plan Change 5, however considers that it does not fully
implement the policy direction of the NPS-UD. Waka Kotahi requests that a transparent assessment of
where most appropriate to zone medium density is undertaken using accessibility criteria such as
walkable catchments, a clear understanding of plan enabled and infrastructure ready development
capacity and any necessary medium density zone changes transparently facilitated within Plan Change
5. Therefore, our submission seeks to amend the proposed plan change to better align with the
purpose of the NPS-UD.

Waka Kotahi supports the intent and content of the National Policy Statement on Urban Development
(NPS-UD). This Policy Statement recognises the national significance of having well-functioning urban
environments that enable people and communities to provide for their social, economic and cultural
well-being and for their health and safety. The NPS-UD has a strong focus on ensuring that increased
density is provided in the most accessible parts of urban areas, where communities are able to access
jobs, services and recreation by active and public transport modes.

Waka Kotahi appreciates the opportunity to submit on Proposed Plan Change 5 (with further details
provided in Table 1 below) and looks forward to continuing to work with Council on these issues.

Yours faithfully

Signature of the person authorised to sign on behalf of the submitter

Ll ik

Kathryn Millar-Coote
Team Lead Central

Address for service:

Attention: Kim Harris Cottle

EnvironmentalPlanning@nzta.govt.nz
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Table 1 - Submission points on Hastings District Plan, Proposed Plan Change 5 - Right Homes Right Place

Point = Topic Plan Reason for Comment Change(s) sought
# Provision
1 Entire Plan | Entire Plan Waka Kotahi understands that Proposed Plan Change 5 aims to increase Support subject to:
change change and densities in existing residential areas, to provide additional housing capacity to
Section 32 meet demand and to meet the Councils obligations under the NPS-UD. However, | e Further analysis to assess the efficiency
Analysis there are infrastructure limitations that restrict the amount of possible and effectiveness of the proposed

development within the existing urban area and this has resulted in Council
taking a “hybrid” approach to urban residential development opportunities.

Waka Kotahi is concerned that Hastings District Council’s proposed “hybrid”
approach does not fully give effect to the NPS UD, and in particular will not
achieve the objective of a “well-functioning urban environment”.

Waka Kotahi request that amendments are made to the overview, objectives,
policies, rules and definitions of Proposed Plan Change 5 to implement and be
consistent with the NPS UD. This includes the need to:
e focus on the NPS UD defined objective of a “well-functioning urban
environment”;
e take an evidence based and integrated approach to infrastructure and
urban planning and funding decisions;
e ensuring the appropriate medium density land is plan-enabled; and
e recognise the importance of accessibility including active and public
transport.

Waka Kotahi is also concerned that the Section 32 Summary Evaluation Report
does not fully examine if the proposed changes are the most appropriate way
to achieve the objectives and policies of the NPS UD (as required by s32(1)(b) of
the Resource Management Act).

Furthermore, it is not clear from the proposed Plan Change or associated
Section 32 assessment whether the change in zoning will provide sufficient
capacity (by type and/or location) to meet the demand anticipated in the
Housing Capacity Assessment. Without this certainty, there could be pressure
to release land for housing in an “unplanned” or “adhoc” manner which risks
creating effects on the transport network.

provisions in achieving the objectives of
the NPS UD and providing the reasons
for the proposed provisions, and;

e Amendments to Proposed Plan Change 5
to address Waka Kotahi Submissions to
better align and implement the
objectives, policies and definitions in the
NPS UD.



2

3

33.1
Definitions

2.4 Urban
Strategy

Entire section

Entire Section

To successfully implement the NPS UD in Proposed Plan Change 5 the key terms
used in the outcomes, objectives, policies, rules and definitions of Proposed
Plan change 5 need to be consistent with the NPS UD definitions. This needs to
includes key terms that are defined in the NPS UD such as “well-functioning
urban environment”, “active transport”, “public transport”, “development

infrastructure”, “additional infrastructure” etc.

Waka Kotahi is concerned that the anticipated outcomes, objectives and policies
of Section 2.4 Urban Strategy continue to align with Operative District Plan
provisions rather than focusing on implementing the NPS UD defined objectives
and policies. Waka Kotahi would expect to see a stronger objectives and policy
framework for land-use / transport integration and introduction of active
transport. Such an approach would better align with the NPS-UD and help to
support transport outcomes needed to achieve a well-functioning urban
environment.

Urban Strategy - Outcomes

Anticipated outcomes (UDAOT and UDAQ?2) in the Urban Strategy section
continue to use terms such as a “well-functioning residential market” and
“compact development” which are not consistent with the key community
outcome NPS UD objective of a “well-functioning urban environment”.

Urban Strategy - Objectives

Waka Kotahi notes that Objective UDOS is aligned with the Objective 3 of the
NPS UD, however the NPS UD key objective of a “well-functioning urban
environment” and other objectives requiring a planned, integrated and
response approach to infrastructure and urban planning including a focus on
active and public transport have not been included. Waka Kotahi requests
amendments to this section to implement the objectives of the NPS UD.

Support subject to various amendments to
the definitions section to be consistent
with the NPS UD definitions including (but
not limited to) including the following NPS
UD definitions:

e well-functioning urban
environment
active transport
additional infrastructure
community services
development Capacity
development infrastructure
infrastructure-ready
plan-enabled
public transport

Support subject to various amendments to
Proposed Plan Change 5 to address the
issues raised in Waka Kotahi submissions,
including but not limited to;

e Incorporating land-use / transport
integration objectives and policies,

e Reference to active transport, and;
Ensure better alignment and
implementation with NPS UD objectives,
policies and definitions.



2.6 Medium
Density
Housing
Strategy

Entire 2.6
Medium
Density
Housing
Strategy

Urban Strategy - Policies
Waka Kotahi supports the general intent of Policies UDP14 & UDP15, however
requests amendments be made to better implement the NPS UD objectives,
policies and definitions. This includes the need for policies to:
e achieve a “well-functioning urban environment”;
e achieve an integrated approach to infrastructure and urban planning
and funding decisions; and
e focus on recognising the importance of accessibility including active
and public transport as required in the NPS UD.

Waka Kotahi is concerned that Policy UDP15 appears to be more of a directive
method than policy and may be better satisfied through other Local
Government Act processes which will ensure sufficient infrastructure capacity.
However, should this policy be retained, it should also include a reference to
active and public transport modes.

Waka Kotahi is concerned that Proposed Plan Change 5 amendments to Section
2.6 Medium Density Strategy do not achieve the intent of the objectives or
policies of the NPS UD. For example, Section 2.6.3 Anticipated Outcomes,
MDSAOQS3 states “Medium density development that establishes a new compact
urban character and sustainable urban form”. However, this statement is not
clearly defined or consistent with the NPS UD objectives, particularly the
defined objective of providing a “well-functioning urban environment”.

Waka Kotahi notes that Policy MDP2 provides for “comprehensive residential
development” in Medium Density Residential Zone and "where there is sufficient
infrastructure capacity” in the General Residential zone. Waka Kotahi is
concerned that there is no analysis or evidence base provided in the Section 32
analysis to transparently explain where and how much Medium Density Zoned
land is required to satisfy demand and/or meet the NPS UD objectives and
policies particularly including an integrated approach to transport and land use,
and accessibility to active and public transport.

Waka Kotahi is concerned that enabling “comprehensive residential
development” in the general residential zone is not transparent and likely to
result in likely unanticipated effects for landowners/communities adjoining
comprehensive residential development sites in the General Residential Zone.

Additionally, the comprehensive residential development provisions place the
requirement to prove “sufficient infrastructure capacity” in the hands of the
developers rather than being Council led. Waka Kotahi request that all
proposed intensification areas are transparently assessed and rezoned to

Support subject to various amendments to
Proposed Plan Change 5 to address the
Waka Kotahi submissions and ensure it
better aligns and implements the
objectives, policies and definitions in the
NPS.

Provide further evidence and analysis as to
the location, size and anticipated housing
capacity supplied by the Medium Density
Zone.

Based on the revised evidence base amend
the zone rules and maps to ensure the
appropriate amount and location of land
is plan-enabled and infrastructure ready
within the medium density zone.

Reconsider the location and framework of
the Comprehensive Residential Zone
provisions based on a revised evidence
base. At a higher level, Waka Kotahi
suggests that this evidence base considers
enabling a transparent approach to
medium density around the centre, key



MRZ Medium
Density
Residential
Zone

Entire MRZ
section

ensure development capacity is plan-enabled and infrastructure-ready in
accordance with the requirements of the NPS UD.

Waka Kotahi generally supports the intent of this zone, however requests
amendments to the objectives, policies and rules to ensure that the Medium
Density Residential Zone is consistent with the NPS UD.

Waka Kotahi is concerned that there is no analysis or evidence provided to show
how and where the medium density residential zone and associated rule
framework will implement the NPS UD and satisfy the demand for housing
(identified in the Housing Business Capacity assessment) for the short, medium
or long term. A transparent development capacity assessment needs to be
provided using accessibility criteria such as walkable catchments as well as
infrastructure analysis and feasibility studies to determine where most
appropriate to zone Medium density.

Waka Kotahi notes that Proposed Plan Change 5 proposes a very limited
Medium Density Zone (based on a previous city living zone) and then uses the
“comprehensive residential development” criteria to satisfy any additional
demand for intensification in other residential zones. This means it will be up
to the developers’ discretion as to where medium density housing will be
located in residential zones and prove that it has “sufficient infrastructure” prior
to application. Waka Kotahi has concerns that this is not a transparent
approach and that the non-complying activity status of “infill development” and
extensive performance criteria and requirements of the “comprehensive
residential development” will create increased barriers to development. This
approach will also make it more difficult to integrate and align land-use and
transport outcomes without sufficient direction on where more intensive
development will go.

Waka Kotahi is also concerned that “comprehensive development” can only
occur within existing infrastructure capacity which is not currently assessed.
There is no analysis as to if this approach provides enough housing and no
clear definition as to what sufficient infrastructure is. These requirements mis-
place increased responsibility on the developer (rather than Council) to prove
that sufficient infrastructure is available prior to making any application.

walking/cycling and public transport
routes.

Oppose subject to:

¢ Amendments to Proposed Plan Change 5
to address the Waka Kotahi submissions
and ensure it better aligns and
implements the objectives, policies and
definitions in the NPS.

e Further evidence and analysis to be
provided as to the appropriate location,
size and anticipated housing capacity
required. Waka Kotahi suggests that
this evidence base considers enabling
medium density around the centre, key
walking/cycling and public transport
routes.

e Based on the revised evidence base
amend the zone rules and maps to
ensure the appropriate amount and
location of medium density land is plan-
enabled and infrastructure ready.



RESZ
Residential
Zones
Overview
Chapter

Entire section

7.2 Hastings Entire section
Residential
Environment,
8.2 Havelock
North
Residential
Environment
and 9.2
Flaxmere
Residential
Environment

Waka Kotahi supports the general intent of the objectives and policies of this
zone but has concerns that the objectives, policies and rules do not adequately
implement or align with the requirements of NPS UD. Waka Kotahi requests
that the wording and focus of the objectives and policies is changed from a
focus on residential activities and compact land use to a community outcome
focused approach of a “well-functioning urban environment” as defined in the
NPS UD, and reflected in objectives, policies and rules.

More specifically, Waka Kotahi supports the general intent of objective RESZ-04
and policy RESZ-P5, however requests that the objectives and policies in this
chapter are amended to better align with the NPS UD 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”.

Waka Kotahi supports the general intent of these zones but has concerns that
the objectives, policies and rules do not adequately implement or align with the
requirements of NPS UD. The objectives, policies and rules for these sections
need to better align with the NPS UD - focusing on a providing a “well-
functioning urban environment” (as defined in the NPS UD).

Waka Kotahi is concerned with the provisions associated with the
Comprehensive Residential Development in terms of the lack of clarity of where
Policy GRP3, HNRP10 and FRP5 would and could be impelemented, and the
extensive performance standards (7.2.6.D.1, 8.2.6.F.1 and 9.2.6)) and
assessment criterea (7.2.8F, 8.2.9 and 9.2.8l) creating high barriers to the
construction of comprehensive developments.

Policies GRP3, HNRP10 and FRP5 aim to provide for comprehensive
developments within or partially within a 400-600m radius of and existing or
proposed public transport bus-stop, public park, opens pace reserve,
playground, open space area and commercial zone. However, due to the lack
of clarity surrounding exactly where this policy will apply it is unclear where
and how much development will result from this provision and is likely to result
in varied interpretations at time of consent.

Waka Kotahi notes that additional “comprehensive residential development” is
restricted to what can occur only with existing infrastructure capacity (not
including planned or funded infrastructure), there is no analysis provided as to
if this approach will provide enough housing to satisfy demand or a clear
definition as to what sufficient infrastructure is. These requirements place
increased responsibility on the developer (rather than Council providing a plan-

Support subject to amendments to the
objectives and policies to address the
Waka Kotahi submissions and to better
implement the intention, objectives and
policies of the NPS UD.

Support subject to:

e Further analysis to assess the efficiency
and effectiveness of the proposed
provisions in achieving the objectives
and policies of the NPS UD and
providing the reasons for the proposed
provisions.

e Amendments to Proposed Plan Change 5
to address Waka Kotahi Submissions to
better align and implement the
objectives, policies and definitions in the
NPS UD.

Reconsider the location and framework
of the Comprehensive Residential Zone
provisions based on a revised evidence
base. At a higher level, Waka Kotahi
suggests that this evidence base
considers enabling medium density
around the centre, key walking/cycling
and public transport routes.



enabled development capacity) to prove that sufficient infrastructure is
available prior to making any application
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Submissions can be: RECEIVED
Posted to: Delivered to: Electronically:
Plan Change 5 Civic Administration Via
Environmental Policy Building www.myvoicemychoice.co.nz
Manager Hastings District Council Or Email:
Hastings District Council Lyndon Road East policyteam@hdc.govt.nz
Private Bag 95002 Hastings
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Please be aware when providing personal information that submissions will be reproduced and included in Council public

( documents. Your submission and any supporting documents will be published on Council's website. Please print and do not
use pencil. You can attach more pages if necessary. If you do not wish to use this form, please ensure that the same
information required by this form is covered in your submission.

Full Name (required) MRS, 15‘4 BELL /) JUupITH \/\//’“(EF [ELD

Company Name (if applicable)

o

Postal Address (required)

LOO FENWICK STREF7, HASTIN GS.
0e) §€785-29)
MRS. TuniTt _ WAKEFIELD
Contact Name, Address, Email : Lo 05 : : B e
Address and Phone Number 2O FENNICK SFE A’/A/V/(/fi //? ///7'5 TING S

for Service of Persen Makin

the Submission* g (@é) 5//7 5/52261}/
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* (This is the person and address to whictMIl communication from Council about the subMfssion will be sent. You do not
need to fill this in if the details are the same as the above.)

Email Address (required)

Phone Number (required)

Do you want to be heard in support of your submission? [Z/Yes ['ZT No
(Hearings will take place later, and we will contact you to arrange a time only if you wish b Iy, 7" umab }6 fo
to be heard. Please give us your contact details in the top section.)

If other make a similar submission, would you be prepared to consider [ ] Yes Mo
presenting a joint case with them at any hearing?

| eoutel/could not* gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission. (* select one)
| am/aes=mret** directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that—
dversely affects the environment; and l/
(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.

(** If trade competition applies, select one of these).
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207 Lyndon Road East, Hastings 4122 | Private Bag 9002, Hastings 4156
Phone 06 871 5000 | www.hastingsdc.govt.nz
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Please feel free to use additional sheets if necessary.

1.~ MY SUBMISSION RELATES TO FOLLOWING PROPOSED ELEMENTS OF PLAN CHANGE 5: (Tick all
thatapply).

[’ The types or range of houses that can be built — townhouses, duplexes (two houses
attached), terraced housing (3 or more houses joined together) and low rise (up to 3 stories)
apartments

[@"The number of houses that can be built on a site
The 3 storey height limit for houses

iy ]’he removal of the need for affected parties consents or neighbours approval

B’The use of the Hastings Medium Density Design Framework as a key assessment tool

A Other, please specify e
HEALTH AND WELFARE, OF PROPOSED TENANTS,

2. THE SPECIFIC CHAPTER AND PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE MY SUBMISSION
RELATES TO ARE: (Please reference the specific section or part of the planning provision(s),
SUC/tl as Objective MRZ-O1 or Rule MRZ-R16)

|

3. MY SUBMISSION IS THAT: (State in summary the nature of your submission. Clearly indicate
whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have amendments made,
giving reasons.)
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| SEEK THE FOLLOWING DECISION FROM HASTINGS DISTRICT COUNCIL: (GIVE pI’ECISe etails.)
T QbolisA 00/%0/ tehs all ph-7s o FAe,
/)/19190\50/ ) / ¢l

Your signature or that of the person authorised to sign on behalf of the person making this
submission:

/ . .
Signature: ()4/4’?//44/5/ Date: 26 /(- R2

REMINDER: Submissions must reach Council by 5pm Friday 25th November 2022
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From: Wufoo

To: Policy Team
Subject: HDC - Proposed Plan Change 5 [#21]
Date: Sunday, 20 November 2022 7:58:04 PM
Full name * Carol Walsh
Postal address * 2/602 Duke St, Mahora, Hastings 2/602 Duke Street
Hastings 4201
New Zealand
Email address * walshcarol1962@gmail.com
Phone number * 0279591961

Do you want to be heard in support No
of your submission?

(Hearings will take place later, and

we will contact you to arrange a time
only if you wish to be heard)

If others make a similar submission, No
would you be prepared to consider
presenting a joint case with them at

any hearing?

Could you gain an advantage in No
trade competition through this
submission? *

Are you directly affected by an effect Yes
of the subject matter of the

submission that:

(a) adversely affects the

environment; and

(b) does not relate to trade

competition or the effects of trade

competition.

My submission relates to the e The types or range of houses that can be built -
following proposed elements of Plan townhouses, duplexes, terraced housing and low rise
Change 5: apartments.

e The number of houses that can be built on a site
e The removal of the need for affected parties consents or
neighbours approval

e The use of the Hastings Medium Density Design
Framework as a key assessment tool

My submission is that:
(State in summary the nature of your submission. Clearly indicate whether you support or
oppose the specific provisions or wish to have amendments made, giving reasons.)

Oppose. | live in a quiet, peaceful neighborhood. | have seen the new housing in other
neighborhoods and in months/years to come they will be like a ghetto. The houses are build so
close together and the tiny piece of outdoor space doesn't allow for outside play. Already these
new builds have unkempt lawns and gardens despite everything having been landscaped. Cars
are parked on the pavement, driveways and outside the property. | have witnessed gangs
associating in these areas and | don't want any of that happening around our family homes that
we have worked hard to buy and raise our children in.


mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com
mailto:policyteam@hdc.govt.nz
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Deborah WALSH
Submission 110

Plan Change 5



From: Wufoo

To: Policy Team
Subject: HDC - Proposed Plan Change 5 [#13]
Date: Tuesday, 15 November 2022 12:25:24 PM
Full name * Deborah Walsh
Postal address * 4/405 Southampton St. West St. Leonards
Hastings, Hawkes Bay 4122
New Zealand
Email address * debgen35@gmail.com
Phone number * 068789251

Do you want to be heard in support No
of your submission?

(Hearings will take place later, and

we will contact you to arrange a time
only if you wish to be heard)

If others make a similar submission, No
would you be prepared to consider
presenting a joint case with them at

any hearing?

Could you gain an advantage in No
trade competition through this
submission? *

Are you directly affected by an effect No
of the subject matter of the

submission that:

(a) adversely affects the

environment; and

(b) does not relate to trade

competition or the effects of trade

competition.

My submission relates to the e The types or range of houses that can be built -
following proposed elements of Plan townhouses, duplexes, terraced housing and low rise
Change 5: apartments.

e The removal of the need for affected parties consents or
neighbours approval

My submission is that:
(State in summary the nature of your submission. Clearly indicate whether you support or
oppose the specific provisions or wish to have amendments made, giving reasons.)

| oppose the building of 3 Storey appartments or dwellings in residential areas. They impact on
neighbours privacy and light. They also easily become rentals of the type the housing
corporation of NZ is demolishing and become undesirable with graffitti and rubbish, etc.

The two storey dwellings are acceptable. It is better to have garaging in between or sufficient
sound proofing in adjoining walls.

Internal guttering in adjoiining dwellings is a bad idea as the design is prone to leaks.

I would like to have a say in any two storey dwelling proposed over my fence, so that it is built
sufficiently far away and not 1.5 metres from the fence.

Deborah Walsh


mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com
mailto:policyteam@hdc.govt.nz
mailto:debgen35@gmail.com
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From: Wufoo

To: Policy Team
Subject: HDC - Proposed Plan Change 5 [#42]
Date: Thursday, 24 November 2022 9:51:07 PM
Full name * Chris Walters
Postal address * 815 Matai Street Raureka
Hastings 4120
New Zealand
Email address * waltersatcd7@yaho0.co.nz
Phone number * 0277150390

Do you want to be heard in support No
of your submission?

(Hearings will take place later, and

we will contact you to arrange a time
only if you wish to be heard)

If others make a similar submission, Yes
would you be prepared to consider
presenting a joint case with them at

any hearing?

Could you gain an advantage in No
trade competition through this
submission? *

Are you directly affected by an effect Yes
of the subject matter of the

submission that:

(a) adversely affects the

environment; and

(b) does not relate to trade

competition or the effects of trade

competition.

My submission relates to the e The types or range of houses that can be built -
following proposed elements of Plan townhouses, duplexes, terraced housing and low rise
Change 5: apartments.

e The number of houses that can be built on a site

e The removal of the need for affected parties consents or
neighbours approval

The specific chapter and provisions of the proposed plan change my submission relates to:
(Please reference the specific section or part of the planning provision(s), such as Objective
MRZ-01 or Rule MRZ-R16)

General : The proposed MDRZs should have been clearly notified by HDC, with specific
communications of this to people living in these MRZs and people living in the nearby areas. |
believe it is the HDc's duty to clearly notify who live in these areas what the implications of these
MRZs are for them. | do not believe this has been done. HDC has a duty to Existing residents—
particularly as they stand more noise, interference, traffic and loss of property valuation from
the Plan Change 5.

This consultation process is difficult for many of us lay people to understand, with too much
jargon and lack of clarity of what Plan Change 5 would mean for existing residents.


mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com
mailto:policyteam@hdc.govt.nz
mailto:waltersatcd7@yahoo.co.nz

Specific : Raureka - is not an 'urban' area (MRZ P3) it is suburban. Residents like it this way.
Furthermore the Raureka MDRZ centres on an already busy area and a primary school. The
proposed MDRZ would impact road safety in the areaand reduce parking. There are not sufficient
amenities in the area to warrant it being classed as urban.

My submission is that: Further consultation be given to people living in or near
(State in summary the nature of your the proposed MRZs.
submission. Clearly indicate whether
you support or oppose the specific | do not believe it is right that neighbours consents
provisions or wish to have process should be done away with by these MDRZs.
amendments made, giving reasons.)

The Raureka MDRZ should be scrapped.

| seek the following decision from as above.
Hastings District Council (Give
precise details.)
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Posted to: Delivered to: Electronically:

Plan Change 5 Civic Administration Via

Environmental Policy Building www.myvoicemychoice.co.nz
Manager Hastings District Council Or Email: .

Hastings District Council Lyndon Road East policyteam@hdc.govt.nz
Private Bag 9002 Hastings

Hastings 4156

Please be aware when providing personal information that submissions will be reproduced and included in Council public
( documents. Your submission and any supporting documents will be published on Council's website. Please print and do not
use pencil. You can attach more pages if necessary. If you do not wish to use this form, please ensure that the same
information required by this form is covered in your submission.

Full Name (required) ; .
J ) %A%«a//

Company Name (if applicable)

Postal Address (required) 4‘&/ F;.&/M&/é ﬁ , ﬁqeﬁ"\gf 4_/22
v

Email Address (required) " B
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Phone Number (required)

Contact Name, Address, Email
Address and Phone Number
for Service of Person Making
the Submission*

* (This is the person and address to which all communication from Council about the submission will be sent. You do not
need to fill this in if the details are the same as the above.)

Do you want to be heard in support of your submission? [ ] Yes @/ﬁo
(Hearings will take place later, and we will contact you to arrange a time only if you wish
to be heard. Please give us your contact details in the top section.)

If other make a similar submission, would you be prepared to consider [] Yes E&)
presenting a joint case with them at any hearing?

| could/could not* gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission. (* select one)
I am/am not** directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and

(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.

(** If trade competition applies, select one of these).

HASTINGS DISTRICT COUNCIL

207 Lyndon Road East, Hastings 4122 | Private Bag 9002, Hastings 4156
Phone 06 871 5000 | www.hastingsdc.govt.nz
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Please feel free to use additional sheets if necessary.

1. MY SUBMISSION RELATES TO FOLLOWING PROPOSED ELEMENTS OF PLAN CHANGE 5: (Tick all

that apply).
The types or range of houses that can be built —townhouses, duplexes (two houses

attached), terraced housing (3 or more houses joined together) and low rise (up to 3 stories)
apartments

i The number of houses that can be built on a site
The 3 storey height limit for houses

E/The removal of the need for affected parties consents or neighbours approval

Q/The use of the Hastings Medium Density Design Framework as a key assessment tool

@/Other, please specify

2. THE SPECIFIC CHAPTER AND PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE MY SUBMISSION
RELATES TO ARE: (Please reference the specific section or part of the planning provision(s),
such as Objective MRZ-O1 or Rule MRZ-R16)

AT C

3. MY SUBMISSION IS THAT: (State in summary the nature of your submission. Clearly indicate
whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have amendments made,
giving reasons.)

T T — : Lo
/ Oppofe il Wc‘ﬂ é//p/wz Aa: /}.’)& S

4. | SEEK THE FOLLOWING DECISION FROM HASTINGS DISTRICT COUNCIL: (Give precise details.)

7o ﬁéﬁé/%. (oevpirely gl /,@4/3’ & e

prropg &/ IR

Your signature or that of the person authorised to sign on behalf of the person making this
submission:

Signature: //@&Q(M&Q/ Date: o2 O - /7 D

REMINDER: Submissions must reach Council by 5pm Friday 25th November 2022
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From: Lisa Williams

To: Policy Team
Subject: Opposing submission to Plan Change 5 Right Homes Right Place
Date: Friday, 25 November 2022 4:26:52 PM

To whom it may concern

We would like to oppose the plan change 5 to the Hastings District Plan.

Three Storey residential buildings in the Hastings residential area would not only be an
eyesore to the public, but it would also be a complete

invasion of privacy to nearby residences. It would create congestion in the street and
nearby streets as there would not be enough parking,

street or otherwise for residences as well as visitors.

The medium density housing diversity code in Sydney, which is a large metropolis only
allows for double Storey residences to be built and

is only allowed in certain areas where this type of housing is already established.

I feel this imposition is a great injustice to the residents of Hastings. Alternatively, new
developing areas on the outskirts of Hastings town could potentially be considered for this
type of housing but to place three Storey buildings in amongst mostly single Storey
dwellings in our beautiful town is not in keeping with the culture, respect, wellbeing and
quality of life for residences and to impose such a change of plan would be grossly unjust.
I hope Council listens to the people of Hastings who are against this move (of which I am
sure there will be many).

Sincerely

Lisa Williams and Andrew Calder


mailto:lisaandandy@xtra.co.nz
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Submissions can be:

Posted to: Delivered to: Electronically:

Plan Change 5 Civic Administration Via

Environmental Policy Building www.myvoicemychoice.co.nz
Manager Hastings District Council Or Email:

Hastings District Council Lyndon Road East policyteam@hdc.govt.nz
Private Bag 9002 Hastings

Hastings 4156

Please be aware when providing personal information that submissions will be reproduced and included in Council public

( documents. Your submission and any supporting documents will be published on Council's website. Please print and do not
use pencil. You can attach more pages if necessary. If you do not wish to use this form, please ensure that the same
information required by this form is covered in your submission.

Full Name (required)

Dnnie—Malic & weeepnd WLLSon

Company Name (if applicable)

Postal Address (required)
Sol geNwiCt &t Yastmes

Email Address (required)

wWilgonNx L @ xAvre. Co. N2
027 4€23%337]

Phone Number (required)

Contact Name, Address, Email
Address and Phone Number
for Service of Person Making
the Submission*

* (This is the person and address to which all communication from Council about the submission will be sent. You do not
need to fill this in if the details are the same as the above.)

Do you want to be heard in support of your submission? [] Yes E/No
(Hearings will take place later, and we will contact you to arrange a time only if you wish
to be heard. Please give us your contact details in the top section.)

If other make a similar submission, would you be prepared to consider [] Yes Eﬁ\lo
presenting a joint case with them at any hearing?

| could old not’ gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission. (* select one)
I am/* directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that—

(a adversely affects the environment; and

(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.

(** If trade competition applies, select one of these).

HASTINGS DISTRICT COUNCIL

207 Lyndon Road East, Hastings 4122 | Private Bag 9002, Hastings 4156
Phone 06 871 5000 | www.hastingsdc.govt.nz

TE KAUNIHERA A ROHE O HERETAUNGA



Please feel free to use additional sheets if necessary.

1. MY SUBMISSION RELATES TO FOLLOWING PROPOSED ELEMENTS OF PLAN CHANGE 5: (Tick all

thagapply).
The types or range of houses that can be built — townhouses, duplexes (two houses

attached), terraced housing (3 or more houses joined together) and low rise (up to 3 stories)
apartments
The number of houses that can be built on a site
The 3 storey height limit for houses
he removal of the need for affected parties consents or neighbours approval
L] The use of the Hastings Medium Density Design Framework as a key assessment tool
[] Other, please specify

2. THE SPECIFIC CHAPTER AND PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE MY SUBMISSION
RELATES TO ARE: (Please reference the specific section or part of the planning provision(s), <
such as Objective MRZ-O1 or Rule MRZ-R16)

3. MY SUBMISSION IS THAT: (State in summary the nature of your submission. Clearly indicate s
whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have amendments made,
giving reasons.)
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4. 1 SEEK THE FOLLOWING DECISION FROM HASTINGS DISTRICT COUNCIL: (Give precise details.)
Thot =2 S%r@ \(\Wis e m«ﬁ«u\ cko,fbe tn_ nedd %dﬂ%&owoﬂ

Your signature or that of the person authorised to sign on behalf of the person making this
submission:

Signature: M/J( Date:_ 22 \) \\ \\‘Q”L

7
REMINDER: Submissions must reach Council by 5pm Friday 25th November 2022
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Submissions can be: 5 W . t/%@

Posted to: Delivered to: Electronically:

Plan Change 4 Civic Administration Via

Environmental Policy Building www.myvoicemychoice.co.nz
Manager Hastings District Council Or Email:

Hastings District Council Lyndon Road East policyteam@hdc.govt.nz
Private Bag 9002 Hastings

Hastings 4156

Please be aware when providing personal information that submissions will be reproduced and included in Council public
documents. Your submission and any supporting documents will be published on Council's website. Please print and do not
use pencil. You can attach more pages if necessary. If you do not wish to use this form, please ensure that the same

( information required by this form is covered in your submission.

Company Name (if applicable)

Postal Address (required) C{’OS QWVM g%kﬂf/&( /M,M\/e’m ng%
Email Address (required) /H’\Z/\ND(‘QQ’V\ dmga X 4’\/@ o CiDB N2
Phone Number (required) 0 é) Q—?O L{»Qgg

Full Name (required) (]/OUJ\ ice J/Q W\reﬁ) W@ (’QV\O{Q/‘(\

Contact Name, Address, Email
Address and Phone Number

for Service of Person Making A i (D
the Submission* °> Abeve
( * (This is the person and address to which all communication from Council about the submission will be sent. You do not

need to fill this in if the details are the same as the above.)

Do you want to be heard in support of your submission? [] Yes w
(Hearings will take place later, and we will contact you to arrange a time only if you wish
to be heard. Please give us your contact details in the top section.)

If others make a similar submission, would you be prepared to consider E/Yes [ ] No
presenting a joint case with them at any hearing?

| el /could not* gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission. (* select one)

| am/ameret** directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and

(** If trade competition applies, select one of these).
Please feel free to use additional sheets if necessary.

HASTINGS DISTRICT COUNCIL

207 Lyndon Road East, Hastings 4122 | Private Bag 9002, Hastings 4156
Phone 06 871 5000 | www.hastingsdc.govt.nz

TE KAUNIHERA A ROHE O HERETAUNGA
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ih‘(l\’OV\/“(QL{-loub owb&d/bo\/weé\w ' cou/\
THE SPECIFIC CHAPTER AND PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE MY SUBMISSION
RELATES TO ARE: (Please reference the specific section or part of the planning provision(s),

"G o 30. | Subdivicion= hanel Dol ﬂx]ﬁmﬁc
Sechopn_ 2. b WMeduwmn duf\gnk(

D) we nted vewowl oo~ anned 94—61\ 2 Croach
o Qs Good &@rwoww [ bl olory t;lr;m@mg

Ca Jf\a SQO/P(; (A CEQ/@W\.%« S0o.
MY SUBMISSION IS THAT: (State in summary the nature of your submission. Clearly indicate
whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have amendments made,

B eing by clooclopers i Uig bppee 9

aQ,(L oune. level § —hu X propooal hafee,
I«DC/ 2 Vi b tep adeng W&o\‘%& W&W
‘ > nZ. [T, & oiine . dio
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d be NOY ~pr— v 6((4W\
4, EKTHEF LLO ING DECIS|O NFROMH STINGS DIST ICTCOU CIL( ive precise detalls
‘/m:z)d' s N Uen,
(n ReoePping widh, o Wa/sw N Wu' W%

Your SIgnatuie or tHat of the person a honsed to sign on behalf of the person making this

MWO'%\[C@L Welote Mhene Wg@o@c«ﬁw
Che
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submission:

Sig?wue:/”]wm\/d&/‘) Date: AS // ’/Q OQ N

_ ngINDEgbmlsm%s must reach Council by 5pm-iemeay- 23 November 2022
o P c(ag&zb
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SUBMISSION FORM 5 @ HASTINGS

N v o ot Horstonge
Submission on Proposed District Plan

Plan Change 5 ‘Right Homes, Right Place — "m
Medium Density Housing’ | (5 ey

i : 234NV 2022 |

!

Submissions can be: Iy Rﬁ@EBﬁVED
Posted to: Delivered to: Electronically: '
Plan Change 5 Civic Administration Via
Environmental Policy Building www.myvoicemychoice.co.nz
Manager Hastings District Council Or Email:
Hastings District Council Lyndon Road East policyteam@hdc.govt.nz
Private Bag 9002 Hastings

Hastings 4156

( Please be aware when providing personal information that submissions will be reproduced and included in Council public
documents. Your submission and any supporting documents will be published on Council's website. Please print and do not
use pencil. You can attach more pages if necessary. If you do not wish to use this form, please ensure that the same
information required by this form is covered in your submission.

Ful Name (required) PN 7 —A ¢ (==t
ull Name (require &~/\ L_:\_ﬁ

Company Name (if applicable)

P | Add ired o i A R

osta ress (required) by ;—7 o e it &/ \’%ﬁ‘\‘kf%

Email Address (required) J—z\;)bcjs:;\m ec\m:\ - SR
e A

Phone Number (required) . T,L\\")"( : k—)Q\

Contact Name, Address, Email
Address and Phone Number =S QL)D»—JL—-
for Service of Person Making
( the Submission*

* (This is the person and address to which all communication from Council about the submission will be sent. You do not
need to fill this in if the details are the same as the above.)

Do you want to be heard in support of your submission? @/ Yes [ ] No
(Hearings will take place later, and we will contact you to arrange a time only if you wish
to be heard. Please give us your contact details in the top section.)

If other make a similar submission, would you be prepared to consider [ ] Yes No
presenting a joint case with them at any hearing?

| ceertel/could not* gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission. (* select one)
I am/am not** directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and

(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.

(** If trade competition applies, select one of these).

HASTINGS DISTRICT COUNCIL

207 Lyndon Road East, Hastings 4122 | Private Bag 9002, Hastings 4156
Phone 06 871 5000 | www.hastingsdc.govt.nz

TE KAUNIHERA A ROHE O HERETAUNGA



Please feel free to use additional sheets if necessary.

MY SUBMISSION RELATES TO FOLLOWING PROPOSED ELEMENTS OF PLAN CHANGE 5: (Tick all

that apply).

L4 The types or range of houses that can be built — townhouses, duplexes (two houses
attached), terraced housing (3 or more houses joined together) and low rise (up to 3 stories)
apartments

™ The number of houses that can be built on a site

M The 3 storey height limit for houses

M The removal of the need for affected parties consents or neighbours approval

[M The use of the Hastings Medium Density Design Framework as a key assessment tool

L] Other, please specify

THE SPECIFIC CHAPTER AND PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE MY SUBMISSION
RELATES TO ARE: (Please reference the specific section or part of the planning provision(s),
such as Objective MRZ-O1 or Rule MRZ-R16)

Al

MY SUBMISSION iS THAT: (State in summary the nature of your submission. Clearly indicate
whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have amendments made,
giving reasons.)

1 orme Al mped? af Plan dnonge <

| SEEK/T;I_;IE FOLLOWING DECISION FBOM HASTINGS DISTRICT COUNCIL: (Give precjse details.)
feliNen'e!'= o C_C“r\n‘mleH\j o\l 1\7)0\(‘ > (35

e pv’ﬂpﬁ@ L.

Your signature-¢ at of the person authorised to sign on behalf of the person making this

submission;

Date: D&\I W \LT’_:’\

REMINDER: Submissions must reach Council by 5pm Friday 25th November 2022

Signature: __
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From: Wufoo

To: Policy Team
Subject: HDC - Proposed Plan Change 5 [#51]
Date: Friday, 25 November 2022 2:27:47 PM
Full name * Alan Whitaker

Postal address *

Email address *
Phone number *

Do you want to be heard in support
of your submission?

(Hearings will take place later, and
we will contact you to arrange a time
only if you wish to be heard)

If others make a similar submission,
would you be prepared to consider
presenting a joint case with them at
any hearing?

Could you gain an advantage in
trade competition through this
submission? *

Are you directly affected by an effect
of the subject matter of the
submission that:

(a) adversely affects the
environment; and

(b) does not relate to trade
competition or the effects of trade
competition.

My submission relates to the
following proposed elements of Plan
Change 5:

The specific chapter and provisions
of the proposed plan change my
submission relates to:

(Please reference the specific section
or part of the planning provision(s),
such as Objective MRZ-O1 or Rule
MRZ-R16)

806 Francis Hicks Ave
Hastings, Select One 4021
New Zealand

awhitaker@xtra.co.nz
0211419074

No

Yes

No

No

e The number of houses that can be built on a site

e The removal of the need for affected parties consents or
neighbours approval

Building in the ‘Medium Density Residential Zone’ without
affected parties consents. In

the General Residential Zone areas if all the rules are met,
more and higher houses will be able to be built

without neighbours’ approval. If a development in these
General Residential Zone areas does not meet a rule

such as height, or height in relation to boundary, then
neighbours’ consents may be required

Section 7.4.2.1 Part 3


mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com
mailto:policyteam@hdc.govt.nz
mailto:awhitaker@xtra.co.nz

My submission is that:

(State in summary the nature of your
submission. Clearly indicate whether
you support or oppose the specific
provisions or wish to have
amendments made, giving reasons.)

| seek the following decision from
Hastings District Council (Give
precise details.)

| am concerned about the removal of the need for affected
parties' consent or Neighbours approval. The component
as below.

Building in the ‘Medium Density Residential Zone’ without
affected parties' consents. In

the General Residential Zone areas if all the rules are met,
more and higher houses will be able to be built

without neighbours’ approval. If a development in these
General Residential Zone areas does not meet a rule

such as height, or height in relation to boundary, then
neighbours’ consents may be required

Will | still be able to raise on objection to planned changes
in my neighbourhood.
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SUBMISSION FORM 5 @ HASTINGS

v’ DISTRICT COUNCIL
Te Kounihero G-Rohe o Heretaunga

Submission on Proposed District Plan
Plan Change 5 ‘Right Homes, Right Place -

Medium Density Housing’ CUSTOMER SERVICES
24 ND
Submissions can be: v 2022

RECEIVED

Posted to: Delivered to: Electronically:

Plan Change 5 Civic Administration Via

Environmental Policy Building www.myvoicemychoice.co.nz

Manager Hastings District Council Or Email:

Hastings District Council Lyndon Road East policyteam@hdc.govt.nz

Private Bag 9002 Hastings

Hastings 4156

- Please be aware when providing personal information that submissions will be reproduced and included in Council public
( documents. Your submission and any supporting documents will be published on Council's website. Please print and do not
use pencil. You can attach more pages if necessary. If you do not wish to use this form, please ensure that the same
information required by this form is covered in your submission.

Full Name (required) W ™ : : ;
AL N ol (/Ql’\H&

Company Name (if applicable)

Postal Address (required —~ = = ‘
e Los  Fenua e SH Hesdi’ngs
J

Email Address (required)

keol' 1r\mlvck ) (Gj A oo,

Phone Number (required) <J
GEI1'e¢>)

Contact Name, Address, Email
Address and Phone Number
for Service of Person Making
the Submission*

* (This is the person and address to which all communication from Council about the submission will be sent. You do not
need to fill this in if the details are the same as the above.)

Do you want to be heard in support of your submission? [ ] Yes [1] No
(Hearings will take place later, and we will contact you to arrange a time only if you wish
to be heard. Please give us your contact details in the top section.)

If other make a similar submission, would you be prepared to consider [ ] Yes [Z No
presenting a joint case with them at any hearing?

| could/could not* gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission. (* select one)
I am/am not** directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that—

(a) adversely affects the environment; and

(b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.

(** If trade competition applies, select one of these).

HASTINGS DISTRICT COUNCIL

207 Lyndon Road East, Hastings 4122 | Private Bag 9002, Hastings 4156
Phone 06 871 5000 | www.hastingsdc.govt.nz

TE KAUNIHERA A ROHE O HERETAUNGA



1.

4.

Please feel free to use additional sheets if necessary.

MY SUBMISSION RELATES TO FOLLOWING PROPOSED ELEMENTS OF PLAN CHANGE 5: (Tick all

that apply).
The types or range of houses that can be built —townhouses, duplexes (two houses
attached), terraced housing (3 or more houses joined together) and low rise (up to 3 stories)
apartments

71 The number of houses that can be built on a site

Ef The 3 storey height limit for houses

[ The removal of the need for affected parties consents or neighbours approval

If] The use of the Hastings Medium Density Design Framework as a key assessment tool

[J Other, please specify

THE SPECIFIC CHAPTER AND PROVISIONS OF THE PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE MY SUBMISSION
RELATES TO ARE: (Please reference the specific section or part of the planning provision(s),
such as Objective MRZ-O1 or Rule MRZ-R16)

Gl

MY SUBMISSION IS THAT: (State in summary the nature of your submission. Clearly indicate

whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have amendments made,

giving reasgas;) o :
L Cppose Al aspests

o€ ;n'imm chhange 'S .

I SEEK THE FOLLOWING DECISION FROM HASTINGS DISTRICT COUNCIL: (Give precise details.)

4o cgbolish C‘arnp'é-fel-g el ’agr—}’s

()f ”“ﬂe 'ﬁ)l.fo',poéal.

Your signature or that of the person authorised to sign on behalf of the person making this
submission:

Signature: %(j [L)/\vz LZ, Date: QS = ”'QD ;

REMINDER: Sut/nissions must reach Council by 5pm Friday 25th November 2022
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